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xv

The story of women’s integration into American 
politics is nearly 500 years old but far from fin-
ished. There are countless examples of extraordi-
nary women professing beliefs, adopting causes, 
and behaving in ways that defy the norms and 
expectations of their times. Victoria Woodhull, 
born in 1838, was married three times, the first 
when she was 15 years old. She started the first 
female brokerage house on Wall Street in 1870. 
She formed the Equal Rights Party and, in 1872, 
became its nominee for president of the United 
States, with abolitionist Frederick Douglass as 
her running mate. At the age of 19, Charlotte 
Woodward participated at the Seneca Falls Con-
vention and signed the Declaration of Sentiments 
and Resolutions. Although she never emerged as 
a national leader in the movement, she remained 
a steadfast advocate for women’s rights through-
out her lifetime. She was the only Seneca Falls 
participant alive to see the Nineteenth Amend-
ment ratified. U.S. senator Mary Landrieu, a 
Democrat from Louisiana, was elected to the 
state legislature at the age of 23 and was greeted 
by catcalls from her male colleagues. Although 
the first U.S. Supreme Court was seated in 1790, 
it was 1981 before the first woman, Justice Sandra 
Day O’Connor, joined the Court. Understanding 
why women have been willing to risk their lives, 
toil in obscurity, and endure the opprobrium 
of their peers requires that we try to appreci-
ate the strict limits that gender has imposed on 
women. In the simplest terms, the history of 
women’s engagement in American politics is the 
story of women’s struggle to be treated as human 
beings—“separate and equal.”

Due in large part to the success of wom-
en’s rights movements, it is difficult for our 
modern sensibilities to comprehend what a 
radical change in patterns of male power and 
privilege developing a distinctly independent 
status for women requires. Any time one group 
makes demands that require another group 
to relinquish the power and privilege it cur-
rently enjoys, conflict ensues. Patriarchy liter-
ally means “rule of” (arch) “fathers” (patri). 
Patriarchy characterizes the control men have 
exercised over social, economic, and political 
power and resources, not only in the United 
States but throughout the world. Patriarchal 
systems are ancient in origin and ubiquitous. 
Liberal philosopher John Stuart Mill, writing in 
1869, captured the pervasiveness of patriarchy’s 
reach in this passage from The Subjection of 
Women: “Whatever gratification or pride there 
is in the possession of power, and whatever per-
sonal interest in its exercise, is in this case not 
confined to a limited class, but common to the 
whole male sex. . . . The clodhopper exercises, 
or is to exercise, his share of the power equally 
with the highest nobleman.” Mill recognized 
that all men are empowered by patriarchy, 
regardless of their individual ability to exercise 
their power and privilege wisely. Likewise, 
all women are disempowered by patriarchy, 
regardless of their innate abilities for leader-
ship and for the wise exercise of power. Patri-
archy assumes that all women, by nature, are 
incapable of equality, and it therefore limits 
women’s claims to natural and political rights. 
Patriarchal assumptions have been used to 

INTR ODUCTION
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xvi Introduction

organize civil society. Until women organized 
to challenge the limits patriarchy imposed on 
their autonomy, their interests were ignored.

The Power of the 
Separate Spheres 
Ideology in Rendering 
Women Invisible

The long-standing and persistent belief that 
men and women naturally occupy separate 
spheres is derived from the patriarchal belief 
that men are meant to rule. The separate 
spheres ideology promotes the belief that due 
to women’s role in reproduction, they are best 
suited to occupy the private sphere of home 
and family. Alternatively, men are designed to 
occupy the public sphere of work and politics. 
Until the mid-1800s, common law, known 
as coverture, contributed to women’s lack of 
power in the public sphere by defining married 
couples as one entity entirely represented in 
civil society by the husband. English jurist Wil-
liam Blackstone wrote in 1765: “By marriage, 
the husband and wife are one person in law: 
that is, the very being or legal existence of the 
woman is suspended during the marriage, or at 
least is incorporated and consolidated into that 
of the husband; under whose wing, protection 
and cover, she performs every thing . . . [she] is 
said to be covert-baron, or under the protection 
and influence of her husband, her baron, or 
lord; and her condition upon marriage is called 
her coverture.” As a practical matter, a married 
woman could not execute contracts indepen-
dent of her husband, nor could she buy or sell 
property; dispose of personal assets like jew-
elry, clothing, and household items; control the 
destiny of her children; or serve as their guard-
ian apart from her husband’s consent. Cov-
erture rendered married women civilly dead. 
U.S. Supreme Court justice Bradley wrote in 
Bradwell v. Illinois (1873), “It is true that many 
women are unmarried and not affected by any 
of the duties, complications, and incapacities 

arising out of the married state, but these are 
exceptions to the general rule. The paramount 
destiny and mission of woman are to fulfill the 
noble and benign offices of wife and mother. 
This is the law of the Creator. And the rules of 
civil society must be adapted to the general con-
stitution of things, and cannot be based upon 
exceptional cases.” Therefore, all women were 
“covered” by male privilege, regardless of their 
marital status.

A gendered construction of citizenship 
for women differed from male citizenship in 
important ways. The same line of reasoning 
that denied married women property, guard-
ianship of their children, and independent 
thought and action found its way into debates 
over suffrage and subsequent Supreme Court 
rulings that rendered married women both 
sentimental and legal dependents of their hus-
bands. Women’s role in the private sphere was, 
by definition, incompatible with full participa-
tion in society. The separate spheres ideology, 
although not originally defined in law, clearly 
identified the activities available for women as 
consistent with their primary role as childbear-
ers and nurturers.

For working-class and lower-class women 
and for women of color, the separate sphere 
limited their access to the productive labor pool 
and depressed the wages paid for their work. 
Opportunities for work outside the home closely 
paralleled women’s duties within the home. 
Immigrant women in the 1840s and 1850s, for 
example, worked in sex-segregated industries 
like textile, clothing, and shoe manufactur-
ing. Teaching, sewing, and, later, nursing were 
also seen as consistent with women’s domestic 
responsibilities, although the pay was almost 
negligible. Slave women in the South were at the 
bottom of the hierarchy in every respect. They 
were subject entirely to the white male patriar-
chal ruling class, and as such, African-American 
women did not enjoy any of the privileges of 
autonomy that accompanied the separate sta-
tion enjoyed by white women in the middle and 
upper classes.
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In the mid 19th century, white women’s role 
within the home was raised to new heights of 
glorification for middle- and upper-class women. 
A “cult of domesticity” (also known as the “cult 
of true womanhood”) reassured this class of 
woman of the importance of keeping true to 
their roles. The home was her exclusive domain, 
giving her a certain degree of autonomy. Women 
in this class were encouraged to work on behalf 
of suitable social reform causes, such as aboli-
tion, temperance, or woman and child pov-
erty. Ironically, the interactions between women 
while fulfilling these rather limited public roles 
led them to view their own conditions in new 
and critical ways and eventually to organize in 
promotion of women’s rights. Women joined 
the U.S. delegation to the World Anti-Slavery 
Convention held in London in 1840, only to be 
relegated to the sidelines because of their sex. As 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton and Lucretia Mott sat in 
the balcony, watching their male colleagues in 
the abolitionist movement debate, they planned 
the first meeting to talk about the “social, civil, 
and religious rights of women.” In 1848, more 
than 300 people gathered for the Seneca Falls 
Convention and ratified the Declaration of Senti-
ments and Resolutions, in effect a declaration of 
independence from the shackles of dependence 
and civil invisibility.

The struggle to be “separate and equal” 
began in earnest following the Seneca Falls 
Convention. A careful look at the Declaration of 
Sentiments and Resolutions indicates just how 
large a task lay ahead (see the document in the 
appendix). The document mirrors the Declara-
tion of Independence (1776) in form, word, and 
intent, grounding women’s claims to autonomy 
and equality firmly within the liberal tradition 
of individualism. The facts submitted in support 
of the declaration characterize the multitude of 
ways sex limited women’s lives. Although suf-
frage was one demand, most of the document 
was a condemnation of the limits that patriarchy 
and the private sphere placed on women’s auton-
omy. The pursuit of suffrage rights led women 
to realize that full participation in the public 

sphere would require far more than the right 
to vote alone. In fact, gaining the right to vote 
required that women change the attitudes about 
women’s dependence and the social norms that 
reinforced women’s dependence. By the time the 
Nineteenth Amendment was ratified in 1920, 
women had made significant progress on most 
of the issues raised in the Declaration of Senti-
ments and Resolutions. In a liberal democracy, 
each individual casts a vote. Women had to gain 
their status as “individuals” before they could 
gain the right to vote.

Women and Political 
Participation: Going from 
the Outside to the Inside

Since women were largely excluded from con-
ventional forms of politics and political partici-
pation until they won the vote in 1920, it is easy 
to overlook their activism and serious engage-
ment with politics. Even though women were 
“outsiders” prior to suffrage, the range of activi-
ties they undertook, the tactics they employed, 
and the issues they cared about were political. 
In prerevolutionary America, women organized 
public demonstrations to protest the high cost 
of food and household goods and boycotted 
English tea to protest high taxes. To promote 
these activities, they formed organizations such 
as the Daughters of Liberty and the Anti-Tea 
Leagues. During the Revolutionary and Civil 
Wars, women participated both on the battle-
field and in more traditional tasks consistent 
with their gender role, such as nursing, cooking, 
and sewing clothes for soldiers. Although not 
yet seated in power, women nonetheless lobbied 
those closest to them for early political recogni-
tion. Abigail Adams issued the now famous plea 
to her husband John Adams to “. . . remember 
the ladies and be more generous and favorable to 
them than your ancestors. . . . If particular care 
and attention is not paid to the ladies, we are 
determined to foment a rebellion, and will not 
hold ourselves bound by any laws in which we 
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have no voice or representation.” Her husband’s 
response was to laugh at the very prospect. 
Rejected (or at best ignored) in the constitu-
tional framework, women organized through 
voluntary associations and social movements. 
Progressive women’s organizations founded in 
the early 20th century provided a model for the 
development of the welfare state in the 1930s, 
and women were integral in the leadership and 
success of the abolition, temperance, and Pro-
gressive movements.

When modern political campaigns began, 
women participated by performing duties “con-
sistent with their temperament” (gender roles) 
by providing food, acting as hostesses and social 
organizers, and cleaning up afterward. Today 
women can be found as political actors and activ-
ists in their own right—as well as integrated 
into the many professions and occupations that 
make up the economy and the full public sphere. 
However, the struggle for full equality is hardly 
over. In 2007 women still make up a relatively 
small proportion of the highest positions in poli-
tics (16 percent of the U.S. Congress; 23 percent 
of state legislatures), business (ten women are 
CEOs of Fortune 500 companies; women make 
up 15 percent of senior executives in the nation’s 
largest companies), and the professions (while 30 
percent of all lawyers are women, women make 
up only 5 percent of managing partners in large 
firms; women make up 45 percent of the gradu-
ating class in medical school, only 14 percent of 
the highest-paying specialties, and 12 percent 
of the professor rank in medical schools). They 
continue to be most underrepresented in areas 
that have historically been defined as within the 
male domain or the public sphere. The wage gap, 
occupational segregation, the glass ceiling, and 
the sticky floor are all modern legacies of patri-
archy and the separate spheres ideology. Indi-
vidual women and women collectively through 
organizations continue to brazenly challenge 
barriers to full autonomy and political equality, 
and little by little, decade by decade, century by 
century, progress is made.

The Organization of 
This Volume

The history of women in American politics is 
first and foremost the attempt to carve out a 
separate and distinct legal existence for women; 
and, secondly, the long struggle to lay claim to 
equal political, social, and economic rights that 
justly accrue to autonomous human beings. 
The entries in this volume profile individu-
als, organizations, movements, policies, laws, 
court decisions and the events most pertinent to 
women’s struggle for separate and equal status 
in American politics. This compilation is by no 
means exhaustive. This volume should serve as 
a point of reference and as a beginning for those 
interested in learning more about women’s roles 
in American politics, but it is not a replace-
ment for a comprehensive analytical history of 
women’s movements. To that end, you will find 
additional readings associated with most of the 
entries included here and a full bibliography of 
books, articles, and resource Web sites at the 
end of the volume. In order to really understand 
the complexities of women’s public and private 
status in the 21st century, you need to know 
and understand the history of women’s pursuit 
of autonomy and political identity. I encourage 
you to read widely and voraciously!

The entries in this volume were selected to 
represent the major social and political reform 
movements (for example, abolition, temperance, 
labor, and suffrage). In reading these entries, you 
will note that often a woman’s involvement with 
one cause will lead her to meet activists involved 
in other reform efforts, and thus the many points 
of intersection between women’s interests and 
causes are made evident with cross-references. 
Women’s rights activists in a given time period 
share characteristics with one another, but are 
distinctly different from other women of their 
time. Entries include individual activists as well 
as the many associations and organizations they 
established or promoted (for example, Margaret 
Sanger and the American Birth Control League, 
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Alice Paul and the Congressional Union and 
National Women’s Party). The entries have been 
presented alphabetically, but the cross-referenc-
ing as well as inclusion of broad conceptual 
entries (for example, suffrage, abortion, birth 
control movement) allow you to pursue a chrono-
logical read through history and the development 
of movements if you so choose. Because women 
have brought a distinctive set of demands to the 
policy process, several examples of major policy 
areas are included as well (for example, birth 
control, abortion, wage equity, welfare, family 
policy, and Social Security). Specific legislative 
initiatives or laws (for example, Title VII, Title 
IX) are linked to U.S. Supreme Court decisions 
that interpret their implementation (for example, 
Meritor Savings Bank v. Vincent and Grove City v. 
Bell) and to the agencies that administer the law 
(for example, Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission). There is an entry for each First 
Lady who actually occupied the White House 
while her husband was president. Although 
these entries are also listed alphabetically and 
integrated throughout the volume, if you were 
to read them in the order in which each woman 
served as first lady, the entries also tell the story 
of women’s proximity to political power and 
demonstrate the ways that denying women the 
opportunity to independently contribute to our 
nation’s development limited the nation itself.

The story of women in American politics is 
multidimensional. Women pursuing real change 
are often opposed most vehemently by other 
women. Therefore, entries have been selected 
to present both sides of historical developments 
and contemporary controversies (for example, 
suffrage and anti-suffrage, feminism and anti-
feminism, National Organization for Women and 
Independent Women’s Forum, Gloria Steinem and 
Phyllis Schlafly). Some entries represent “firsts” 
for women (for example, Madeline Albright, first 
woman secretary of state; Jeannette Rankin, first 
woman elected to the House of Representatives; 
Seneca Falls Convention in 1848, first women’s 
rights convention). The choice of entries is also 

intended to represent women’s racial, ethnic, and 
ideological diversity. This is especially important 
since the women’s movement can be appropriately 
criticized at times as being narrowly focused on 
the interests of middle- and upper-class women 
to the detriment of working and poor women, 
or on the interests of white women to the detri-
ment of women of color. Those struggles within 
the organizations and within the movements 
themselves are essential to a full understanding 
of where we stand today. There will inevitably be 
oversights and omissions, and for that I apologize 
in advance.

We have consciously chosen not to include 
a separate entry for every woman ever to have 
served in the U.S. House of Representatives, the 
U.S. Senate, and in other public offices. How-
ever, you will find an entry for each of the 81 
women in the 109th Congress. There are a num-
ber of tables included among the appendices 
that list all of the women to have served in vari-
ous capacities (for example, U.S. House and Sen-
ate, Executive Cabinet, and first ladies) as well 
as empirical data on trends in the proportion of 
women serving in political office at the state and 
federal levels. There are also a number of excel-
lent databases online (for example, the Center 
for American Women and Politics, www.cawp.
rutgers.edu). Since one of the demands listed in 
the Declaration of Sentiments and Resolutions 
was to give women a public voice (by custom 
and law, women were prohibited from speaking 
in public before mixed audiences), examples of 
women’s rhetoric from different points in time 
have also been included in the appendices.

Many people have worked to make this 
volume possible. Two of my colleagues in polit-
ical science at the College of Charleston were 
instrumental in conceptualizing the volume, in 
creating the list of entries, and in writing many 
of the same: Claire Curtis and Hollis France. 
Current and former students have participated 
in the project as well, notably Jamie Lauren 
Huff and Angela Kouters. Owen Lancer at Facts 
On File has been patient and encouraging even 
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as repeated deadlines slid by and the project 
was delayed by children and competing profes-
sional obligations. In the end, it is the many 
scholars from a wide variety of disciplines who 
agreed to write entries that made this volume 
possible. I thank them for their interest, their 

expertise, and their insightful entries. Finally, 
projects like this are not ever possible without 
the love and support of family, and I thank 
them for it.

L. E. F.
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Abbott, Edith (1876–1957) social worker, edu-
cator, author Edith Abbott, born in Grand 
Island, Nebraska, on September 26, 1876, was 
the older sister of GRACE ABBOTT. Her mother, 
Elizabeth Griffin Abbott, was an abolitionist 
and women’s SUFFRAGE leader. Abbott graduated 
from the University of Nebraska in 1901 and 
earned her doctoral degree in economics from 
the University of Chicago in 1905. The recipient 
of a Carnegie fellowship, she also studied at the 
London School of Economics and Political Sci-
ence. Upon returning to the United States in 
1906, she joined her sister at JANE ADDAMS’S 
HULL-HOUSE and worked to promote women’s 
suffrage and the improvement of housing for the 
poor. She also began to advocate for new solu-
tions to poverty. The following year, Abbott 
taught economics at Wellesley College, and in 
1908 she became assistant director of the 
Research Department of the Chicago School of 
Civics and Philanthropy. Abbott served as dean 
of the School of Social Service Administration, 
University of Chicago, from 1924 to 1942. In 
1926, she helped establish the Cook County 
Bureau of Public Welfare. She assisted in draft-
ing the Social Security Act of 1935 and served as 
special consultant to Harry Hopkins, adviser to 

President Franklin D. Roosevelt. Abbott wrote 
extensively and published widely about the need 
for public welfare, the responsibility of the state 
in solving social problems, and in defining the 
field of social work. She also produced studies 
on women in industry and problems in the 
penal system. She died on July 28, 1957.

Further Reading
Barbuto, Domenica M., ed. The American Settlement 

Movement: A Bibliography. Bibliographies and 
Indexes in American History, no. 42. Westport, 
Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1999.

Costin, Lela B. Two Sisters for Social Justice: A Biogra-
phy of Grace and Edith Abbott. Urbana: University 
of Illinois Press, 1983.

Abbott, Grace (1878–1939) social worker, 
head of Children’s Bureau Grace Abbott was 
born on November 17, 1878, and raised in Grand 
Island, Nebraska. Her father was the state’s lieu-
tenant governor, and her mother was an aboli-
tionist and suffragist. Grace received her bachelor’s 
degree from Grand Island College in 1898 and 
taught for several years at Grand Island High 
School. She did graduate work in political science 
and in law at the University of Chicago, receiving 

A
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a master’s degree in 1909. The year before, greatly 
attracted to the pioneering social work of JANE 
ADDAMS, she became a resident of HULL-HOUSE in 
Chicago and collaborated with Addams for over a 
decade.

Abbott shared Addams’s interest in the 
cause of world peace, and she worked effectively 
to advance women’s SUFFRAGE. She became pre-
occupied with the problems of immigrants very 
early. For more than 20 years, many Americans 
had been worried that the flood of immigrants—
as many as a million in a single year—arriving 
from eastern and southern Europe constituted a 
severe threat to American life and institutions. 
These “new immigrants,” as they were called, 
seemed dangerously “different” in language, 
dress, religion, and their disposition to cluster 
in the cities (as most people in this era were 
also doing). Other Americans, like Addams and 
Abbott, believed that it was not the immigrants 
who were “new,” but America. Increasingly 

urban, industrial and impersonal to them, the 
problem was how to help the newcomers find 
and maintain their families, get jobs, and learn 
to play a knowledgeable part in a democracy.

From 1908 to 1917, Abbott directed the 
IMMIGRANTS’ PROTECTIVE LEAGUE in Chicago. 
Close personal contact with immigrants made 
her aware of how difficult it was for new arrivals 
from Poland, Italy, or Russia to find the relatives 
or friends they depended on; to get jobs that 
were not exploitative; and to avoid being abused 
by the political machines. A trip in 1911 to 
eastern Europe deepened Abbott’s understand-
ing of the needs and hopes of the immigrants. 
Her point of view is eloquently summarized in 
her The Immigrant and the Community (1917). To 
Abbott, the “new immigrants” were every bit 
as desirable as additions to the United States 
as were the older arrivals. In modern American 
society, they needed help; and, while the states 
and local philanthropic organizations such as 
the Immigrants’ Protective League could help, 
the federal government had an important role to 
play. It was wrong, she argued, to concentrate on 
restricting or excluding immigration; the gov-
ernment should plan how to best accommodate 
and integrate the newcomers.

Abbott was not successful in redirecting 
federal policy; the Immigration Act of 1924 
drastically reduced the number of new immi-
grants. But her writings and her work with the 
Immigrants’ Protective League helped develop a 
more widespread and generous understanding 
of the difficulties immigrants encountered.

In 1912, Congress established the Children’s 
Bureau in the recognition that children were 
entitled to special consideration in schools, in 
the workplace, in the courts, and even in the 
home. In 1916, Congress passed a law prohibit-
ing the interstate shipment of products made by 
child labor. It remained for the Children’s Bureau 
to make the law effective. Julia Lathrop, the first 
head of the bureau, asked her friend Abbott to 
head up the child labor division in 1917. Abbott 
proved to be an exceptionally able administra-
tor. However, within a year the Supreme Court 

Grace Abbott, 1929 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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invalidated the 1916 law as an infringement on 
the rights of the states to deal with child labor 
as they thought best. Abbott resigned and for 
the rest of her life worked to secure an amend-
ment to the Constitution outlawing child labor. 
To her regret, this effort, too, was frustrated by 
states-rights sentiments and by the concern that 
the amendment would jeopardize the rights of 
parents and churches to supervise the rearing 
of children.

After a brief period back in Illinois, Abbott 
returned to Washington in 1921 as the new head 
of the Children’s Bureau. Probably her most 
important responsibility was to administer the 
SHEPPARD-TOWNER MATERNITY AND INFANCY PRO-
TECTION ACT (1921), which extended federal aid 
to states that developed appropriate programs of 
maternal care. Abbott had been appalled to find 
that infant mortality was higher in the United 
States than in any country where records were 
kept, and she was convinced that the best way to 
reduce that mortality was to improve the health 
of the mother, before and after childbirth. The 
Supreme Court rejected challenges to this dra-
matic extension of federal government respon-
sibilities for social welfare. Abbott, while seeing 
to it that more than 3,000 centers across the 
country met federal standards, showed herself 
sensitive to the special concerns of localities. 
Though Congress terminated the program in 
1929, the act, as administered by Abbott, was a 
pioneering federal program of social welfare.

Abbott never lost faith that the American 
people would, when properly informed and 
led, support enlightened welfare programs. She 
was optimistic that the New Deal of Franklin 
Roosevelt and her old friend FRANCES PERKINS 
would realize many of her dreams. She had the 
satisfaction of helping to draft the Social Secu-
rity Act of 1935, which, among other things, 
provided federal guarantees of aid to dependent 
children. Ill health prompted her to resign in 
1934. She became professor of public welfare 
at the University of Chicago, where her sister, 
EDITH ABBOTT, was a dean. She lived with Edith 
until her death on June 19, 1939.

Further Reading
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University of Illinois Press, 1983.

—Cynthia Melendy

abolitionist movement, women in the  
Although Quakers in Pennsylvania had opposed 
slavery from its inception, there was no national 
movement in America until William Lloyd Gar-
rison began his crusade during the early 1830s. 
In December 1833, the Philadelphia Quakers, 
the New England Garrisonians, and the New 
York Reformers met with freed blacks to form 
the American Anti-Slavery Society. Garrison 
wrote the primary goals for the organization: to 
achieve immediate emancipation of all slaves 
and bring about an end to racial segregation and 
discrimination.

Women encountered the first of many 
obstacles to their participation when meeting 
organizers permitted them to attend but refused 
to allow them to speak from the floor or join the 
society. Immediately following this meeting, 
a group of black and white women organized 
the PHILADELPHIA FEMALE ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY. 
African-American women had already begun to 
organize, forming one of the first abolitionist 
groups in 1832, the Female Anti-Slavery Soci-
ety of Salem, Massachusetts. Similar groups 
formed throughout New England, and in 1837, 
when the National Female Anti-Slavery Soci-
ety convened in New York, delegates from 12 
states attended. Like other social-reform orga-
nizations at the time, however, the composition 
of most female antislavery societies followed 
social conventions of racial segregation. Per-
haps the best-known female abolitionist was 
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HARRIETT TUBMAN (1820–1911), an escaped slave 
from Maryland who risked her life repeatedly 
to rescue more than 300 slaves via the Under-
ground Railroad.

The commitment to end slavery led women 
to test all kinds of social constraints, including 
the prohibition against women speaking in pub-
lic. FRANCES WRIGHT, Maria Stewart, ANGELINA 
GRIMKÉ, and SARAH GRIMKÉ all suffered criticism 
from the public, the press, and the pulpit for 
addressing mixed audiences of men and women 
in the 1830s. By the next decade, women’s frus-
tration over their limited role within the move-
ment prompted some to take action on behalf of 
their own sex. At the 1840 World Anti-Slavery 
Convention held in London, delegates voted to 
seat only men, relegating the women to the gal-
leries above. U.S. delegates LUCRETIA MOTT and 
ELIZABETH CADY STANTON spent hours discuss-
ing the discrimination they faced as women. In 
1848, they organized the SENECA FALLS CONVEN-
TION, the first convention for women’s rights in 
the United States. Delegates at the Convention 
drafted the DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS AND 
RESOLUTIONS in support of women’s rights.

Further Reading
Evans, Sara. Born for Liberty: A History of Women in 

America. New York: Free Press, 1997.
Jeffrey, Julie Roy. The Great Silent Army of Abolitionism: 

Ordinary Women in the Anti-Slavery Movement. 
Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 
1998.

abortion A woman’s right to decide whether or 
not to terminate her pregnancy has become one 
of the most controversial issues of contemporary 
gender politics. Pro-choice advocates argue that 
only a woman, often in consultation with her 
doctor and/or partner, can make such a difficult 
decision. Abortion opponents characterize the 
issue in moral terms, arguing that the fetus is a 
human life from the point of conception.

In 1821, Connecticut became the first state 
to enact abortion legislation, making it illegal 

to terminate a pregnancy after quickening (the 
first recognizable movement of the fetus, usu-
ally occurring in about the fourth month). In 
the mid-19th Century, spurred mainly by the 
medical community, a movement to tighten 
abortion regulation resulted in uniform abor-
tion prohibition laws throughout the United 
States. Outside of exceptions to preserve the life 
of the mother, these laws stayed in place until 
the 1960s. Prohibiting abortion by law did not 
end the practice of abortions, however. Illegal 
abortions were frequent throughout this period, 
although the COMSTOCK ACT of 1873 made them 
harder to obtain and drove providers further 
underground. The Comstock Act primarily tar-
geted “obscene literature,” but it also forbade 
distribution of information or devices for birth 
control, abortion, and information on sexually 
transmitted diseases. By 1930, an estimated 
800,000 illegal abortions were performed annu-
ally, and between 8,000 and 17,000 women died 
every year as a result.

Some early feminists, such as SUSAN B. 
ANTHONY, opposed abortion on the grounds that 
it endangered women’s lives. These feminists 
believed that women’s equality would only be 
possible when abortion was no longer neces-
sary. They argued that prevention was more 
important than punishment and blamed cir-
cumstances, laws, and men for driving women 
to seek abortions. Later feminists advocated 
access to safe and effective birth control as a 
means of preventing abortions. The first step in 
this approach came in 1965 when the Supreme 
Court decided GRISWOLD V. CONNECTICUT. Con-
necticut law made it illegal for anyone, includ-
ing married couples, to obtain birth control 
drugs and devices. The Supreme Court ruled 
that the ban on contraception violated the con-
stitutional right to marital privacy. In 1972, the 
Court extended the right to use contraceptives 
to all people, regardless of their marital status 
(EISENSTADT V. BAIRD).

Throughout the 1960s and 1970s, states 
liberalized abortion laws by adding exceptions 
in cases of rape or incest, and for a variety of 
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health reasons. In 1970, New York became the 
first state to allow abortion “on demand.” Elec-
tive abortions performed by a licensed physi-
cian were completely legal for the first 24 weeks 
but considered to be homicide after that point. 
Groups such as the National Abortion Rights 
Action League and the Clergy Consultation Ser-
vice on Abortion worked to liberalize abortion 
laws in other states. In 1973, in the case of ROE V. 
WADE, the Supreme Court struck down national 
and state laws regulating abortion. Under Roe, 
no state could regulate abortion during the first 
trimester (three months) of pregnancy. During 
this period, the Court found that the right to 
privacy “is broad enough to encompass a wom-
an’s decision whether or not to terminate her 
pregnancy.” The Court also found two compel-
ling state interests that could justify restrictions 
on abortion services. In the second trimester 
(fourth to sixth month), states could regulate 
abortion to protect maternal health. In the final 
trimester, when the fetus was potentially viable 
outside the woman’s womb, states could not 
only regulate abortion, they could ban abortion 
to protect fetal life. In the years following Roe, 
the Court consistently struck down state laws 
that had the intent to or effect of limiting access 
to abortion.

The Roe decision marks a turning point in 
the politicization of abortion. To some, the deci-
sion suggested that women would no longer be 
forced to seek illegal abortions and that women’s 
lives would be protected. To others, however, 
the decision meant that even more pregnancies 
would be terminated. Opponents organized and 
quickly mobilized as the “pro-life movement” 
in an attempt to make abortion illegal again. 
Catholic bishops were the first to organize, 
and they were soon joined by a variety of other 
constituencies united by the goal of overturning 
Roe v. Wade. More than two dozen resolutions to 
overturn the decision by constitutional amend-
ment were introduced in Congress immediately 
following the 1973 decision. The Human Life 
Amendment, stating that life begins at concep-
tion and that ending it was murder, failed to 

pass Congress and had little public support. 
Alternate pro-life strategies involved changing 
the composition of the Supreme Court, organiz-
ing conservative Christians into a pro-life voting 
block in support of Republican, anti-abortion 
candidates, adoption of the HYDE AMENDMENT 
prohibiting the use of federal funds for abor-
tions, and state legislation requiring paren-
tal notification for minors seeking abortions. 
President Ronald Reagan appointed three new 
justices to the Court during his tenure (SANDRA 
DAY O’CONNER, Antonin Scalia, and Anthony 
Kennedy), and George H. W. Bush followed 
with two appointments (David Souter and Clar-
ence Thomas). The new justices tended to be 
more conservative than their predecessors, and 
although the Court maintained the central hold-
ing in Roe, it allowed more restrictions and reg-
ulations, provided they did not pose an “undue 
burden” on a woman’s ability to obtain an abor-
tion. In 1988, the Reagan administration issued 
new regulations for federally funded family 
planning clinics, prohibiting medical personnel 
from discussing abortion with their clients. The 
GAG RULE was upheld by the Court (RUST V. SUL-
LIVAN, 1991) but rescinded by President Clinton 
in 1993 (it was reinstated by President George 
W. Bush). Abortion opponents frustrated by the 
incremental approach to overturning Roe began 
adopting confrontational and violent tactics to 
prevent abortions.

Joseph Scheidler founded the Pro-Life Action 
League (PLAL) in 1980. PLAL dispatches side-
walk counselors to clinics to dissuade women 
from going through with abortions and con-
ducts “face the truth tours” across the country 
by displaying huge posters of aborted fetuses. 
Randall Terry founded OPERATION RESCUE, a 
militant anti-abortion organization, in 1987. 
The group’s aim is to prevent abortions by hold-
ing large demonstrations outside abortion clin-
ics, destroying clinic property and equipment, 
blockading clinics, and physically surround-
ing women as they attempt to enter clinics. 
Although Operation Rescue promotes itself 
as a “peaceful civil disobedience movement,” 
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other like-minded groups at the fringes of the 
movement have adopted destructive tactics that 
include bombings, arson, assault, and the mur-
der of abortion providers. On Christmas day 
in 1984, three abortion clinics were bombed. 
Those convicted called the bombings “a birth-
day gift for Jesus.”

Pro-choice forces believed Roe signaled a 
victory for women’s health and safety and orga-
nized primarily to protect the status quo. WEB-
STER V. REPRODUCTIVE HEALTH SERVICES (1989) 
issued a direct threat to Roe and a new call to 
action for pro-choice advocates. The Missouri 
law in question stated that life began at concep-
tion and barred the use of public funds for abor-
tions, prohibited abortions in public hospitals, 
and required viability testing after 19 weeks. In 
an amicus curiae brief, the solicitor general of 
the United States asked specifically that Roe be 
overturned. A record number of interest groups 
participated by submitting amicus briefs, 81 in 
all. The Court returned a split decision, 4-1-4. 
Four justices appeared willing to overturn Roe 
v. Wade, but they could not get a fifth to join 
them in a majority decision. Justice Sandra Day 
O’Connor, the first woman appointed to the 
Court and the only woman serving at the time, 
refused to join her colleagues in reversing Roe 
but did vote to uphold the Missouri restrictions 
in question, creating a 5-4 decision on the mer-
its of the case. The majority of the Court held 
that Missouri’s restrictions did not impose an 
“undue burden” on a woman’s privacy or her 
access to abortion services.

In 1992, the Court again issued a divided 
opinion in PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SOUTHEASTERN 
PENNSYLVANIA V. CASEY. The case involved Penn-
sylvania’s Abortion Control Act, which included 
compulsory anti-abortion counseling by doc-
tors, a 24-hour waiting period after counseling, 
reporting requirements by doctors and clinics, 
spousal notification, and parental consent that 
required at least one parent to accompany the 
minor to the clinic (or judicial approval). The 
Bush administration again urged the Court 
to use this case to overturn Roe. Four jus-

tices signaled that they would have overturned 
Roe entirely (Chief Justice William Rehnquist, 
Byron White, Scalia, and Thomas), but the deci-
sion was controlled by a three-justice plurality. 
O’Connor, Kennedy, and Souter specifically 
upheld the central holding in Roe, and on this 
point alone, they were joined by John Paul Ste-
vens and Harry Blackmun. The majority opinion 
itself upheld all of the provisions in the Penn-
sylvania statute except spousal notification. The 
practical result of this decision has been to give 
states more latitude in adopting restrictions on 
abortion. Eighty-seven percent of counties in 
the United States have no abortion provider. 
Since 1995, states have enacted more than 380 
anti-choice measures, and Congress has voted 
166 times with anti-choice politicians winning 
all but 32 of those votes. Abortion is becoming 
less available even though it remains legal.

The divided Court in both Webster and Casey 
energized pro-choice advocates. Organizations 
such as the National Abortion Rights League 
(NARAL) adopted a more proactive strategy. 
The NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW) 
filed a lawsuit against the Pro-Life Action 
League, Operation Rescue, and several individu-
als, including PLAL’s founder Joseph Scheidler, 
who is named in the suit. NOW argued that 
trespassing, arson, the theft of fetuses, physi-
cal attacks, and threats against abortion clinics 
and abortion providers constituted extortion 
and came under the Racketeer Influenced and 
Corrupt Organizations (RICO) statute. NOW 
claimed that the actions of anti-abortion groups 
constituted a coordinated national conspiracy 
to prevent a legal activity from taking place. 
In NOW v. Scheidler (1994), the Court had to 
decide whether RICO was limited to enterprises 
with an economic motive, or whether it could 
be applied more broadly. The Court ruled that 
RICO prohibitions were not restricted to profit-
making organizations, clearing the way for a 
federal judge to issue an injunction forbidding 
Scheidler and the other defendants from further 
violations of the RICO Act in 1999. Scheidler 
appealed to the Supreme Court, however, and 
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in an 8-1 decision (Scheidler v. NOW, 2003), 
the Court held that abortion opponents did not 
commit extortion because they did not “obtain” 
property from the abortion supporters, thus 
leaving this pro-choice strategy in question.

Congress took action in 1994 to protect 
women’s access to clinics by passing the FREE-
DOM OF ACCESS TO CLINIC ENTRANCES ACT (FACE). 
FACE prohibits the use of force, threats of force, 
physical obstruction, and property damage 
intended to interfere with people seeking or pro-
viding reproductive health services. About the 
same time, abortion opponents narrowed their 
focus to a specific procedure known as “partial 
birth abortion.” Congress passed prohibitions 
on partial birth abortions in 1995 and 1997, but 
President Clinton vetoed both bills.

On September 28, 2000, the Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) approved mifepristone, 
also known as RU-486, to terminate early preg-
nancies (defined as 49 days or less). RU-486 was 
developed in 1980 and has been used in Europe 
and China by more than 620,000 women since 
it came on the market in 1988. The drug is 
administered in pill form in doses spaced two 
days apart. Women are required to return to 
their doctor 14 days later to make sure that the 
pregnancy has been terminated. Mifepristone 
causes an abortion by blocking the action of 
progesterone, a hormone essential for sustain-
ing pregnancy. The drug prevents an embryo 
from attaching to the uterine wall during the 
earliest stages of gestation. At this point in a 
pregnancy, an embryo is no larger than a grain 
of rice. This treatment regimen is effective in 
about 95 percent of all cases. Under the terms of 
FDA approval, mifepristone can be distributed 
by physicians who must also be able to provide 
surgical intervention in cases of incomplete 
abortion or severe bleeding (or they must have 
made plans in advance to have others provide 
such care). Side effects from RU-486 include 
cramping (sometimes severe) and bleeding over 
a period of 9–16 days. The advantages to mife-
pristone are that surgical complications are 
avoided and that it can be administered much 

earlier in a pregnancy than a surgical abortion, 
which is generally not performed until the sixth 
or seventh week of pregnancy. One disadvantage 
is that the process may take several days rather 
than one visit to a clinic or hospital.

Since FDA approval in 2000, more than 
360,000 women have used mifepristone to end 
an unintended pregnancy. However, opponents 
have renewed their efforts to have mifepristone 
removed from the market, arguing that the 
FDA acted hastily in its approval of the drug 
and ignored its safety concerns. In November 
2003, two members of the House of Represen-
tatives unsuccessfully introduced the RU-486 
Suspension and Review Act or “Holly’s Law,” 
named for Holly Peterson, an 18-year-old Cali-
fornia woman who had died of a severe infection 
one week after taking mifespristone. The bill 
called for immediate suspension of the FDA’s 
approval of RU-486 and directed the General 
Accounting Office to conduct a six-month inde-
pendent review of the process the FDA used to 
declare RU-486 “safe and effective.” Following 
the November 2004 election, the legislation was 
reintroduced and supporters vowed to renew 
their efforts to gain FDA suspension. The bill 
is unlikely to pass in the 110th Congress now 
controlled by Democrats. The FDA has already 
required mifepristone’s label to be changed to 
acknowledge that there are risks associated with 
any abortion and that physicians prescribing the 
drug should instruct patients to contact them if 
they experience any excessive bleeding or bacte-
rial infection.

In 2003, President George W. Bush signed 
the Partial Birth Abortion Ban Act. On June 
1, 2004, District Court judge Phyllis Hamil-
ton declared the act unconstitutional, saying it 
infringed on a woman’s right to choose. At pres-
ent, the ruling applies only to the nation’s 900 or 
so Planned Parenthood clinics and their doctors, 
who perform about half of the 1.3 million abor-
tions done each year in the United States. The 
U.S. Supreme Court heard oral arguments on 
two cases challenging the lower court rulings on 
the Partial Birth Abortion Ban of 2003: Gonzales 
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v. Carhart and Gonzales v. Planned Parenthood 
Federation of America. Both cases were argued 
in autumn 2006 and a decision by the Court 
was delivered on April 18, 2007. The 5-4 ruling 
consolidated both cases under Gonzales v. Car-
hart and upheld the 2003 law—the first ever to 
ban a specific abortion procedure. Roe v. Wade 
was not overturned by this decision. Justice 
Anthony Kennedy wrote the majority opinion 
and was joined by Chief Justice John Roberts 
and Justices Samuel Alito, Antonin Scalia, and 
Clarence Thomas. Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg 
was joined in dissent by Justices Stephen Bryer, 
David Souter, and John Paul Stevens. This was 
the first abortion case heard by the Court since 
Justice Sandra Day O’Connor’s retirement and 
subsequent replacement by Justice Alito.

Those challenging the 2003 law raised two 
central concerns. First, the law does not provide 
a “health exception” for pregnant women fac-
ing a medical emergency—and the holding in 
Planned Parenthood v. Casey (1992) was widely 
believed to require a health exception. Second, 
a similar Nebraska law banning this abortion 
procedure was declared unconstitutional in 
2000 (Stenberg v. Carhart) because it was found 
to impose an “undue burden” on a woman’s abil-
ity to procure an abortion. The burden imposed 
by the Nebraska law was defined differently 
by various justices (Ginsburg, Stevens, and 
O’Connor wrote separate opinions but joined 
with the majority) but included the “fear of 
prosecution, conviction, and imprisonment” as 
well as the position that forcing physicians to 
use procedures other than what they judged to 
be safest, and the lack of a health exception. The 
decision in Gonzales v. Carhart (2007) does not 
overturn Stenberg but clearly signals that this 
new Court is prepared to relax the definition of 
“undue burden” it imposed.

In her dissent, Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg, 
now the only woman remaining on the Court, 
said the federal ban and the Court’s “defense 
of it cannot be understood as anything other 
than an effort to chip away at a right declared 
again and again by this Court—and with 

increasing comprehension of its centrality to 
women’s lives.” Abortion-rights advocates also 
expressed concern over the politicized terms 
used throughout Justice Kennedy’s majority 
opinion, including abortion doctor to describe 
specialists who perform gynecological services, 
and unborn child or baby to describe a fetus. 
The term partial birth abortion is highly charged 
and, when understood broadly, refers to a num-
ber of late-term abortion procedures, including 
dilation and extraction and dilation and evacu-
ation. The 2003 law and subsequent ruling in 
Gonzales v. Carhart ban only the procedure 
known as dilation and extraction (known also 
as D & X), a procedure that accounts for less 
than 1 (.08) percent of all abortions performed 
in the United States.

The public’s position on the issue of abor-
tion remains essentially constant, with a major-
ity (somewhere around 55 percent) favoring 
abortion rights. However, the issue is com-
plicated, and scholars have found that opin-
ion varies depending on how the question is 
framed. Circumstances regarding the preg-
nancy can vary support or opposition by as 
much as 60 points. When a woman’s health or 
life is in danger, support increases to 80 or 85 
percent. However, when the question indicates 
that a woman is seeking an abortion because 
she has too many children, support drops to 
25 percent. Overall, a majority believes that 
abortion is morally wrong, but a majority of the 
public continues to support legal abortion and 
to oppose an amendment to the Constitution 
prohibiting abortion.

The issue of abortion shapes political opin-
ions and partisanship as well. In the 1980s, the 
Republicans added an anti-abortion plank to 
the party platform, while the Democratic Party 
strongly supported abortion rights. Some schol-
ars attribute a portion of the GENDER GAP in elec-
toral politics to this issue. Women, regardless of 
race, class, or religion, are more likely to support 
a pro-choice candidate. Pro-choice groups like 
EMILY’S LIST (Democratic candidates) and WISH 
LIST (Republican candidates) formed to advance 
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and financially support pro-choice female can-
didates for public office. There is evidence to 
suggest that pro-choice women may have pro-
vided the winning margins for President Bill 
Clinton in 1992 and 1996 as well as the winning 
margins in many other gubernatorial and House 
and Senate races. President Clinton delivered 
on his promise to support abortion rights by 
overturning the gag rule, lifting the ban on 
fetal tissue research, ending the ban on abor-
tions at overseas U.S. military medical facilities, 
and suspending the Mexico City Policy, which 
denied U.S. aid to international family planning 
organizations that provided abortion services. 
President George W. Bush reinstated many of 
these policies upon taking office in 2001.

Vermont is the only state in the nation that 
has not passed a statute regarding abortion since 
the 1973 Roe v. Wade decision. In every other 
state, legislators have introduced laws that in 
most cases restrict, condition, or regulate the 
right of a woman to seek an abortion. The major-
ity of state actions have been invalidated by fed-
eral courts, and some have resulted in appeals 
to the Supreme Court. Even so, states continue 
to pass legislation on abortion at an astound-
ing rate. In 2005, state legislators considered 
more than 500 bills aimed at limiting access 
to abortion in their state. Twenty-three states 
have adopted parental consent laws requiring 
at least one parent to sign a statement approv-
ing the abortion procedure; 12 other states have 
parental-notifications laws that require doc-
tors to notify parents prior to performing the 
procedure. The Supreme Court requires all of 
these laws to have a “judicial bypass” remedy 
allowing minors to substitute the consent or 
notification of a judge for that of a parent. In 
2006, the Court held that a New Hampshire 
parental-notification law must allow doctors 
to perform an abortion in a medical emergency 
without notifying a parent (Ayotte v. Planned 
Parenthood of Northern New England, 2006). 
Twenty-eight states require doctors to provide 
counseling about the risk of abortion and the 
availability of alternatives. Three states (Min-

nesota, Mississippi, and Texas) require doctors 
to warn women that abortion can increase the 
risk of breast cancer (a fact not supported by sci-
entific evidence), and another seven states offer 
or require a sonogram before an abortion (Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Indiana, Michigan, Oklahoma, 
Utah, and Wisconsin). Waiting periods prior 
to an abortion are common forms of regulation 
and are found in 24 states. Thirty-nine states 
require abortions to be performed by a licensed 
physician and a majority of states have laws that 
require abortions to be performed in a hospital 
after a certain point in the pregnancy. Forty-six 
states allow health care workers to refuse to 
participate in an abortion.

South Dakota became the latest test for the 
Supreme Court’s willingness to overturn the 
core holding in Roe v. Wade. On March 6, 2006, 
South Dakota governor Mike Rounds signed a 
bill that would effectively ban all abortions by 
making it a felony for doctors to perform any 
abortion, except to save the life of the woman. 
The bill was intentionally and very carefully 
crafted to set up a legal challenge to Roe v. Wade. 
An immediate court challenge blocked the law’s 
implementation, and a petition drive to overturn 
the law landed it on the November 7, 2006, bal-
lot as “Referred Law 6.” Voters in South Dakota 
were asked to affirm the law or reject it. By a 
margin of 56 to 44 percent, the voters rejected 
the law.

The battle over abortion is far from over. 
The core holding in Roe v. Wade that recognizes 
a woman’s constitutional right to have an abor-
tion is now viewed as so vulnerable by pro-
choice advocates that some states have taken 
steps to ensure that abortion remains legal 
within the state even if Roe is overturned. To 
date these include Nebraska, Hawaii, Maryland, 
Maine, Washington, Connecticut, and Cali-
fornia. In another 10 states, the state supreme 
court has already determined that the state con-
stitution would protect a woman’s right to abor-
tion in the absence of Roe (Alaska, California, 
Florida, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Montana, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, Tennessee, and West 

abortion  9 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   9 11/29/07   12:37:04 PM



Virginia). Similarly, a number of states have 
adopted “trigger laws.” Four states (Louisiana, 
Illinois, Kentucky, and South Dakota) have 
adopted provisions that will make abortion 
immediately illegal in the state if federal policy 
permits the change—in other words, if Roe v. 
Wade is overturned. Regardless of what the 
Supreme Court does relative to Roe, it seems 
likely that the states will remain the battle-
ground over abortion rights.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.
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Abzug, Bella (Bella Savitzky Abzug) (1920–
1998) congressperson, activist Born on July 24, 
1920, in New York City to Russian immigrants 
one month prior to ratification of the Nineteenth 
Amendment, Bella Abzug was a tireless advocate 
for equal rights, peace, and justice. She was also 
the first Jewish woman to serve in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, serving from 1971 to 1977.

Abzug earned her B.A. from Hunter College 
in 1942. Two years later, she married Martin 
Abzug, with whom she had two daughters. She 
received her law degree from Columbia Univer-
sity School of Law in 1947. In her legal practice, 
she specialized in labor and civil rights cases. 
She also defended people accused of subversive 
activities by Senator Joseph McCarthy in the 
1950s and was a lawyer for the Civil Rights 
Congress and the American Civil Liberties 
Union. In 1961, she cofounded Women Strike 

for Peace (WSP), in response to U.S. and Soviet 
nuclear testing. In 1971, she successfully ran for 
Congress as an anti–Vietnam War candidate. 
Her slogan, “This woman’s place is in the House 
. . . the House of Representatives!” captured the 
novelty of her candidacy at a time when there 
were only 12 women in the House.

In 1971, Abzug, along with SHIRLEY 
CHISHOLM, BETTY FRIEDAN, and GLORIA STEINEM, 
founded the NATIONAL WOMEN’S POLITICAL CAU-
CUS (NWPC), dedicated to increasing women’s 
participation in politics. While in Congress, 
she was a strong advocate of the EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT, child care, women’s credit rights, 
equal pay, welfare reform, and the public’s 
access to information. She coauthored the Gov-

Bella Abzug, 1971 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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ernment in the Sunshine Act (1976) and the 
Right to Privacy Act (1974). On her first day in 
office, she introduced a bill to withdraw troops 
from Vietnam by July 4, 1971; it failed. She 
was the sponsor of legislation in 1973 creating 
Women’s Equality Day, and she wrote the bill 
that created the NATIONAL WOMEN’S CONFERENCE 
held in 1977. Following the conference, Presi-
dent Jimmy Carter appointed Abzug cochair of 
the National Advisory Committee for Women, 
but he dismissed her six months later after she 
criticized his economic policies as adversely 
affecting women. In 1977, she resigned her 
House seat in order to run in the Democratic 
primary for the all-male U.S. Senate; she lost by 
less than 1 percent. Although she was a candi-
date for mayor of New York and sought to regain 
her House seat in 1978 and 1986, she never 
again held elective office.

Abzug was active in the international wom-
en’s movement, participating in the UNITED 
NATIONS DECADE FOR WOMEN Conferences in 
Mexico City (1975), Copenhagen (1980), and 
Nairobi (1985). Together with other women 
activists, Abzug cofounded the Women’s For-
eign Policy Council, which led to the creation 
of the Women’s Environment and Development 
Organization (WEDO) in 1990. WEDO moni-
tors governments’ actions relative to interna-
tional agreements involving women’s rights. 
The United Nations honored her in 1996 with 
a peacekeeper’s blue beret for her many con-
tributions to peace. The UN Environment Pro-
gram named her as one of the world’s 25 great 
environmentalists.

Abzug’s trademark hat began as a way for 
her to be taken seriously as a lawyer. As she 
explained, “When I was a young lawyer, I would 
go to people’s offices and they would always 
say, ‘Sit here. We’ll wait for the lawyer.’ Work-
ing women wore hats. It was the only way they 
would take you seriously. . . . When I got to 
Congress, they made a big deal of it. So I was 
watching did they want me to wear it or not? 
They didn’t want me to wear it, so I did.” She 
died on March 31, 1998, at the age of 77.

Further Reading
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Abzug’s Guide to Political Power for American 
Women. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1984.

Hyman, Paula E., and Deborah Dash Moore, eds. Jew-
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New York: Routledge Press, 1997.

Achtenberg, Roberta (1950– ) assistant 
secretary of fair housing and equal opportunity, 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment Roberta Achtenberg was the first openly 
lesbian woman to be appointed to a high-rank-
ing cabinet position. Born on July 20, 1950, in 
Los Angeles, California, she earned a B.A. in 
history from the University of California–Berke-
ley in 1972, and a J.D. from the College of Law, 
University of Utah, in 1975. Law provided a 
means for Achtenberg to pursue her passion for 
social justice issues. As a senior in college, she 
worked as an intern on welfare rights cases. 
While in law school, she acknowledged her sex-
ual orientation as a lesbian and ended her mar-
riage. Working first as a teaching fellow at 
Stanford Law School and later as professor of 
law at the New College of California School of 
Law (1976–81), she began to develop an interest 
and expertise in civil rights law as it pertains to 
gay and lesbian family issues. From 1982 until 
1988, she worked as a staff attorney for the orga-
nization Equal Rights Advocates, Inc., directing 
the Lesbian Rights Project, before serving as 
Executive Director for the National Center for 
Lesbian Rights (1989–90). She pursued litiga-
tion as a strategy to win more rights and recog-
nition for gays and lesbians in the workplace 
and for gay families, particularly those with 
children. In 1989, she won a California case rec-
ognizing the right of gay couples to adopt. 
Working with the National Lawyers Guild and 
the Anti-Sexism Committee of the San Fran-
cisco Bay area chapter, Achtenberg edited one of 
the first legal guides to gay rights, Sexual Orien-
tation and the Law (New York: C. Boardman 
Company, 1985). In 1985, Achtenberg and her 

Achtenberg, Roberta  11 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   11 11/29/07   12:37:04 PM



partner, San Francisco municipal court judge 
Mary C. Morgan, had a son, Benjamin.

Achtenberg’s career in politics began locally 
in San Francisco, first as a community leader 
and later as an elected official when she was 
elected to the Board of Supervisors for the City 
and County of San Francisco. In an effort to 
focus attention on the needs of children, she 
and others pioneered a “children’s budget,” 
setting aside a percentage of the city’s general 
fund to support children’s services. Similarly, 
she supported the Beacon Initiative, a program 
that transforms public school buildings into 
community centers for parents and children. 
Open 14 hours a day, schools provide access 
to a variety of social services, computer labs, 
career development services, art and recreation, 
leadership training, and health services. She was 
named the Management Volunteer of the Year in 
1989 by the United Way of the Bay Area and the 
Woman of the Year (Third Senate District) by 
the California State Senate in 1993. Achtenberg 
was unsuccessful in her bid to win a seat in 
the California State Assembly in 1988. She was 
also defeated in her campaign for mayor of San 
Francisco.

Achtenberg supported Bill Clinton’s bid 
for the White House in 1992, serving as the 
national cochair of the Clinton-Gore campaign 
in 1992 and again in 1996. When she addressed 
convention delegates at the 1992 Democratic 
National Convention held in New York City, 
she became the first open lesbian to address 
either national party convention. In 1993, Presi-
dent Clinton appointed Roberta Achtenberg to 
serve as assistant secretary for fair housing and 
equal opportunity at the U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD). On 
May 23 that year, she successfully won Senate 
confirmation over the vehement objections of 
North Carolina’s Senator Jesse Helms and other 
conservatives; Helms referred to her as “that 
damned lesbian.”

In winning confirmation, Achtenberg 
became the first openly gay person ever to hold 
a subcabinet position. As assistant secretary, 

she served as the chief law enforcement officer 
for the Federal Fair Housing Act guaranteeing 
nondiscrimination in housing on the basis of 
race, ethnicity, gender, disability, or being a 
family with children. Working with HUD sec-
retary Henry Cisneros, Achtenberg undertook 
an initiative to end the practice of “red lining,” 
an illegal practice in which banks discriminate 
in giving loans for home purchases in low-
income areas of town. She was a recipient of 
Vice President Gore’s National Performance 
Review Golden Hammer Award for her efforts 
to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of 
the 54 HUD offices. She served as assistant sec-
retary from 1993 to 1995, and then served as a 
senior advisor to Secretary Cisneros until 1997.

Achtenberg and her family returned to 
California in 1997. She became the senior vice 
president for public policy at the San Fran-
cisco Chamber of Commerce, a position she 
still holds. She was appointed to the California 
State University Board of Trustees by Governor 
Gray Davis in 1999, served as vice chair from 
2004 to 2006, and became chair of the board 
in May 2006. She also serves on the Board of 
Directors of the Federal Home Loan Bank of San 
Francisco, and on the Board of Directors for San 
Francisco EARN, an organization dedicated to 
breaking the cycle of poverty by helping low-
income workers invest their assets and build 
wealth. Achtenberg continues to work toward 
ending all forms of discrimination and for a 
number of progressive economic initiatives.

acquaintance rape (date rape) Acquain-
tance rape, also referred to as date rape, has 
increasingly been recognized as a form of illegal 
sexual conduct, often as a by-product of DOMES-
TIC VIOLENCE. Rape is the perpetuation of an act 
of sexual intercourse with a person against her 
will and consent, either when her will is over-
come by force or fear resulting from the threat of 
force or by drugs administered without consent; 
or when, because of mental deficiency, she is 
incapable of giving consent; or when she is 
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below the legal age of consent. Acquaintance 
rape remains a controversial topic because of a 
lack of agreement on the definition of consent. 
Prosecution of date rape is problematic for the 
same reason. In 1994, Antioch College in Ohio 
adopted one of the first policies delineating con-
sensual sexual behavior. The person initiating 
the contact must take responsibility for obtain-
ing the other participant’s verbal consent as the 
level of intimacy increases. Other prevention 
strategies today include education and aware-
ness programs offered at most colleges and 
universities.

Further Reading
Warshaw, Robin. I Never Called it Rape. New York: 

HarperPerennial, 1994.
Wiehe, Vernon, and Ann Richards, eds. Intimate 

Betrayal: Understanding and Responding to the 
Trauma of Acquaintance Rape. Thousand Oaks, 
Calif.: Sage Publishers, 1995.

acquired immunodeficiency syndrome 
(AIDS) The AIDS epidemic was first recog-
nized in the United States in 1981. HIV (human 
immunodeficiency virus), the virus that causes 
AIDS, was not isolated until 1983. From 1981 
through 1987, the average life expectancy for 
someone diagnosed with AIDS was 18 months. 
Early in the epidemic, few women were among 
those diagnosed with AIDS. Today, however, 
AIDS represents a growing health threat to 
women of all ages, but especially young women 
and women of color. In 2001, HIV/AIDS was the 
leading cause of death for African-American 
women ages 20–24 and 35–44. In the same year, 
AIDS was the sixth leading cause of death 
among all women between 25–34 years of age 
and the fourth leading cause of death among all 
women ages 35–44.

Women with AIDS make up an increasing 
proportion of the epidemic. In 1992, women 
accounted for an estimated 14 percent of adults 
and adolescents living with AIDS; by the end of 
2003, this percentage had grown to 22 percent. 

The rate of AIDS diagnoses of African-American 
women was approximately 25 times the rate for 
white women and four times the rate for His-
panic women in 2003. Women represent 22 per-
cent of all people living with AIDS in the United 
States. Over 95 percent of AIDS cases and deaths 
occur outside of the United States. The major-
ity of those living with AIDS live in Africa and 
Asia. Although sub-Saharan Africa makes up 
one-tenth of the world’s population, two-thirds 
of the world’s HIV-positive population and more 
than 80 percent of all AIDS deaths occur there.

The transmission of HIV can be prevented, 
and AIDS can be treated by antiretroviral ther-
apy. Risk factors include sex without a condom, 
injection drug use, and limited access to health 
care. Transmission can also occur from mother 
to child during birth if not prevented with drug 
therapy. Women are particularly at risk due to 
inequality in relationships with men. They may 
be unaware of their partner’s risk factors and 
may not insist on condom use out of a fear that 
their partner may abuse them or leave them. A 
woman is approximately twice as likely as a man 
to contract HIV infection during vaginal inter-
course, and the presence of a sexually transmit-
ted disease (gonorrhea or syphilis) increases 
the likelihood of acquiring or transmitting HIV 
infection.

Further Reading
ACT UP/NY Women and AIDS Book Group. Women, 

AIDS, and Activism. Boston: South End Press, 
1990.

Adams, Abigail (Abigail Smith Adams) 
(1744–1818) first lady Abigail Adams was born 
Abigail Smith on November 11, 1744, in Massa-
chusetts, raised in an influential colonial family, 
and received little formal schooling. Her father 
was a Congregationalist minister who urged her 
to educate herself from his extensive library; her 
self-education was sufficient for her to oversee 
the education of her own children, although she 
often wrote that girls could advance through the 

Adams, Abigail  13 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   13 11/29/07   12:37:04 PM



benefits of a more formal education. Abigail 
joined the Congregational church at age 15 and 
was influenced by this denomination’s Arminian 
sect, which denied predestination and instead 
focused on rationality and living a moral life for 
the sake of the world now, not for the sake of 
one’s soul in the afterlife. This religious back-
ground gave her the foundation for her views on 
women, the importance of education, and the 
obligation to work to improve the world here 
and now.

Abigail Smith met John Adams in 1759 and 
married him in 1764. She bore five children, one 
of whom died in infancy; another, John Quincy, 
became the sixth president.

While her husband John was away in Phila-
delphia for the Continental Congress and dur-
ing the Revolutionary War, Abigail Adams was 
largely by herself in Braintree, raising her chil-
dren and running the farm successfully despite 

many hardships. This period saw the beginning 
of the correspondence for which she is most 
famous. In a time when women’s writing was 
not usually published, letter writing was a way 
to disseminate ideas without offending the sen-
sibilities of the time. Adams wrote extensively 
to her husband and friends and later to her son, 
John Quincy, outlining her wiews on political 
issues of the day and relating her impressions 
of her own life.

In 1776, Adams wrote the letter to her hus-
band for which she is most famous in women’s 
rights circles: “I desire you would remember 
the ladies and be more generous and favorable 
to them than your ancestors. Do not put such 
unlimited power into the hands of the husbands. 
Remember, all men would be tyrants if they 
could. . . . [We] will not hold ourselves bound 
by any laws in which we have no voice or rep-
resentation.” Adams understood the demands 
the colonists were making on Britain and saw 
clearly the link between that demand for liberty 
and the condition of women and slaves. John 
Adams’s response was, famously, “as to your 
code of laws, I cannot but laugh.”

Despite her husband’s bemused attitude, 
Abigail Adams adhered to certain ideas central 
to 18th-century feminist thought in the United 
States. She believed in the necessity of educat-
ing girls, particularly because they became the 
women who would raise the next generation. 
She emphasized the moral influence women had 
over men, but also believed that women must be 
able to fulfill their own capabilities. She advo-
cated changing laws that were written for the 
benefit of men and at the expense of women (for 
example, laws prohibiting married women from 
owning property). She also abhorred slavery and 
considered southern slave owners to have insuf-
ficient “passion for Liberty,” given their willing-
ness to enslave others. Over the objections of her 
neighbors, she saw to the enrollment of a black 
boy in the Braintree schools in 1792, arguing 
that he was a free man like any other. Again in 
this incident, Adams recognized the necessity of 
education in preparing for a life of equality.

Abigail Smith Adams (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Abigail went to France and England with 
John from 1783 to 1788; in her letters she noted 
the disdain she received from many of the 
English nobility. During John’s vice presidency 
(1789–97) and presidency (1797–1801), Abi-
gail split her time between Philadelphia (then 
the capital) and Massachusetts. She and John 
moved into the White House in Washington in 
1800. She took the role of first lady seriously 
and believed that respect for the office of the 
presidency would come, in part, through an 
adherence to formal entertaining, as she had 
witnessed in Europe. She was considered to 
have too much influence over her husband 
politically and was sometimes referred to as 
“Her Majesty.” Suspicious about the influence 
of the French Revolution and the value of a free 
press, she was clear in her support for the Alien 
and Sedition Acts of 1798, which made it a crime 
to criticize John Adams’s presidency.

In 1801, John and Abigail Adams retired to 
Braintree to live on a farm they called Peacefield. 
Adams continued her extensive correspondence 
and wrote often on the political issues of the 
day. She followed closely the political career of 
her son, John Quincy Adams. She also contin-
ued to emphasize the importance of education 
for girls and the role women must play in rais-
ing their children to be active participants and 
citizens. Adams’s correspondence (which was 
extensive) and journals (particularly of her trips 
to Europe) are available through the Massa-
chusetts Historical Society, and provide telling 
insight into the life of an 18th-century woman 
whose beliefs were ahead of her time. She died 
on October 28, 1818.

Further Reading
Gelles, Edith B. Portia: The World of Abigail Adams. 

New York: Routledge, 2002.
Keller, Rosemary. Patriotism and the Female Sex: Abi-

gail Adams and the American Revolution. New 
York: Carlson Publishers, 1994.

Withey, Lynne. Dearest Friend: The Life of Abigail 
Adams. New York: Touchstone, 2001.

—Claire Curtis

Adams, Annette (Annette Grace Abbott 
Adams) (1877–1956) jurist Born on March 
12, 1877, Annette Adams was one of the first 
female school principals in California, one of 
the first two women to receive a law degree from 
the University of California (1912), one of the 
first women to be admitted to the California Bar 
(1912), the first woman to serve as a U.S. attor-
ney (1918–20), the first woman appointed assis-
tant U.S. attorney general (1920–21), the first 
woman to serve as an appellate court justice in 
California (1942–52), and the first woman 
named as presiding justice of the Third District 
Court of Appeal of California (1942). In 1950, 
she became the first woman to serve as judge 
pro tempore on the California Supreme Court, 
sitting for one case in honor of the court’s 100-
year anniversary.

Although Annette Adams had a stellar career 
as an attorney and judge, she had difficulty get-
ting work as an attorney after being admitted to 
the bar. Law firms in San Francisco and else-
where had a “no females” policy. Women attor-
neys were referred to in the early 1900s media as 
“Portias,” unqualified women masquerading as 
attorneys. She understood the scrutiny she was 
under, remarking, “When a woman fails men 
say women have failed; so it is the [duty] of each 
woman to succeed individually that women col-
lectively may be called successful.”

Annette Adams retired from the California 
Court of Appeals in 1952. After a long illness, 
she died at her home in Sacramento on October 
26, 1956.

Further Reading
Horton, Joey Dean. “ ‘Girl’ Lawyer Makes Good: The 

Story of Annette Abbott Adams” (1997). Women’s 
Legal History Biography Project, Stanford Uni-
versity. Available online. URL: http://womensle-
galhistory.stanford.edu/papers/aaahtml.html. 
Accessed on January 7, 2007.

Adams, Louisa (Louisa Catherine Johnson 
Adams) (1775–1852) first lady Louisa Cathe-
rine Johnson was born in London on February 
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12, 1775, to an American merchant father (Joshua 
Johnson) and an English mother (Catherine 
Nuth Johnson). The outbreak of the American 
Revolution made for tense times in London, so 
Johnson moved his family to France. Louisa 
became fluent in French and developed a love for 
French literature and music. The family ulti-
mately had eight daughters and one son. Louisa’s 
parents recognized her abilities early in life and 
encouraged her to develop them. Louisa became 
an accomplished singer and harpist, but gender 
norms dictated that she marry rather than pur-
sue a career in music.

In 1783, the family moved back to London, 
and Louisa was enrolled in a boarding school 
along with two of her sisters. When Joshua 
Johnson’s business fortunes took a turn for the 
worse, the girls left school and were instructed 
at home by a governess. In 1790, President 
George Washington appointed Johnson the U.S. 
consul, and the family moved to a large house 
in Cooper’s Row where they often entertained 
visiting Americans. In 1795, 28-year-old John 
Quincy Adams, the son of Vice President John 
Adams, was introduced to the Johnson family. 
He showed an interest in Louisa, and although 
both families voiced objections to the union, 
they were engaged in May 1796. Before the 
couple could be married, John Quincy Adams 
left for The Hague, thereby postponing their 
nuptials.

The year-long period of engagement was 
extraordinary by 18th-century standards and 
served as a harbinger of a difficult marriage for 
Louisa. Adams argued that he was not yet finan-
cially prepared for marriage, even after President 
Washington promoted him to the post of min-
ister to Portugal, thereby doubling his salary. 
Letters from Adams to Louisa written during 
this year were often harsh and critical. Writing 
on February 7, 1797, in response to her plea to 
put their personal happiness ahead of his career, 
he said, “To serve my country at her call is not 
merely an ambition, but a duty. My duty to my 
country is in my mind the first and most imperi-
ous of all obligations; before which every interest 

and every feeling inconsistent with it must for-
ever disappear.” The wedding finally took place 
on July 26, 1797, after Louisa’s father reportedly 
agreed to pay their passage to Lisbon. Soon after, 
the couple learned that the new president of the 
United States, John Adams, had changed his 
son’s diplomatic post from Lisbon to Berlin.

Louisa Adams suffered several miscarriages 
and bouts with poor health prior to giving birth 
to her first son, George Washington Adams, 
in 1801. Three months later, the family sailed 
to back to the United States, where she finally 
met her husband’s family. Of the meeting she 
wrote: “Do what I would there was a conviction 
on the part of the others that I could not suit.” 
This was the first of many occasions where 
Louisa expressed feelings of inadequacy. Later 
in life she wrote an unpublished autobiography 
titled The Diary of a Nobody. She was pregnant 
11 times in the first 13 years of her marriage, 
but only three children, all sons, survived to 
adulthood.

John Quincy Adams’s election to the Sen-
ate in 1803 marked the start of a sustained 
argument over where the couple should reside. 
She preferred Washington (near her family) to 
Quincy (near his family) and refused to move 
north with him. He later wrote that he did not 
want to be apart from her, and they compro-
mised, agreeing to spend summers in Quincy 
and winters in Washington. In spring 1808, 
Adams resigned from the Senate and announced 
that he would accept a teaching position at 
Harvard and practice law. However, in 1809 he 
accepted the post of minister plenipotentiary 
to Russia and announced that Louisa must 
accompany him but leave their two oldest sons 
behind. “To the end of time,” she wrote, “life to 
me will be a succession of miseries only to cease 
with existence.” An unhappy life in Russia was 
brightened by the birth of a daughter, Louisa 
Catherine Adams, in 1811, only to grow dim 
again upon the baby’s death from dysentery at 
the age of 13 months.

In 1814, Adams was reassigned to London 
to negotiate the treaty ending the War of 1812. 
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Since the post was likely to be short-term, 
Adams went alone, leaving Louisa in Russia 
with their third son, Charles Francis. In Decem-
ber, he sent for her, asking that she meet him in 
Paris. In mid-February 1815, she left St. Peters-
burg on what would become a six-week journey 
through severe conditions at the height of the 
Napoleonic Wars. Her survival made her a hero-
ine in her husband’s eyes for a brief time.

In spring 1817, President James Monroe 
appointed Adams his secretary of state. Louisa 
dreaded the return to the explicitly political 
life of Washington, but the next eight years 
prepared her well for the duties of first lady. 
She sought to confront critics who labeled her 
“snobbish” by opening her home on Tuesday 
evenings. Guests found her musical abilities and 
her charm as a hostess very pleasing. First Lady 
ELIZABETH MONROE’s policy of limited entertain-
ing, combined with the death of ABIGAIL ADAMS, 
left Louisa Adams the center of Washington’s 
social-political power circle until the election 
of 1824.

That year, Adams lost both the popular and 
electoral vote to General Andrew Jackson, but a 
crowded field left Jackson without the electoral 
vote margin required to win the presidency out-
right. The House of Representatives ultimately 
chose John Quincy Adams president in 1825. 
Louisa and John moved into the White House 
under a cloud, and neither ever really rallied 
from it. Louisa described the White House as a 
“dull and stately prison.” In a letter to her son 
George she wrote: “There is something in this 
great unsocial house which depresses my spirits 
beyond expression and makes it impossible for 
me to feel at home. . . .” Their marriage once 
again deteriorated with ill effects on Louisa’s 
health and John Quincy Adams’s effectiveness 
as president.

Jackson defeated Adams in the election of 
1828. Although Louisa looked hopefully toward 
a long period of retirement in the tradition of 
her in-laws, she was again disappointed when 
her husband returned to politics as a congress-
man. Further, two of her three sons died within 

five years. John had a far more successful final 
career in Congress than can be said of his 
presidency. He joined forces with the antislavery 
movement and enlisted Louisa’s help in catalog-
ing antislavery petitions.

To the end, their uneasy partnership showed 
that although Louisa was a loyal supporter of 
John Quincy Adams’s political career, she was 
not afraid to speak her own mind when the 
subject was politics or anything else. Although 
she is often described by biographers as frail and 
prone to physical ailments and depression, she 
lived what Lyman Butterfield (editor in chief of 
the Adams Papers) called “an extraordinarily 
varied and arduous life and survived a marriage 
of more than five decades to one of the most 
trying of men.” In 1846, John Quincy Adams 
suffered a stroke but survived to celebrate their 
50th wedding anniversary in 1847. He suffered 
a fatal stroke on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives and died on February 23, 1848. 
Louisa Adams continued to live in Washington 
until her death on May 15, 1852. Upon her 
death, Congress adjourned for her funeral, a 
first for a first lady or for any woman.

Further Reading
Mayo, Edith P. “Louisa Adams: Ahead of Her Time.” In 

The Smithsonian Book of First Ladies: Their Lives, 
Times, and Issues, edited by Edith P. Mayo, 39–44. 
New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1996.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. First Ladies: 
A Biographical Dictionary. New York: Checkmark 
Books, 2001.

Shulman, Holly Cowan. “Louisa Catherine Johnson 
Adams.” In American First Ladies: Their Lives and 
Their Legacy, 2nd ed., edited by Lewis L. Gould, 
45–56. New York: Routledge, 2001.

Addams, Jane (1860–1935) social worker, 
sociologist, reformer Born in Illinois on Sep-
tember 6, 1860, Jane Addams was the founder of 
HULL-HOUSE, a settlement house in Chicago that 
brought together members of all classes in edu-
cation, civic reform, and political activities. She 
was raised in a wealthy, politically active family; 
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her father was a Republican state senator who 
provided her with an excellent education. She 
attended Smith College and went on to medical 
school; however, with the death of her father and 
consequent new family responsibilities, she aban-
doned her plan for a career in medicine, transfer-
ring her energy instead to social work and 
reform. While traveling in Europe, she visited 
Toynbee House, a settlement house in London, 
and decided to bring the SETTLEMENT HOUSE MOVE-
MENT to the United States.

As a young woman, Addams was deeply 
influenced by Ralph Waldo Emerson’s idea of 
self-reliance, but as she experienced the world, 
she recognized the impact that social and work-
ing conditions had on people’s lives and pros-
pects. She also recognized the lack of her own 

firsthand knowledge of life about the work-
ing class and recent immigrants. Thus, with 
the money she inherited from her father she 
founded Hull-House with her friend Ellen Gates 
Starr. Hull-House emerged out of a tradition of 
settlement houses where educated people would 
“settle” among the working class, both to offer 
assistance and to learn about the problems facing 
working-class people. Hull-House grew to be a 
13-building settlement house providing day care 
and children’s programs; English classes; citi-
zenship classes; music, art, and theater classes; 
and employment and other services. Hull-House 
brought middle- and upper-class visitors and 
volunteers (some of whom, like FLORENCE KEL-
LEY, were residents) into contact with the largely 
poor, working-class, immigrant neighborhood. 
Addams’s philosophy of social reform was that 
the rich and poor could learn from one another 
and that the world could improve only through 
democratic reform based on understanding of 
each side for the other. Reformers involved with 
Hull-House succeeded in lobbying the Illinois 
state legislature to pass child labor laws and 
mandatory education laws. These state laws 
established a ground from which national leg-
islation concerning child labor could be argued. 
(The first federal laws against child labor were 
passed in 1916, although they were later declared 
unconstitutional. Not until 1938, with the pas-
sage of the Fair Labor Standards Act, were mini-
mum-age requirements effectively legislated.)

Addams was committed to the settlement 
house movement, workers’ rights, children’s 
rights, civil rights, and woman’s SUFFRAGE. She 
was a member of the executive board of the 
National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People (NAACP) and president of the 
National Conference of Charities and Correc-
tions (known today as the National Confer-
ence of Social Work). She also served as vice 
president of the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN’S 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NAWSA) from 1911 to 
1914. She was instrumental in the peace move-
ment that emerged in the first part of the 20th 
century, establishing, with CHARLOTTE PERKINS Jane Addams, 1912 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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GILMAN, the WOMEN’S PEACE PARTY; and in 1915, 
with EMILY GREENE BALCH, the Women’s Interna-
tional League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF). 
Addams recognized the connections between 
these disparate organizations, arguing that only 
through communal efforts among races, classes, 
and genders could reform occur. She argued in 
a 1906 lecture on “The Newer Ideals of Peace” 
that “[i]f we once admit the human dynamic 
character of progress, then it is easy to under-
stand why the crowded city quarters become 
focal points of that progress.” She found in her 
work in Chicago that the very conditions of life 
for immigrants there—crowded, difficult, and 
surrounded by people of differing ethnicities 
and religious backgrounds—necessitated a new 
way of looking at how humans got along with 
one another. The necessity for “kindliness” that 
the city demanded provided a foundation for her 
arguments for a peace that was not simply “not 
war,” but rather the basis for a more progressive 
community. She was honored in 1910 by Yale 
University with the first honorary degree ever 
granted to a woman.

Labeled a communist sympathizer dur-
ing World War I, Addams continued her work 
for peace as an essential first step for any 
further reform movements. In 1917, with sup-
port from Addams, Crystal Eastman founded 
the National Civil Liberties Bureau (which 
in 1920 became the American Civil Liberties 
Union [ACLU]) in order to give a constitu-
tional foundation to people’s right to speak out 
about peace. Despite the criticism of Addams, 
Herbert Hoover (then head of the U.S. Food 
Administration) asked her to help raise money 
for war-relief activities because of her popular-
ity as a public speaker.

After the war, Addams continued with 
her work at Hull-House, and she pressed for 
continued legislation on child labor and for 
unemployment benefits. She further pursued 
her peace work by traveling worldwide to speak 
and network with women on the need for peace-
ful democratic reform. In 1931, she became the 
first woman to be awarded the Nobel Peace 

Prize. The presentation at the Nobel awards 
ceremony declared: “Jane Addams combines all 
the best feminine qualities which will help us to 
develop peace on earth.” This reflected the view, 
not held by Addams herself, that women were 
particularly suited to peace and reform work for 
their nurturing and maternal qualities.

Despite this celebration of Addams’s work, 
she continued to push for the necessity of 
reform and worked to bring about practical, 
beneficial changes to the lives of working class 
and immigrant people while simultaneously 
arguing for a progressive change in thinking 
among all peoples concerning human advance-
ment. Addams fell ill soon after receiving the 
Nobel Peace Prize and never fully recovered. She 
died on May 21, 1935.

Further Reading
Addams, Jane. Twenty Years at Hull-House. New York: 

Macmillan, 1930.
Davis, Allen F. American Heroine: The Life and Legend 

of Jane Addams. London: Oxford University Press, 
1973.

Elshtain, Jean Bethke. Jane Addams and the Dream of 
American Democracy: A Life. New York: Basic 
Books, 2002.

—Claire Curtis

Adkins v. Children’s Hospital (261 U.S. 
525) (1923) In 1918, Congress passed a law 
establishing the the District of Columbia Mini-
mum Wage Board. The law set the minimum 
wage for women and children working in the 
District of Columbia. For example, a weekly sal-
ary for women employed anywhere food was 
served was $16.50, while it was $15.50 for women 
working in printing and $15 for laundry work-
ers. Congress acted to “protect the health and 
morals of women from degrading living condi-
tions” by establishing a wage floor. The question 
for the Supreme Court was whether or not Con-
gress had the power to set a minimum wage for 
women, or if this kind of wage-fixing was an 
unconstitutional restriction on the individual’s 
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liberty to contract (protected by the due process 
clause of the Fifth Amendment). This case 
exposed the competing strategies of women’s 
rights advocates. ALICE PAUL and other support-
ers of a legal-equality approach did not favor any 
forms of PROTECTIVE LEGISLATION (limits on maxi-
mum work hours, minimum wage, or place of 
employment), while others in the movement, 
including JANE ADDAMS and organizations such 
as the League of Women Voters and the National 
Consumer’s League, favored the laws as a means 
to improve women’s overall welfare. This case, 
coming just three years after SUFFRAGE was won, 
characterized the major division in the post-suf-
frage movement for women’s rights by pitting 
equality as promoted by the EQUAL RIGHTS AMEND-
MENT against the special treatment inherent in 
protective legislation. In declaring the law 
unconstitutional, Justice George Sutherland, 
writing for the 5-3 majority, argued “We cannot 
accept the doctrine that women of a mature age 
may be subjected to restrictions on their liberty 
of contract which could not lawfully be imposed 
in the case of men under similar circumstances.” 
Some in Congress viewed this decision, among 
others, as an example of the U.S. Supreme Court 
overstepping its boundaries and encroaching on 
the legislative domain and the states’ powers. By 
1937, Franklin D. Roosevelt had been elected, 
and the Court’s makeup had also changed. The 
ruling in West Coast Hotel Co. v. Parrish (1937) 
explicitly overturned the ruling in Adkins and 
upheld the constitutionality of minimum wage 
legislation for women enacted by the State of 
Washington. The Court’s reasoning returned to 
the philosophy of protectionism when it accepted 
the state’s claim that minimum wage laws for 
women were necessary to protect their health 
and ability to support themselves.

See also MULLER V. OREGON; PROTECTIVE 
LEGISLATION.

Further Reading
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affirmative action Affirmative action pro-
grams are designed to remedy past discrimina-
tion based on race, ethnicity, or sex by increasing 
the recruitment, promotion, and job training 
opportunities in employment and by removing 
barriers to admission to educational institutions.

Affirmative action started in the mid-1960s. 
In a speech at Howard University in 1965, Presi-
dent Lyndon Johnson said, “We seek . . . not just 
equality as a right and a theory but equality as a 
fact and equality as a result.” In September 1965, 
Johnson issued Executive Order 11246, which 
called upon employers who received federal 
contracts to “take affirmative action to ensure 
that applicants are employed, and that employ-
ees are treated during employment, without 
regard to their race, creed, color, or national 
origin.” Under the policy, federal contractors 
were required to search aggressively for quali-
fied people of color to apply for job vacancies. 
In 1967, Executive Order 11375 expanded the 
policy to include women. TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 and subsequent amend-
ments provided women with a strong legal tool 
to combat employment discrimination and TITLE 
IX OF THE EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1972 pro-
vides the basis for affirmative action for women 
in education.

Affirmative action has become a contro-
versial policy because of the perception of 
“reverse discrimination” when a preference for 
a candidate from an underrepresented group 
displaces (or is perceived to displace) some-
one from the majority group. A number of 
Supreme Court decisions have shaped affirma-
tive action policy. In Bakke v. University of Cali-
fornia (1978), the Court ruled against a medical 
school admissions affirmative action program 
that reserved 16 out of 100 seats for minority 
students. Even though “quotas” were declared 
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unconstitutional, the Court also found that 
“race conscious” admissions policies that con-
sidered race as one of a number of factors were 
constitutional. The Court maintained that the 
inclusion of minority students would create a 
diverse student body, and this was beneficial 
to the educational environment as a whole. In 
1996, however, the Court appeared to reverse 
its position on diversity in Hopwood v. Univer-
sity of Texas, noting that “educational diversity 
is not recognized as a compelling state inter-
est.” In 1997, 54 percent of the California 
electorate supported Proposition 209, ending 
affirmative action in hiring, admissions, and 
promotions.

In 2003, the pendulum appeared to have 
swung back in favor of some limited affirmative 
action programs due to two cases involving the 
University of Michigan’s undergraduate admis-
sions program (Gratz v. Bollinger) and its law 
school (Grutter v. Bollinger). In a 5-4 decision in 
Grutter, the Court ruled that race could be one 
of many factors considered when it furthers “a 
compelling interest in obtaining the educational 
benefits that flow from a diverse student body.” 
In the Gratz case, the court ruled (6-3) that 
universities could not rely on formulaic policies 
that do not provide “individualized consider-
ation” of applicants.

Women in particular have benefited from 
affirmative action policies designed to remove 
educational and occupational barriers. Between 
1970 and 1995, the proportion of women phy-
sicians tripled from 7.6 percent to 24.4 per-
cent. Between 1972 and 1996, the percentage 
of women awarded science and engineering 
degrees increased from 30 to 46 percent for 
bachelor’s degrees and 19 to 41 percent for 
master’s degrees. Even today, women remain 
underrepresented in most traditionally male 
dominated professions and blue-collar jobs. 
Wages remain unequal. In 2000, the Depart-
ment of Labor reported that only 9.9 percent of 
all engineers, 1.2 percent of all auto mechanics, 
and 1.7 percent of all carpenters were women. 
While white men constituted 43 percent of the 

2000 workforce, they hold 95 percent of senior 
management jobs. Only 4.1 percent of top-earn-
ings officers in Fortune 500 companies are 
women. In 2003, the General Accounting Office 
reported that women earned 20.3 percent less 
than men in 2000, even when accounting for 
differences in occupation and time spent out-
side of the paid labor force. In 1983, the WAGE 
GAP was 19.6 percent. Affirmative action has not 
entirely solved the problems associated with sex 
discrimination.

See also GLASS CEILING.

Further Reading
Feminist Majority Foundation. Affirmative Action 

Information Center. “Origins of Affirmative Action 
for Women.” Available online. URL: http://www.
feminist.org/other/ccri/aafact1.html. Accessed on 
January 5, 2007.

Johnson, Roberta Ann. “Affirmative Action Policy in 
the United States: Its Impact on Women.” Policy 
and Politics 18 (1990): 77–90.

AIDS See ACQUIRED IMMUNODEFICIENCY 
SYNDROME.

Aid to Families with Dependent Children 
(AFDC) Aid to Families with Dependent Chil-
dren (AFDC) was established by the Social 
Security Act of 1935 as a grant program to 
enable states to provide cash welfare payments 
for needy children who had been deprived of 
parental support or care because their father or 
mother was absent from the home, incapaci-
tated, deceased, or unemployed. All 50 states, 
the District of Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico, 
and the Virgin Islands operated an AFDC pro-
gram. States defined “need,” set their own bene-
fit levels, established (within federal limitations) 
income and resource limits, and administered 
the program or supervised its administration. 
States were entitled to unlimited federal funds 
for reimbursement of benefit payments at 
“matching” rates that were inversely related to 
state per capita income. States were required to 
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provide aid to all persons who were in classes 
eligible under federal law and whose income and 
resources were within state-set limits, thereby 
making public support an “entitlement” for peo-
ple meeting the eligibility requirements.

In the face of mounting costs, Congress and 
the states were pressured to “reform” welfare 
programs in the 1990s. The PERSONAL RESPON-
SIBILITY AND WORK OPPORTUNITY RECONCILIATION 
ACT of 1996 (PRWORA) replaced AFDC, AFDC 
administration, the Job Opportunities and Basic 
Skills Training (JOBS) program, and the Emer-
gency Assistance (EA) program with a cash 
welfare block grant called the Temporary Assis-
tance for Needy Families (TANF) program. Key 
elements of TANF include a lifetime limit of five 
years (60 months) on the amount of time a fam-
ily with an adult can receive assistance funded 
with federal funds, increasing work participation 
rate requirements which states must meet, and 
broad state flexibility on program design. Most 
significantly as a result of the 1996 legislation, 
welfare is no longer an entitlement program.

See also WELFARE POLICY; WELFARE RIGHTS 
MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Abramovitz, Mimi. Regulating the Lives of Women: 

Social Welfare Policy from Colonial Times to the 
Present. Boston: South End Press, 1996.

Trattner, Walter I. From Poor Law to Wefare State. New 
York: Free Press, 1998.

Akron v. Akron Center for Reproductive 
Health (462 U.S. 416) (1983) In 1978, the 
Akron City Council enacted an ordinance estab-
lishing 17 provisions to regulate ABORTION ser-
vices. Five of the regulations were challenged: a 
requirement that all abortions performed after 
the first trimester to be done in hospitals; noti-
fication and consent by one parent 24 hours 
prior to an abortion performed on an unmarried 
minor; a provision that doctors counsel pro-
spective patients to ensure consent, including 
the requirement that they state “the unborn 

child is a human life from the moment of con-
ception”; a 24-hour waiting period; and the stip-
ulation that fetal remains be disposed of in a 
“humane and sanitary manner.” In a 6-3 deci-
sion, the U.S. Supreme Court affirmed ROE V. 
WADE and its commitment to protecting women’s 
reproductive rights by invalidating the provi-
sions of the Akron ordinance. Justice Lewis 
Powell, author of the majority opinion, noted 
that the provisions of the Akron ordinance were 
clearly intended to direct women away from 
choosing an abortion and constituted unreason-
able infringements on a woman’s constitutional 
right to obtain an abortion.

Further Reading
Goldstein, Leslie. Contemporary Cases in Women’s 

Rights. Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 
1994.

The OYEZ Project. Akron v. Akron Center For Reproduc-
tive Health, 462 U.S. 416 (1983). Available online. 
URL: http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980-
1989/1982/1982_81_746. Accessed on January 
5, 2007.

Alan Guttmacher Institute (AGI) The Alan 
Guttmacher Institute (AGI) is a nonprofit orga-
nization focused on sexual and reproductive 
health research, policy analysis, and public edu-
cation. The Institute’s mission is to protect the 
reproductive choices of all women and men in 
the United States and throughout the world.

AGI was founded in 1968 as the Center 
for Family Planning Program Development. 
Alan F. Guttmacher, an obstetrician-gynecolo-
gist and president of the PLANNED PARENTHOOD 
FEDERATION OF AMERICA (PPFA) for 12 years, 
nurtured the organization’s early development. 
AGI is dedicated to providing reliable, balanced, 
nonpartisan information on sexual activity, 
contraception, abortion, and childbearing. The 
organization regularly publishes three journals: 
Perspectives on Sexual and Reproductive Health, 
International Family Planning Perspectives, and 
The Guttmacher Report on Public Policy. AGI 
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maintains a Web page to disseminate informa-
tion, analysis, and the results of its research at 
www.guttmacher.org.

Albright, Madeline (Madeline Jana Kor-
bel Albright) (1937– ) secretary of state, 
United Nations ambassador, author Madeleine 
Korbel Albright became the first woman in U.S. 
political history to occupy the cabinet position 
of secretary of state. President Bill Clinton, in 
his second term in office, nominated Albright, 
who was confirmed unanimously by the U.S. 
Senate as the 64th secretary of state. Albright 
was sworn into office on January 23, 1997. She 
brought a wealth of experience to the office of 
secretary of state. This experience was culti-
vated during her childhood and later solidified 
by a vibrant and prodigious academic and public 
service career in the foreign policy arena.

Albright was born Marie Jana Korbel in 
Prague, Czechoslovakia, May 15 1937; Madeline 
was a nickname given to her by her grand-
mother. She was introduced to foreign policy 
from an early age. Her father, Joseph Korbel, was 
a Czechoslovakian diplomat who represented 
his country in many foreign capitals. The family 
accompanied him to each of his diplomatic post-
ings. As such, Secretary Albright constantly had 
to familiarize herself with various cultures. Her 
family fled Czechoslovakia when the Germans 
invaded during World War II, and they took up 
residence in London. While in London, Albright 
experienced firsthand the Nazis’ bombing cam-
paign. The family fled their native homeland for 
a second time in 1948, gaining political asylum 
in the United States after the communist take-
over of Czechoslovakia.

After arriving in the United States and 
attending high school in Colorado, Albright went 
on to Wellesley College and earned a degree in 
political science in 1959. That same year, she 
married Joseph Medill Patterson Albright, the 
heir to a newspaper fortune. The marriage pro-
duced three daughters; however, the couple filed 
for divorce in 1983.

Combining motherhood and academics, 
Albright mothered twins while attending gradu-
ate school at Columbia University’s School of 
Public Law and Government, where she earned 
her master’s degree (1968) and Ph.D. (1976), 
with a concentration in Soviet politics. Imme-
diately after graduate school, Albright’s public 
service career began when she joined the staff 
of Senator Edmund Muskie, becoming his chief 
legislative assistant. Given both her former 
legislative expertise and knowledge of foreign 
affairs, she was invited to join President Jimmy 
Carter’s National Security Council staff as a leg-
islative liaison.

After Carter was defeated in 1980, Albright 
returned to the academic world. In 1981, she 
was awarded a fellowship at the Woodrow Wil-
son International Center for Scholars, where 
she conducted research and wrote a book about 
the role of the press in bringing about change 
in Poland between 1980 and 1982. In 1982, she 
joined the faculty at Georgetown University, 
teaching both graduate and undergraduate 
courses in international relations. She also 
became the director of women students enrolled 
in the foreign service program at the universi-
ty’s School of Foreign Service. She developed 
programs geared specifically to advancing pro-
fessional opportunities for women in inter-
national relations. While at Georgetown, she 
was affiliated with the Georgetown University 
Center for Strategic and International Studies 
as a senior fellow in Soviet and Eastern Euro-
pean affairs.

Albright gained the attention of the Wash-
ington Democratic elite within the beltway as 
president of the Center for National Policy. The 
Democratic Party think tank was charged with 
generating discussion and study about domestic 
and international issues. She was the foreign 
policy adviser to the failed presidential candi-
dacies of Walter Mondale and Michael Dukakis. 
However, her senior foreign policy advisory role 
in the successful run for the presidency of the 
Clinton campaign catapulted her to the posi-
tion of U.S. ambassador to the United Nations. 
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In Clinton’s second term as president, she was 
appointed secretary of state.

During her tenure as secretary of state, the 
highest-ranking women in the U.S. government, 
Albright was responsible for shaping U.S. foreign 
policy regarding the Balkans and ultimately U.S. 
and NATO military involvement in the former 
Yugoslavia. Many foreign leaders viewed Albright 
as outspoken and sometimes undiplomatic. In 
the United States, Albright was perceived by 
some as a “token,” or merely as “Hillary’s friend.” 
However, both Democrats and Republicans gen-
erally embraced Albright. In 2003, three years 
after returning to civilian life, Albright published 
her memoir, Madam Secretary. Albright is cur-
rently the Mortara Distinguished Professor of 
Diplomacy at the Georgetown University Walsh 
School of Foreign Service in Washington, D.C. 
She serves as chairperson of National Democratic 
Institute for International Affairs and as president 
of the Truman Scholarship Foundation.

Further Reading
Albright, Madeleine, and Bill Woodward. Madam 

Secretary: A Memoir. New York: Miramax Books, 
2003.

Crossette, Barbara. “A Political Diplomat: Madeline 
Korbel Albright.” New York Times, 6 December 
1996.

—Hollis France

Alcott, Louisa May (1832–1888) author Lou-
isa May Alcott was born in Germantown, Penn-
sylvania, on November 29, 1832. She was the 
second daughter of Amos Bronson Alcott and 
Abigail “Abba” May. The family moved to Boston, 
Massachusetts, in 1834 and then to Concord in 
1840. Louisa’s father was a transcendental phi-
losopher and educator who founded Fruitland, a 
utopian society. Ralph Waldo Emerson and 
Henry David Thoreau were close friends of the 
family during Alcott’s childhood. Alcott pub-
lished her first poem, “Sunlight,” in 1852 under 
the pseudonym Flora Fairfield. In 1854, when 
she was 22 years old, she published her first 

book, Flower Fables. Over the course of her life-
time, she was the author of 270 published works, 
including her most famous novel, Little Women, 
published in 1868. Little Women was largely 
autobiographical, based on her own experiences 
growing up with three sisters. This book was 
significant to the development of social attitudes 
about women as individuals who were capable of 
individual actions and decisions, something that 
proved to be a necessary precursor to the 
advancement of women’s political rights.

During service as a Civil War nurse in 1862, 
Alcott contracted typhoid fever and suffered from 
mercury poisoning (a side effect of the treatment) 
for the remainder of her life. Hospital Sketches 
(1863) was based on the letters she had written 
home from her Civil War post in Washington, D.C. 
Likewise, Work: A Story of Experience, chronicles 
the life of Christie Devon, an orphaned 20-year-
old who refuses to choose between the shackles 
of an early marriage and further burdening her 
aunt and uncle. The story also explores working 
conditions, wages, and hardships for women in 
the 19th-century workplace.

In the 1870s, after living for a brief time in 
Europe, Alcott became active in the women’s 
SUFFRAGE movement in Concord. She wrote 
articles for The Women’s Journal and canvassed 
door to door trying to register women to vote. 
She was the first woman to register to vote in 
Concord’s school, tax, and bond suffrage. In her 
final novel, Jo’s Boys, she made arguments for 
women’s rights and other social reforms. Alcott 
is quoted having said, “I can remember when 
anti-slavery was in just the same state that suf-
frage is now, and take more pride in the very 
small help we Alcotts could give than in all the 
books I ever wrote. . . .”

Louisa May Alcott died on March 6, 1888, 
two days after her father passed away. She is 
buried in Sleepy Hollow Cemetery in Concord, 
Massachusetts.

Further Reading
Anderson, William, and David Wade. The World of Lou-

isa May Alcott. New York: HarperPerennial, 1995.
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“Alice Doesn’t Day” Women’s Strike  The 
“Alice Doesn’t Day” women’s strike was spon-
sored by the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN 
(NOW). On October 29, 1975, women were 
urged to refrain from all of their typical daily 
duties involving work, child care, and house-
work. The strike was intended “to demonstrate 
the dependence of the country on the 51 percent 
of the population which is female.” Several his-
torical accounts suggest that the strike was not 
as successful as many had hoped (Time maga-
zine labeled it “a spectacular failure”) and that 
antifeminist groups who promised to wear pink 
and bake cookies got more publicity than strik-
ers. The strike took its name from the 1974 film 
Alice Doesn’t Live Here Anymore, about a woman 
who tries to break out of a stultifying life as a 
housewife and pursue a career.

See also ANTIFEMINISM; FEMINISM.

alimony After divorce or separation, alimony 
is the money paid by one spouse to the other to 
meet the financial obligations of marriage. It is 
based on the common-law right of a wife to be 
supported by her husband, but in 1979 the U.S. 
Supreme Court removed its limitation to hus-
bands to account for cases in which the wife is 
wealthier. Alimony is different from child sup-
port, which is the duty of both mother and 
father to contribute, based on ability to pay, to 
the support of minor children. In contemporary 
law, alimony is generally awarded only in cases 
where one spouse is unable to support himself 
or herself. Laws vary by state. Recent figures 
show that some 90 percent of U.S. divorces are 
free of alimony requirements. Alimony is called 
spousal maintenance in most states today. In 
cases of extended cohabitation, “palimony” 
sometimes may be awarded.

The introduction of “no-fault” divorce in 
nearly every state by the mid-1960s reduced the 
likelihood that alimony would be awarded to 
women. The consequences for women and their 
children have been grave. Statistics show that 
a man’s standard of living typically rises in the 

first year following a divorce, while a woman’s 
declines substantially. The equity between men 
and women assumed in no-fault divorce ignores 
the economic realities of the WAGE GAP, the dis-
crimination women reentering the workforce 
are likely to face, and the child-care costs asso-
ciated with a woman returning to work. Some 
feminists hailed no-fault divorce and the decline 
of alimony, while others cautioned women not 
to give up the protection alimony afforded 
before true equality was established.

See also COVERTURE; ORR V. ORR.

Further Reading
DiFonzo, J. Herbie. Beneath the Fault Line: The Popular 

and Legal Culture of Divorce in Twentieth-Century 
America. Richmond: University of Virginia Press, 
1997.

Allen, Florence (Florence Ellinwood Allen) 
(1884–1966) jurist Born on March 23, 1884, 
and raised in Cleveland, Ohio, Florence Allen 
was a descendant of Revolutionary War hero 
Ethan Allen. After receiving a B.A. degree from 
Case Western Reserve University’s College for 
Women (1904), she prepared for a career in 
music, studying in Berlin for two years, but 
returned to the United States when an injury 
prevented the development of a concert career. 
She worked as the music critic for the Cleveland 
Plain Dealer from 1906 to 1909 while pursuing a 
master’s degree in political science and constitu-
tional law (awarded in 1908). Allen then turned 
to law full-time, studying first at the University 
of Chicago and completing her law degree at 
New York University in 1913. She was admitted 
to the Ohio Bar in 1914.

Allen used the law as a tool to open doors 
for women. While establishing a law practice in 
Cleveland, she drove a horse and buggy across 
Ohio campaigning for woman’s SUFFRAGE and 
the right for women to hold public office. In 
1919, she was appointed prosecutor of Cuyahoga 
County; in 1920, she was elected a judge of the 
court of common pleas; and in 1922, she became 
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the first woman elected to the Ohio Supreme 
Court. In March 1934, President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt named Allen to the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. She served on the 
court for 25 years, the last as chief judge. Among 
the many cases she heard was the constitution-
ality of the Tennesee Valley Authority in 1938. 
ELEANOR ROOSEVELT appealed to her husband to 
name Allen to the U.S. Supreme Court, but he 
declined. She was recognized as an expert on 
constitutional law and the law of patents. She 
published three books, two on the law and her 
memoirs, titled To Do Justly. Florence Ellinwood 
Allen died on September 12, 1966.

Further Reading
Allen, Florence. To Do Justly. Cleveland: Western 

Reserve Press, 1965.
Tuve, Jeanette. First Lady of the Law: Florence Ellin-

wood Allen. Lanham, Md.: University Press of 
America, 1984.

Allen, Paula Gunn (Paula Marie Francis 
Gunn Allen) (1939– ) author, literary critic 
Paula Gunn Allen, of Native American and Leb-
anese descent, is an acclaimed feminist poet, 
novelist, and literary critic. She was born in 
Albuquerque, New Mexico, on October 24, 1939. 
Allen’s father, E. Lee Francis, was a Lebanese 
American and her mother, Ethel, was Laguna-
Sioux-Scot. Her father owned the Cubero Trad-
ing Company and served as lieutenant governor 
of New Mexico from 1967 to 1970.

Allen’s diverse background informs her 
writing. She particularly credits the woman-
centered Pueblo culture for many of the insights 
evident in her poetry. Allen’s early elementary 
education was at St. Vincent’s Academy in Albu-
querque and at a mission school in the town 
of San Fidel. She later attended the Colorado’s 
Women’s College and then the University of 
Oregon, she received her B.A. in English in 
1966 and her M.F.A. in creative writing in 1968. 
She received her doctorate in American stud-
ies with a concentration in Native American 

literature from the University of New Mexico in 
1976. Paula Allen was twice married and twice 
divorced. She has three children.

Allen’s writing career began with the publi-
cation of her first book, Blind Lion Poems, pub-
lished in 1974. While completing her doctorate, 
she began teaching—first at DeAnza Community 
College and later at the University of New Mexico. 
She earned year-long postdoctoral fellowships to 
UCLA and the University of California at Berke-
ley. Grants from the Ford Foundation and the 
National Research Council facilitated her early 
study of the oral tradition in Native American 
literature. In 1978 and again in 1980, she received 
a National Endowment of the Arts Fellowship to 
study Native American women’s writing. Simul-
taneously, she edited Studies in American Indian 
Literature: Critical Essays and Course Designs 
(1983), widely considered the definitive text in 
Native American literary criticism. Allen also had 
a distinguished teaching career with appoint-
ments at a number of institutions, including the 
College of San Mateo, San Diego State University, 
and San Francisco State University. She served 
as director of the Native American Studies pro-
gram at San Francisco State. At the University of 
California–Berkeley, she was professor of Native 
American and ethnic studies. Her last academic 
post was professor of English, creative writing, 
and American Indian studies at the University of 
California at Los Angeles. She retired in 1999.

Allen’s voice as a literary critic was primarily 
devoted to distinguishing Native American liter-
ature from European American interpretations. 
Her own writing explored the powerful roles 
women played in matrilineal Pueblo society. Her 
research documents Native American women’s 
contribution to democracy and FEMINISM, refut-
ing the notion that societies in which women 
were men’s equal did not exist. She has also 
played a major role in championing the place of 
gay and lesbian Native Americans in the com-
munity. “Beloved Women: Lesbians in American 
Indian Cultures,” an essay published in Condi-
tions: The Sacred Hoop: Recovering the Feminine 
in American Indian Traditions, published in 1986, 
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explored in detail the power of oral traditions 
found in Native American literature.

Through her poetry, Allen explores her 
multicultural heritage through images of spir-
its and shadows. In an interview, Allen said 
of her poetry, “My poetry has a haunted sense 
to it  . . . a sorrow and grievingness in it that 
comes directly from being split, not in two but 
in twenty, and never being able to reconcile all 
the places that I am.” Her most recent work is 
Pocahontas: Medicine Woman, Spy, Entrepreneur, 
Diplomat, published in 2003.

Further Reading
Gunn, Paula Allen. The Woman Who Owned the Shad-

ows. San Francisco: Aunt Lute Books, 1983.
Purdy, John. “And Then, Twenty Years Later . . .”: A 

Conversation with Paula Allen Gunn.” Studies in 
American Indian Literatures 9 (1997): 5–16.

Allred, Gloria (Gloria Rachel Allred) 
(1941– ) attorney Gloria Allred is a feminist 
attorney who has tried numerous cases to 
advance women’s rights. She was born on July 3, 
1941, in Philadelphia and received her bachelor’s 
degree from the University of Pennsylvania 
(1963), her master’s degree from New York Uni-
versity (1966), and her law degree from Loyola 
University (1974).

Allred is known for her high public profile 
and her unconventional means of directing 
the public’s attention to discrimination against 
women. For example, she once gave a chastity 
belt to a California state senator who supported 
a constitutional amendment to ban ABORTION. She 
has tried cases on SEXUAL HARASSMENT, employ-
ment discrimination, family law, and equal pay. 
Allred is the founder of the Women’s Equal 
Rights Legal Defense and Education Fund, a 
California nonprofit organization working to 
advance women’s rights. She is also the found-
ing partner of the California law firm of Allred, 
Maroko, and Goldberg, which specializes in 
employment discrimination, harassment, and 
wrongful termination throughout California.

Alpha Suffrage Club In January 1913, IDA B. 
WELLS-BARNETT formed the first-ever voting rights 
union for black women in Illinois—the Alpha Suf-
frage Club. The group met weekly at the Negro 
Fellowship League Reading Room and Social 
Center (a refuge founded for blacks on the streets). 
The club began by parading in a demonstration on 
the streets of Chicago. The Alpha Suffrage Club 
also participated in the 1913 SUFFRAGE parade in 
Washington, D.C. In an attempt to appease south-
ern legislators and some southern suffragists, 
organizers asked that the African-American 
women march in the back of the parade. Wells-
Barnett tried to get the Illinois delegation to sup-
port her opposition to the segregation, but 
ultimately she and many other Alpha Club mem-
bers simply refused to participate. On the day of 
the parade, Ida B. Wells-Barnett emerged from the 
crowd and joined the Illinois delegation, march-
ing between two white suffragists. Wells-Barnett 
also founded the newspaper the Alpha Suffrage 
Record and served as its editor.

Further Reading
McMurry, Linda O. To Keep the Waters Troubled: The 

Life of Ida B. Wells. New York: Oxford University 
Press, 1998.

Alvarez, Aida (1949– ) cabinet member Pres-
ident Clinton appointed Aida Alvarez administra-
tor of the Small Business Administration (SBA) in 
1997, making her the first Hispanic woman and 
the first Puerto Rican to hold a cabinet position. 
Under her leadership, the SBA tripled the number 
of loans granted to women-owned and minority-
owned businesses.

Alvarez earned her bachelor’s degree from 
Harvard University in 1971. She worked as a 
television and print journalist and as an invest-
ment banker, and she was appointed as the first 
director of the Office of Federal Housing Enter-
prise Oversight in 1993. In this capacity, she 
established regulatory oversight of Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac, the country’s largest housing 
finance companies.
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In 2000, Alvarez was elected to the Board 
of Overseers of Harvard University. Her role is 
to visit the graduate schools, departments and 
museums of the University to ensure that the 
university remains true to its charter as a place 
of learning. She also serves on the National 
Trust for Historic Preservation and the Coali-
tion for Supportive Housing and is on the Board 
of Trustees of the Latino Community Founda-
tion and the Board of Directors for PacifiCare 
Health Systems, Inc.

American Association of University Women 
(AAUW) The mission of the American Associ-
ation of University Women is to promote equity 
for all women and girls, lifelong education, and 
positive social change. The organization began in 
1881 when Marion Talbot called a meeting of 
women graduates for the purpose of supporting 
one another and nurturing future generations of 
women in higher education. The Association of 
Collegiate Alumnae was formally established in 
1882 and merged with the Southern Association 
of College Women in 1921 to form the American 
Association of University Women.

Today the AAUW operates as an umbrella 
for three distinct corporations sharing a unified 
mission. The AAUW Association is the member-
ship arm of the organization. More than 100,000 
members, 1,300 branches, and 600 college/uni-
versity partners work in local communities to 
promote equity in education. The AAUW Edu-
cational Foundation provides funds to advance 
education and research. It is the largest fund-
ing source exclusively for graduate women. 
The Educational Foundation regularly funds, 
conducts, and disseminates research on issues 
concerning women, girls, and education. The 
AAUW Legal Advocacy Fund provides funding 
and support for women pursuing equity through 
the legal system. Primarily focused on sex dis-
crimination in higher education, the fund helps 
female students, faculty, and administrators 
challenge discriminatory practices, including 
SEXUAL HARASSMENT, pay inequity, denial of ten-

ure and promotion, and inequality in women’s 
athletics. The organization as a whole conducts 
conferences, leadership training, and outreach. 
AAUW’s global network is the International 
Federation of University Women. The organiza-
tion maintains a Web site at www.aauw.org.

See also TITLE IX.

Further Reading
Levine, Susan. Degrees of Equality: The American Asso-

ciation of University Women and the Challenge of 
Twentieth Century Feminism. Philadelphia: Temple 
University Press, 1995.

American Birth Control League (ABCL) 
MARGARET SANGER founded the American Birth 
Control League (ABCL) on November 10, 1921, 
at the First American Birth Control Conference 
in New York City. The ABCL was dedicated to 
advancing public education by disseminating 
information to the medical community, social 
workers, and individual women; advocating leg-
islative reform at the state and national level; 
and supporting research efforts aimed at devel-
oping safe, effective forms of birth control. In 
1923, the ABCL opened the first birth control 
clinic in the United States. The Clinical Research 
Bureau (CRB) served married women and cou-
ples with contraceptive services. Most women 
were fitted with pessaries or diaphragms used 
with contraceptive jelly. The bureau’s clinic kept 
detailed patient records, allowing the CRB to 
conduct research on the efficacy of various birth 
control devices and practices. In 1928, Sanger 
resigned as president of the ABCL and assumed 
full control of the CRB, renaming it the Birth 
Control Clinical Research Bureau (BCCRB). In 
1939, the ABCL merged with the BCCRB, and in 
1942 the organization adopted the name PLANNED 
PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF AMERICA.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Gordon, Linda. Woman’s Body, Woman’s Right: A Social 

History of Birth Control in America. New York: 
Grossman Publishers, 1976.
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———. The Moral Property of Women: A History of 
Birth Control Politics in America. Urbana: Univer-
sity of Illinois Press, 2002.

American Equal Rights Association (AERA) 
Founded on May 10, 1866, the American Equal 
Rights Association was formed to “secure Equal 
Rights to all American citizens, especially the 
right of SUFFRAGE, irrespective of race, color, or 
sex.” The AERA lasted only three years because 
of philosophical divisions within its leadership. 
In 1867, Kansas voted down two consecutive 
referenda granting suffrage to blacks and women. 
During the Kansas campaign, ELIZABETH CADY 
STANTON and SUSAN B. ANTHONY alienated aboli-
tionists and other suffragists by appealing to 
racist sentiments in their opposition to the Fif-
teenth Amendment, which granted only black 
males the right to vote. Stanton and Anthony 
argued for a Sixteenth Amendment guarantee-
ing woman suffrage, but many in the organiza-
tion urged a more cautious and patient strategy 
calling for black franchise first and foremost. 
Stanton and Anthony split from the AERA in 
1869 to form the NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
ASSOCIATION (NWSA). LUCY STONE and JULIA 
WARD HOWE, along with other notable abolition 
leaders dissolved the AERA and formed the 
AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (AWSA). 
The NWSA and the AWSA joined forces again in 
1890, forming the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NAWSA).

See also ABOLITION.

Further Reading
Sherr, Lynn. Failure Is Impossible: Susan B. Anthony in 

Her Own Words. New York: Times Books, 1995.
———. The Trial of Susan B. Anthony. New York: Pro-

metheus Books, 2003.

American Life League, Inc. (ALL) Judie 
Brown founded the American Life League (ALL) 
in 1977. The organization’s mission is stated as 
follows: “The mission of American Life League 

is to serve God by helping to build a society that 
respects and protects innocent human life from 
fertilization to natural death—without compro-
mise, without exception, without apology.” ALL 
takes pro-life positions on the issues of ABOR-
TION, assisted suicide, bioethics, cloning, birth 
control, EUGENICS, and fetal research. The orga-
nization sponsors several initiatives: Crusade 
for the Defense of Our Catholic Church, Cam-
pus for Life, Rock for Life, and Stop Planned 
Parenthood International. The organization 
maintains a Web site to recruit members and 
disseminate information at www.aal.org.

See also RIGHT TO LIFE MOVEMENT.

American Woman Suffrage Association 
(AWSA) The American Woman Suffrage 
Association was formed in 1869 by the New 
England wing of suffragists and abolitionists in 
reaction to ELIZABETH CADY STANTON and SUSAN 
B. ANTHONY’s departure from the AMERICAN 
EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION. Stanton and Anthony 
believed that women were being ignored in the 
interest of pursuing SUFFRAGE for black males 
and argued on behalf of a federal amendment 
strategy that was perceived by some to be in 
direct competition with the ratification cam-
paign for the Fifteenth Amendment. When 

Members of the American Association of University 
Women meeting on the White House lawn with Presi-
dent Coolidge, 1924 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Stanton and Anthony split to form the NATIONAL 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NWSA), LUCY 
STONE and JULIA WARD HOWE formed the Ameri-
can Woman Suffrage Association. Stone and 
Howe accused the NWSA of diverting attention 
away from suffrage by their insistence on broad 
equality rights for women. At the urging of the 
AWSA, the Republican Party included a plank 
for woman suffrage in their platform of 1872 
but failed to actively campaign on the issue of a 
Sixteenth Amendment for woman’s suffrage. 
The AWSA eschewed a federal strategy in favor 
of a state-by-state campaign for woman suf-
frage. Once the Fifteenth Amendment was rati-
fied, the major point of division between the 
AWSA and the NWSA was gone, but the bitter-
ness lasted for another 20 years. The AWSA and 
the NWSA were joined in 1890 to form the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION (NAWSA).

Further Reading
Corbin, Carole Lynn. The Right to Vote. New York: 

Franklin Watts, 1985.
Scott, Anne Firor, and Andrew MacKay Scott. Half the 

People: The Fight for Woman Suffrage. New York: 
J.P. Lippincott, 1975.

Ames, Jessie (Jessie Harriet Daniel Ames) 
(1883–1972) suffragist, reformer Jessie Daniel 
Ames was born in Palestine, Texas, on Novem-
ber 2, 1883. She graduated from Southwestern 
University in Georgetown in 1902 and shortly 
thereafter met Roger Ames, whom she married 
in 1905. Her surgeon husband was rarely home, 
and then he died in 1914, leaving Ames to raise 
three children. To support her family, she joined 
her mother in running the telephone company 
in Georgetown.

Ames’s prominent position in the commu-
nity led her into social and business circles, and 
in 1916 she organized the Georgetown Equal 
Suffrage League. She went on to serve as state 
officer of the Texas Equal Suffrage Associa-
tion. After women won the right to vote in the 

state’s primary in 1918 and Texas ratified the 
Nineteenth Amendment in 1919, Ames founded 
the Texas LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS, served as 
delegate-at-large to two National Democratic 
conventions, and served as state officer on the 
board of many different groups. Through these 
activities, she became discouraged by the failure 
of women’s SUFFRAGE to initiate true equality 
and looked toward interracial cooperation to 
rectify the problems of society. As a field worker 
for the Commission on Interracial Coopera-
tion, she began to identify lynching as a key to 
the oppression of both blacks and women. In 
1930, Ames founded the ASSOCIATION OF SOUTH-
ERN WOMEN FOR THE PREVENTION OF LYNCHING 
(ASWPL). By challenging the southern justi-
fication for lynching as a way to protect white 
women, the ASWPL helped to turn public opin-
ion against lynching, decreasing the incidents of 
the crime so significantly that by the 1940s the 
organization was disbanded. Ames remained 
active in many causes throughout her life. She 
died in Austin, Texas, on February 21, 1972.

See also ANTI-LYNCHING MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Hall, Jacquelyn Dowd. Revolt against Chivalry: Jessie 

Daniel Ames and the Women’s Campaign against 
Lynching. New York: Columbia University Press, 
1979.

The Handbook of Texas Online. “Ames, Jessie Harriet 
Daniel.” Available online. URL: http://www.tsha.
utexas.edu/handbook/online/articles/view/AA/
fam6.html. Accessed on January 5, 2007.

Swartz, Jon D., and Joanna Fountain-Schroeder, eds., 
Jessie Daniel Ames: An Exhibition at Southwestern 
University. Georgetown, Tex.: Cody Memorial 
Library, Southwestern University, 1986.

—Angela Boswell

Anderson, Eugenie Moore (Helen Eugenie 
Moore Anderson) (1909–1997) ambassador, 
diplomat Helen Eugenie Moore was born to 
Ezekiel Arrowsmith Moore, a Methodist minis-
ter, and Flora Belle Moore on May 26, 1909, in 
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Adair, Iowa. Although she studied at three col-
leges, she did not earn a degree. From 1926 to 
1927, she attended Stephens College in Colum-
bia, Missouri; from 1927 to 1928 she was enrolled 
at Simpson College in Indianola, Iowa, and she 
completed one more year at Carlton College in 
Northfield, Minnesota (1929–1930). In 1930, she 
married John Pierce Anderson, an artist and 
photographer. The couple had two children.

Eugenie Moore Anderson helped to cre-
ate the Democratic-Farmer-Labor Party (DFL) 
of Minnesota in 1944. Four years later, as one 
of the few women among the leaders of the 
fledgling party, she was elected to an office in 
the national Democratic Party. In 1948, when 
the DFL split from the Democratic Party in a 
controversy over goals and ideology, Anderson 
supported Hubert H. Humphrey and the DFL. 
In 1949, she had the distinction of becoming 
the first American woman ambassador when 
President Harry Truman named her ambas-
sador to Denmark. Upon her appointment, she 
remarked: “I know that he [Truman] intended 
my appointment to signify to all women that he 
recognizes our growing assumption of mature 
responsible citizenship, our work for the public 
good, not simply as women and mothers, but as 
citizens and as people.” She earned the respect 
of the Danes by learning the language and was 
credited with moving Denmark from neutrality 
to alignment with the West.

When Truman’s presidency ended, Ander-
son returned to the United States. In 1958, she 
ran for a U.S. Senate seat but lost in the primary. 
In 1962, President John F. Kennedy appointed 
her to head the U.S. delegation to Bulgaria. As 
minister to Bulgaria, she became the first Ameri-
can woman to represent the United States in a 
country allied with the Soviet Union. She found 
it difficult to operate in the communist environ-
ment and resigned in 1964. She served as U.S. 
representative to the United Nations from 1965 
to 1967, served on the UN Trusteeship Council 
from 1965 to 1968, and then was appointed spe-
cial assistant to the secretary of state. She died 
on March 31, 1997.

Anderson, Marian (1897–1993) opera singer 
Contralto Marian Anderson was born in Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania, on February 27, 1897 
(though she claimed a birth date of February 17, 
1902). She began singing in the Union Baptist 
Church choir at the age of six, and community 
members supported her early musical training. 
She went on to study with tenor Giuseppe 
Boghetti. In 1924, she gave her first recital at 
New York’s Town Hall. The performance was 
uneven and, unable to establish an active career 
in the United States, she went to study in Lon-
don in 1925 and later to Germany. After touring 
extensively throughout Europe over the next 10 
years, she returned to New York’s Town Hall for 
a successful reprise in 1935. She became the 
nation’s third highest concert box office draw.

In 1939, Anderson’s agent and officials 
from Howard University tried to book her into 
Washington’s Constitution Hall, owned by the 
DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION (DAR). 
DAR policy, however, stipulated that all con-
tracts contain a clause saying “concert by white 
artists only.” Consequently, First Lady ELEANOR 
ROOSEVELT resigned from the DAR in protest, 
and the U.S. Department of the Interior sched-
uled a concert on the steps of the Lincoln Memo-
rial on April 9, 1939 (Easter Sunday). Over 
75,000 people attended the concert, and mil-
lions more tuned in on the radio. Following the 
controversy, Anderson refused to ever sing in 
another segregated venue. In her autobiography, 
My Lord, What a Morning, she wrote: “There are 
many persons ready to do what is right because 
in their hearts they know it is right. But they 
hesitate, waiting for the other fellow to make the 
first move—and he, in turn, waits for you. The 
minute a person whose word means a great deal 
dares to take the open-hearted and courageous 
way, many others follow. Not everyone can be 
turned aside from meanness and hatred, but the 
great majority of Americans is heading in that 
direction. I have a great belief in the future of 
my people and my country.”

In 1955, Anderson performed with the New 
York Metropolitan Opera Company as Ulrica, 
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the Gypsy fortune-teller, in Verdi’s opera The 
Masked Ball. With this appearance, she became 
the first African American to sing an important 
role at the Metropolitan Opera as a regular com-
pany member. In 1956, Anderson made a fare-
well tour throughout America and Europe, and 
in 1957 she toured 12 Asian nations on behalf of 
the U.S. State Department.

Anderson received a number of awards and 
honors over her lifetime. In 1963, she was given 
the Presidential Medal of Freedom by President 
Lyndon Johnson. She received honorary doctorates 
from more than two dozen universities and sang 
at the presidential inaugurals of Dwight Eisen-
hower and John F. Kennedy. Anderson retired in 
1965 with a final concert in Philadelphia. She died 
on April 8, 1993, in Portland, Oregon.

Further Reading
Anderson, Marian. My Lord, What a Morning. New 

York: Viking Press, 1956.
Penn Library Exhibitions. “Marian Anderson: A Life in 

Song.” Available online. URL: http://www.library.
upenn.edu/exhibits/rbm/anderson/. Accessed on 
January 5, 2007.

Andrews, Fannie Fern Phillips (1867–1950) 
peace activist Fannie Fern Phillips Andrews is 
well respected for her unrelenting efforts to pro-
mote the benefits of peace in both the United 
States and internationally through the medium 
of education. She was born Fannie Fern Phillips 
on September 25, 1867, in Margaretville, Nova 
Scotia, before moving to Lynne, Massachusetts, 
in 1876. In 1890, she married Edwin G. Andrews. 
She died on January 23, 1950, in Somerville, 
Massachusetts.

As a young woman, Fannie Fern Phillips 
Andrews occupied a privileged position unlike 
the majority of American women during the 
1800s. She was afforded the opportunity to earn 
an education, first graduating from Salem Normal 
School (1884) (now Salem State College), then 
going on to Radcliffe College, where she earned a 
B.A. (1902), M.A. (1920), and Ph.D. (1923).

Andrews entered the teaching profession 
and experienced firsthand the problems within 
the school system. As a result, she set about the 
task of campaigning for education reform. In 
Boston in 1905, she formed one of the earliest 
school-affiliated parents’ organizations, which 
was later followed by the Boston Home and 
School Association in 1907. While organizing 
for school reform, Andrews saw an opportunity 
to wed her second interest of peace activism 
with education reform. In 1908, she created 
and almost single-handedly ran the American 
School Peace League (ASPL), which changed 
its name in 1919 to the American School Citi-
zenship League. ASPL’s membership primarily 
attracted schoolteachers, a profession which in 
early American history primarily consisted of 
women.

During her tenure as secretary of ASPL, 
Andrews worked tirelessly to increase both 
the visibility of the organization and its mem-
bership. She was successful in getting a peace 
component integrated in the school curriculum. 
Like many of her peace movement colleagues, 
Andrews strongly believed that education was 
one of the key tools to building a peaceful 
world. As such, she persuaded the U.S. Bureau 
of Education to distribute pacifist literature and 
study courses to schools. On a trip to Britain 
in 1914, she was invited to establish the Brit-
ish equivalent of the ASPL. With World War I 
approaching, the development of international 
institutions to promote peace became her major 
concern. She became a strong supporter of 
President Woodrow Wilson’s League of Nations 
plan while working as secretary of the Central 
Organization for Durable Peace and as a mem-
ber of the League to Enforce Peace. She served 
with fellow WOMEN’S PEACE PARTY member JANE 
ADDAMS on the International Committee of 
International Congress of Women at The Hague 
and subsequently on the International Commit-
tee of Women for Permanent Peace. As the U.S. 
representative of the Bureau of Education, she 
attended the Paris Peace Conference. In both 
1934 and 1936, she was appointed by President 
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Roosevelt to represent the United States at inter-
national conferences on education.

While Fannie Fern Andrews achieved many 
noted successes campaigning for peace, she 
was criticized by women in ASPL chapters 
who viewed her approach as too conservative. 
Her vision of how to obtain a peaceful world 
was referred to as “conservative international-
ism.” Andrews argued that war could be eradi-
cated by applying the rule of law and drawing 
upon appropriate expertise. Many viewed her 
approach as one in which she attempted to 
work within the political structure by courting 
the expertise of power brokers in government. 
For some young women peace activists within 
the ASPL, this was disturbing given that the 
“experts” Andrews courted were primarily men 
who were perceived as “marginally invested in 
peace reform” and tended to be hawkish.

Andrews’s scholarly works have all centered 
on the issues of war and peace. Her Ph.D. dis-
sertation manuscript focused on the postwar 
mandate system in the Middle East under Brit-
ish rule. She followed up this work by conduct-
ing research in the Middle East and wrote the 
highly regarded two volume The Holy Land 
under Mandate.

Further Reading
Snider, Christy Jo. “Peace and Politics: Fannie Fern 

Andrews, Professional Politics, and the American 
Peace Movement, 1900–1941.” Mid-America: An 
Historical Review 79 (1997): 72–95.

Zeiger, Susan. “The Schoolhouse vs. the Armory: U.S. 
Teachers and the Campaign against Militarism in 
the Schools 1914–1918.” Journal of Women’s His-
tory 15 (2003): 150–179.

—Hollis France

Anthony, Susan Bronwell (1820–1906) suf-
fragist, reformer Best known for her work in 
women’s rights, Susan B. Anthony was active in 
the rights of African Americans, working peo-
ple, and women. She argued for education 
reform, labor laws, temperance laws, and aboli-

tion. Anthony was born into a prosperous 
Quaker family on February 15, 1820, in Adams, 
Massachusetts. Her father believed strongly in 
educating women and in everyone doing useful 
work. In 1839, Anthony started teaching at a 
Quaker school in New Rochelle, New York, but 
after her father went bankrupt she taught out of 
necessity and not simply as a religious mandate 
to help the world. As a young woman, she did 
not enjoy living away from her family but slowly 
accustomed herself to the responsibilities of 
teaching and the independence it afforded her. 
In 1845, her family moved to Rochester, New 
York, after her father’s financial situation 
improved, and the following year Susan was 
appointed the headmistress of the girls’ division 
at the Canajoharie Academy, east of Rochester. 
She was known in education circles for advocat-
ing coeducation through the argument that 
there was no innate difference between men and 
women. She also argued for colleges and univer-
sities to admit women and African Americans. 
In 1849, she returned to Rochester to take over 
her family’s farm. While she left teaching as a 
profession, she continued to argue for the neces-
sity of equal education for all.

Anthony did not attend the SENECA FALLS 
CONVENTION of 1848 or the women’s rights 
convention held in Rochester a few weeks fol-
lowing, but her parents and younger sister did 
attend the Rochester convention, where an addi-
tional amendment to the DECLARATION OF SENTI-
MENTS AND RESOLUTIONS was added declaring 
equality for women “of whatever complexion.” 
In 1851, Anthony met ELIZABETH CADY STANTON 
in Seneca Falls after a lecture by the abolition-
ist William Lloyd Garrison, and soon the two 
women were working together. Anthony’s ini-
tial reform work was in the TEMPERANCE MOVE-
MENT. She started the Women’s New York State 
Temperance Society with Stanton and LUCRETIA 
MOTT in 1853 because she was forbidden from 
speaking publicly, as a woman, in other temper-
ance societies. She prepared a petition with over 
20,000 signatures for the New York State Legis-
lature to ban the sale of alcohol, but the petition 
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was rejected because too many signatures were 
from women. It was because of the institutional-
ized sexism she found in her temperance work 
that Anthony decided to focus her attention on 
women’s rights.

Anthony, Stanton, and Mott developed a 
system where Stanton would write lectures and 
Anthony would travel the state delivering them, 
returning to Seneca Falls to take care of the 
Stanton house and children while Stanton would 
work on further lectures. These lectures focused 
initially on temperance but in time linked tem-
perance work to the need for changes in prop-
erty laws, divorce laws, and, ultimately, to the 
need for women’s SUFFRAGE. After Stanton made 
a presentation to the New York State Legislature 
in 1854, Anthony traveled throughout every 
county in New York State to maintain pressure 
on the legislature. One result of her success as 
a speaker was that the American Anti-Slavery 
Society asked her to become their New York 
agent, providing Anthony’s first salaried work 
for the reform movement. Yet divisions between 
abolitionists and women’s rights activists were 
emerging. Anthony was criticized for hiding 
Phoebe Harris Phelps, the abused wife of a Mas-
sachusetts state senator who had escaped to 
New York with one of her daughters in defiance 
of Massachusetts state law. Anthony could not 
understand why abolitionists were convinced 
that one could disobey the Fugitive Slave Act 
but not unjust laws concerning women.

After Abraham Lincoln’s election as presi-
dent, Anthony still worked with the abolition 
movement, organizing a “No Compromise with 
Slavery” tour of traveling speakers, who were 
attacked in the press and on stage. Anthony was 
further disappointed by women’s rights activists 
who urged her to moderate her demands once 
the Civil War began, for fear that focus on suf-
frage during a time of war would be perceived 
as unpatriotic. (Suffrage activists faced the same 
argument at the outset of World War I.) Con-
cerned that they might be accused of weakening 
the Union, some women’s rights activists thought 
that the movement would be rewarded for silence 

on suffrage during the Civil War. Anthony, who 
was not certain that she trusted either Lincoln 
or the focus of the Civil War, advocated that 
women’s rights activists maintain their pres-
sure on the government. Once it became clear 
that Anthony could not act for women’s rights 
during the War without criticism, she turned 
her attention to abolition. Charles Sumner, the 
senator from Massachusetts, had introduced 
an amendment freeing slaves in the North (as 
Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation had only 
freed slaves in the states of the Confederacy); 
Anthony was asked by Henry Stanton to collect 
signatures in support of this amendment from 
Northern women. Anthony, Elizabeth Cady 
Stanton, and LUCY STONE started the NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S LOYAL LEAGUE, which organized thou-
sands of volunteers who ultimately collected 
400,000 signatures.

Despite their work for abolition, the wom-
en’s rights movement experienced one of its 
most difficult issues with the postwar pas-
sage of the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amend-
ments. Anthony and Stanton could not support 
suffrage for black men prior to suffrage for 
women. Anthony wanted universal suffrage, and 
the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments, by 
specifying that black men were to be granted 
the vote, established voting as a right particular 
to men. Anthony and Stanton then split with 
Lucy Stone, founding the NATIONAL WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NWSA), while Stone 
founded the AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSO-
CIATION (AWSA).

While working for women’s rights, Anthony 
continued her advocacy of other reform move-
ments, including workers’ rights. In 1868, she 
started a newspaper in Rochester, The Revolu-
tion, which proposed an eight-hour workday. 
Anthony also strove to attract working women 
to the women’s rights movement by linking 
their lack of suffrage to issues such as dispari-
ties in pay between men and women. She advo-
cated women forming their own trade unions, 
although she herself was accused of strikebreak-
ing when she encouraged newspapers to hire 
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women to do the typesetting to illustrate their 
equal ability to do the job. As with the tension 
between abolitionists and women’s rights advo-
cates, or temperance advocates and abolition-
ists, here too Anthony emphasized that wrongs 
against women should not take a back seat to 
wrongs against men.

In 1872, Anthony argued that women 
should register to vote under the equal-protec-
tion clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. Fifty 
women registered in Rochester, and 15 of those 
women as well as Anthony succeeded in voting 
in the presidential election. Arrested and tried, 
Anthony was not allowed to speak at her own 
trial (UNITED STATES V. SUSAN B. ANTHONY) after 
the prosecuting attorney claimed that she was 
not competent to testify. However, the judge 
(whose abuse of power swayed many who were 
not supporters of women’s suffrage to support 
Anthony’s right to a fair trial) asked if she 
had anything to say concerning her sentence. 
Anthony then spoke forcefully in her defense, 
declaring, “[Y]our denial of my citizen’s right 
to vote is the denial of my right of consent as 
one of the governed, the denial of my right of 
representation as one of the taxed, the denial 
of my right to a trial by a jury of my peers as 
an offender against the law, the denial of my 
sacred rights to life, liberty, property.” In 1873, 
Anthony was sentenced to pay court fees and 
a $100 fine. She refused to pay the fine, but 
her lawyer paid it on her behalf, thereby deny-
ing her the opportunity to appeal to the U.S. 
Supreme Court.

In 1876, in honor of the U.S. centennial, 
Stanton and MATILDA JOSLYN GAGE wrote an 
updated DECLARATION OF WOMEN’S RIGHTS, and 
Anthony and Stanton tried to gain an invita-
tion to the reading of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence in Congress. Anthony received a 
press pass from her brother and presented the 
Declaration of Rights to the vice president of 
the Senate. The new declaration shifted respon-
sibility for the oppression of women from men 
per se to the U.S. government in particular. The 
year 1878 brought the first introduction of what 

Anthony hoped would be the Sixteenth amend-
ment—that the right to vote would not be denied 
on the basis of sex (referred to as the “Anthony 
Amendment”)—but it never made it out of com-
mittee. Anthony presented her amendment to 
every Congress between 1879 and 1906.

In 1890, at the urging of ALICE STONE BLACK-
WELL, the rift between the NWSA and the AWSA 
was mended, and the two organizations merged 
to form the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUF-
FRAGE ASSOCIATION. Anthony was elected vice 
president, and she later served as president from 
1892 to 1900. She lobbied lawmakers every year 
for the passage of an amendment guarantee-
ing women’s suffrage. Susan B. Anthony died 
on March 13, 1906, after giving a speech on 
the occasion of her 86th birthday, declaring, 
“failure is impossible.” After the Nineteenth 
Amendment was successfully passed in 1920, 
her nephew, Daniel R. Anthony (the son of 
Anthony’s brother who had provided her with 
the press pass to the 1876 centennial celebra-
tion) introduced the first EQUAL RIGHTS AMEND-
MENT to Congress in 1923.

Further Reading
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—Claire Curtis

antifeminism The antifeminist movement, 
whether as a counter to the women’s SUFFRAGE 
campaign or to the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 
and the “second wave” of FEMINISM, has at its 
foundation the belief that God created men and 
women to fulfill distinct roles. Gender equality 
therefore runs counter to nature. Antifeminists 
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believe that men are created to occupy the pub-
lic sphere of work and politics, while women are 
created to bear and nurture children in the pri-
vate sphere of the home. Traditional family ide-
ology calls for the wife to be subservient to her 
husband, leaving major decisions in his hands. 
Antifeminists perceive any action to change the 
basic power relationship between men and 
women as a threat. Thus, the two major waves of 
antifeminist activism coincide with the first and 
second wave of the women’s rights movement.

Organized opposition to women’s rights 
began immediately following the 1848 SENECA 
FALLS CONVENTION. The first women’s rights 
campaign issued the DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS 
AND RESOLUTIONS, calling for major reforms in 
marriage, property rights for women, educa-
tional opportunities, better working conditions, 
and the vote. As suffrage became the major 
organizing tool of those advancing women’s 
rights, it became the major point of opposition 
for antifeminists. Antifeminists viewed the vote 
as a threat to the protections middle- and upper-
class women enjoyed and argued that politics 
was rife with corruption, certainly no place for 
ladies. Women in the ANTI-SUFFRAGE MOVEMENT 
tended to come from Protestant, middle-class 
backgrounds, but the organizational leaders 
were often the wives of prominent politicians or 
businessmen in the community. Anti-suffrage 
forces actively campaigned against women’s 
franchise and had the explicit support of busi-
ness and industry, particularly among brewers 
and distillers fearful of women voters’ support 
for the TEMPERANCE MOVEMENT. Anti-suffrage 
and antifeminist forces in the South feared that 
granting women voting rights would undermine 
Jim Crow laws.

The second wave of antifeminism centered 
on opposition to the Equal Rights Amendment 
(ERA). Two national organizations were formed 
to oppose the ERA and remain active today: 
the EAGLE FORUM, founded in 1972 by PHYLLIS 
SCHLAFLY, and CONCERNED WOMEN FOR AMERICA 
(CWA), founded in 1979 by BEVERLY LAHAYE. 
CWA developed a national network of anti-ERA 

prayer chains that sought God’s direct interven-
tion weekly. STOP ERA, a Schlafly spin-off from 
the Eagle Forum, was dedicated specifically to 
the anti-ratification campaign in the states. Most 
of the opposition groups were organized on the 
principle of protecting what was perceived as 
traditional family values. Operating from their 
self-appointed positions of true defenders of 
women’s interests, Eagle Forum and CWA lead-
ers charged that the feminist agenda “deliber-
ately degrades the homemaker.” They warned 
women that ratification of the ERA would radi-
cally alter the balance of power within families 
and would free men from their traditional eco-
nomic obligations to their families.

Both antifeminist movements claimed the 
separate-spheres ideology as the source of wom-
en’s fulfillment as well as God’s plan for human 
survival. Married women who worked outside 
the home did so for selfish, narcissistic reasons 
and threatened the health and safety of their 
children and the very stability of the family 
by doing so. Schlafly skillfully harkened back 
to the rhetoric of the anti-suffrage campaign 
by labeling the ERA the “extra responsibilities 
amendment,” a claim reminiscent of the charge 
that voting constituted an “unfair burden” on 
women already laden with home and child-care 
responsibilities.

Antifeminist activists are also heavily repre-
sented in the antiabortion movement, insisting 
that legalized abortion, like the ERA, would 
undermine respect for women’s traditional roles 
as homemakers and mothers. Antifeminists in 
this context have built alliances with conserva-
tive religious leaders who opposed abortion on 
moral grounds and right-wing politicians who 
wanted to protect traditional patriarchal family 
arrangements.

Further Reading
Kinnard, Cynthia D. Antifeminism in American Thought: 

An Annotated Bibliography. Boston: G. K. Hall, 
1986.

Mansbridge, Jane J. Why We Lost the ERA. Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 1986.
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anti-lynching movement Lynch law was a 
term coined during the latter part of the Revo-
lutionary War when Virginian Charles Lynch 
and some of his neighbors appointed them-
selves justices to deal (often harshly) with the 
criminal element of their area. After the war, 
the Virginia legislature deemed Lynch’s extra-
legal activities justifiable in the interest of 
restoring order “by any means necessary.” Dur-
ing the antebellum period, victims of lynching 
were primarily rebellious black slaves or white 
abolitionists. Lynching peaked in the South 
between 1880 and 1900 when African-Ameri-
can men became the primary victims; it served 
as the ultimate deterrent to their newly estab-
lished voting rights. Black men were also fre-
quently accused (usually wrongfully) of raping 
white women. Between 1882 and 1923, more 
than 500 African Americans were lynched in 
Georgia alone.

African-American women were instrumental 
in anti-lynching campaigns, beginning in the 
1890s with the work of IDA B. WELLS-BARNETT. 
After three black grocers were lynched in Mem-
phis, Tennessee, Wells-Barnett sought to conduct 
a systematic investigation of lynching. In 1893, 
she detailed a decade of lynchings, analyzing the 
charges against the victim as well as the sex and 
race of the victim. As the owner and editor of The 
Free Speech, she used her voice to call attention to 
the brutality of lynching and argued in editorials 
that lynching was a strategy to eliminate prosper-
ous, politically active African Americans. While 
she was away on a trip north, her newspaper 
office was destroyed, and, on the threat of lynch-
ing, she was warned not to return to Memphis. 
Wells-Barnett published and disseminated three 
major pamphlets: Southern Horrors: Lynch Law in 
all its Phases (1892), The Red Record (1895), and 
Mob Rule in New Orleans (1900).

The BLACK WOMEN’S CLUB MOVEMENT was 
active in the fight against lynching as well. 
Experienced activists by the 1920s, black women 
participated through organizations such as the 
Commission on Interracial Cooperation, the 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COLORED WOMEN, and 

the Anti-Lynching Crusaders. Groups raised 
funds for the anti-lynching campaign and lob-
bied on behalf of the Dyer Anti-Lynching Bill, 
first introduced in 1918. Mary B. Talbert served 
as the director of the Anti-Lynching Crusad-
ers, founded in 1922 as an auxiliary of the 
National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People, and orchestrated the campaign 
called A Million Women United to Stop Lynch-
ing. Their goal was to get a million women to 
donate at least one dollar to the anti-lynch-
ing cause. The group was also dedicated to 
recruiting white women into the movement. 
Some believed that white women held the key 
to controlling white men, while others simply 
argued that women, regardless of their color, 
were key to social-reform efforts. Efforts to inte-
grate the anti-lynching movement were largely 
unsuccessful. JESSIE AMES established the most 
effective white women’s organization, the ASSO-
CIATION OF SOUTHERN WOMEN FOR THE PREVEN-
TION OF LYNCHING in 1930. Although the Dyer 
Bill never passed, black women activists were 
instrumental in calling the public’s attention to 
the crime of lynching.

See also TERRELL, MARY CHURCH.
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Giddings, Paula. When and Where I Enter. New York: 

William Morrow & Company, 1984.
Hall, Jacquelyn Dowd, Ann Snitow, Christine Stansell, 

and Sharon Thompson, eds. The Mind That Burns 
in Each Body: Women, Rape and Racial Violence. 
New York: Monthly Review Press, 1983.

Rosenbaum, Jon H., and Peter C. Sederberg, eds. Vigi-
lante Politics. Philadelphia: University of Pennsyl-
vania Press, 1976.

antimiscegenation statutes Lasting longer 
than slavery or school segregation, miscegena-
tion laws were prevalent in the United States 
until 1967, when the Supreme Court declared 
the decision “to marry or not marry a person 
of another race resides with the individual and 
cannot be infringed by the State” (LOVING V. 
VIRGINIA).
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Although some colonial leaders believed the 
practice of intermarriage between white settlers 
and Indians and blacks should be encouraged 
in order to create “one people,” and in practice 
somewhere between 60,000 and 120,000 people 
of mixed descent lived in the colonies by the 
time of the American Revolution, the first law 
prohibiting miscegenation was adopted in Vir-
ginia in 1661. In 1664, Maryland adopted a law 
requiring a white woman who married a Negro 
slave to serve her husband’s owner for the rest 
of her married life. Maryland banned interra-
cial marriage due to questions of whether the 
offspring would be considered property or free. 
By the time of the Civil War, miscegenation stat-
utes were in place in most of the South and were 
beginning to appear in northern states as well. 
Only Massachusetts repealed its statute in 1843 
prior to the onset of the Civil War. Regardless, 
the mulatto slave population increased by 67 
percent in the decade between 1850 and 1860 as 
a result of mixed unions and the rape of black 
women by white slaveholders.

Reconstruction and the federal govern-
ment’s focus on the promise of equality and 
equal protection of all citizens under the Four-
teenth Amendment led to eight of the 11 former 
Confederate states to temporarily abandon their 
miscegenation laws. By the 1870s, legislators 
and judges reintroduced and expanded miscege-
nation law under a variety of claims, including 
one that interracial marriage was “unnatural” 
and contrary to God’s will. State and federal 
judges reinterpreted the doctrine of equal-pro-
tection to mean “equal applicability.” Since 
laws against interracial marriage affected blacks 
and whites “equally” and persons of both races 
were subject to the same penalties, there was no 
violation of the equal-protection provision of 
the Fourteenth Amendment. The U.S. Supreme 
Court affirmed this reasoning in 1883 in Pace v. 
State of Alabama.

At least 127 laws prohibiting interra-
cial marriage and cohabitation were passed 
between 1865 and the 1950s nationwide, with 
37 percent of the statutes passed outside of the 

South. In many states, punishment for both 
blacks and whites who ignored the laws could 
result in up to 10 years’ hard labor. Western 
states expanded the law to include prohibi-
tions against whites marrying American Indi-
ans, Asian Americans, Filipinos, and other 
groups. Arizona, for example, adopted a law 
against whites marrying Hindus. Enforcement 
of miscegenation statutes persisted well into 
the 1960s.

In 1948, California became the first state 
in which the court declared a miscegenation 
law unconstitutional. California Supreme Court 
justice Roger Traynor, arguing for a slim major-
ity, wrote: “The right to marry is the right of 
individuals, not of racial groups.” In 1964, the 
U.S. Supreme Court declared invalid a Florida 
law that provided stiffer penalties for cohabita-
tion and adultery by interracial couples than 
same-race couples. McLaughlin v. Florida then 
served as important precedent for the 1967 case 
of Loving v. Virginia in which the Court declared 
all interracial marriage bans unconstitutional. 
Writing for the Court in a unanimous decision, 
Chief Justice Earl Warren said: “There can be 
no doubt that restricting the freedom to marry 
solely because of racial classifications violates 
the central meaning of the Equal Protection 
Clause.” Although the Court’s decision nullified 
existing state statutes, Alabama did not formally 
remove the miscegenation provision from its 
state constitution until 2000.

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, there 
were 1.2 million mixed-race marriages in 1990. 
By 2000, biracial marriages had increased by 
65 percent. Today, one of every 15 marriages 
involves a biracial couple. Interracial marriages 
make up 6.7 percent of all marriages in the 
United States.

Further Reading
Bell, Derrick A. Race, Racism, and American Law, 2nd 

ed. Boston: Little, Brown, 1980.
Hodes, Martha, ed. Sex, Love, Race: Crossing Boundar-

ies in North American History. New York: New 
York University Press, 1999.
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anti-suffrage movement The anti-suffrage 
movement included both men and women, but 
the most visible and most vociferous opponents 
to women’s SUFFRAGE were female. Many oppo-
nents argued that men and women were funda-
mentally different and that women were not 
suited for politics. Women “antis” drew large 
crowds when they speculated about a world 
where women voted: Women would ignore their 
families and household responsibilities, adopt 
masculine traits and habits, and bring chaos to 
the traditional family. Others argued that, once 
granted, the vote could not be restricted to white, 
well-educated women. This race-based campaign 

of fear was especially effective in states with high 
immigrant populations and in the South. In 
other cases, business and industry organized 
against women’s suffrage, fearing the social 
reforms women advocated, including temper-
ance, improved working conditions, and fair 
wages.

Several organizations formed in opposition 
to women’s suffrage. In 1911, state anti-suffrage 
associations formed the National Association 
Opposed to Woman Suffrage (NAOWS). At 
its height in the years 1911–16, the NAOWS 
claimed a membership of 350,000 devoted to 
home and national defense against women’s suf-
frage, FEMINISM, and socialism.

Further Reading
Benjamin, Anne Myra Goodman. A History of the Anti-

suffrage Movement in the United States from 1895 
to 1920: Women against Equality. Lewiston, N.Y.: 
Edwin Mellen Press, 1991.

Marshall, Susan E. Splintered Sisterhood: Gender and 
Class in the Campaign against Woman Suffrage. 
Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1997.

Armstrong, Anne (Anne Legendre Arm-
strong) (1927– ) diplomat, politician, coun-
selor to the president Anne Armstrong became 
the first woman to cochair the Republican 
National Convention in 1972, and the first 
woman to deliver a keynote address to the con-
vention. She used her position to encourage 
other women, particularly feminists, to become 
active in the Republican Party.

Born on December 27, 1927, in New Orleans, 
Louisiana, Anne Legendre attended Vassar Col-
lege and majored in English. She worked briefly 
for Harper’s Bazaar before resigning to marry 
Tobin Armstrong. Armstrong’s first political foray 
was in support of Democrat Harry Truman’s 1948 
presidential campaign, but she joined the Repub-
lican Party after her marriage to Tobin, a Texas 
Republican. She served as vice chair of the Texas 
Republican Party in 1966 and represented Texas 
on the national committee from 1968 to 1973.

Caricature depicting a “political boss” conducting cho-
rus of a singing “procurer,” “dive-keeper,” “child labor 
employer,” “grafter,” “cadet,” and “sweatshop owner,” 
with female “Anti” at center stage, all opposed to 
 women’s suffrage (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Armstrong served in the Nixon administra-
tion as counselor to the president. She estab-
lished the Office of Women’s Programs in the 
White House and acted as President Nixon’s 
expert on women’s issues. She also served on the 
president’s Domestic Council, the Council on 
Wage and Price Stability, and the Commission 
on the Organization of Government for the Con-
duct of Foreign Policy. Only after the evidence 
of Nixon’s complicity in Watergate was incon-
trovertible did she join the chorus of calls for 
his resignation. In 1976, President Gerald Ford 
appointed her U.S. ambassador to Great Britain. 
She served as chair of the President’s Foreign 
Intelligence Advisory Board from 1981 to 1990, 
and also chaired the Secretary of State’s Advi-
sory Panel on Overseas Security. She received 
the Presidential Medal of Freedom from Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan in 1987.

In 1997, George W. Bush (then governor 
of Texas) appointed Armstrong to the board of 
regents of Texas A&M University. She currently 
chairs the Executive Committee of the Board of 
Trustees at the Center for Strategic and Inter-
national Studies. In February 2006, she came 
under media scrutiny after Vice President Dick 
Cheney shot 78-year-old Harry Whittington in 
the face on her 50,000-acre ranch while hunt-
ing. Her daughter, Katherine Armstrong, was 
the person who eventually broke the news of the 
incident to the local Corpus Christi newspaper.

Assault Weapons Ban See VIOLENCE AGAINST 
WOMEN ACT.

Association for Women Journalists The 
Association for Women Journalists serves as an 
advocate for women in journalism, sponsors 
round-table discussions concerning women and 
the press, promotes research on women in the 
press, and generally supports women journal-
ists. The first chapter was formed in 1988 in 
Dallas–Fort Worth, Texas. When women 
employees of a local newspaper objected to a 

demeaning promotional campaign, they were all 
but ignored. The incident pointed to the need for 
an organization to help improve the representa-
tion of women in the media as well as increase 
the number of women in the industry. The orga-
nization is composed of seven chapters located 
in large cities throughout the United States, 
including Chicago and Denver.

Association of Southern Women for the 
Prevention of Lynching (ASWPL) JESSIE 
DANIEL AMES (1883–1972), a Texas suffragist and 
civil rights activist, founded the whites-only 
Association of Southern Women for the Preven-
tion of Lynching (ASWPL) in 1930. Active in 
both the LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS and the 
Commission on Interracial Cooperation, Ames 
believed it was the responsibility of women’s 
organizations to solve racial problems. Ames 
and the ASWPL rallied the support of thousands 
of women and public officials in Texas in the 
anti-lynching campaign. The goal of the ASWPL 
was to persuade sheriffs and judges to protect 
prisoners from lynch mobs. She recruited white 
Southern women to gain signatures to the fol-
lowing pledge: “We declare lynching an inde-
fensible crime, destructive of all principles of 
government, hostile to every ideal of religion 
and humanity, degrading and debasing to every 
person involved. We pledge ourselves to create a 
new public opinion in the South which will not 
condone for any reason whatever acts of the mob 
or lynchers.”

See also ANTI-LYNCHING MOVEMENT.
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Accessed on June 26, 2006.

Atkinson, Ti-Grace (1938– ) author Ti-Grace 
Atkinson was a major leader and strategist among 
radical feminists of the 1960s and 1970s. She was 
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born on November 9, 1938, in Baton Rouge, Loui-
siana, but her affluent Republican family traveled 
extensively. She married at 17 (they were later 
divorced), and when her husband entered the 
military, she entered the University of Pennsylva-
nia, earning a degree in fine arts. She became an 
art critic for Art News and cofounded the Institute 
of Contemporary Art in Philadelphia.

Atkinson’s path to radical FEMINISM began 
when she read Simone de Beauvoir’s The Second 
Sex. Correspondence with de Beauvoir led her 
to BETTY FRIEDAN and the mainstream woman’s 
movement. She became an active participant in 
the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW) 
in 1967 as she pursued a Ph.D. in philosophy 
at Columbia University. Atkinson served as the 
president of the New York chapter of NOW and 
became an effective fundraiser for the national 
organization by trading on her Republican fam-
ily connections. However, she became disillu-
sioned with NOW’s refusal to confront issues 
like ABORTION and the inequalities she saw 
in marriage, and ultimately she resigned her 
membership.

Atkinson declared that “the woman’s move-
ment was divided by those who want women to 
have the opportunity to join the oppressors, and 

those who want to destroy oppression itself.” 
In 1968, she founded the Feminists, but she 
resigned in 1971 when she disagreed with the 
group’s policies on speaking to the press. She 
gained notoriety for her positions on abortion, 
the myth of vaginal orgasm, lesbianism and 
feminism, prostitution and pornography, vio-
lence, and the treatment of older women. Her 
theories of radical feminism argued that male 
insecurity led to the creation of institutions to 
control women. Among these were romantic 
love, sexual intercourse, marriage, and religion.

Atkinson’s solution to women’s oppression 
requires a radical political redefinition of wom-
en’s role that would free them to be human. She 
is the author of over 200 papers and a book, 
Amazon Odyssey, published in 1974. She is cur-
rently completing a doctoral degree at Columbia 
University and is associated with the faculty in 
philosophy at Tufts University.

Further Reading
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Baby M case (In the Matter of Baby “M,” 
109 N. J. 396 [1988]) One of the first pub-
lic exposures to contract pregnancy was the 
Baby M case, in which William and Elizabeth 
Stern contracted with Mary Beth Whitehead to 
have her artificially inseminated with William 
Stern’s sperm. Ms. Whitehead was promised 
$10,000 on delivering the baby. The specific 
terms of the 1985 contract were drawn up to 
avoid “baby selling,” illegal under New Jersey 
law. Although the baby girl, born in 1986, was 
initially turned over to the Sterns, Ms. White-
head subsequently changed her mind and 
sought custody of the child, known in court 
documents as “Baby M.” Whitehead argued that 
the bond between mother and child was more 
powerful than any contract.

In 1988, after a protracted court battle, the 
court sided with Ms. Whitehead and invalidated 
the SURROGACY contract on the grounds that 
money exchanged for the purpose of adopt-
ing a child was illegal under New Jersey law 
and therefore the contract was unenforceable. 
The outcome of this highly publicized case 
once again focused public attention on women’s 
reproductive roles that conflict with social 
expectations. Those sympathetic to Whitehead’s 

claims pointed to the Sterns’ wealth, two-career 
status, and impatience with the adoption pro-
cess as evidence that they were unfit as parents, 
compared with Ms. Whitehead who already had 
children of her own, a seemingly stable mar-
riage, and was motivated out of a desire to help 
infertile couples realize their dream. Ms. Stern, 
diagnosed with multiple sclerosis, was criticized 
for putting her own health interests ahead of 
having “their own” children.

In its 1988 ruling, the New Jersey Supreme 
Court overturned a lower-court ruling favoring 
the Sterns, invalidated the surrogacy contract, 
annulled Elizabeth Stern’s adoption of Baby M, 
and restored Whitehead’s parental rights. Writ-
ing for a unanimous court, Chief Justice Robert 
N. Wilentz said: “We do not know of, and can-
not conceive of, any other case where a perfectly 
fit mother was expected to surrender her newly 
born infant, perhaps forever, and was then told 
she was a bad mother because she did not.” The 
justices then dealt with the issue as a differ-
ence between the natural father and the natural 
mother, both of whose claims were entitled to 
equal weight. Custody was awarded to William 
Stern, and the trial court was instructed to set 
visitation for Mary Beth Whitehead.

B
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Baez, Joan (Joan Chandos Baez) (1941– ) 
peace advocate, singer, songwriter Joan Baez 
was born on January 9, 1941, in Staten Island, 
New York, to a father of Mexican descent and a 
mother of Scottish and Irish descent. Her father, 
Albert Vinivio Baez, was a noted physicist who 
set the tone for peace activism in the family by 
refusing to work on the Manhattan Project to 
build the atomic bomb. The family lived all over 
the United States and in several foreign coun-
tries due to his work. In 1956, Baez heard Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., speak about nonviolence, 
civil rights, and social justice issues and later in 
the same year she bought her first guitar. In 
1958, the family moved to the Boston area, 
where her father accepted a faculty position at 
the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. Baez 
enrolled in classes at Boston University and 
began singing in local coffeehouses. Her first 
national exposure came with the 1959 Newport 
Folk festival, and she recorded her first album, 
Joan Baez, on Vanguard Records.

Baez is best known for historical folk songs 
and for using her music to promote the causes 
of nonviolence, civil rights, and social justice. 
She performed “We Shall Overcome” at the 
1963 March on Washington. She was an active 
opponent of the Vietnam War and withheld 60 
percent of her income taxes as a protest against 
the war. At her concerts, she actively encouraged 
men to resist the draft, and she was arrested 
twice for her antiwar protests. In 1967, the 
DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION denied 
Baez permission to perform at Constitution 
Hall, reminiscent of their denial of the same 
privilege to MARIAN ANDERSON in 1939. In 1968, 
Baez married David Harris, a Vietnam draft 
protester. Harris was indicted for refusing to be 
inducted into the military and served 15 months 
in a Texas prison. Their son, Gabriel, was born 
in December 1969 while Harris was imprisoned. 

Songs characterizing this time include “A Song 
for David” and “Fifteen Months.” Baez and Har-
ris were divorced in 1973, not long after his 
release.

A trip to Vietnam in the early 1970s exposed 
Baez to the atrocities committed on both sides of 
the conflict. She founded Humanitas Interna-
tional, a human rights organization, but those 
on the left objected to her criticism of the com-
munist regime. Baez has also been active over 
the years in the gay rights movement, appearing 
at benefit concerts to defeat anti-gay legislation 
and on behalf of the National Gay and Lesbian 
Task Force. In 1998, she and singer Bonnie Raitt 
joined Julia Butterfly Hill at the top of a giant 
redwood tree where Hill had been camping for 
months to protect the tree from logging inter-
ests. Baez continues to support environmental 
causes, most recently with public appearances 
in support of the South Central Farm (a commu-
nity garden in Los Angeles, California). When 
the United States invaded Iraq in 2003, she per-
formed at antiwar rallies in San Francisco and 
traveled with Michael Moore’s “Slacker Upris-
ing Tour” to encourage young people on college 
campuses to vote for antiwar candidates in the 
2004 election. Baez has also performed at bene-
fit concerts to raise funds for Hurricane Katrina 
relief efforts in New Orleans and along the Gulf 
Coast. In 1987, she published her autobiography, 
And a Voice to Sing With: A Memoir.

Further Reading
Baez, Joan. And a Voice to Sing With: A Memoir. New 

York: Summit Books, 1987.
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and Richard Farina. New York: Farrar, Straus and 
Giroux, 2001.

Bagley, Sarah (1806–ca. 1883) reformer Sarah 
George Bagley was born in Candia, New Hamp-
shire, on April 19, 1806, to Nathan Bagley and 
Rhoda Witham Bagley. The family farmed and 
owned a small mill. In 1837, Sarah began work in 
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a Lowell, Massachusetts, cotton mill. She was 
associated with a literary magazine called the 
Lowell Offering, and in 1840, she published her 
first short story, “Pleasures of Factory Life.” 
Between 1842 and 1844, conditions in the Lowell 
mills deteriorated as a result of an economic 
depression. When Middlesex Mills implemented a 
requirement that workers tend two looms instead 
of one, 70 weavers walked off their job. About the 
same time, Sarah moved from Hamilton Mills to 
Middlesex Mills. Some scholars speculate that she 
got her job at the expense of striking workers. 
When conditions improved, mills raised wages, 
but only for men.

In 1844, Sarah and five other female weav-
ers formed the Lowell Female Labor Reform 
Association (FLRA). The association lobbied 
for better working conditions in general, but 
focused primarily on lobbying the Massachu-
setts legislature for a 10-hour day in place of the 
11–13 hour day that was the norm. The associa-
tion published a newspaper called The Voice of 
the Industry; Sarah edited the women’s column. 
Although the legislature twice held hearings 
on the issue, each time lawmakers deferred to 
the owners, claiming lawmakers did not have 
the power to determine the hours of work. 
Undaunted, the members of the association 
continued to gather signatures on petitions. By 
1845, Bagley was working full-time to organize 
branches of the FLRA in other Massachusetts 
towns. She was also appointed corresponding 
secretary of the New England Working Men’s 
Association and published numerous articles 
and pamphlets on labor conditions. In 1847, the 
mills reduced the workday by 30 minutes.

When a new telegraph office opened in 
Lowell in 1846, Sarah was hired as the nation’s 
first female telegraph operator. In 1847, she was 
asked to run the magnetic telegraph office in 
Springfield, Massachusetts. When she arrived at 
the new position, she discovered that she would 
earn only two-thirds of the wages as the man 
she replaced. She vowed to continue her work on 
behalf of women’s equality rights. After a year, 
she returned to Lowell and to the mills, but she 

continued to travel throughout New England 
speaking and writing about health care, work-
ing conditions, and women’s rights. In 1850, 
she married James Durno, and the couple sub-
sequently moved to Albany, New York, where 
they opened a homeopathic health care clinic 
specializing in the care of women and children. 
In the 1860s, they began to manufacture herbal 
medicines and moved to Brooklyn Heights, New 
York. James died in about 1873, and Sarah died 
a decade later.

Further Reading
Lunardini, Christine. What Every American Should 

Know About Women’s History: 200 Events that 
Shaped our Destiny. Holbrook, Mass.: Adams 
Media Corporation, 1997.

Baker, Ella (1903–1986) civil rights activ-
ist Born in Norfolk, Virginia, on December 13, 
1903, Ella Baker was an activist who stressed 
that social change comes about best when the 
work of ordinary people at the ground level can 
be multiplied, organized, and emphasized. As a 
girl, Ella learned early of slave life from her 
grandmother, who had been beaten by her mas-
ter for refusing to marry the man he had chosen 
for her. Baker was educated at Shaw University 
in Raleigh, North Carolina, and urged the 
administration there to end what she considered 
a demeaning policy that banned the wearing of 
silk stockings. She graduated as valedictorian of 
her class in 1927 and moved to Harlem. There 
she joined the Young Negroes Cooperative 
League (YNCL), which worked to solidify the 
economic foundation of the black community 
through combining economic resources and 
sharing them cooperatively; she was appointed 
director of the YNCL in 1930. During the 
depression she also worked for the Works Prog-
ress Administration (WPA) on projects empha-
sizing literacy.

In 1940 she joined the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) 
and began traveling throughout the South to 
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encourage the growth of local NAACP chapters. 
Baker’s philosophy of organization and activ-
ism—that it must emerge from local, grassroots 
mobilization—conflicted with the top-down 
vision of then-NAACP president Walter White. 
This clash of organizational visions involved 
both Baker’s sex and her insistence that strong 
leadership was not as important as the commit-
ted work of individuals on the ground. In 1952, 
she was named the first female president of the 
New York City chapter of the NAACP.

In 1955, Baker (with Bayard Rustin and Stan-
ley Levison) formed the group In Friendship, 
which sought to provide economic assistance 
to activist groups, first during the Montgomery 
bus boycott and then to other activist groups 
throughout the South. Through the urging of 
Rustin and Levison, Baker was offered a staff 
position by Martin Luther King, Jr., in the newly 
formed Southern Christian Leadership Council 
(SCSL). Here Baker’s theory of community activ-
ism clashed with King’s practice of strong lead-
ership. Ella Baker famously said: “Strong people 
do not need strong leaders.”

In 1960, Baker helped form an organiza-
tion that adhered more closely to her vision 
of activism: SNCC, the Student Non-violent 
Coordinating Committee. At Shaw University, 
she brought together students involved in sit-ins 
throughout the South and urged them to orga-
nize together. She mentored SNCC members, 
and her influence helped that group toward 
success as a largely decentralized organization 
that welcomed women and other nontraditional 
activists. She also advised those organizing the 
Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party (founded 
by FANNIE LOU HAMER), which sought to unseat 
the all-white Mississippi delegation to the 1964 
Democratic National Convention.

Baker returned to New York City in 1964, 
and she continued her grassroots work there 
to end oppression of all forms. She died on 
December 13, 1986. Because Baker (as many 
women before her) believed in the importance 
of grassroots-level decentralized work, she is 
often not remembered as the force of change 

she was before, during, and after the civil rights 
movement. Baker epitomizes the work that so 
many women in the United States and around 
the world have done day by day to improve the 
lives of children, women, minorities, the poor, 
and the oppressed.

Further Reading
Grant, Joanne. Ella Baker: Freedom Bound. New York: 

Wiley, 1988.
Ransby, Barbara. Ella Baker and the Black Freedom 

Movement: A Radical Democratic Vision. Chapel 
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2003.

—Claire Curtis

Baker, Nancy Landon Kassebaum See 
KASSEBAUM, NANCY LANDON.

Balch, Emily Greene (1867–1961) pacifist, 
Nobel Peace Prize winner Born in Boston on 
January 8, 1867, Balch graduated from Bryn 
Mawr College for Women in 1889 as a member 
of the first graduating class. In 1893, she pub-
lished Public Assistance of the Poor in France and 
in 1896 started teaching economics and sociol-
ogy at Wellesley College. Balch was interested in 
issues ranging from child welfare to immigra-
tion and peace. In 1910, she wrote Our Fellow 
Slavic Citizens, which analyzed the conditions 
under which Slavic immigrants lived and the 
area from which they came.

Balch worked with JANE ADDAMS on both 
settlement house issues and, after 1915, peace 
issues. In 1915, Balch was a delegate at the Inter-
national Congress of Women at The Hague, and 
she subsequently wrote Women at the Hague: 
The International Congress of Women and Its 
Results with Addams and Alice Hamilton. She 
helped Addams start the Women’s International 
League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF) and 
served as its secretary from 1919 to 1922 and 
again from 1934 to 1935. During the interwar 
period, she also worked to facilitate the League 
of Nations in projects concerning disarmament 
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and prodding the United States to commit to the 
League. She was terminated from Wellesley for 
her peace work (after she requested continuing 
leaves of absence). She then joined the editorial 
board at The Nation. In 1926, she worked on a 
commission studying conditions in Haiti and in 
the 1930s she began studies documenting the 
victims of rising Nazism.

Balch revised some of her pacifist views 
as a result of her investigation into the rise of 
Nazism, focusing on the need for international 
cooperation to avoid the conditions of war. In 
1946, she received the Nobel Peace Prize for her 
work with the WILPF, to whom she gave her 
prize money. In 1959, Balch worked to help the 
WILPF mark the centenary of Jane Addams’s 
birth. She died on January 9, 1961.

Further Reading
Randall, Mercedes M. Improper Bostonian: The Life of 

Emily Greene Balch. New York: Twayne Publish-
ers, 1964.

—Claire Curtis

Baldwin, Tammy (1962– ) congressperson 
Tammy Baldwin was born on February 11, 1962, 
and raised in Madison, Wisconsin. She attended 
Smith College, where she earned bachelor’s 
degrees in math and political science in 1984. 
She earned a law degree from the University of 
Wisconsin Law School in 1989. While still in 
law school, Tammy Baldwin won her first elec-
tive office as a member of the Dane County 
Board of Supervisors in 1986. In the same year, 
she served briefly on the Madison City Council, 
filling a vacancy and serving as an alderman. 
Baldwin served four terms as a Dane County 
supervisor from 1986 to 1994. While still serv-
ing as a supervisor, Baldwin launched a success-
ful campaign for the Wisconsin State Assembly, 
where she served from 1993 to 1999.

In 1998, Baldwin won a seat in the U.S. 
House of Representatives, becoming the first 
woman elected to Congress from the state of 
Wisconsin and the first open lesbian elected 

to Congress. Although many claimed Baldwin 
was too far left to win the congressional seat, 
she campaigned on issues of health care reform, 
including universal health care coverage, long-
term care for the elderly, and public financ-
ing for day care. Students at the University of 
Wisconsin contributed to her victory with a 
record-high turnout among those living on cam-
pus. Baldwin has rewarded them by working to 
increase financial aid for higher education. On 
July 26, 2004, she spoke at the 2004 Democratic 
National Convention on the issue of health care. 
Congresswoman Baldwin serves on the House 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. She has 
been a leading advocate for health care reform, 
protecting Social Security and Medicare in the 
109th Congress. She won reelection in 2006.

Further Reading
“Baldwin, Tammy.” In Biographical Directory of the 

United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=B00123. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 
Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Tammy Baldwin (WI).” Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BS021382. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Barceló, Gertrudis (María Gertrudis Bar-
celó) (1800–1852) pioneer, businesswoman 
Gertrudis Barceló was born in 1800 in the Mexi-
can state of Sonora. As a young woman, she 
immigrated with her family to the Albuquerque 
area. She subsequently married and moved with 
her husband to Santa Fe in 1825, where she 
began a career in gambling establishments. She 
first operated a game of monte near a mining 
camp, then dealt cards at a saloon, and eventu-
ally came to own and operate her own sumptu-
ous casino.
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Commonly known as “La Tules,” Barceló 
became a famous figure both within Santa Fe 
and among American readers of travel accounts. 
She first encountered public notoriety courtesy 
of Josiah Gregg’s popular book, The Commerce of 
the Prairies, in 1844. Like other Anglo observers, 
Gregg represented Barceló as a “loose woman” 
whose smoking, drinking, and gambling hab-
its typified Spanish-Mexican decadence. Mexi-
cans and travelers, and later Anglo settlers, 
frequented her saloon and gambling hall, as 
did politicians and military officers who some-
times sought out Barceló’s counsel on politics 
and business. She supported the United States 
during Mexican-American War (1846–48) and 
afterwards remained influential with the new 
American government of Santa Fe. She died in 
1852, having become extremely wealthy and the 
owner of extensive property.

Barceló was hardly a typical woman in New 
Mexico. Her success in business and political 
influence were extraordinary, and as a result of 
her independence, her behavior was freer than 
that of her female contemporaries. She stands as 
an unusual example of the possibilities available 
to frontier Mexican women before conquest by 
the United States introduced the legal principle 
of COVERTURE to the region. 

Further Reading
González, Deena. “La Tules of Image and Reality: 

Euro-American Attitudes and Legend Forma-
tion on a Spanish-Mexican Frontier.” In Building 
with Our Hands: Directions in Chicana Scholarship 
edited by Beatríz M. Pesquera and Adela de la 
Torre, 75–90. Berkeley: University of California 
Press, 1993.

———. Refusing the Favor: The Spanish-Mexican 
Women of Santa Fe, 1820–1880. New York: Oxford 
University Press, 1999.

—Laura R. Prieto

Barton, Clara (Clarissa Harlowe Barton) 
(1821–1912) nurse, social activist, founder of the 
American Red Cross, health reformer Born Clar-

issa Harlowe Barton on December 25, 1821, in 
Oxford, Massachusetts, Clara Barton worked as 
a nurse during the Civil War and founded the 
American Red Cross afterward, believing that 
medical assistance in the time of war had to be 
provided by a neutral agency. Her family sup-
ported abolition and the education of girls, and 
Barton was expected to engage in charitable 
work. She spent two years nursing one of her 
brothers after a fall and started work as a teacher 
after the death of her mother caused her to leave 
school. After working for 10 years as a teacher, 
she returned to school for more advanced stud-
ies. After noticing the numbers of children who 
could not afford to pay the fees in the then com-
mon “subscription” schools, she opened the first 
free public school in New Jersey. The school was 
an enormous success, but Barton ultimately left 
over the unfairness of the salary discrepancy 
between herself and the man newly hired to run 
the school.

Barton then traveled to Washington, D.C., 
and started work in the patent office. When the 
Civil War began, she volunteered to gather and 
deliver supplies to the battlefield, assist sur-
geons, nurse soldiers, and do whatever could be 
done to relieve the suffering of the thousands 
who were wounded, many of whom would die 
due to the lack of medical supplies and atten-
tion. She was granted permission to travel to 
the front lines with her supplies, and she saw 
firsthand the impact of the war and the condi-
tions facing injured soldiers and prisoners on 
both sides. Barton visited and treated Confeder-
ate prisoners and wounded in prisoner-of-war 
(POW) camps. She assisted where she could, 
and for her dedicated work, soldiers called her 
“the angel of the battlefield.”

At the end of the war, Barton embarked on 
a search for missing soldiers, through appeals 
to those soldiers who had returned home. This 
led her to work on identifying and providing 
burial services for the thousands of soldiers who 
had died at the Andersonville POW camp. She 
traveled around the country looking for infor-
mation from soldiers about those still missing 
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and lecturing on her own experiences during 
the war. She also became interested in the SUF-
FRAGE movement, in part as a result of the treat-
ment that many female nurses received during 
the war. Her postwar poem “The Women Who 
Went to the Field” acknowledged the difficulty 
women faced because men presumed they could 
not do the difficult work of battlefield nursing 
and emphasized the very work these women 
had done, now forgotten. The poem argues at 
one point:

Twas a hampered work, its worth largely lost;
Twas hindrance, and pain, and effort, and cost:
But through these came knowledge, knowledge 
 is power.
And never again in the deadliest hour
Of war or of peace, shall we be so beset
To accomplish the purpose our spirits have met.

In 1869, Barton spoke at the first NATIONAL 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NWSA) conven-
tion in Washington, D.C., at the request of her 
friend SUSAN B. ANTHONY. Unlike Anthony, Bar-
ton advocated passage of the Fifteenth Amend-
ment, granting the right to vote to black men 
but not yet women. For health reasons, Barton 
left for Europe in 1869. During her travels, 
which coincided with the Franco-Prussian War, 
Barton first learned of the Treaty of Geneva 
(the precursor to the Geneva Conventions) and 
the Red Cross movement. She volunteered her 
services to the International Red Cross and was 
welcomed due to her experiences during the 
Civil War and her fame that had resulted from 
her speaking tour. She was honored by Germany 
with the Iron Cross and advised to bring the 
idea of the Red Cross to the United States. Bar-
ton returned home in 1873 to urge the United 
States to sign the Treaty of Geneva (which 
provided legal protections for prisoners of war) 
and to start a U.S. chapter of the Red Cross. In 
1881, when the country finally opened is first 
American chapter, Barton was named presi-
dent of the American Red Cross. She remained 
president until 1904, the same year she started 

the National First Aid Society. Barton proposed 
directing the American Red Cross beyond war-
time work to disaster relief, a charge for the 
Red Cross that she included in the U.S. charter. 
Under this particular charge, Barton was able to 
direct the services of the Red Cross to victims of 
earthquakes, floods, drought, and disease. The 
International Red Cross subsequently added an 
“American Amendment” to its charter, extend-
ing its own work beyond wartime services to 
include natural disasters as well. Barton retired 
from the Red Cross at age 83. She died on April 
12, 1912, at Glen Echo, her home outside Wash-
ington, D.C.

Further Reading
Barton, William. The Life of Clara Barton, Founder of 

the American Red Cross. New York: AMS Press, 
1969.

Clara Barton National Historic Site. Available online. 
URL: http://www.nps.gov/clba. Accessed on June 
26, 2006.

Oates, Stephen B. A Woman of Valor: Clara Barton 
and the Civil War. New York: Maxwell MacMillan 
International, 1994.

Pryor, Elizabeth Brown. Clara Barton: Professional 
Angel. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania 
Press, 1987.

—Claire Curtis

Bass, Charlotta (Charlota Amanda Spears 
Bass) (1874–1969) activist, politician, journalist 
Born Charlotta Amanda Spears in Sumter, South 
Carolina, on February 14, 1874, Charlotta Bass 
was a leading African-American journalist, civil 
rights activist, and women’s rights advocate. At 
the age of 20, Bass moved to Providence, Rhode 
Island, to work for a small newspaper, the Provi-
dence Watchman. In 1910, she moved to Los 
Angeles, California, where she began selling sub-
scriptions for the Eagle, a black newspaper 
founded by John Neimore. When Neimore died 
in 1912, she replaced him as the newspaper’s 
managing editor and publisher. She renamed the 
newspaper the California Eagle and married 
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Joseph Blackburn Bass, the paper’s new editor 
she had hired, in 1914. Joseph Bass remained the 
editor until his death in 1934.

Charlotta Bass campaigned for women’s 
right to vote in California, and when women 
won state SUFFRAGE in 1911 in a popular refer-
endum, she turned her attention to registering 
newly enfranchised black and white women. 
Through her work in the community and her 
voice in the newspaper, she became an advocate 
for the national campaign for women’s suffrage 
as well as women’s political participation in 
California and civil rights. In the 1940s, she 
became active in electoral politics, first in the 
Republican Party and later as a founding mem-
ber of the Progressive Party. Her political work 
and her voice through editorials she wrote for 
the California Eagle attracted the attention of 
the FBI. Although she never identified herself 
as a Marxist, she believed that the most effec-
tive opposition to Hitler lay in the Soviet Union. 
She worked with trade union leaders in Los 
Angeles as well as Hollywood activists such 
as Paul Robeson. Although she was a member 
of national civil rights organizations, her most 
passionate work was reserved for local social-
justice issues in Los Angeles. She supported 
the Sojourner Truth Club, a local organization 
dedicated to improving working conditions for 
black women, and was a founder of Sojourners 
for Truth and Justice. This organization called 
on women to march on Washington, D.C., in 
1951 to demand that the federal government 
protect black citizens’ civil rights at home even 
as it advocated the ideas of civil rights and liber-
ties for citizens of other countries.

In 1948, Bass supported Henry Wallace for 
president. In the next election cycle, Bass ran as 
the Progressive Party candidate for vice presi-
dent, making her the first African-American 
woman to be nominated for vice president. She 
ran for a seat in Congress on the Progressive 
Party ticket in 1950, but lost. On the basis of her 
community organizing and political activism, 
she was called before the California legislature’s 
Committee on Un-American Activities. In 1951, 

Bass sold the California Eagle, but she continued 
her political and social activism. In 1960, she 
published her memoir, Forth Years: Memoirs 
from the Pages of a Newspaper. She moved in the 
early 1960s to Lake Elsinore, California, where 
she turned her garage into a community reading 
room and worked to register African Americans 
to vote. In 1966, she suffered a stroke, dying 
three years later on April 12, 1969.

Beach, Amy (Amy Marcy Cheney Beach) 
(1867–1944) composer Amy Marcy Cheney 
Beach, America’s first leading woman composer, 
established a flourishing career in the United 
States and in Europe. She opened the door for 
professionalism at a time when women’s creativ-
ity was perceived as “limited.” Beach produced 
more than 300 compositions, including choral 
works (sacred and secular), chamber works, 
vocal and orchestral works, keyboard music, 
cantatas, and songs to the words of Shakespeare, 
Robert Burns, and Robert Browning.

Amy Cheney was born on September 5, 
1867, into a distinguished middle-class, New 
England home. Her parents, Charles and Clara 
Cheney, recognized the touch of genius in their 
only daughter and gave her a thorough formal 
musical education. In 1885, she married Dr. 
Henry Harris Aubrey Beach, a physician who 
taught at Harvard and was also an amateur 
singer. Dr. Beach encouraged his wife to concen-
trate on composition rather than on performing 
music of famous composers who were all male. 
Disciplined as she was, Beach followed her 
husband’s advice and concentrated on writing 
music full-time. Between 1885 and 1910, she 
produced large-scale works that were consid-
ered “masculine,” such as Mass in E-flat, Sym-
phony, op. 32, and Piano Concerto, op. 45, all 
of which were played by the most distinguished 
orchestras in Boston and in New York. Her Mass 
and her Symphony served as a turning point in 
the perception of women composers in general 
and the perception of her music in particular. 
These two works proved beyond any doubt her 
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professional abilities, and she could compete on 
a level with male composers. For the suffragists 
of Beach’s time, these works served as the ulti-
mate response to the accusations that women 
artists imitated rather than created, that they 
lacked depth, and that they were the cause of 
art’s downfall.

Amy herself became the “voice of the new 
woman artist” in both her musical writing and 
her discussions (written and spoken) about the 
status of women’s art. As a romantic in her musi-
cal perception, she was taken by the idea of Euro-
pean nationalism and the challenge of weaving 
it into art and music. Influenced by the Czech 
composer Antonin Dvo ák (1841–1904), whose 
Ninth Symphony, (“From the New World”) 
swept the American musical community and 
its audience off its feet, she was determined to 
create an American national style. Her “Gaelic” 
Symphony, which fuses folk tunes played in 
their entirety as well as traditional music, is 
the result of her desire. Not only does she cope 
here professionally with the symphony, a genre 

that was considered “male,” but she also coins a 
new American Voice that consists of multitude 
cultures and, consequently, creates a musical 
web into which past, present (and future) are 
integrated.

Amy Beach died on December 27, 1944, in 
New York City.

Further Reading
Block-Fried, Adrienne. Amy Beach: Passionate Victo-

rian. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1998.
Samuel, Sadie Anne J. and Rhian. “Beach, Amy Marcy.” 

In The Norton/Grove Dictionary of Women Compos-
ers, 44–50. New York: W. W. Norton.

—Edith S. Zack

Beal v. Doe (432 U.S. 438) (1977) In Penn-
sylvania, a group of pregnant females asked for 
and were denied nontherapeutic ABORTIONS. They 
sued the state, arguing that the Medicaid provi-
sions required the state to fund abortions. In a 
6-3 decision, the U.S. Supreme Court held that 
Title XIX of the Social Security Act does not 
require the funding of nontherapeutic abortions 
as a condition of participation in the Medicaid 
program established by that act. The Court 
pointed out that each state was allowed to set 
reasonable guidelines for medical procedures 
and could decide to fund only therapeutic abor-
tions. This case was decided on the statute itself 
and did not reach any constitutional arguments. 
The Court pointed out, however, that it was not 
sure of the legality of the state’s requirement that 
two additional doctors had to certify the abor-
tion as medically necessary, because that might 
violate the relationship between doctor and 
patient.

In a very strong dissent, the minority 
pointed out that abortion itself is a “medi-
cally necessary” procedure, because pregnancy 
involves both safe births and terminations. 
Thus, since an abortion involves a medical pro-
cedure, it should be covered, as are other medi-
cal procedures for the needy, under Title XIX 
of the Social Security Act. One of the purposes 
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of the Medicaid system was to allow the needy 
access to medical services that were available to 
other more fortunate individuals. Since those 
who can afford to, or have insurance coverage, 
are allowed nontherapeutic abortions, the needy 
should not be treated differently.

See also SOCIAL SECURITY AND WOMEN.

—Marsha Hass

Bean, Melissa (1962– ) congressperson Mel-
issa Luburi Bean was born in Chicago on January 
22, 1962. Her father, a World World II Marine 
Raider and small-business owner, and her mother, 
a full-time homemaker, raised their family in Park 
Ridge, where Bean graduated from Maine East 
High School. She earned her B.A. in political sci-
ence from Roosevelt University and currently lives 
in Barrington with her husband and two children.

In 2002, Bean ran for Congress against Phil 
Crane, the Republican incumbent of the eighth 
district seat for 33 years. She charged that Crane, 
once a leader of conservative forces in the House, 
had become a “do-nothing” congressman, and 
she focused attention on lobbyist-funded trips 
that he had taken. Bean lost, but she gained 43 
percent of the vote. The eighth district had long 
been considered the most Republican district in 
the Chicago area.

In the 2004 election, the Democratic 
National Committee filtered funds into Bean’s 
campaign since she had had a significant show-
ing in the previous election cycle. On November 
2, 2004, Bean defeated Crane with 52% of the 
vote. She is the first Democrat to represent the 
district since its formation in 1935 (it was num-
bered the 10th district from 1935 to 1949, the 
13th from 1949 to 1973, the 12th from 1973 to 
1993, and the Eighth since 1993).

Bean is a moderate Democrat. Her vot-
ing record has been a matter of controversy to 
some Democrats, particularly since she was 
one of only 15 Democrats to vote for passage 
of the Central American Free Trade Agreement 
(CAFTA) in July 2005. Before the final vote, 

some labor unions sent a letter to House Minor-
ity Leader Nancy Pelosi warning they would not 
offer any support to Bean if she supported the 
CAFTA. Organized labor had played an impor-
tant role in her 2004 victory, so without their 
continued support her seat remains in jeopardy 
for the Democrats.

Representative Bean serves on the House 
Financial Services Committee, including the 
Subcommittee on Capital Markets, Insurance 
and Government Sponsored Enterprises and the 
Subcommittee on Domestic and International 
Monetary Policy, Trade and Technology. She 
also serves on the House Committee on Small 
Business, where she is a member of the Subcom-
mittee on Workforce, Empowerment, and Gov-
ernment Programs; and the Subcommittee on 
Tax, Finance, and Exports. Although Republi-
cans had targeted her seat as vulnerable in 2006, 
she won reelection to a second term.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Bean, Mellisa.” In Biographical Directory of the United 
States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 
URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodis-
play.pl?index=B001253. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

“Representative Melissa Bean (IL).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=MIL20905. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Berkley, Shelley (Rochelle Levine Berkley) 
(1951– ) congressperson Rochelle (Shelley) 
Levine Berkley was born on January 20, 1951, in 
New York City. She completed junior high and 
high school in Las Vegas and became the first 
member of her family to attend college when she 
enrolled at the University of Nevada, Las Vegas 
(UNLV). She was elected student body president 
in 1971 and graduated with honors and a B.A. in 
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political science from UNLV in 1972. She went 
on to earn a law degree at the University of San 
Diego School of Law, and in 1976 she returned 
to Las Vegas to begin her career.

Berkley is a former vice chair of the Nevada 
University and Community College System 
Board of Regents. She was appointed to the 
board in 1990 by the state governor and served 
two terms, completing her second term in 1998. 
Throughout her tenure, Berkley worked to keep 
higher education in Nevada affordable and 
accessible to all qualified students. Serving in 
the Nevada State Assembly from 1982 through 
1984, she championed consumer protection for 
car buyers and mobile home owners, fought for 
tougher drunk-driving laws, and founded the 
Senior Law Project.

Berkley was first elected to the U.S. House 
of Representatives in 1998; her district includes 
much of the city of Las Vegas. During her tenure 
in Congress, Berkley has maintained a moderate 
voting record. She has focused on the interests 
of the gaming community and she unsuccess-
fully fought the plan to store nuclear waste at 
Yucca Mountain. She serves on the Interna-
tional Relations Committee, Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee, and Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee. Berkley was reelected in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 
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Berry, Mary Frances (1938– ) chair of the 
U.S. Civil Rights Commission Mary Frances 

Berry was born on February 17, 1938, in Nash-
ville, Tennessee, to Frances Southall Berry and 
George Ford Berry. She attended public schools 
where her teachers encouraged her intellect and 
academic promise, graduating from high school 
with honors in 1956. She earned bachelors and 
masters degrees at Howard University, com-
pleted a Ph.D. in constitutional history at the 
University of Michigan, and earned her law 
degree from the University of Michigan Law 
School. She taught history at a number of Michi-
gan institutions while she completed her law 
degree.

Active in antiwar protests and in the civil 
rights movement, Berry moved to the Wash-
ington, D.C., area in the 1970s. She served 
as acting director and later as director of the 
University of Maryland Afro-American studies 
program. From 1974 until 1976, she served as 
provost, becoming the highest-ranking African-
American woman in the University of Maryland 
College Park administration. She also became a 
member of the bar in the District of Columbia. 
In 1976, she became chancellor of the University 
of Colorado at Boulder and professor of history 
and law.

Berry has effectively combined her commit-
ment to racial justice with a scholarly career of 
teaching, research, and writing about African-
American history. She is the author of numer-
ous articles and seven books including The Pig 
Farmer’s Daughter and Other Tales of American 
Justice: Episodes of Racism and Sexism in the 
Courts from 1865 to the Present (1999); Black 
Resistance, White Law: A History of Constitutional 
Racism in America (1971, 1994); The Politics of 
Parenthood: Child Care, Women’s Rights, and the 
Myth of the Good Mother (1993); Why the ERA 
Failed: Politics, Women’s Rights, and the Amending 
Process of the Constitution (1986); Long Memory: 
The Black Experience in America, with John 
Blassingame (1982); and Military Necessity and 
Civil Rights Policy: Black Citizenship and the Con-
stitution: 1861–1868 (1977).

In 1977, Berry took a leave from the Uni-
versity of Colorado to accept the first of many 
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appointments in the federal government when 
President Jimmy Carter named her assistant sec-
retary for education in the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare (HEW); she served until 
1980. From 1980 to 1982, she served as vice 
chair of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights 
and served continuously as a commission mem-
ber until she resigned on December 7, 2004. A 
staunch advocate of the commission’s indepen-
dence, she often battled with presidents of both 
parties over politicizing its oversight function. 
When President Ronald Reagan tried to remove 
Berry from the commission, she successfully 
sued to retain her seat, earning her the moniker 
“the woman the president could not fire.” In 
1993, President Bill Clinton named Berry chair 
of the Civil Rights Commission, a position she 
maintained until 2004. During Dr. Berry’s ten-
ure as chair, the commission issued reports on a 
number of significant political issues, including 
the use of voter registration purge lists in the 
2000 Florida presidential elections, police prac-
tices in New York City, environmental justice, 
percentage plans and affirmative action, church 
burnings, and conditions on American Indian 
reservations.

Berry battled with the George W. Bush 
administration on a number of fronts. In 2001, 
the White House declared a vacancy on the Civil 
Rights Commission and nominated Peter N. Kir-
sanow, a conservative African-American lawyer 
from Cleveland, Ohio. Dr. Berry maintained that 
no vacancy existed on the commission since the 
seat in question was held by Victoria Wilson, 
appointed by President Clinton to fill the unex-
pired term of the late Judge A. Lion Higginbo-
tham, who had died in 1998. Berry maintained 
that Wilson had been appointed to a full six-
year term in her own right; the Bush administra-
tion disagreed, and the Justice Department filed 
suit in federal court. The case was ultimately 
resolved in the Bush administration’s favor on 
May 10, 2002. (Appointment to the eight-mem-
ber panel of the U.S. Civil Rights Commission is 
shared by Congress and the White House; each 
is responsible for four appointments, the four 

congressional appointments rotating between 
Democrats and Republicans.)

In October 2004, the commission published 
a draft report on the civil rights record of the 
Bush Administration, citing failures in a number 
of areas and concluding that the administration 
“missed opportunities to build consensus on key 
civil rights issues and has instead adopted poli-
cies that divide Americans.” Coming a month 
before the November 2004 presidential election, 
Republicans charged that the timing as well as 
the content was political rather than the result 
of an independent commission’s analysis. Ulti-
mately, the panel voted 6-1 to delay the release 
of the final report until after the election.

The final showdown between President 
Bush and Dr. Berry came over the end of her 
term. Berry claimed that her term ended at mid-
night on January 21, 2005; however, the Bush 
administration appointed Gerald A. Reynolds 
as the new chair in December. Berry briefly 
considered challenging the appointment but 
ultimately resigned, ending nearly 25 years of 
service by stating: “Given that the conclusion 
of my tenure is only a few weeks away, a legal 
challenge would be an unwise expenditure of 
resources. Therefore, I am resigning my position 
as commissioner on the United States Commis-
sion on Civil Rights effective immediately.”

Berry is also known for her activist politics 
beyond the bounds of her formal positions. In 
1984, she was one of several notable officials 
arrested during a sit-in at the South African 
embassy in opposition to U.S. support for South 
Africa while the country still practiced apart-
heid. Berry is unique for the breadth of her 
political skills and tactics in pursuit of racial 
justice, having seamlessly combined street pro-
test with scholarship. Dr. Berry is the recipi-
ent of over 28 honorary doctoral degrees and 
numerous awards in recognition of her public 
service and scholarship. She is the recipient 
of the NAACP’s Roy Wilkins Award, the Rosa 
Parks Award of the Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference, and the Ebony Magazine Black 
Achievement Award. She is one of 75 women 
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featured in the book I Dream a World: Portraits 
of Black Women Who Changed America. Dr. Berry 
is the Geraldine R. Segal Professor of American 
Social Thought and Professor of History at the 
University of Pennsylvania.
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Bethune, Mary McLeod (1875–1955) educa-
tional leader Born at a time when the effects of 
slavery were still very much a reality, Mary 
McLeod Bethune rose from abject poverty, rigid 
segregation, and complete obscurity to become a 
leading figure in American politics. Her work as 
a pioneer educator, civil rights advocate, White 
House adviser, New Deal politician, and founder 
and leader of black women’s organizations 
spanned more than three decades and traversed 
the 19th and 20th centuries. She was the con-
temporary of many better-known male political 
figures, including W. E. B. DuBois, Walter White, 
Ralph Bunche, and Booker T. Washington, yet 
she was the first black American and the first 
woman to have a statue erected in her honor in a 
public park in the nation’s capital.

As a pioneering educator, Bethune estab-
lished Bethune-Cookman College, the only his-
torically black college or university (or HBCU, 
per the Higher Education Act of 1965) founded 
by a woman that still exists today. As a pub-
lic servant and New Deal administrator, she 
pushed for equity in the armed forces, argued 
against segregation, and created opportunities 
for blacks and women by helping them to secure 

job training, trade skills, and employment in the 
armed forces. A leader and organizer of black 
women’s political organizations, Bethune served 
two terms as the president of the NATIONAL ASSO-
CIATION OF COLORED WOMEN (NACW) and later 
established the NATIONAL COUNCIL OF NEGRO 
WOMEN (NCNW). Bethune was a savvy, politi-
cally astute, and conscientious “race woman” 
(advocate for the rights of the race) who, unlike 
other “race men and women” never separated 
gender from race. This allowed her to incorpo-
rate gender equality into a primarily race-based 
discourse and to develop women’s leadership for 
the cause of racial justice at the national level—
something no one else had ever done before.

Bethune was born Mary Jane McLeod to 
former slaves, Samuel and Patsy McInstosh 
McLeod, on July 10, 1875, near Mayesville, 
South Carolina. The 15th of 17 children, she 
was considered “entirely different from the rest” 
with “more of a missionary spirit—the spirit 
of doing for others.” Her family owned the five 
acres of land and the log cabin in which she 
was born, providing the young Mary Jane with 
a sense of stability and belonging. Because her 
mother was “from one of the great royalties of 
Africa,” Mary Jane adopted a great sense of pride 
in her African heritage; she believed strongly 
in Christ as the saviour and sought to live by 
Christian principles. Nonetheless, as a poor, 
uneducated, southern Negro, she could not 
help being influenced by the strict segregation 
and racial codes of the period. She spent most 
of her childhood chopping and picking cotton 
and recognized early on the stark economic and 
social inequalities that existed between whites 
and blacks. She saw “little white boys and girls 
going to school everyday, learning to read and 
write [and] living in comfortable homes with all 
types of opportunities for growth and service.” 
Later in life, she recalled how she picked up one 
of the books of her white peers, only to be told 
sharply, “You can’t read that—put that down.” 
This statement became the uppermost thought 
and driving incentive in Mary’s quest for educa-
tion and quality.
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At the age of 10, Mary began her formal edu-
cation when the Northern Presbyterian Church 
sent Emma Wilson, a black missionary, to estab-
lish the Trinity Presbyterian Mission School 
in the Mayesville area. After excelling in her 
studies, Mary was selected as the recipient of 
a scholarship to continue her studies at Scotia 
Seminary (later Barber-Scotia College) in Con-
cord, North Carolina. She graduated from Scotia 
Seminary in 1894 and then enrolled in the Bible 
Institute for Home and Foreign Missions in 
Chicago (later renamed the Moody Bible Insti-
tute after its founder, Dwight L. Moody). Her 
exposure to the head-heart-hand missionary 
curriculum at Scotia and the evangelistic reform 
gospel of Dwight Moody’s Institute left Mary 
Jane McLeod with a fervent desire to spread the 
gospel of Jesus Christ and to help the poorest 
and most uneducated in society. As a result, 
after graduating from the Bible Institute in 1895, 
she applied to the Presbyterian Missionary 
Board for a missionary position in Africa, only 
to learn that there were no openings in Africa 
for a black missionary.

Mary then took her missionary zeal back to 
the deep South as a teacher, first at the Mayes-
ville Institute (her alma mater) and then at the 
Haines Institute in Augusta, Georgia, where she 
honed her teaching skills under the watchful 
eye of the school’s founder and principal, Lucy 
Craft Laney. Inspired by this pioneer educator’s 
philosophy, Mary learned firsthand the signifi-
cance of training and educating girls for service 
and leadership for racial uplift. During her one-
year tenure at the Haines Institute (1896–97), 
she organized the Mission Sabbath School for 
275 of the poorest children in the city. A year 
later, she moved to Kindell Institute in Sumter, 
South Carolina where she met and married a 
fellow teacher, Albertus L. Bethune. In 1899, 
the couple’s only child, Albert McLeod Bethune, 
was born. Soon after Albert’s birth, the Bet-
hunes moved to Palakta, Florida, where Mary 
Bethune established the Palatka Presbyterian 
Mission School. After five years, they moved 
to Daytona Beach, Florida, where Mary sympa-

thized with the poverty-stricken and recently 
migrated black railroad workers and their fami-
lies. Unable to share in her missionary zeal, 
Albertus Bethune separated from his family and 
returned to South Carolina, where he lived until 
his death in 1918.

Nonetheless, it was in Daytona, Florida, 
with “five little girls, [Bethune’s son], a dollar 
and a half, and faith in God” that Mary McLeod 
Bethune opened the Daytona Normal and Indus-
trial Institute in a four-room rented shack near 
an abandoned city dump. Using her skills as an 
organizer, administrator, and orator, Bethune 
raised enough funds to purchase 32 acres of 
swamp and dump property surrounding her 
rented building. By 1907, three years after the 
doors of the Daytona Institute opened, Faith 
Hall arose as the school’s first permanent build-
ing. Over the next 10 years, Bethune acquired 
the financial support of wealthy vacationers to 
the city, including millionaire philanthropists 
James N. Gamble of Proctor & Gamble and 
Thomas H. White of White Sewing Machine. By 

Mary McLeod Bethune, 1949 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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1923, the school had an enrollment of over 300 
girls with 25 faculty and staff members occupy-
ing eight buildings on 20 acres.

It was also in 1923 that Bethune affili-
ated the school with the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, merging Daytona Institute with the 
all-male Cookman Institute located in Jack-
sonville, Florida. Officially renamed Bethune-
Cookman College in 1929, it achieved junior 
college accreditation only three years later and 
graduated its first four-year degree recipients in 
1943. As a reflection of Mary McLeod Bethune, 
the head-heart-hand philosophy emphasized 
by Christian values undergirds and guides 
the school’s curriculum even today. Bethune 
remained president of the college until 1942 
but returned briefly as interim president during 
1946–47.

While serving as president of Bethune-
Cookman, Bethune traveled the country raising 
money and promoting civil rights issues. From 
the college’s inception, Bethune had always 
insisted upon a racially integrated educational 
facility, and she always emphasized the neces-
sity of preparing women for service and leader-
ship. Therefore, it is not surprising that it was 
during her presidency of the college that she 
also began her meteoric rise to prominence as a 
leader and organizer in the Black Women’s Club 
Movement. In 1920, she founded and served 
as president of the Southeastern Federation of 
Colored Women (SFCW). As president of this 
organization, Bethune opened an alternative 
educational facility for delinquent black girls 
because the state of Florida denied blacks access 
to its all-white facility. Bethune funded the alter-
native school through the SFCW and from her 
own personal finances until the state appropri-
ated funds for it in the late 1920s.

In 1920, after the passage of the Nineteenth 
Amendment, Bethune led her faculty, staff, and 
other local women in a successful voter regis-
tration drive despite intimidating threats by 
the Ku Klux Klan. By 1924, she had become so 
well-known for her effective leadership that she 
was selected to serve as president of the NACW, 

which was considered the highest office a black 
woman could then achieve. As president of the 
NACW, Bethune provided the organization with 
its first national headquarters and a paid secre-
tary. Nonetheless, she found the organization 
to be too decentralized and overburdened with 
local and state self-help projects. Because she 
believed that a centralized organization would 
be more effective in presenting a unified voice 
on public issues, she formed the NCNW in 
1935, and for the first time in American history, 
black women became visible as political actors 
in national politics as they began to voice their 
concerns on major social issues. For example, 
the NCNW’s 1938 Conference on Governmental 
Cooperation in the Approach to the Problems of 
Negro Women and Children, held at the White 
House and the Department of Interior, drew 
national attention to previously overlooked 
issues. As she had done for the NACW, Bet-
hune established permanent headquarters for 
the NCNW and employed a full-time staff, and 
she published the Afraamerican Women’s Jour-
nal. She served as the organization’s president 
from its inception in 1935 until 1949. She also 
served as vice president of the National Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of Colored People 
(NAACP), president of the Association for the 
Study of Negro Life and History, president of 
the Commission on Interracial Cooperation of 
the National Urban League, and president of 
the National Association of Teachers in Colored 
Schools.

As White House adviser, Bethune maxi-
mized her personal friendship with First Lady 
ELEANOR ROOSEVELT to encourage the federal 
government to be more responsive the needs of 
African Americans and to bring the resources 
of the proliferating New Deal programs to black 
youth. She joined the New Deal administration 
in 1935 as a special adviser on minority affairs 
and in 1936 was named director of the Divi-
sion of Negro Affairs for the National Youth 
Administration (NYA). She reorganized the Fed-
eral Council on Negro Affairs, which became 
known as the “Black Cabinet.” This informal 
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group of New Deal appointees met weekly at 
Bethune’s house and advised President Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt on issues relating to race. The 
Black Cabinet held two major national confer-
ences, the most notable being the 1937 National 
Conference on the Problems of the Negro and 
Negro Youth. Bethune was not only the sole 
female member of this advisory group, she was 
its leader and was thought to have led the Black 
Cabinet with an iron fist inside a velvet glove.

During her unprecedented, highly visible 
involvement in national political affairs, Bet-
hune publicly supported President Roosevelt’s 
New Deal policies, including his 1941 execu-
tive order banning racial discrimination in the 
federal government and defense industries. As 
an NYA appointee, Bethune was, by all stan-
dards, the preeminent and most influential race 
leader in the nation. She served as director of 
the NYA’s Division of Negro Affairs until the 
agency’s termination in 1943. However, Bethune 
remained an important political figure. In 1945, 
she served as a special representative of the 
United States State Department at the charter 
United Nations Conference in San Francisco. 
In that same year, she assisted in the selection 
of black female candidates into the Women’s 
Army Corps (WAC). In 1952, she traveled as the 
United States’ official representative to the inau-
guration of Liberia’s president, William Tub-
man. In 1953, she established the Mary McLeod 
Bethune Foundation to promote research, inter-
racial activity, and the sponsorship of wider 
educational opportunities..

In ill health, Bethune wrote “My Last Will 
and Testament” for generations to come. In 
that document, she outlined nine principles by 
which she led her life: love, hope, the challenge 
of developing confidence in one another, a thirst 
for education, respect for the uses of power, 
faith, racial dignity, a desire to live harmoni-
ously with one’s fellow humans, and a responsi-
bility to young people. She died of a heart attack 
in her home on May 18, 1955. Her “My Last Will 
and Testament” was published in the August 
1955 edition of Ebony magazine.

Although considered nonconfrontational 
and conciliatory, Bethune was without a doubt 
both influential and effective in the political 
realm. Within the past 10 years, scholars have 
heralded Bethune as “the most illustrious black 
New Dealer and the most influential black 
woman in the annals of the country,” “a pivotal 
figure in twentieth-century black women’s his-
tory,” “one of the most distinguished African-
American leaders and the most prominent black 
woman of her time,” “the most influential black 
woman in the United States through more than 
three decades,” and “an extraordinary public 
figure.” As historian Elaine Smith noted, “any 
freedom-loving country could be proud to claim 
[Mary McLeod Bethune] as its own.”
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Biggert, Judy (Judith Borg Biggert) (1937– ) 
congressperson Judy Biggert was born in Chi-
cago, Illinois, on August 13, 1937. She earned a 
B.A. in international relations from Stanford 
University (1953) and a law degree from North-
western University (1969), and practiced law 
prior to entering public service. Biggert began 
her legislative career in 1992, when she was 
elected to the Illinois House of Representatives 
to serve the newly created 81st district. She 
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became the first member of the Illinois House in 
the 20th century to be named to leadership after 
serving only one term; she was reelected in 1994 
and 1996. She was first elected to the U.S. Con-
gress in 1988. She pledged to serve only six years 
in the House, but broke that pledge when she 
sought her fourth term in 2004.

In the 109th Congress, Biggert is a mem-
ber of four committees—Education and the 
Workforce, Financial Services, Science, and 
Standards of Official Conduct—and of seven 
subcommittees. She serves as chair of the Sci-
ence Subcommittee on Energy; vice chair of the 
Education Subcommittee on Workforce Protec-
tions; and vice chair of the Financial Services 
Subcommittee on Domestic and International 
Monetary Policy, Trade and Technology. She is 
also member of the WISH LIST, the Republican 
Majority for Choice, Republicans for Choice, 
the Republican Main Street Partnership, and 
Republicans for Environmental Protection. She 
was reelected to Congress in 2006.
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Bill of Rights for Women, NOW (1967) The 
Bill of Rights for Women was introduced at the 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN’s (NOW) 
1967 national convention held in Washington, 
D.C. The Bill of Rights called for ratification of 
the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA), enforce-
ment of antidiscrimination laws in employment, 

enactment of maternity leave policy, tax deduc-
tions for home and child-care expenses for 
working parents, support for day-care centers, 
equity in education, equal job training opportu-
nities, and the right of all women to control 
their reproductive lives. The document was con-
troversial from the start due to the centuries-old 
debate over which strategy most benefits women: 
protection and special treatment or equality. 
The document gave preference to the equality 
strategy, thereby angering labor activists who 
opposed the ERA.

See also FEMINISM.

birth control movement In the United 
States, reproductive or fertility policy is not as 
explicitly stated as it is in some other countries 
(such as China’s one-child policy), yet it is pres-
ent nonetheless. Every nation-state depends on 
women to produce successive generations of 
new citizens, and the strength of a nation in part 
depends on a robust population. In most areas of 
U.S. constitutional law, the interests of the indi-
vidual outweigh the interests of the state, unless 
the state can prove a “compelling state interest” 
that would warrant intruding on individual 
rights. In the area of reproduction, however, it is 
less clear that individual rights rein supreme, 
most particularly women’s individual rights. 
The history of birth control in the United States 
has been characterized as a struggle between 
women’s attempts to exercise control over their 
bodies, moralists and social purists who seek to 
control sexual behavior, and policy makers who 
seek to control birthrates. With the introduction 
of the birth control pill in 1960, the pharmaceu-
tical industry has also played a central role in 
determining the kinds of birth control available 
to women and men.

The history of reliable contraception in the 
United States is a relatively short one. It has 
only been within the last 50 years that women 
have been able to access methods of contracep-
tion that are safe, reliable, and entirely within 
their control. Early forms of birth control relied 
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on abstinence or male withdrawal; however, 
neither of these methods provided women any 
control over their fertility. Development and 
dissemination of contraceptives depend in large 
part on the public’s attitude toward sexuality, 
current birthrates, and the positive or negative 
consequences of population growth. Prior to the 
Civil War, many states permitted ABORTION until 
“quickening” (when the fetus is felt moving), 
but soon after the war’s conclusion, most states 
banned abortions. Succumbing to the pressure 
to increase the population and new restrictive 
attitudes toward sexuality that were promoted 
by organized religion as well as by social mor-
alists, Congress passed the COMSTOCK ACT in 
1873. This law was ostensibly designed to con-
trol pornography, but it included in its defini-
tion of pornography any information or product 
distributed for the prevention of conception 
or for causing abortion. The statute, in effect, 
likened contraception to obscenity and made it 
illegal to distribute (or import) information on 
contraception or contraceptive devices.

Various social sectors supported restricting 
contraceptives, and doctors were among them. 
In their eyes, contraception violated nature, 
bred immorality, damaged health, and violated 
the sanctity of motherhood. Many women, par-
ticularly those in the middle and upper classes, 
viewed contraception as a direct challenge to 
marital fidelity and their corresponding sphere 
of authority. Poor and uneducated women were 
most disadvantaged by unintended pregnan-
cies and were especially vulnerable to public 
campaigns devoted to suppressing information 
or medical services. Middle- and upper-class 
women participated in an informal but exten-
sive network of information, access to birth 
control devices illegally imported from Europe, 
and access to relatively safe (but still illegal) 
abortions.

Birth control advocates such as MARGA-
RET SANGER and EMMA GOLDMAN worked most 
directly with poor, working-class women, many 
of whom were recent immigrants. In addition 
to stressing that giving birth to too many chil-

dren or not adequately spacing pregnancies was 
harmful to women’s health, Goldman, a socialist 
active in the labor movement, was also inter-
ested in limiting the influx of child labor, which 
drove down wages for everyone. Immigrants 
were the targets of a robust EUGENICS (selective 
breeding) movement that thrived by promot-
ing fears of “race suicide” if white, middle-class 
birthrates declined and poor immigrant popu-
lations increased unchecked. These seemingly 
contradictory interests forged a nascent birth 
control movement that directly challenged the 
Comstock act.

By 1914, Sanger, who had been radicalized 
by her experiences with the political left and 
a year in France, began to publish a monthly 
called Woman Rebel in which she eventually 
promoted contraception as a woman’s right: “A 
woman’s body belongs to herself alone. It does 
not belong to the United States of America or 
any other government on the face of the earth. 
Enforced motherhood is the most complete 
denial of a woman’s right to life and liberty. 
Women cannot be on an equal footing with men 
until they have full and complete control over 
their reproductive function.” Many issues of 
Woman Rebel were confiscated by the post office 
under the Comstock act. While the newsletter 
did not include information on contraceptive 
techniques, it did publish letters from desperate 
readers begging for information. In response, 
Sanger published a brochure entitled Family 
Limitation: A Nurse’s Advice to Women. Between 
1914 and 1917, more than 160,000 copies were 
distributed, although Sanger fled to England 
during some of that time to avoid further pros-
ecution under the obscenity laws.

In 1915, the National Birth Control League 
(NBCL) was formed. In 1916, Sanger opened the 
first birth control clinic in the United States in 
Brooklyn, New York. The clinic managed to stay 
open for 10 days before the New York state anti-
vice agents shut it down. In those 10 days, Sanger 
and her sister, Ethel Byrne, were overwhelmed 
by women clamoring for diaphragms and infor-
mation. A court decision in 1918 changed the 
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focus of the movement by allowing physicians 
to disseminate “advice to a married person to 
cure or prevent disease”—a clear reference to 
venereal disease and a cover for distributing 
contraception to married women. Medicalizing 
the birth control issue allowed Sanger to solicit 
support and cooperation from physicians with-
out directly challenging the Comstock act, and 
in 1921 she formed the AMERICAN BIRTH CONTROL 
LEAGUE (ABCL), which absorbed the NBCL. 
The VOLUNTARY PARENTHOOD LEAGUE, under the 
leadership of MARY WARE DENNETT, continued 
to push for the complete repeal of the Com-
stock Act and all of the state laws that had been 
adopted in its wake. The difference in strategies 
between Sanger and Dennett in pursuit of the 
goal for women’s complete autonomy and access 
has been the subject of much debate among con-
temporary feminists.

In 1923, Sanger opened the first Birth 
Control Clinical Research Bureau (BCCRB) in 
New York City, staffed with female physicians 
and nurses to dispense diaphragms to “mar-
ried women,” as the law now permitted. Careful 
records on the efficacy of available forms of con-
traception were maintained. By 1938, the Sanger 
clinics (three in all) had served over 65,000 
women. Not everyone in the medical establish-
ment was supportive of physician’s new role in 
providing birth control for married women. As 
late as 1935, the American Medical Association 
(AMA) had condemned all forms of contracep-
tion as “unsafe for women.” In 1937, the AMA 
officially endorsed birth control as medical 
practice, and some medical schools began to 
include instruction in family planning into the 
curriculum. By the 1940s, the ABCL had merged 
with the BCCRB to form the Birth Control Fed-
eration of America, subsequently renamed the 
Planned Parenthood Federation of America, in 
recognition of contraception’s transformation 
into a “family planning” tool.

By the 1950s and 1960s, most states had 
legalized birth control, but many state laws still 
prohibited the dissemination of information 
about contraception, and some states still pro-

hibited the possession of contraception. A 1965 
landmark Supreme Court decision, however, 
eroded these laws. In GRISWOLD V. CONNECTICUT, a 
Planned Parenthood director was charged with 
violating a Connecticut state law that prohibited 
the distribution of contraceptives and informa-
tion about them and also prohibited the pos-
session of contraceptives. The Court found that 
although the U. S. Constitution does not explic-
itly state a right to privacy, a “zone of privacy” 
can be inferred from the language in the Bill 
of Rights. Connecticut’s law violated that zone 
of privacy in the realm of marriage because it 
permitted police officers to search the bedroom 
of a married couple for evidence of contracep-
tion. The Court deemed this action to be overly 
intrusive and an unconstitutional violation of 
the right to marital privacy, and it threw out the 
Connecticut law insofar as it applied to married 
couples. The Court extended the right of privacy 
to unmarried persons with the ruling in EISEN-
STADT V. BAIRD (1972). The fundamental right to 
privacy established in the Griswold and Eisen-
stadt rulings was extended to cover a woman’s 
right to abortion services in the first trimester 
in ROE V. WADE in 1973.

The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 
approved an oral contraceptive for women (“the 
pill”) in 1960. While condoms and diaphragms 
were revolutionized in the 19th century as 
a result of changes in rubber-manufacturing 
techniques, the pill represented the first new 
technology in contraception. The pill was fol-
lowed by FDA approval of the sponge in 1983. 
The cervical cap was approved in 1988; and 
in 1990, a long-acting reversible contraceptive 
implant known popularly as NORPLANT and 
effective for up to five years was introduced 
(though this is no longer available in the United 
States). Depo-Povera, an injectable contracep-
tive that is effective for up to three months, had 
been widely used in other countries prior to 
its approval for use in the United States. Addi-
tionally, the FDA approved the sale of female 
condoms in the 1990s. The newest methods of 
contraceptives include the vaginal ring (sold 
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as NuvaRing), the patch, and a safer version 
of the intrauterine device (IUD). All three 
require a prescription. Sterilization remains 
the most widely chosen form of contraception 
for women. However, approximately 3 mil-
lion women at risk for unintended pregnancy 
are currently using no form of contraception. 
Availability and cost, along with side effects 
and safety concerns, are the most common rea-
sons women offer for not using contraception 
or using it infrequently.

Pharmaceutical innovations in contracep-
tion for men have been virtually nonexistent. 
Reversible Inhibition of Sperm Under Guid-
ance (RISUG) is an injectable compound that 
partially blocks the tubes that carry sperm, 
providing effective contraception for up to 10 
years per dose. It is effective immediately, has 
few side effects, and has proven to be revers-
ible in primate studies. This contraceptive has 
completed Phase I and II clinical trials in India 
but is years away from introduction into the U.S. 
market. Male hormonal contraception (a male 
“pill”) is also in development, although there 
are no estimates as to when it will be available 
in the United States.

Although an FDA advisory committee voted 
23-4 to recommend approval of over-the-coun-
ter sale of emergency contraceptives (sold as 
Plan B and also referred to as the “morning-after 
pill”), the FDA denied an application to switch 
Plan B to over-the-counter status in May 2004. 
The agency cited concerns about its use by 
women under the age of 16, but critics charged 
that the ruling and subsequent delays in addi-
tional hearings and action were motivated by 
conservative political agendas rather than sci-
entific evidence. Finally, on August 24, 2006, 
Plan B was approved for over-the-counter sales 
in the United States to women over the age of 
18. If taken within 72 hours of unprotected sex, 
it has an 89 percent efficacy rate. Although it 
was expected to be on pharmacy shelves by the 
end of November 2006, some major pharmacy 
chains (including Wal-Mart) have refused to 
stock the medication.

Birth control represents a path to autonomy 
and self-determination for women. For that 
very reason, those who wish to control women’s 
sexuality and reproduction will continue to 
try and limit the availability of contraceptives. 
The struggle between feminists, moralists, and 
natalists is likely to continue for the foreseeable 
future.
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Black, Shirley Temple (1928– ) actor, singer, 
ambassador Shirley Temple was born on April 
23, 1928, in Santa Monica, California. Although 
perhaps most known for her fame as a child 
actress in the 1930s, Shirley Temple Black has 
had a long career in public service as well. She 
was the star of more than 40 films, most of them 
made during the 1930s before she had celebrated 
her 12th birthday. President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt proclaimed: “As long as our country 
has Shirley Temple, we will be all right.” The 
recipient of a special Academy Award for her 
performance in Bright Eyes, Shirley Temple 
became a unique symbol of American movies 
and a joyous tonic for a nation greatly troubled 
by the Great Depression.

Temple retired from acting in 1949 after 
marrying her second husband, Charles Black. 
She became active in Republican Party politics, 
running unsuccessfully for a seat in the U.S. 
House of Representatives in 1967. Richard Nixon 
appointed her U.S. representative to the United 
Nations in 1969. Five years later, President Ger-
ald Ford appointed her to serve as ambassador 
to the Republic of Ghana. She later served as 
the first woman chief of protocol in the Ford 
White House. She also served as a foreign affairs 
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officer with the State Department during the 
Reagan administration, and George H. W. Bush 
appointed her ambassador to Czechoslovakia 
in 1989. In 1988, she published her best-selling 
autobiography, Child Star: An Autobiography.

Black has served on the board of directors 
of The Walt Disney Company (1974–75), Del 
Monte, Bancal Tri-State, and Fireman’s Fund 
Insurance. Her nonprofit board appointments 
have included the Institute for International 
Studies at Stanford University, the Council on 
Foreign Relations, the Council of American 
Ambassadors, the World Affairs Council, the 
United States Commission for UNESCO, the 
National Committee on U.S.-China Relations, 
the United Nations Association, and the U.S. 
Citizen’s Space Task Force. Shirley Temple Black 
currently resides in Woodside, California.
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Blackburn, Marsha (1952– ) congressperson 
A Mississippi native, Marsha Blackburn was 
born on June 6, 1952, and earned a degree from 
Mississippi State University in 1973. In 1974, 
she married Chuck Blackburn, with whom she 
had two children. Blackburn began her political 
career in 1977 as a founding member of the 
Williamson County Young Republicans. She 
served as chair of the Williamson County 
Republican Party from 1989 to 1991. Her elec-
tive political career began in 1992, when she 
won the Republican nomination for the Sixth 
district, which at the time included her home in 
Brentwood; she lost by 16 points to longtime 
congressman Bart Gordon. In 1995, she was 
appointed chair of the Tennessee Film, Enter-
tainment and Music Commission. She gained 
elective office for the first time in 1998, when 
she won a seat in the Tennessee state senate. In 
the senate, she led efforts to prevent the passage 
of a state income tax championed by the 
governor.

Reapportionment moved her residence from 
the sixth to the seventh district, and the seat 
opened when incumbent congressman Ed Bry-
ant decided to run for the Senate. Blackburn 
won the Republican primary by 20 points and 
easily won the general election in Novem-
ber. Her victory makes her the first Tennessee 
woman elected to Congress in her own right. 
She was unopposed for reelection in 2004 and 
beat Democratic challenger Bill Morrison in 
2006 to retain her seat. Blackburn is very con-
servative, earning her the highest conservative 
voting rank of any woman in the House by the 
National Journal. She is described as antitax and 
probusiness and a strong supporter of family 
values. In the 109th Congress, she served on the 
House Energy and Commerce Committee.
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black feminism The term black feminism 
became popular in the 1970s with the inception 
of the black women’s movement. It is an ideol-
ogy that informs and guides the strategies and 
actions of women of color seeking to attain 
social equality. Black feminist thought emerged 
during a period of American history when vari-
ous social movements, like the women’s move-
ment and the black nationalists, were all 
protesting gender and race inequalities. While 
black feminism questioned generally the lack of 
social equality in the wider American context, it 
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specifically assessed the limits and constraints 
on black women’s participation in both the 
white feminist movement and the larger black 
nationalist movement.

The two major issues black feminists were 
seeking to address centered around the rela-
tionship between black feminism and white 
mainstream FEMINISM, and the relationship 
between black feminism and the larger black 
male–dominated nationalist movement. Black 
women felt neglected and invisible within the 
larger women’s movement. They attributed their 
lack of recognition and participation within the 
mainstream women’s movement to the unwill-
ingness of white women to recognize how per-
ceptions of race contributed to social inequality. 
As a result, black feminists labeled the white 
feminist movement as racist. On the other hand, 
they also accused male-dominated black nation-
alist movements of reproducing the patriarchal 
system of female oppression and exploitation. 
Therefore, in addition to addressing and com-
bating the racism inherent within the women’s 
movement, black feminists were fighting the 
sexism rampant within the black male-domi-
nated nationalist movement. Hence, black femi-
nists initially set about the task of seeking an 
autonomous space to articulate the oppression 
and discrimination they faced based on their 
gender and race.

Gradually, as a diversity of black women’s 
voices entered black feminist discourse, the 
core of black feminist thought was enlarged to 
reflect the multidimensional barriers to attain-
ing social equality. Building on the combined 
gender and racial systems of domination that 
women of color confronted in their daily lives, 
groups such as the NATIONAL BLACK FEMINIST 
ORGANIZATION and the COMBAHEE RIVER COLLEC-
TIVE introduced the realities of class and sexual 
oppression to the feminist space. While socialist 
feminist discourse was instrumental in expand-
ing black feminist analysis of gender and racial 
oppression to include a system of the domina-
tion of class, lesbian feminists were equally 
important for their contribution to dismantling 

the centrality of heterosexuality within the 
larger feminist discourse.

Black feminist thought has been influential 
over the years in publicizing and raising aware-
ness of the reality of sexual oppression within 
the black community. Furthermore, while 
achieving success challenging the white main-
stream women’s movement to eliminate racism, 
black feminists have also been instrumental 
in elevating and broadening the discourse of 
women’s oppression based on race and sexism to 
include class and sexuality.
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—Hollis France

Blackwell, Alice Stone (1857–1950) writer, 
suffragist, feminist, editor Born on September 
14, 1857 in Orange, New Jersey, Alice Stone 
Blackwell was the daughter of LUCY STONE and 
Henry Brown Blackwell and the niece of ELIZA-
BETH BLACKWELL. Raised in an activist household 
concerned with both abolition and women’s 
rights, Alice Stone Blackwell graduated from 
Boston University in 1881 and became assistant 
editor at the Woman’s Journal, the magazine of 
the AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, 
started by her parents. She wrote a regular 
woman’s column that highlighted a variety of 
suffrage activities and appeared in newspapers 
nationwide.

In 1890, Blackwell was instrumental in 
repairing the breach between the AWSA and the 
NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, which 
merged in 1890 to become the NATIONAL AMERI-
CAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NAWSA); 
she became the recording secretary for NAWSA, 
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a post she held for 35 years. In 1899, at the 
national convention of NAWSA, Blackwell was 
one of the few white women to support a reso-
lution from Lottie Wilson Jackson, a Michigan 
delegate, stating that black women should not 
have to travel only in smoking cars on trains. 
Jackson also referred to the harassment by 
white men that black women often received 
while traveling. White southerners denied this, 
and the resolution was defeated when SUSAN B. 
ANTHONY declared that without the vote, women 
could do little to change any part of American 
society.

While Alice Stone Blackwell worked for suf-
frage and women’s rights her whole life, she also 
saw a connection between the situation of 
women in the United States and oppressed 
groups around the world. She was known for 
publicizing the plight of the Armenians in the 
early part of the 20th century. She also pub-
lished editions of poetry from Armenians and 
Russians in order to raise awareness among 
Americans. She was an active member of the 
WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION (WCTU), 
the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People (NAACP), and the Women’s 
Trade Union League (WTUL). She wrote a biog-
raphy of her mother Lucy Stone that was pub-
lished in 1930. She died on March 15, 1950, at 
the age of 92.

Further Reading
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Blackwell, Elizabeth (1821–1910) physician, 
educator, social reformer, suffragist Born in 
England on February 3, 1821, Elizabeth Black-
well became the first female doctor in the United 

States. Raised in an abolitionist family that 
moved to the United States in 1832, she decided 
to try to become a doctor as a way to avoid mar-
riage and in particular to treat women and chil-
dren. Blackwell was admitted to the Geneva 
Medical College (New York) after the admis-
sions office decided to put her application up for 
a vote of the students, who, thinking that it was 
a joke, voted to admit her. She graduated first in 
her class in 1849 and went to Europe to con-
tinue her studies. In 1850, Blackwell responded 
to the Women’s Rights Convention being held 
that year in Worcester, Massachusetts. The con-
vention included a discussion of educating 
women in medicine, and Blackwell remarked on 
her approval of this. However, on the subject of 
women’s rights, she said, “The great object of 
education has nothing to do with a woman’s 
rights, or a man’s rights, but with the develop-
ment of the human soul and body” (quoted in 
her book Pioneer Work).

Blackwell returned to the United States in 
1851 to start her own practice. She began by 
treating women and children in her home, but 
after she was joined by her sister Emily, who had 
also received a medical degree, she decided to 
open a clinic. (Marie Zakrzewska, whom Black-
well had met during her European training, also 
came to New York to help open the infirmary.) 
In 1852, Blackwell published a series of Lectures 
on the Laws of Life, focusing on the “physical 
education of girls.” Although she never married, 
she adopted an orphan named Katherine Barry 
in 1854.

By 1857 Blackwell’s clinic was incorporated 
as the New York Infirmary for Indigent Women 
and Children. She pursued two tracks at the 
infirmary, the treatment of the poor and the 
training of more women in medicine. During 
this time, she undertook a year-long tour of 
England and became the first woman to have 
her name on the British medical registry. She 
returned to the United States in 1859.

During the Civil War, Blackwell trained 
women as nurses, helping to start the Women’s 
Central Association of Relief (this later became 
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the Sanitary Commission), which provided sup-
plies and information concerning health and 
hygiene to Union soldiers. Following the war, 
in 1868, she and her sister Emily opened a 
medical school for women at the New York 
Infirmary called the Women’s Medical College. 
Blackwell became the chair of hygiene, and her 
sister Emily took the chair of obstetrics. The 
Women’s Medical College remained in operation 
until Cornell University began to accept women 
medical students in 1899.

In 1869, Elizabeth Blackwell moved to 
London, where she founded the London School 
of Medicine for Women and helped to organize 
the National Health Society. In 1887, Elizabeth 
Blackwell was appointed professor of gynecol-
ogy at the London School of Medicine for Chil-
dren. She worked in London until 1907, but was 
forced to retire due to injuries sustained in a fall 
down some stairs. She died in Sussex on May 
31, 1910.

Further Reading
Blackwell, Elizabeth. Pioneer Work in Opening the 

Medical Profession to Women. New York: Human-
ity Books, 2005.

black women’s club movement The black 
women’s club movement refers to a myriad of 
multipurpose voluntary associations headed by 
educated, middle-class black women. The vari-
ous associations emerged in response to the 
racialized context of American society in the 
late 19th century, when blacks faced discrimi-
nation and exclusion from the political, eco-
nomic, and social arena of American life. In 
community after community across the United 
States, black women pooled their resources to 
address the needs of the most vulnerable and 
powerless in society: black women and 
children.

The major thrust of the various associations 
centered on welfare issues such as financing 
schools, orphanages, homes for the elderly, pro-
viding health care, and food for the poor (needs 

that were generally provided for whites by the 
local government). However, black women’s 
clubs did not limit their participation to the 
welfare arena but also engaged in politically 
empowering activities such as mobilizing club 
members to pressure members of Congress for 
civil rights legislation; they prioritized voter 
registration work and focused on programs that 
stressed racial pride and improvement of the 
conditions for blacks.

While welfare issues made up the major-
ity of the work done by the black women’s club 
movement, it was work that emanated from the 
political sphere that raised the movement to 
national prominence. The catalyst for the black 
women’s club movement was the ANTI-LYNCHING 
MOVEMENT initiated by IDA B. WELLS-BARNETT. 
Wells-Barnett exposed the use of lynching as a 
mechanism to discipline and terrorize the black 
community, and questioned the myth of rape as 
the reasoning used to justify it. In actuality, she 
challenged the status quo by daring to speak 
of the sexual abuse black women experienced 
at the hands of white men. Wells’s deep con-
cern about lynching became the “ideological 
direction of the organized movement of black 
women—a defense of black womanhood as part 
of a defense of the race from terror and abuse.” 
It was her committed and resilient work against 
lynching that inspired prominent women from 
the New York and Boston area to establish the 
first two black women’s club groups.

The long tradition of black women’s orga-
nizing was officially formalized and institu-
tionalized in 1896 with the establishment of 
the umbrella organization the NATIONAL ASSO-
CIATION OF COLORED WOMEN (NACW). Through 
the auspices of the NACW, black women’s clubs 
across the county began to coordinate club 
efforts such as fund raising, civil rights action, 
and voter education.

Despite the valuable work done by the vari-
ous black women’s clubs around the country, 
the movement has been characterized in the 
press and by some scholars as elitist, paternal-
istic, perpetuating a class bias, and reinforcing 
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patriarchal notions of womanhood. In seeking 
to improve the lives of working-class black 
women, the leadership and actions of middle-
class women in the club movement reflected an 
attitude of their knowing what was in the best 
interests of poor women. This was evident within 
the larger discourse about refuting racist sexual 
ideology. While attempting to better the lives of 
working-class women, some middle-class black 
women simultaneously believed these women 
were immoral. In the words of many women 
within the top leadership of the movement, sex-
ual permissiveness was a socioeconomic trait 
and not a racial characteristic. Hence, by dis-
tancing themselves, middle-class black women 
were asserting a moral superiority.

With the passing of civil rights legislation 
in the 1960s that eased the way toward social 
mobility among African Americans, the black 
middle class began moving out of once predomi-
nantly black neighborhoods. Such dispersal, 
along with the social capital black middle-class 
women took with them, contributed to the 
decline and prominence of the black women’s 
club movement.

See also NEW ERA CLUB; RUFFIN, JOSEPHINE.
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Black Women’s Health Imperative “I’m 
sick and tired of being sick and tired!” For over 
20 years, those immortal words of political 
activist Fannie Lou Hamer have been the clarion 
call of the National Black Women’s Health Proj-
ect. Founded by women’s health activist Byllye 
Avery as a self-help organization in 1983, the 

NBWHP is the only national organization 
devoted solely to the health of 19 million black 
women and girls across the country. Now known 
as the Black Women’s Health Imperative, the 
organization remains dedicated to providing 
African American women and girls the informa-
tion they need to be advocates of their own 
health. The organization’s mission includes com-
munity outreach, advocacy, resources and 
research, and education (CARE). Programs 
include the National Coalition for Health and 
Environmental Justice, the Black Church Initia-
tive on Sexuality, and several videos designed to 
help mothers and daughters talk about health, 
changing bodies, and reproductive issues. The 
Black Women’s Health Imperative maintains a 
Web site at www.blackwomenshealth.org.

Blanchfield, Florence Aby (1882–1971) lieu-
tenant colonel in the U.S. Army Florence Aby 
Blanchfield was the first woman to be commis-
sioned in the regular army of the United States. 
Her military experiences as an army nurse 
include meritorious service in World War I and 
World War II.

Born on April 1, 1882, in West Virginia, 
Blanchfield graduated from Southside Hospital 
and Training School for Nurses in Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, in 1906. She joined the Army 
Nurse Corps in 1917 and served in France. 
Between 1919 and 1935, she was stationed in 
the United States, the Philippines, and China. 
In 1935, she joined the U.S. Surgeon General’s 
staff in Washington, D.C. Named superinten-
dent of the Army Nurse Corps in 1943, she 
expanded the corps to nearly 57,000 nurses to 
meet the army’s needs during World War II. She 
was awarded the Distinguished Service Medal 
in 1945.

Although Blanchfield proceeded through 
the ranks of first lieutenant, captain, and lieu-
tenant colonel, nurses were denied the privileges 
and pay associated with commissioned officer 
status. Largely due to her efforts, however, the 
Army-Navy Nurse Act was passed in 1947, and 
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nurses were integrated into the regular army 
and given equal rights, pay, and privileges asso-
ciated with rank. In 1947, Blanchfield was com-
missioned as a lieutenant colonel in the regular 
army. She received the Florence Nightingale 
Medal of the International Red Cross in 1951. 
When she died on May 12, 1971, she was buried 
with full military honors in Arlington National 
Cemetery. The Colonel Florence A. Blanchfield 
Army Community Hospital at Fort Campbell, 
Kentucky, was named in her honor and dedi-
cated in September 1982.

Blatch, Harriot Stanton (Harriot Eaton 
Stanton Blatch) (1856–1940) feminist, suf-
fragist, founder of the Women’s Political Union 
Harriot Eaton Stanton was born in Seneca Falls, 
New York, on January 20, 1856. Harriot was the 
sixth of seven children (two girls and five boys) 
born to ELIZABETH CADY STANTON and Henry 
Brewster Stanton, both activist social reformers 
in the women’s rights and abolitionist move-
ments, respectively. Harriot and her siblings were 
socialized to politics early by their parents and 
leading social reformers of the day, including 
SUSAN B. ANTHONY, SOJOURNER TRUTH, William 
Lloyd Garrison, and Wendell Phillips. All of the 
Stanton children were expected to form their 
own opinions, to be educated on issues of the 
day, and to take an active role in the world.

After earning her bachelor’s degree from 
Vassar College in 1878, Harriot joined the wom-
en’s suffrage lecture circuit with her mother. 
The experience drained her, emotionally and 
physically, and she left soon after for Europe, 
working as a tutor to two women. Her experi-
ences in Europe expanded her worldview, but 
in 1881 Elizabeth Cady Stanton summoned 
her daughter home to help her and Anthony 
complete the History of Woman Suffrage. Har-
riot contributed the chapter on the AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, once a rival to 
her mother’s own NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
ASSOCIATION, and an organization Stanton and 
Anthony were inclined to leave out of the book 

entirely. On the trip home, from Europe she met 
an Englishman, William Henry (Harry) Blatch, 
and the two were married on November 15, 
1882, despite Harriot’s concern that “marriage 
would destroy [her] usefulness.” Under U.S. law 
at that time, the marriage cost Harriot her U.S. 
CITIZENSHIP, although she never declared loyalty 
to the British monarchy.

The couple lived primarily in England for 
nearly 20 years, and Harriot Stanton Blatch 
joined the Fabian Society and became active in 
the English suffrage movement. She held leader-
ship positions in suffrage societies, the Woman’s 
Local Government Society, and the Women’s 
Liberal Federation. In 1894, she earned a Master 
of Arts degree from Vassar. Her thesis was based 
on a study of England’s rural poor.

In 1902, Blatch returned to the United 
States and joined the Women’s Trade Union 

Harriot Stanton Blatch, ca. 1911 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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League (WTUL) and the NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NAWSA). She is 
widely credited with rejuvenating the women’s 
suffrage movement, which had fallen into the 
doldrums with few victories to show in over a 
decade. She was the founder and first president 
of Equality League of Self-Supporting Women 
(later known as the WOMEN’S POLITICAL UNION). 
Blatch brought energy and controversy to the 
suffrage movement by importing the more mili-
tant tactics of the English suffragettes. She also 
worked diligently to expand the base of suffrage 
supporters beyond the elite and middle class 
to include working women and women from 
organized labor. She is credited with institut-
ing open-air meetings, proselytizing suffrage on 
street corners and in parks all over New York. 
In 1908, she began organizing annual Suffrage 
Day parades that by 1912 were attracting over 
20,000 marchers. Although the New York suf-
frage amendment was at first defeated in 1915, 
it ultimately passed in 1917, allowing Blatch to 
turn her attention to the campaign for a federal 
amendment.

In 1915, the Women’s Political Union merged 
with ALICE PAUL’S CONGRESSIONAL UNION FOR 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE (later known as the NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S PARTY). Both Blatch and Paul were vet-
erans of the British suffrage campaign, and they 
collaborated to infuse the national movement 
with more militant tactics and direct political 
action, including demonstrations in front of 
the White House, hunger strikes, and grand 
parades.

After the ratification of the Nineteenth 
Amendment in 1920, Harriot Stanton Blatch 
joined the Socialist Party. She was an advocate 
of the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT, even though 
many socialists and labor advocates opposed the 
ERA in favor of maintaining protective legisla-
tion for women. Blatch authored several books, 
including Mobilizing Woman Power (1918); A 
Woman’s Point of View, Some Roads to Peace 
(1920); and a book celebrating her mother’s 
contributions to the suffrage movement titled, 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton: As Revealed in Her Let-

ters, Diary and Reminiscences (1922). She died on 
November 20, 1940.

Further Reading
Dubois, Ellen Carol. Harriot Stanton Blatch and the 

Winning of Woman Suffrage. New Haven: Yale 
University Press, 1997.

Bloomer, Amelia (Amelia Jenks Bloomer) 
(1818–1894) suffragist, editor, prohibitionist, 
journalist Amelia Jenks Bloomer was born on 
May 27, 1818, in Homer, New York. She taught 
school at 17, worked as a governess, and then 
married Dexter C. Bloomer, a newspaper editor, 
in 1840, omitting the word “obey” from her 
vows; they settled in Seneca Falls, New York. 
Although she was present at the 1848 SENECA 
FALLS CONVENTION, Amelia Bloomer did not 
actively participate. In 1849, she inaugurated 
The Lily, a monthly newspaper devoted to the 
TEMPERANCE MOVEMENT and other women’s rights 
issues. Although regarded as conservative by 
her peers in the movement, Bloomer became an 
outspoken advocate of freedom of dress after 
seeing Elizabeth Smith Miller (a cousin of ELIZA-
BETH CADY STANTON) wearing a costume of short 
skirts over large, Turkish-style pantaloons. This 
form of dress came to be known as the “Bloomer 
Costume.” Ultimately, Bloomer and others aban-
doned the costume, fearing that the public ridi-
cule it attracted would detract from other more 
substantive causes. In 1855, the Bloomers moved 
to Council Bluffs, Iowa, where Amelia Bloomer 
devoted herself to suffrage and other social 
reform causes and where she died on December 
30, 1894.

Further Reading
Bloomer, Dexter C. Life and Writings of Amelia Bloomer. 

(1895) New York: Schocken Books, 1975.

Blow, Susan (Susan Elizabeth Blow) (1843–
1916) education reformer Born on June 7, 1843, 
in Carondelet, Missouri, Susan Elizabeth Blow 
opened the first successful public kindergarten 
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in the United States. She joined the kindergarten 
movement under the inspiration of Friedrich 
Foebels, who argued the importance of kinder-
garten (meaning early childhood education from 
ages three to seven) in nurturing a child prop-
erly. The kindergarten movement, which started 
in Germany, emphasized socializing between 
children of similar ages, playing games to 
encourage social development, and the develop-
ment of a sense of self. During a trip to Ger-
many, Blow became interested in the kindergarten 
movement, and she studied in New York with 
one of Froebel’s disciples. Blow argued that the 
role women were to play in early childhood 
development necessitated their own education. 
She opened the first public school kindergarten 
in 1873 in St. Louis. Within 10 years, every pub-
lic school in St. Louis had a kindergarten. Blow 
taught in the kindergarten and trained teachers. 
After a long illness, she returned to kindergar-
ten reform, but the emphasis of the kindergarten 
movement had shifted away from learning 
through play to school preparation. Blow con-
tinued to lecture on Froebel’s technique and 
published numerous books about Froebel’s 
teachings (Symbolic Education, Educational Issues 
in Kindergarten). She also taught at Teacher’s 
College of Columbia University. She died on 
March 26, 1916, in New York City.

Further Reading
Froebel, Friedrich, Hernietta R. Eliot, and Susan 

Blow. The Mottoes and Commentaries of Friedrich 
Froebel’s Mother Play. New York: D. Appleton and 
Company, 1895.

—Claire Curtis

Bly, Nellie (Elizabeth Cochrane Seaman) 
(1864–1922) journalist, businesswoman, social 
reformer Elizabeth Jane Cochrane was born on 
May 5, 1864, in Cochran’s Mills, Pennsylvania. 
Her father was a prominent judge, who died 
without a will shortly after her birth. Her mother 
had no claim to the family’s property, and the 
estate was auctioned. Biographers believe Nellie 

Bly’s passion for women’s rights stemmed from 
the helplessness she and her family felt after her 
father’s death.

Cochrane’s first job in journalism came 
when she was 19 years old. In response to a 
sexist editorial, she wrote an anonymous let-
ter to the editor of the Pittsburgh Dispatch 
signed “Lonely Orphan Girl.” The editor was 
so impressed with the letter that he ran an ad 
asking that the author introduce herself. When 
she presented herself the next day, the editor 
hired her, and she began to write articles under 
the pen name Nellie Bly. Bly’s articles focused 
on women’s rights and investigative reporting 
to advance social justice and reforms. In 1887, 
she joined the staff of Joseph Pulitzer’s New York 
World. She immediately went undercover in a 
women’s lunatic asylum, launching the “stunt 
age” in which women reporters risked their 
lives to break into the limelight of male-domi-
nated newsrooms. When editors of the World 
suggested that they send a male reporter to beat 
Jule’s Verne’s fictional character Phileas Fogg’s 
record for traveling around the world in 80 days, 
Bly threatened to do it for another newspaper 
if she was not given the assignment. She beat 
the record by more than a week, and when she 
returned to New York on January 25, 1890, she 
was greeted by parades, fireworks, and massive 
crowds. Bly’s trip was memorialized in a board 
game, “Around the World with Nellie Bly,” and 
on numerous Victorian trade cards. Her travel-
ogue increased paper sales of the World substan-
tially, but when Pulitzer denied her a bonus for 
her efforts, she resigned.

In 1895, Bly married Robert Livingston 
Seaman and retired from journalism. When 
Seaman died 10 years later, Bly took over his 
manufacturing company and instituted a num-
ber of labor reforms. Unfortunately, the com-
pany went bankrupt, and she fled to Europe 
just in time to return to reporting from behind 
the front lines during World War I. Bly returned 
to the United States in 1919 and reported for 
the New York Evening Journal until her death on 
January 27, 1922.
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Further Reading
Kroeger, Brooke. Nellie Bly: Daredevil, Reporter, Femi-

nist. New York: Three Rivers Press, 1995.

bona fide occupational qualification 
(BFOQ) TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 
OF 1964 prohibits discrimination in employ-
ment because of race, sex, religion, or national 
origin. Men and women can be treated differ-
ently under the act if sex is determined to be a 
bona fide occupational qualification (BFOQ); 
in other words, an employer must prove that 
only one sex can perform the job. In using 
BFOQ as a defense in sex discrimination litiga-
tion, the employer must show “reasonable 
necessity” for his or her actions. It is not suffi-
cient to demonstrate that customers prefer one 
sex to the other. The employer must demon-
strate that hiring only men or only women is 
reasonably necessary to the normal operation 
of that particular business. For example, a 
sperm bank can legitimately refuse to hire 
women as donors, and men may be excluded 
from jobs as wet nurses.

In 1992, seven men argued that Hooters 
restaurant discriminated against them when 
they refused to hire males in front-of-house 
positions. Hooters argued that they were pro-
viding “vicarious sexual recreation” and there-
fore attempted to use female sexuality as a 
BFOQ. Since Hooters advertises itself as a fam-
ily restaurant and not a sex business, Hooter’s 
BFOQ did not hold up in court. Hooters settled 
with the plaintiffs for nearly $4 million dollars 
and agreed to create three gender-neutral posi-
tions called “Hooters Persons.” The restaurant 
continues to hire only females as “Hooters 
Girls.”

Further Reading
Dunlap, Mary C. Sex Discrimination in Employment: 

Application of Title VII. Santa Cruz: Community 
Law Reports, 1975.

Fredman, Sandra. Women and the Law. New York: 
Oxford University Press, 1997.

Bonney, Mary (Mary Lucinda Bonney) 
(1816–1900) educator, reformer Born in Ham-
ilton, New York, on June 8, 1816, Bonney was a 
teacher, the founder of the Chestnut Street 
Female Seminary in Philadelphia and president 
and cofounder of the Indian Treaty-Keeping and 
Protective Association. Bonney was educated at 
the Troy Female Seminary and taught through-
out the eastern United States before settling in 
Philadelphia. She was principal of the Chestnut 
Street Seminary for 38 years; in her last five 
years, the seminary was moved to Ogontz, 
Pennsylvania, and renamed the Ogontz School 
for Young Ladies.

Active in both the WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEM-
PERANCE UNION and in mission work for her 
church, Bonney turned her focus to American 
Indian issues when the possibility arose that 
lands previously reserved to tribes in treaties 
would be made available to white farmers for pur-
chase. She started by collecting petitions to pres-
ent to President Rutherford B. Hayes demanding 
that he uphold the treaties. Each petition drive 
was more successful than the earlier one, and 
she soon started the Indian Treaty-Keeping and 
Protective Association (later renamed the Wom-
en’s National Indian Association) with AMELIA 
STONE QUINTON. In 1882, Quinton drafted the 
text of a proposal to allot land (usually 160 
acres) in reservation to individual; the associa-
tion received 100,000 signatures on the petition. 
Native Americans, replacing a system of land 
allocation to tribes as a whole. This proposal was 
made law in 1887 with the passage of the Dawes 
Act (named after Henry Dawes, the senator who 
presented the petition to the U.S. Senate). It was 
thought that this act would help protect Indian 
lands; in addition, Bonney and Quinton both 
believed that land ownership itself would lead 
to further assimilation of Indians into white, 
Christian culture.

After the passage of the Dawes Act, Bonney 
continued with missionary work among Ameri-
can Indians. She died on July 24, 1900.

—Claire Curtis
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Bono, Mary (Mary Whitaker Bono) (1961– ) 
congresswoman Mary Whitaker Bono was born 
in Cleveland, Ohio, on October 24, 1961, but 
moved to southern California in 1963. She grad-
uated from the University of Southern California 
in 1984. She is the widow of congressman and 
former singer Sonny Bono, who died in a skiing 
accident on January 5, 1998. Mary Bono won the 
Republican nomination for the special election 
to succeed him, taking office on April 7, 1998. 
She won a full term the following November and 
has been reelected four times with no serious 
opposition. Bono is one of four representatives 
currently serving and elected to their seats fol-
lowing the deaths of their husbands.

Mary Bono is characterized as a moder-
ate-to-liberal member of Congress. She chose 
not to attend the 2004 Republican National 
Convention because of her objection to several 
planks in the party’s platform. She is a member 
of the Republican Main Street Partnership, the 
Republican Majority for Choice, Republicans for 
Choice, the WISH LIST and CHRISTINE TODD WHIT-
MAN’s Its My Party Too. In the 109th Congress, 
Mary Bono served on the House Committee on 
Energy and Commerce.

See also WIDOW’S TRADITION.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Bono, Mary.” In Biographical Directory of the United 
States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 
URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodis-
play.pl?index=B001228. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

“Representative Mary Whitaker Bono (CA).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_=BCA16669. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Bordallo, Madeleine (Medeleine Zeien 
Bordallo) (1933– ) congressional delegate 
Madeleine Bordallo, a resident of Tamuning, 

Guam, was born in Minnesota on May 31, 
1933. She moved to Guam at the age of 14 and 
graduated from George Washington High 
School in Mangilao, Guam, in 1951 and subse-
quently attended St. Mary’s College in South 
Bend, Indiana. She graduated from the College 
of St. Catherine’s in St. Paul, Minnesota, with a 
degree in vocal music. Bordallo began her pub-
lic career as a local radio and television broad-
caster in 1954. She was elected to the Guam 
legislature in 1980 and reelected to four addi-
tional terms. Her late husband, Ricardo Bor-
dallo, served as governor of Guam from 1975 to 
1979, and again from 1983 to 1987. In 1990, 
Ricardo Bordallo wrapped himself in the Guam 
flag and shot himself to avoid a prison term for 
bribery. That year, Madeleine Bordallo was a 
candidate for governor, but she lost. From 1995 
to 2002, she served two consecutive terms as 
Guam’s first woman lieutenant governor. In 
2002, she was elected as a Democrat to the U.S. 
House of Representatives, serving as a delegate 
of Guam from January 3, 2003, to the present. 
The first woman to represent the South Pacific 
island in Congress, she ran unopposed in 
2006.

In the 109th Congress, Bordallo is a mem-
ber of the Armed Services Committee, serving 
on the subcommittees on Readiness and Pro-
jection Forces. Congresswoman Bordallo also 
serves as secretary of the Congressional Asian 
Pacific American Caucus. She is a member of the 
U.S.-Philippines Friendship Caucus, the Korean 
Caucus, the Army Caucus, and the Navy/Marine 
Corps Caucus, the Travel and Tourism Caucus, 
and the Women’s Caucus.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Bordallo, Madeleine.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=B001245. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.
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Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BGU01062. Accessed on 
January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Boxer, Barbara (Barbara Levy Boxer) 
(1940– ) U.S. senator Barbara Boxer was born 
Barbara Levy in Brooklyn, New York, on Novem-
ber 11, 1940. She attended public schools in 
Brooklyn and graduated from Wingate High 
School in 1958. In 1962, she graduated from 
Brooklyn College with a degree in economics, and 
later that same year, she married Stewart Boxer. 
For the next three years, she worked as a stock-
broker while her husband went to law school. 
Later, the couple moved to Greenbrae, Marin 
County, California, and had two children. During 
the 1970s, Boxer worked as a journalist for the 
Pacific Sun and as a congressional aide.

Barbara Boxer started her career in public 
life when she was elected to the Marin County 
Board of Supervisors in 1976. In 1980, she was 
chosen as the first woman to chair the Board of 
Supervisors; she was later reelected to a second 
term. In 1982, she was elected to represent the 
northern San Francisco Bay Area in the U.S. 
House of Representatives. As a representative, 
Boxer served on the powerful Armed Services 
Committee, and in 1984 she exposed the air 
force’s purchase of a $7,622 coffeemaker. After 
10 years in the House, she decided to run for 
a seat in the Senate, seeking to replace retiring 
senator Alan Cranston.

In 1992, Boxer was elected to the Senate, 
defeating Bruce Herschensohn, a conservative 
television commentator, by 5 percentage points 
after a last-minute revelation that Herschenson 
had attended a strip club. In 1998, she was 
reelected for a second term, beating Matt Fong, 
a former state treasurer, by 10 percentage points. 
She had thought she would retire in 2004 but 
then decided to recontest her seat to “fight for 
the right to dissent” against conservatives like 
Tom DeLay. After facing no Democratic oppo-

sition in the 2004 election, Boxer decisively 
defeated Republican candidate Bill Jones, a for-
mer California secretary of state, by a margin 
of 20 percent, garnering the highest number of 
votes in the history of direct elections for the 
U.S. Senate (with 6,955,728 votes) in the nation’s 
most populous state, and the third highest vote 
total in the country in 2004.

Senator Boxer serves on the Senate Com-
mittees on Commerce, Foreign Relations, and 
Environment and Public Works, is the Demo-
cratic Chief Deputy Whip, and serves on the 
Democratic Policy Committee’s Committee on 
Oversight and Investigations. A liberal Demo-
crat, she is known for her advocacy of the 
environment and women’s rights, as well as her 
stand against sexual harassment. As a congress-
woman, she was a leader among House women 
who had sought to challenge the nomination of 
Clarence Thomas to the Supreme Court.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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id=S0105103. Accessed on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Bradwell, Myra (Myra Colby Bradwell) 
(1831–1894) lawyer, editor, Supreme Court plain-
tiff Myra Colby was born on February 12, 
1831, in Manchester, Vermont, to Eben Colby 
and Abigail Willey Colby. She was educated at a 
girl’s finishing school in Kenosha, Wisconsin, 
and later attended a seminary where she pre-
pared to be a teacher. After moving to Illinois 
with her family, she met and married James 
Bradwell in 1852. Following a brief residency in 
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Memphis, where Myra worked as a teacher, the 
Bradwells returned to Illinois, where John pros-
pered in law and politics. Although Myra began 
to study law informally, her formal law training 
began a few years later when James was accepted 
to the Illinois bar and she apprenticed as a law-
yer in her husband’s office. In 1868, she founded 
the Chicago Legal News, the most widely circu-
lated legal newspaper in the United States for 
nearly two decades.

On August 2, 1869, Myra Bradwell passed 
the Illinois law exam; circuit judge E. S. Wil-
liam and state attorney Charles H. Reed signed 
her qualification documents. In September, she 
applied for the bar and included an additional 
document with her application addressing the 
issue of her sex. She quoted chapter 90, sec-
tion 28 of the Illinois Revised Statues: “When 
any party or person is described or referred 
to by words importing the masculine gender, 
females as well as males, shall be deemed to 
be included.” The Illinois Supreme Court, 
however, denied her admission to the bar, not 
because of her sex but because she was a mar-
ried woman. Under the doctrine of COVERTURE, 
a married woman’s person and all rights were 
“covered” by her husband. For this reason, 
Myra Bradwell was not considered an indi-
vidual in her own right and therefore could not 
legally act on behalf of others in the practice 
of law.

Bradwell appealed her case but was again 
denied a law license, this time because of her 
sex. The state of Illinois claimed that since the 
legislature was silent on the question of women 
practicing law, it must not have intended for 
women to be included in the profession. Fur-
thermore, the court claimed that if one woman 
was allowed into a civil office, then all civil 
offices would be filled with women. Bradwell 
then appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court. In 
Bradwell V. Illinois (83 U.S. 130, 1872), her 
attorney argued that women had the right to 
be admitted to the law profession, even though 
they did not have the right to vote. The opinion, 
authored by Justice Samuel Freeman Miller, sim-

ply upheld the Illinois Supreme Court’s ruling. 
In a concurring opinion, however, Justice Joseph 
Philo Bradley argued that women were unfit not 
only for the practice of law, but for most civil 
occupations as well. In doing so, he articulated 
the prevailing social argument against women’s 
participation in the public sphere:

Man is, or should be, woman’s protector and 
defender. The natural and proper timidity and 
delicacy which belongs to the female sex evi-
dently unfits it for many of the occupations of 
civil life. The constitution of the family organiza-
tion, which is founded in the divine ordinance, 
as well as in the nature of things, indicates the 
domestic sphere as that which properly belongs 
to the domain and functions of womanhood. 
The harmony, not to say identity, of interest and 
views which belong, or should belong, to the 
family institution is repugnant to the idea of 
a woman adopting a distinct and independent 
career from that of her husband. So firmly fixed 
was this sentiment in the founders of the com-
mon law that it became a maxim of that system 
of jurisprudence that a woman had no legal 
existence separate from her husband, who was 
regarded as her head and representative in the 
social state; and, notwithstanding some recent 
modifications of this civil status, many of the 
special rules of law flowing from and dependent 
upon this cardinal principle still exist in full 
force in most States. One of these is, that a mar-
ried woman is incapable, without her husband’s 
consent, of making contracts which shall be 
binding on her or him. This very incapacity was 
one circumstance which the Supreme Court of 
Illinois deemed important in rendering a mar-
ried woman incompetent fully to perform the 
duties and trusts that belong to the office of an 
attorney and counselor.

It is true that many women are unmar-
ried and not affected by any of the duties, 
complications, and incapacities arising out 
of the married state, but these are exceptions 
to the general rule. The paramount destiny 
and mission of woman are to fulfil the noble 
and benign offices of wife and mother. This 
is the law of the Creator. And the rules of 
civil society must be adapted to the general 
constitution of things, and cannot be based 
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upon exceptional cases. Ironically, before the 
U.S. Supreme Court handed down its opinion 
in the case, the Illinois legislature passed a 
law stating: “No person shall be precluded or 
debarred from any occupation, profession, or 
employment (except military) on account of 
sex.” In 1873, the same year the U.S. Supreme 
Court refused Bradwell’s appeal, Alta M. Hulett 
was admitted to the Illinois bar and became 
the first woman attorney in Illinois. In order 
for Bradwell be admitted under the new state 
statute, she would have to reapply but refused 
to do so, stating, “My business had acquired 
such dimensions by the time the barriers to my 
admittance to the Bar were removed that I had 
no time to give to law practice and I didn’t care 
to be admitted just for the privilege of putting 
‘Attorney’ after my name.”

Bradwell continued to work on the Chicago 
Legal News as the journal’s publisher, busi-
ness manager, and editor in chief. She used her 
paper to shape legal opinion and as a vehicle to 
advance women’s rights. She and her husband 
were an influential advocacy team as well. 
Together, they worked to enact several laws 
advancing women’s rights, namely the Married 
Women’s Property Act (1872) and Equal Guard-
ianship of Children (1873).

In 1890, the Supreme Court of Illinois 
granted Bradwell her license to practice law. 
Two years later, the U.S. Supreme Court did 
the same thing, with the help of the attorney 
general of the United States, Henry Harrison 
Miller. Both courts granted her license nunc pro 
tunc (now for then). Her official documents were 
dated 1869, the original year Bradwell applied, 
effectively making her the first woman lawyer 
in Illinois. Bradwell died of cancer on February 
14, 1894.

Further Reading
Drachman, Virginia G. Sisters in Law: Women Lawyers 

in Modern American History. Cambridge, Mass.: 
Harvard University Press, 1998.
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Biography of Myra Bradwell. Buffalo, N.Y.: Pro-
metheus Books, 1993.

Brant, Molly (Koñwatsi’tsiaiéñni, Mary 
Brant) (ca. 1736–1796) tribal leader, philan-
thropist Molly (also known as Mary) Brant, or 
Koñwatsi’tsiaiéñni, was born around 1736 to 
Onondago and Wyandot parents in the Upper 
Mohawk castle, Canajohari, in New York. 
Through Brant’s work as a diplomat and states-
person, her life served as a cultural bridge 
between the Iroquois and the British during the 
18th century. During her childhood in the 
home of her stepfather, Canagaraduncka Brant, 
she received a European education. In 1752, 
Brant married Sir William Johnson, the first 
superintendent of the Indians of British North 
America, in a traditional Mohawk ceremony; 
the union produced at least seven children. 
Johnson never recognized Brant as anything 
except his “faithful housekeeper,” but upon his 
death in 1774, Brant inherited all of his land 
and wealth.

Brant was a clan mother and head of a society 
of matrons who held great influence over coun-
cils of war and traditional Iroquois government. 
In this position, Brant held substantial economic 
power and controlled agricultural land use and 
the food supply. During the War for American 
Independence, Brant consistently encouraged 
the Iroquois Confederation to continue its sup-
port for Britain, and she is often hailed as one 
of the Loyalist heroes of the war. After the 1783 
Treaty of Paris, Brant and her children were 
forced to flee to Quebec with 7,000 other Loyal-
ist refugees. After the hostilities ended, Brant 
received a pension and compensation for her 
tremendous wartime losses. She built a house in 
Kingston, Ontario, where she died on April 16, 
1796. She was buried in the churchyard at St. 
Paul’s Anglican Church in Kingston.

Further Reading
Grumet, Robert Steven. Northeastern Indian Lives, 

1632–1816. Amherst: University of Massachusetts 
Press, 1996.

Kenny, Maurice. Tekonwatoni, Molly Brant, 1735–1795: 
Poems of War. Fredonia, N.Y.: White Pine Press, 
1992.
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Purdue, Theda. Sifters: Native American Women’s Lives. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001.

—Sharon Romero

Braun, Carol Moseley (Carole Elizabeth 
Boseley Braun) (1947– ) U.S. senator, ambas-
sador Largely unknown outside of Illinois, 
Carol Moseley Braun became YEAR OF THE WOM-
AN’s (1992) biggest (and most surprising) victor 
when she defeated two-term incumbent senator 
Alan Dixon in the Democratic primary and 
went on to win the seat in the November elec-
tion, making her the first black woman in the 
U.S. Senate. Braun was born Carole Elizabeth 
Moseley on August 16, 1947, in Chicago, Illi-
nois. Her father, Joseph, was a police officer and 
her mother, Edna, a medical technician. Carol 
Moseley earned a bachelor’s degree in political 
science from the University of Illinois, Chicago 
(1969), and a law degree from the University of 
Chicago Law School (1972). In 1973, she mar-
ried Michael Braun, and the couple had one son, 
Matthew, before divorcing in 1986. After being 
admitted to the Illinois bar in 1973, Carol 
worked as a prosecutor, with the office of the 
United States Attorney in Chicago from 1973 to 
1977. In 1978, she won a seat in the Illinois 
House of Representatives, where she served 
until 1988, rising to the position of assistant 
majority leader. As a legislator, she was highly 
regarded and focused on education reform. 
Prior to her election to the U.S. Senate, she was 
elected as the recorder of deeds for Cook 
County, Illinois (from 1988 to 1992), the first 
African American elected to an executive posi-
tion in the county.

Braun intended to seek reelection as recorder 
of deeds when on July 1, 1991, President George 
H. W. Bush nominated Clarence Thomas to the 
U.S. Supreme Court seat vacated by retiring 
Justice Thurgood Marshall. Braun was a public 
critic of the nomination, arguing that Thomas 
lacked the judicial record and experience to be 
serving on the highest court. When allegations 

by ANITA HILL were used to change the focus 
of the nomination process from intellectual 
caliber to allegations of SEXUAL HARASSMENT, the 
U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee was forced to 
extend the confirmation hearings. Anita Hill’s 
testimony before the committee was televised, 
and millions of Americans watched the hear-
ings. The image of an all-white, all-male Senate 
committee grilling a black woman, often in a 
condescending way, outraged millions of women, 
including Braun. In an interview with Ebony 
magazine, Braun said “The whole thing was 
an embarrassment. . . . To be honest, I couldn’t 
bring myself to watch the hearings full time.” 
When Illinois senator Alan Dixon cast his vote to 
confirm Thomas, it was understood as another of 
the many ways in which “men just didn’t get” the 
seriousness of sexual harassment. Democratic 
leaders in Illinois began to focus on Braun as a 
candidate to replace Dixon in the Senate. In addi-
tion to his pro-Thomas vote, Dixon had voted 
with the Republican president 58 percent of the 
time, more so than any other northern Democrat, 
making him susceptible to replacement.

Although Braun received support from all 
corners of the state prior to announcing her 
candidacy, defeating an incumbent with a large 
campaign war chest and a 43-year career in poli-
tics was a different matter. She received endorse-
ments from only two members of the Illinois 
congressional delegation, and even Senator Paul 
Simon, whose own 1990 reelection campaign 
Braun had cochaired, endorsed Dixon. Braun 
ran a grassroots, “outsider” campaign to capi-
talize on the strong anti-incumbent national 
sentiment. However, her campaign was beset 
by organizational problems and staff resigna-
tions, and she attracted little financial support 
(although GLORIA STEINEM helped with fund-
raising). A third candidate in the party pri-
mary, Alfred Hofeld, a multimillionaire personal 
injury lawyer, spent more than $5 million on 
ads depicting Dixon as an entrenched incum-
bent out of touch with his Illinois constituency, 
prompting Dixon to respond with $2 million 
in ads in his own defense. Braun benefited by 
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staying out of the negative fray. Instead she 
traveled the state speaking about job creation, 
universal health care, and increasing support 
for education, while promising to bring much-
needed diversity to the U.S. Senate. When all of 
the votes were counted, Braun won the primary 
with 38 percent of the vote to Dixon’s 35 percent 
and Hofeld’s 27 percent share.

At the 1992 Democratic Convention, six of 
the 16 women running for the U.S. Senate were 
introduced on stage before a national television 
audience in an attempt to highlight the fresh per-
spective Democrats would bring to Washington 
with Bill Clinton in the White House and more 
women in the Congress. Braun’s campaign was 
widely touted by national FEMINIST groups, but 
within the state it was again beset by scandal and 
organizational problems. There were questions 
about proceeds from the sale of family-owned 
land relative to Braun’s mother’s nursing home 
bills and Medicaid rules. When Braun admitted 
to mishandling the money, her poll numbers 
plummeted. Her opponent, Republican Richard 
Williamson, tried to capitalize on the story by 
attacking her integrity. Ultimately, on November 
3, 1992, she won by a margin of 10 percentage 
points, making her the first African-American 
woman to be elected to the U.S. Senate. Braun 
joined BARBARA BOXER, DIANNE FEINSTEIN and 
PATTI MURRAY as one of four new women in the 
U.S. Senate, raising the total to six (prior to the 
election, Senators NANCY KASSEBAUM and BARBARA 
MIKULSKI were the only two women in the Sen-
ate). She won an immediate spot on the Judiciary 
Committee, and in 1995 she won a seat on the 
powerful Senate Finance Committee, making 
her the first woman to do so for a full term.

Braun’s record in the Senate is widely regarded 
as a positive one, although the specter of scan-
dal never completely disappeared. She worked 
as a staunch advocate for equal opportunity. 
She focused her legislative work on educational 
reform, environmental clean-up (sponsoring a 
brownfields tax law), farm legislation, and trans-
portation funding important to Illinois, and she 
served as an effective voice for the recognition 

of underrepresented groups by sponsoring the 
Sacagawea dollar coin and the authorization of 
the National Park Service’s historic preservation 
of the Underground Railroad. At the same time, 
she visited Nigeria on vacation in 1996, a deci-
sion that was regarded as support for General 
Sani Abacha, authoritarian ruler of Nigeria with 
a terrible human rights record. There were also 
charges that Braun used campaign donations 
to cover personal expenses, including jewelry, 
clothing, and trips to foreign countries, as well 
as those related to an ensuing IRS investigation. 
The charges were never verified. By the end of her 
first term in 1998, she was politically vulnerable. 
She lost her reelection bid to Republican Peter 
Fitzgerald by a margin of 51 to 47 percent.

Following her defeat, Braun announced 
that she was retiring from politics. She vowed to 
refocus her attention on education. She worked 
briefly as a consultant to the U.S. Department of 
Education before being nominated as the ambas-
sador to New Zealand and Somoa by the Clinton 
administration. She returned to the United 
States from New Zealand in 2001 and accepted 
a position as visiting distinguished professor at 
Morris Brown College. She later taught business 
law at DePaul University.

In 2003, Carol Moseley Braun established 
an exploratory committee in anticipation of the 
Democratic presidential nomination in 2004. 
She told Black Enterprise magazine that she was 
in the race “to ensure that the American dream 
finally gets extended to all Americans without 
regard to race, color, or gender.” The NATIONAL 
ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW) and the 
NATIONAL WOMEN’S POLITICAL CAUCUS endorsed 
her candidacy. On September 22, 2003, Braun 
formally announced her candidacy for the Dem-
ocratic Party’s nomination for president. She ran 
on the primary ballot in 20 states, at the time a 
record for any woman, but withdrew from the 
race on January 15, 2004 (four days before the 
Iowa caucuses) giving her support to fellow can-
didate Howard Dean. In honor of her candidacy, 
she was awarded the 2004 Ms. President Award 
by the Ms. President PAC and American Women 
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Presidents, organizations dedicated to encour-
aging women’s candidacy for president. Braun 
currently heads a private law firm in Chicago, 
Moseley Braun LLC, and has recently launched 
a line of organic food products under the label 
Ambassador Organics.

Bray v. Alexandria Women’s Health Clinic 
(506 U.S. 263) (1993) In this case, various 
abortion clinics sued OPERATION RESCUE, an 
unincorporated association whose members 
oppose abortion, as well as six individuals. 
Among its many activities, Operation Rescue 
organizes antiabortion demonstrations in which 
participants trespass on and obstruct general 
access to the premises of abortion clinics. The 
main issue was whether there was a federal 
course of action when the protestors picketed, 
trespassed, and otherwise obstructed women 
going into and out of the clinics. In order for 
there to be a federal issue, the protected class 
would have to be defined as all women—in 
other words, that the protestors held an animus 
against women in general. The U.S. Supreme 
Court found no such animus, instead defining 
the animus as only the abortion itself. The Court 
noted that there were men and women on both 
sides of this issue, and therefore it was obvious 
that there was no animus toward women in gen-
eral and thus no federally protected class. The 
court pointed out that were numerous state rem-
edies for trespass and obstruction and that the 
clinics should look there for relief.

Further Reading
Bridgeman, Jo, and Susan Millns. Law and Body Poli-

tics: Regulating the Female Body. Brookfield, Vt.: 
Dartmouth Press, 1995.

—Marsha Hass

Breckinridge, Sophonisba (Sophonisba 
Preston Breckinridge) (1866–1948) lawyer, 
political scientist, social reformer, suffragist Born 
in Lexington, Kentucky, on April 1, 1866, 

Sophonisba Breckinridge became the first woman 
admitted to the Kentucky bar in 1895. She grad-
uated from Wellesley College in 1888, worked as 
a schoolteacher, and studied law in her father’s 
office. Rather than practice law, she enrolled at 
the University of Chicago. In 1901, she became 
the first woman to receive a Ph.D. in political 
science, and just three years later, she became 
the first woman to graduate from the University 
of Chicago Law School.

From 1907 to 1921, Breckinridge lived in 
the HULL-HOUSE settlement. She began teaching 
at the Chicago School of Civics and Philan-
thropy, becoming a full professor by 1925. Her 
work in the area of social work education gar-
nered international attention. Consistent with 
the philosophy of her colleague EDITH ABBOTT, 
Breckinridge advocated for a larger state role 
in public welfare. Abbott and Breckinridge 
cofounded the Social Service Review in 1927. 
Breckinridge was also active in politics, run-
ning unsuccessfully for Chicago alderman on 
the Progressive Party ticket in 1912. She was a 
member of the WOMEN’S PEACE PARTY, a delegate 
to the International Congress of Women (1915), 
a member of the Women’s International League 
of Peace and Freedom, and an activist in the 
women’s SUFFRAGE movement. Breckinridge was 
the author of 12 books and numerous scholarly 
articles on industrialization, immigration, and 
urbanization. Her training in law made her an 
effective lobbyist and policy advocate for the 
interests of women and children. She died on 
July 30, 1948, at the age of 82.

Further Reading
Abbott, Edith. “Sophonisba Preston Breckinridge Over 

the Years.” Social Service Review 22 (1948): 
416–423.

Fitzpatrick, Ellen. Endless Crusade: Women Social Sci-
entists and Progressive Reform. New York: Oxford 
University Press, 1990.

Breedlove v. Suttles (302 U.S. 277) (1937) 
This case involves the Georgia poll tax collected 
from every resident in the state. Citizens under 
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21 or over 60 years of age, the blind, and women 
who chose not to register to vote were exempt 
from the tax. In 1936, Nolen R. Breedlove, a 28-
year-old male, applied to register to vote but 
refused to pay the poll tax. When the registrar 
denied Breedlove’s application, he sued the tax 
collector Earl Suttles, claiming that the poll tax 
violated his constitutional rights under the 
Fourteenth and Nineteenth Amendments. 
Although the court agreed that the poll tax was 
a requisite to voting, it rejected the notion that 
paying or failing to pay the tax either conferred 
or denied a person the right to vote. In consider-
ing Breedlove’s challenges to the exemptions, 
the court upheld each of them. Justice Pierce 
Butler, writing for the majority, reinforced the 
social stereotypes of women as dependents of 
their husbands: “In view of burdens necessarily 
borne by them [women] for the preservation of 
the race, the State reasonably may exempt them 
from poll taxes. . . . The laws of Georgia declare 
the husband to be the head of the family and the 
wife to be subject to him. . . . To subject her to 
the levy would be to add to his burden.” Ulti-
mately, the Twenty-fourth Amendment, ratified 
in 1964, prohibited poll taxes as discriminatory. 
Women continued to be “excused” from the 
responsibilities of citizenship well into the 
1970s.

See also TAYLOR V. LOUISIANA.

Further Reading
Lindgren, J. Ralph, Nadine Taub, Beth Ann Wolfson, 

and Carla M. Palumbo. The Law of Sex Discrimi-
nation, 3rd ed. Belmont, Calif.: Thomson Wad-
sworth, 2005.

Brent, Margaret (ca. 1601–1671) property 
owner, suffragist Born in England around 1601, 
Brent immigrated to the colony of Maryland in 
1638 with two brothers and a sister. The Brents 
were Catholics fleeing persecution in England, 
and Maryland was a Catholic colony, although 
one with many Protestants living within it. The 
Brents were related to the Calverts, the ruling 

family of Maryland, and each of the siblings was 
granted a large parcel of land. Margaret (and her 
sister) were allowed to own and run such prop-
erty as unmarried women; neither ever married.

In 1645, controversies between Protestants 
and Catholics in Maryland (related to similar 
controversies happening in England at this time) 
caused many settlers to move to the colony of 
Virginia, and the status of Catholics in Maryland 
was dire. Governor Leonard Calvert escaped to 
Virginia, returning in 1646 with troops to help 
defend the colony. Calvert died in 1647, leaving 
the troops unpaid and Margaret Brent as the 
executor of his will. This also gave her power 
of attorney over Lord Baltimore’s property (he 
was in London), as he was Calvert’s brother and 
Calvert had previously had such power. As a 
result of this circumstance, Brent appealed to 
the legislature of the colony that she deserved a 
vote both as a property owner and as executor of 
the will. She was denied on both counts, but she 
did successfully solve the crisis concerning the 
unpaid troops by liquidating Calvert’s assets and 
selling Lord Baltimore’s cattle. This sale angered 
Lord Baltimore on his return, despite his being 
told that “all would have gone to ruin” if it had 
not been for Brent’s work. The favor that Brent 
had been shown by the ruling authorities was 
lost. In 1651, Brent moved to Virginia, where she 
started another plantation, called Peace. She died 
there around 1671.

Brent’s actions as a landowning, unmarried 
woman made her well respected in her colony 
for her ability to solve its most serious crisis. 
Her abilities were clearly recognized by Calvert, 
as was her success as both a plantation owner 
and as representative of Calvert’s interests. Brent 
is remembered as the first woman in the colo-
nies to seek a vote.

Further Reading
Masson, Margaret W. Margaret Brent, c. 1601–c. 1671, 

Lawyer, Landholder, Entrepreneur. Centreville, Md.: 
Tidewater Press, 1977.

—Claire Curtis
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bridefare As a part of the national welfare 
reform movement in the early 1990s, states were 
granted waivers from federal regulations in 
order to develop pilot reform programs. Wis-
consin and West Virginia experimented with 
marriage incentives for unwed teens on welfare, 
termed bridefare. Under bridefare programs, the 
state added money to a family’s monthly welfare 
benefits if the man and woman married. Propo-
nents argue that marriage will stabilize families 
and reduce child poverty. Opponents worry that 
domestic violence will rise and maintain that 
marriage is only a cure for poverty when indi-
viduals are able to find stable jobs. In his first 
State of the Union address (2001), President 
George W. Bush proposed including $100 mil-
lion dollars a year in the federal budget for 
experimental programs to encourage welfare 
recipients to marry.

See also WELFARE POLICY; PERSONAL RESPON-
SIBILITY AND WORK OPPORTUNITY RECONCILIATION 
ACT OF 1996.

Further Reading
Pollitt, Katha. “$hotgun Weddings.” The Nation 4 Feb-

ruary 2002. Available online. URL: www.thenation.
com/dic/20020204/pollitt.

Brown, Corrine (1946– ) congressperson, 
activist Corrine Brown was born on November 
11, 1946, in Jacksonville, Florida, and educated 
at Florida A&M University, where she received a 
bachelor’s and master’s degree. She was elected 
to the Florida House of Representatives in 1982 
and served for 10 years before winning a U.S. 
House seat in Florida’s third congressional dis-
trict (1992). She generally has a liberal voting 
record in Congress but promotes military spend-
ing as a source of jobs for her district. In the 
109th Congress, she served on the Transporta-
tion and Infrastructure Committee and Veterans 
Affairs Committee and also served as vice chair 
of the Congressional Black Caucus. She is a 
member of the Congressional Black Caucus and 
the Congressional Progressive Caucus.

Controversy has followed Brown since the 
start of her national political career. A few 
weeks after becoming a member of the House of 
Representatives in 1993, the Federal Elections 
Commission (FEC) began an investigation. Her 
former campaign treasurer claimed Brown had 
neglected to take action against an aide who 
had committed forgery, and Brown admitted to 
the FEC that her federal campaign reports con-
tained several errors. In 1996, another investi-
gation was opened into charges that Brown had 
improperly received and spent a $10,000 check 
from an account used by National Baptist Con-
vention leader Henry J. Lyons for illegal activi-
ties. Brown admitted to receiving the check but 
denied she had used the money improperly. The 
ethics charges have hurt her very little at the 
polls. She ran unopposed for reelection in 2006 
and retains her seat.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Brown, Corrine.” In Biographical Directory of the 

United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=B000911. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Corrine Brown (FL).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=H0741103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Brown-Waite, Virginia (Ginny Brown-Waite) 
(1943– ) congressperson Virginia (Ginny) 
Brown-Waite was born on October 5, 1943, in 
Albany, New York, and educated at the State Uni-
versity of New York at Albany. She earned a mas-
ter’s degree in public administration from Russell 
Sage College in 1984. She served as a staffer in the 
New York State senate, eventually rising to legisla-
tive director. She moved to Brooksville, Florida, in 
the late 1980s, where she still lives. After serving 
one term as a county commissioner in Hernando 
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County, Florida, she was elected to the Florida 
State Senate as a Republican from Hernando 
County. She served as Senate majority whip from 
1999 to 2000 and was elected president pro tem of 
the state senate in 2000.

In 2002, Brown-Waite defeated the incum-
bent Representative Karen Thurman by a narrow 
margin to win the seat representing Florida’s 
fifth congressional district. Brown-Waite was 
one of three Republicans who voted against a 
bill to give Terri Schiavo’s parents the right to 
sue in federal court to keep her alive (Schiavo’s 
home is located in the fifth district). She opposes 
“abstinence-only” approach to sex education 
and opposes plans to privatize Social Security. 
Brown-Waite opposes abortion and gun control 
and proudly displays her pistol on visits back 
home to her district. She is also known for hav-
ing proposed the American Heroes Repatriation 
Act, a proposal to move American soldiers bur-
ied in France and Belgium back to the United 
States. In 2006, Brown-Waite defeated Democrat 
John Russell in the November general election.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Brown-Waite, Virginia (Ginny).” In Biographical Direc-

tory of the United States Congress, 1774–present. 
Available online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.
gov/scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=B001247. 
Accessed on January 8, 2007.

“Representative Virginia ‘Ginny’ Brown-Waite.” 
In Project Vote Smart. Available online. URL: 
http://votesmart.org/bio.php?can_id=BS026279. 
Accessed on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Buck, Pearl S. (Pearl Comfort Sydenstricker 
Buck) (1892–1973) author Born on June 26, 
1892, Pearl Comfort Sydenstricker was the fourth 
child of Caroline and Absalom Sydenstricker. At 
the time of her birth, Pearl’s parents were on 
leave from their work as Chinese missionaries. 
When Pearl was only a few months old, her par-

ents took the family back to China, where Pearl 
spent most of her early years.

Until she entered college in Virginia, 
Pearl received her education from her mother 
and a Chinese tutor. Shortly after graduating 
from Randolph-Macon Women’s College, Pearl 
returned to China when her mother became 
ill. There she met and married a young agri-
culturist, John Lossing Buck. It was during the 
couple’s three years in Anhwei, one of China’s 
poorest districts, that Pearl Buck gathered much 
of the material for her China-based stories, 
including The Good Earth.

From 1920 to 1933, Pearl and Lossing taught 
at Nanking University. During these years, Pearl 
gave birth to a severely retarded daughter, under-
went a hysterectomy, and adopted another daugh-
ter. In 1934, she moved to Pennsylvania to be 
near her institutionalized daughter. The following 

Pearl Buck, ca. 1932 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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year, she and Lossing divorced, and Pearl married 
publisher Richard Walsh, with whom she adopted 
six more children. In 1935, Pearl Buck received 
the Pulitzer Prize for The Good Earth, and in 1938 
she was awarded the Nobel Prize in literature, 
becoming the first American woman so honored. 
Pearl Buck died on March 6, 1973.

In addition to her literary accomplishments, 
Buck’s work against prejudice and for under-
standing and justice was significant. She served 
on the board of trustees for Howard University 
for 20 years and published numerous articles 
in journals of the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People and the Urban 
League. Buck and Walsh established the East 
and West Association in 1942 to further under-
standing between the West and Asia. The inter-
national Welcome House was founded by Buck 
in 1949 to coordinate adoptions for Asian and 
mixed-race children, the first agency to do so. 
In 1962, Buck created the Pearl S. Buck Founda-
tion, which still provides support for children in 
their Asian homelands.

Further Reading
Conn, Peter. Pearl S. Buck: A Cultural Biography. Lon-

don: Cambridge University Press, 1998.
Doyle, Paul A. Pearl S. Buck. Twayne’s United States 

Authors Series. New York: Twayne Publishers, 
1980.

Stirling, Nora. Pearl Buck: A Woman in Conflict. Piscat-
away, N.J.: New Century Publishers, 1983.

—Jean S. Hamm

Burns, Lucy (1879–1966) suffragist Born in 
Brooklyn on July 28, 1879, Lucy Burns was 
raised by parents who believed in the equal edu-
cation of boys and girls. She graduated from Vas-
sar College in 1902, and after a few years 
teaching in New York City, she went to England 
to pursue graduate work. While in England, 
Burns became involved in the Women’s Social 
and Political Union, was arrested, and went on 
hunger strike, a protest tactic she would take 
back to the United States.

In 1912, Burns returned and began working 
with ALICE PAUL to bring a more radical agenda 
to the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
ASSOCIATION (NAWSA). She and Paul went on 
to form the CONGRESSIONAL UNION FOR WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE (later referred to as the NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S PARTY) when their strategy and tactics 
were not embraced by NAWSA. She helped plan 
the march for SUFFRAGE in Washington in March 
1913, scheduling it to coincide with Wood-
row Wilson’s presidential inauguration to bring 
higher profile coverage to the issue of women’s 
right to vote. The march included more than 
8,000 women, all wearing white and demand-
ing the right to vote; they were led by New York 
suffragist Inez Mulholland on horseback. Paul 
and Burns planned to hold Wilson responsible 
for the lack of female suffrage, a departure from 
the more moderate attempts by CARRIE CHAPMAN 
CATT to reason with the president. Burns and 
Paul both brought a new spirit of radical demand 
to the women’s rights movement. Rather than 
ask for the vote by lobbying Congress, Burns 
demanded it forcefully, using tactics that upset 
men and many women as well.

Burns edited the suffrage journal The Suf-
fragist, which exhorted women in the West who 
could vote to vote against the administration in 
office (the Democrats), arguing that whoever 
was in the office of the presidency would be 
held responsible for the failure to push for the 
passage of the “Anthony Amendment” (after 
SUSAN B. ANTONY). This method of blaming the 
party in power (meaning the party that held the 
executive office) was a tactic used successfully 
in Britain. However, the party structure in Brit-
ain was stronger than in the United States, and 
many saw the move against Wilson as tactically 
rash, even foolhardy. Burns began picketing the 
White House constantly, even after the United 
States entered into World War I. She did not 
support the war, objecting to the many young 
men who would die needlessly in her view. She 
picketed the White House with a sign that read: 
“We shall fight for the things which we have 
always held nearest our hearts—for democracy, 
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for the right of those who submit to authority 
to have a voice in their own government.” This 
was a quotation from President Wilson’s own 
“war message” given on April 2, 1917, urging 
Congress to declare war on Germany, which 
was done four days later. Burns was subse-
quently arrested for picketing the White House 
during a time of war, but she and Paul persisted, 
urging the wives and daughters of prominent 
Wilson supporters to join in the picketing. 
While in prison, Burns, Paul, and other suffrag-
ists went on a hunger strike to further protest 
their arrest. Burns was able to refuse food for 
three weeks before she was force-fed. She was 
also beaten in prison for her refusal to eat. It 
was this violent action and the generally appall-
ing treatment the suffragists received in the 
workhouse that helped turn the tide of public 
support toward the women. Burns (who served 
more time in prison than any other suffragist) 
was released from prison with Alice Paul and 
others, and ultimately the charges against them 
were dropped. Burns and Paul had used nonvio-
lent direct action as civil rights activists would 
in the next generation. And, as with those 
activists, the violent reactions to their peaceful 
protests facilitated the gradual acceptance of 
their message.

Because of the change in public opinion, 
largely due to the tactics advocated by Burns 

and others, Congress set January 10, 1918, as a 
deadline to vote on the Anthony Amendment. 
President Wilson indicated his support of the 
amendment on January 9, and on January 10 
the House of Representatives finally passed the 
amendment that was first introduced by Susan 
B. Anthony in 1878. The Senate failed to pass 
the measure, and the House voted again in 1919 
to pass the amendment. On June 4 that year, 
the Senate approved the amendment, and the 
last state to ratify (Tennessee) did so on August 
26, 1920.

With the amendment passed, Burns moved 
back to Brooklyn, ended her political activism, 
and raised a niece left motherless by the death 
of her younger sister. She died in Brooklyn on 
December 22, 1966.
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—Claire Curtis

Bush, Barbara (Barbara Pierce Bush) 
(1925– ) first lady Barbara Bush was born 
Barbara Pierce in New York City on June 8, 
1925, to Marvin Pierce and Pauline Robinson 
Pierce; she was the third of their four children. 
Marvin Pierce worked for McCalls Publishing, 
and by 1946 he was president of the company. 
Primarily educated at private schools, Barbara 
attended Rye Country Day School before trans-
ferring to Ashley Hall, an exclusive private 
boarding school in Charleston, South Carolina, 
for her last two years of high school. As a junior, 
she attended a Christmas dance in Greenwich, 
Connecticut, and was introduced to George Her-
bert Walker Bush. George, a senior at the private 
boarding school Phillips Academy in Andover, 
Massachusetts, asked to see Barbara the next 

Lucy Burns, speaking to a crowd in Washington, D.C.
(LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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evening, and the couple continued to date 
throughout the Christmas holiday break from 
school.

Upon returning to school, George and Bar-
bara continued their courtship by correspon-
dence. As Barbara continued in school, George 
graduated and deferred college enrollment in 
order to join the U.S. Navy. By 1943, Barbara 
had graduated from Ashley Hall and George was 
commissioned as an ensign in the Navy. Before 
he was shipped overseas, the couple announced 
their engagement. George Bush was 19, Barbara 
was 18, and they became formally engaged in 
December 1943, setting their wedding date for 
December 19, 1944.

As Barbara entered into studies at Smith 
College, George began serving with a fighter 
squadron in the South Pacific. At Smith, Barbara 
was active in sports, serving as the captain of 
the freshman soccer team. Academics, however, 
took a backseat to athletics, fun, and George 
Bush. She dropped out of Smith at the start of 
her sophomore year to attend to the details of 
planning her wedding, but it was postponed 
when George Bush’s plane was shot down over 
Chichi Jima on September 2, 1944. For a month, 
he was listed as missing in action, but, rescued 
by a U.S. submarine, he returned home safely to 
Greenwich on Christmas Eve 1944. The couple 
were married on January 6, 1945.

During the first few months of their mar-
riage, George Bush received additional training 
with his squadron as the United States prepared 
for the final assault on Japan. Barbara joined 
him whenever she could, although the training 
took them to four different states. Following 
Japan’s surrender on August 14, 1945, George 
Bush was discharged from active duty, and the 
couple headed to New Haven, Connecticut, so 
that George could enroll in Yale University. 
Under the GI Bill, George was eligible for a 
special program that allowed him to graduate 
in three years; he graduated Phi Beta Kappa in 
1948. Rather than return to school herself, Bar-
bara decided to work part-time at the Yale Coop 
and begin their family. George Walker Bush was 

born in July 1946. The family moved to Odessa, 
Texas, where George had taken a job as an 
equipment clerk for Dresser Industries, a large 
company with oil-drilling subsidiaries. When 
he was promoted, the family moved to Califor-
nia, where he sold drilling bits for Dresser and 
where Pauline Robison (“Robin”) Bush was born 
in December 1949. In 1950, the Bushes returned 
to Midland, Texas, and George cofounded his 
own oil drilling company, the Bush-Overbey Oil 
Development Company; in 1953, the company 
merged with three others to form Zapata Oil.

George and Barbara were active in the 
Midland community, establishing a YMCA and 
raising funds for the United Way and Cancer 
Crusade. A third child, John Ellis (“Jeb”) was 

President and Mrs. Bush with their dog, Millie, in 
Kennebunkport, Maine, 1991
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born in 1953, but soon after his birth, Robin 
was diagnosed with acute leukemia. Although 
George and Barbara pursued aggressive forms 
of treatment at the Memorial Sloan-Ketter-
ing Cancer Institute in New York, Robin died 
seven months later in October 1953. The couple 
grieved intensely following their daughter’s 
death. However, three more children followed: 
Neil Mallon in 1955, Marvin Pierce in 1956, and 
Dorothy Walker (“Doro”) in 1959.

As George was establishing his business 
and beginning to think about politics and pub-
lic service, Barbara tended the children and 
established their home. Although neighbors and 
friends called her a “supermom,” Barbara later 
described the two decades of intensive child 
rearing as quite challenging. Between count-
less Little League games, illnesses and inju-
ries, hours of homework, and handholding, she 
described herself as “dormant” and admitted to 
some jealousy of her husband traveling around 
the world. Her life gained some focus when Neil 
was diagnosed with dyslexia, and her own com-
mitment to reading and literacy was channeled 
into working with him to overcome his reading 
problems. Although she does not credit Neil’s 
dyslexia with her later devotion to literacy as 
a cause, it certainly appears to have intensified 
her belief that reading and literacy are keys to 
success in life.

In 1959, the Bushes moved to Houston, 
and in three years later, George Bush’s political 
career began when local Republicans asked him 
to run for chair of the Republican Party of Har-
ris County, one of the largest in counties in the 
country. Barbara campaigned with him in all of 
the nearly 200 precincts and discovered that she 
enjoyed campaigning. Two years later, George 
Bush ran for the U.S. Senate, but lost. In 1966, 
he won a seat in the House of Representatives, 
and the family moved to Washington, D.C. He 
won reelection in 1968 but lost another bid for 
the U.S. Senate in 1970, even though he had the 
solid backing of President Richard Nixon.

Now out of elective office, George Bush was 
appointed to a number of posts in the Nixon and 

Ford administrations, including ambassador 
to the United Nations (1971–73), chair of the 
Republican National Committee (1973–74), U.S. 
envoy to China (1974–75), and director of the 
Central Intelligence Agency (1976–77). When 
Jimmy Carter was elected president in 1976, 
George Bush’s string of appointments came to an 
end. Barbara Bush had reportedly enjoyed most 
of his postings, but she did not believe he should 
chair the RNC due to the internal strife in the 
aftermath of Watergate. In addition, while both 
Bushes enjoyed the opportunities and freedom 
they had enjoyed in China, Barbara especially 
did not want to leave so soon when President 
Ford called George home to direct the strug-
gling CIA. An “empty nester” by that point, 
she found herself back in Washington and pro-
foundly depressed. Second-wave feminists were 
laying siege to the very ideals that had defined 
Barbara Bush’s life—commitment to husband, 
children, and home. Although George urged her 
to seek professional help, she refused. Instead, 
with his support, she returned to volunteer 
work and developed a slide show on her year in 
China that she presented all over the country to 
raise money for charity.

In 1979, when George declared his intention 
to seek the presidency, Mrs. Bush and the Bush 
children hit the campaign trail on his behalf. 
Barbara Bush flew on commercial airliners, 
typically accompanied only by an aide, and cov-
ered every state except Alaska, speaking for her 
husband. She did not take policy positions inde-
pendent of her husband, and although she was 
known for her press accessibility and candor, 
she carefully restricted her comments on politi-
cal issues to reflect her husband’s views. At this 
point, both Bushes were positioned squarely 
in the moderate camp within the Republican 
Party, and so her personal support for the EQUAL 
RIGHTS AMENDMENT and pro-choice stance were 
not seen as out of the mainstream. By May 1980, 
though George Bush had done relatively well, 
Ronald Reagan had the nomination locked up, 
and Bush withdrew from the race. But Reagan 
selected Bush as his running mate, and the team 
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won the 1980 election handily over incumbent 
Jimmy Carter.

As the wife of the vice president, Barbara 
Bush announced that her national project would 
be literacy. In addition to entertaining thou-
sands in the vice presidential residence, she 
traveled the nation promoting literacy and read-
ing programs, though she intentionally kept a 
low profile relative to First Lady NANCY REAGAN. 
Although Barbara was personally popular, she 
was also the butt of jokes by late-night come-
dians for her white hair (purportedly a result 
of Robin’s death) and matronly appearance. 
Saturday Night Live lampooned her as George 
Bush’s mother. During the 1984 campaign for 
reelection, Barbara’s candor and sharp tongue 
led her to characterize Democratic vice-presi-
dential nominee GERALDINE FERRARO as a word 
rhyming with “rich.” She later issued a public 
apology and telephoned Ferraro to offer her 
personal regrets for the comment. Reagan and 
Bush easily won reelection over Walter Mondale 
and Ferraro.

By 1988, George Bush was again ready 
to seek the nomination in his own right, and 
the Republican Party was ready to support 
his bid. Throughout the campaign that year, 
Barbara used a slide show of the Bush family 
and images of George Bush meeting with world 
leaders to define him and begin to shape her 
own role as first lady. She tried to carve out a 
fairly narrow role for herself organized around 
support for her husband and her family—just 
as she had lived her life so far. In doing so, she 
was implicitly promising to stay out of policy 
making and the day-to-day decisions of gov-
erning. She would, therefore, not be ROSALYNN 
CARTER. Likewise, she presented a very differ-
ent kind of “family values” from those of the 
Reagans, and she sought to soften the hard 
edge of the Republican Party’s attempt to co-
opt “family values” as their own. Campaign 
ads often featured the Bushs with some of their 
12 grandchildren. At the 1988 Republican 
National Convention, Barbara became the first 
wife of a candidate to address the convention 

delegates, and she did so skillfully. Bush and 
his running mate, Dan Quayle of Indiana, eas-
ily defeated Michael Dukakis and Lloyd Bent-
sen in the election.

Barbara Bush entered the White House 
with eight years of service as the wife of the vice 
president and a good sense of how Washing-
ton worked from her nearly 20 years in social 
Washington. The Bushes revived the Carters’ 
Inaugural Day practice of walking part of the 
parade route back to the White House and the 
long-forgotten tradition of holding a public 
reception. Not since Taft had citizens been 
invited to greet the president and first lady and 
tour the White House. Following the inaugura-
tion, she threw herself into the job. She main-
tained literacy as her primary national project, 
but added volunteerism to the mix. She estab-
lished the Barbara Bush Foundation for Family 
Literacy, a private organization that solicited 
grants to support literacy programs. She toured 
the country promoting literacy, appeared on 
the Oprah Winfrey Show to promote reading, 
and established a popular radio program (Mrs. 
Bush’s Story Time) on which she read to children. 
The books she read were then made available to 
children through the many literacy programs in 
the network. Like other first ladies before her, 
she also devoted time and attention to issues in 
the District of Columbia. She attracted attention 
to issues of homelessness, poverty, hunger, and 
ACQUIRED IMMUNODEFICIENCY SYNDROME (AIDS). 
She contributed to public awareness of AIDS 
and battled the prevalent stereotypes that a per-
son could contract AIDS through casual con-
tact with an infected person. During a visit to 
Grandma’s House, a pediatric AIDS care facility, 
she posed for photographers while cuddling 
an AIDS-infected infant. Although she claims 
never to have lobbied directly for increased 
federal funding for AIDS research, treatment, 
and education programs, many suspect her 
public work influenced President Bush’s call 
for dedicating more resources to these areas. 
When she was diagnosed with Graves’ disease, 
a thyroid condition that leads to double vision 
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and swelling of the eyes, she publicly disclosed 
all of the details of her treatment.

The first first lady to hire an African Ameri-
can as her press secretary, Barbara Bush brought 
attention to numerous civil rights issues. She 
is credited with influencing the appointment 
of Andrew Sullivan as secretary of Health and 
Human Services, the only African American 
in Bush’s cabinet. She advocated tolerance and 
spoke out against prejudice in its many forms. 
In 1990, she was invited to deliver the com-
mencement address at Wellesley College but 
found herself in the midst of a controversy. 
A group of graduating seniors objected to the 
choice of Mrs. Bush as a speaker because they 
viewed her as someone who largely defined 
herself and her successes through the lens of 
her husband’s career and choices—a message 
that, they argued, Wellesley should not be send-
ing to the class of 1990. The first lady treated 
the speech and the ensuing controversy as an 
opportunity to address the issue of diversity and 
argue that women were at a crossroads—facing 
the desire to have both a family and a career. She 
was accompanied by Raisa Gorbachev, wife of 
Soviet president Mikhail Gorbachev and known 
for challenging the staid role of former Krem-
lin wives. The conclusion to Barbara Bush’s 
address diffused the controversy for most. “Who 
knows?” she said, “Somewhere out in this audi-
ence may even be someone who will one day 
follow in my footsteps, and preside over the 
White House as the President’s spouse. I wish 
him well.”

Barbara Bush was enormously popular as 
first lady, although she did very little to expand 
the role or position. Her clothing style, her white 
hair, and her size all combined to create an 
image of Mrs. Bush as “everybody’s mother.” By 
the end of President Bush’s first term in office, 
his wife’s approval ratings were three times 
higher than his. In 1992, she again addressed 
the Republican National Convention and sought 
to diffuse the growing divide between moder-
ates and far right conservatives in the party. 
During the campaign, Mrs. Bush focused on 

presenting the differences between “George 
Bush’s America” and “Bill Clinton’s Arkansas.” 
She liked to say that she was campaigning for 
her husband and not against anyone else. During 
the campaign, HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON tried to 
deflect conflict of interest criticism about her 
Arkansas law firm’s business with the state of 
Arkansas by noting that her professional life 
preceded Bill Clinton’s entry into public office: 
“I suppose I could have stayed home and baked 
cookies and had teas, but what I decided to do 
was to fulfill my profession which I entered 
before my husband was in public life.” This 
led to the two women going head-to-head in a 
cookie recipe bake-off (Clinton won). The con-
trast between Barbara Bush and Hillary Rodham 
Clinton illuminated the inherent conflict in 
women’s social and political advances over the 
20th century and the historically private role of 
First Lady.

When George Bush lost the 1992 race, Bar-
bara Bush took it personally. Always defensive 
when her husband was attacked by political 
foes or in the press, she took offense at the ways 
he had been portrayed in the 1992 campaign. 
However, on January 20, 1993, when the Bushes 
left the White House to return to private life, 
she was more philosophical noting, “. . . there 
is an ebb and flow to politics, and life will go 
on.” Her life after the White House has many of 
the same foci and commitments: family, literacy, 
volunteerism, and charity work. She serves 
as AmeriCares ambassador-at-large, is a board 
member and raises funds for the Mayo Clinic 
Foundation, and supports a number of organiza-
tions. She remains very active with the Barbara 
Bush Family Fund Literacy programs, serving as 
its honorary chair and host of the annual fund-
raiser, “A Celebration of Reading.”

When George W. Bush was elected presi-
dent in 2000, Barbara Bush became only the 
second woman in U.S. history to be both the 
wife and the mother of U.S. presidents (the first 
was ABIGAIL ADAMS). She actively campaigned 
for George W. in 2000 and 2004 and for her 
son Jeb in his runs for governor of Florida. She 
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remains fiercely protective of her family and has 
run into some problems in defending George 
W. Bush’s actions as president, most especially 
the start and conduct of the war in Iraq. In a 
March 2003 interview on ABC’s Good Morning 
America, she appeared callous when she said, 
“Why should we hear about body bags and 
deaths? Oh, I mean, it’s not relevant. So why 
should I waste my beautiful mind on something 
like that?” When she toured the Houston Astro-
dome on September 6, 2005, in the aftermath of 
Hurricane Katrina, she again attracted negative 
press when she commented, “What I’m hearing, 
which is sort of scary, is that they all want to 
stay in Texas. Everyone is so overwhelmed by 
the hospitality. And so many of the people in 
the arena here, you know, were underprivileged 
anyway, so this is working very well for them.”

Barbara Bush lives with her husband, George 
H. W. Bush, in Houston, Texas, and Kennebunk-
port, Maine.
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Bush, Laura (Laura Welch Bush) (1946– ) 
first lady Laura Welch was born on November 
4, 1946, in Midland, Texas, the only child of 
Harold Welch and Jenna Hawkins Welch. Nei-
ther of her parents had graduated from college, 
but both stressed education and the value of 

learning, so books and reading were an impor-
tant part of Laura’s childhood. She apparently 
decided in the second grade that teaching was 
her calling. As she noted in a speech delivered at 
the 2000 Republican National Convention, 
“Growing up, I practiced teaching on my dolls. I 
would line them up in rows for the day’s les-
sons.” She attended public schools, including 
Midland’s Robert E. Lee High School, where she 
was active with the yearbook and other extra-
curricular activities. On November 6, 1963, 
Laura and a friend were driving to a party when 
Laura ran a stop sign and collided with another 
car. The driver of the other car, fellow classmate 
Michael Douglas, was killed. No charges were 
filed in the case, and Laura’s driving privileges 
were not affected. (Allegedly, the speed at which 
she was driving is illegible on the police report. 
Although the incident surfaced briefly early in 
the 2000 campaign, the press did not demon-
strate as much interest in investigating the 
details of Laura Bush’s past as they have done 
with HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON.)

In 1964, Laura Welch enrolled at South-
ern Methodist University in Dallas, where she 
majored in elementary education and joined the 
Kappa Alpha Theta sorority. She did not take 
much interest in the political turmoil engulf-
ing other college campuses, and later could not 
recall a visit to campus by Martin Luther King, 
Jr. After graduating in 1968, she took a position 
teaching second grade at Kennedy Elementary 
School in Houston. When she realized that her 
favorite part of teaching involved reading and 
literacy, she enrolled in a masters program in 
library science at the University of Texas at 
Austin in 1970. When she finished the program, 
she worked briefly as a Houston school librarian 
before returning to Dallas, where she worked 
as a school librarian at Dawson Elementary 
School.

At various points in her life, Laura Welch 
crossed paths with future husband George W. 
Bush. They briefly attended the same junior high 
school and later lived in the same apartment 
complex in Houston, though they did not know 
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one another then. They met when Laura’s close 
friend and former roommate invited Laura to 
a barbecue in order to introduce her to George 
Bush. Although the two were quite different in 
personality and habits, they were immediately 
attracted to one another and married three 
months later in Midland on November 7, 1977. 
George was already a candidate for Congress, 
and although Laura professed not to care about 
politics, she quit her job as a school librarian 
and joined his campaign full-time after they 
were married. Bush lost the race, and the couple 
settled into a fairly traditional suburban exis-
tence. Laura Bush did not return to work but 
volunteered with the Junior League and enjoyed 
reading and gardening. Just as the couple began 
to think about adopting children, Laura dis-
covered that she was pregnant with twin girls. 
After a difficult pregnancy, the twins were born 
by emergency Caesarean delivery on November 
25, 1981. They were named Jenna Welch and 
Barbara Pierce for their grandmothers, Jenna 
Hawkins Welch and BARBARA PIERCE BUSH.

The Bushes remained in Midland through-
out the early 1980s, George Bush tending his oil 
business in a rocky Texas economy and Laura 
tending to the twins. In 1986, George adopted a 
life of sobriety, sold his oil business, and moved 
the family to Washington, D.C., so that he could 
work on his father’s presidential campaign. 
When George H. W. Bush was elected president 
in 1988, the family returned to Dallas, and 
George organized a group of investors to pur-
chase the Texas Rangers baseball team. Laura 
volunteered at the girls’ school and at a local 
hospital caring for babies with AIDS.

In 1992, George W. Bush began his bid to 
unseat ANN RICHARDS, the incumbent gover-
nor of Texas. Laura was reportedly cool to the 
idea, but she ultimately proved to be a valuable 
campaign asset and advocate for her husband, 
who won the election. As first lady of Texas, 
Laura Bush successfully lobbied for state fund-
ing of early reading, literacy, and early child-
hood development programs, which became the 
social issues on which she focused. In autumn 

1997, for example, she held an early childhood 
development conference much like the one held 
by Hillary Clinton in the White House that same 
year. As Clinton was promoting the “Prescrip-
tion for Reading” program nationally, Laura 
Bush was doing so simultaneously, on the state 
level. When her father died of Alzheimer’s dis-
ease in April 1995, Laura began to raise funds 
and public awareness about the disease. The 
following year, she began an annual Texas Book 
Festival that successfully raised large amounts 
of money for the purchase of books throughout 
the state public library system, in addition to 
publicizing Texas writers and promoting the 
diversity of the state’s intellectual and literary 
life. Along with political women in several other 
states, Laura Bush also participated in First 
Ladies Build, a Habitat for Humanity program 
in Austin.

After George Bush was reelected governor 
in 1998, speculation began about his interest in 
the White House in 2000. Again Laura was cool 
to the idea, particularly in light of their daugh-
ters’ age and vulnerability to public scrutiny. 
Nonetheless, she joined the campaign in earnest 
in 1999.

The 2000 election was one of the closest 
in history, and the outcome was uncertain for 
many months, thereby making the transition to 
the White House unusual. Even more unusual 
was the fact that the former first lady, Hillary 
Rodham Clinton, had been elected to the U.S. 
Senate, representing New York. Laura Bush 
sought a less political and more traditional role 
than her immediate predecessor had played. 
However, the terrorist attacks of September 11, 
2001, changed the landscape for everyone in 
U.S. politics. Following the American invasion 
of Afghanistan, Laura met with Afghan women. 
She discussed their repression under the Taliban 
as the topic of her radio address on November 
17, 2001, marking the first time a first lady had 
delivered the weekly radio address.

Education and literacy have been Laura 
Bush’s primary causes as First Lady. In 2001, 
she presided over a newly created event hon-
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oring American authors that was modeled on 
the Texas Book Festival. Within two years, 
the National Book Festival had inspired the 
Russian First Lady Ludmilla Putin to host an 
October 1, 2003, book festival in her nation 
that Laura Bush attended, along with several 
American authors. In testimony before the 
Senate Education Committee in 2002, Bush 
called for higher teacher salaries and better 
training for Head Start and day-care workers. 
She also served as a spokesperson and pro-
moter of three programs that sought to build 
the ranks of the teaching profession. The New 
Teacher Project, the Troops to Teachers, and 
Transition to Teaching programs reach out to 
nontraditional constituencies (recent college 
graduates, former military personnel, and mid-
career professionals) to recruit teachers. In 
March 2002, the first lady held a White House 
Conference on “Preparing Tomorrow’s Teach-
ers,” bringing together university and business 
leaders, education advocates, teachers’ unions, 
public policy organizations, and foundations to 
consider teacher preparation at colleges of edu-
cation and professional development for experi-
enced teachers. She has also hosted a number of 
conferences and symposia on early childhood 
education and literacy.

Laura Bush lobbied Congress to make the 
appropriations necessary to continue much of 
the work of Save America’s Treasures. In Janu-
ary 2004, she announced the creation of a new 
Preserve America History Teacher of the Year 
award, again fusing the issue of education to 
an outside issue she has supported. In 2004, 
she revealed her effort with the White House 
Historical Association to renovate the Lincoln 
Bedroom and restore it to its original use as 
Lincoln’s Victorian Cabinet Room. In addition, 
in a series similar to Hillary Clinton’s salon eve-
nings, Laura Bush has hosted the series “White 
House Salute to America’s Authors,” to celebrate 
the country’s great literary works. Featured 
authors have included Mark Twain, Women 
Writers of the West, authors of the Harlem 
Renaissance, and three classic American sto-

rytellers: Truman Capote, Flannery O’Connor, 
and Eudora Welty.

Although her role has been far less policy-
oriented than that of Hillary Clinton, Mrs. 
Bush has occasionally expressed opinions that 
differed from those of her husband’s adminis-
tration. For example, she has stated that she 
does not believe that ROE V. WADE should be 
overturned, that she believes the issue of gay 
marriage should initially be a matter of public 
decision and not judicial, and that she agreed 
with the president’s opposition to stem cell 
research. When Supreme Court justice SANDRA 
DAY O’CONNOR announced her retirement, com-
ments to the press made it seem that Mrs. Bush 
was advising the president to select a woman for 
the seat. How much influence she has over the 
president may never be known, but it is clear 
that she has his ear and may serve as a moderat-
ing influence over his presidential rhetoric as 
she has been over his behavior in the past.

In autumn 2005, Laura Bush announced 
that she would devote her attention to the plight 
of America’s youth, particularly the fragile state 
of young boys. A White House Conference 
on Helping America’s Youth to promote pub-
lic awareness of the problems facing at-risk 
youth, gathered policymakers, research experts, 
foundations, faith-based and volunteer orga-
nizations, educators, coaches, and parents to 
exchange ideas and comments on programs and 
methods that have already proved successful. 
Laura Bush dedicated the National First Ladies’ 
Library Education and Research Center on Sep-
tember 4, 2003. In her dedication speech, she 
stressed the need to better understand the role 
played by our nation’s women—not just first 
ladies, but all generations of women.

Exactly what role Mrs. Bush will play as 
her second term as first lady comes to a close 
in early 2009 is unclear. She has become more 
willing in the second term to express her opin-
ions and take public stands. She continues to 
be a strong advocate for public education, early 
childhood development, and libraries. To that 
end, she has accomplished a great deal.
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Byrne, Jane (Jane Margaret Burke Byrne) 
(1934– ) mayor of Chicago Jane Margaret 
Burke was born in Chicago on May 24, 1934, to 
Edward and Katherine Burke. Her father was 
vice president of Inland Steel. Jane attended 
parochial schools in Chicago and spent her 
freshman year at St. Mary-of-the-Woods in Terre 
Haute, Indiana. She transferred to Barat College 
in Lake Forest, Illinois, where she earned a 
bachelor’s degree in chemistry and biology 
(1955); shortly afterward, she married William 
P. Byrne, a marine aviator. However, soon after 
their first child was born in 1957, William Byrne 
died in a plane crash.

Byrne’s first entrance into politics was 
through the John F. Kennedy campaign for 
president in 1960. After hearing him speak, 
she joined the campaign and assumed the job 
of secretary-treasurer in Kennedy’s Chicago 
office. When Kennedy won, she was offered a 
position in Washington, D.C., but declined in 
order to stay in Chicago and pursue a gradu-
ate degree at the University of Illinois, Chicago 
Circle. Although she planned to go into teach-
ing, a meeting with Mayor Richard Daley in 

1964 changed her course. As Byrne describes in 
the foreword to My Chicago, Daley summoned 
her to his mayoral office and interrogated her 
about her support for Kennedy, arguing that 
she should have been working for the Daley 
machine if she wanted to go any place in poli-
tics. He advised her to go get active in her ward 
so that she could be known and seen. Then 
he said, “I can make you anything.” When he 
asked her what she wanted to be in politics, she 
replied that she didn’t even know if she wanted 
to be in politics. He ignored that and speculated, 
“Member of the House of Representatives—pos-
sible. Member of the Senate—possible, but not 
probable.” They ended the meeting with Daley 
telling her to “check in once a month.” He 
appointed her to a job in the Head Start program 
in 1964, and a year later she was moved to the 
Chicago Committee on Urban Opportunity. 
His patronage earned Byrne’s loyalty, and Daley 
reciprocated by naming her to his cabinet. As 
commissioner of sales, weights, and measures, 
Jane Byrne became the first woman to serve in 
Mayor Daley’s cabinet.

In 1972, Byrne attended the Democratic 
National Convention as a delegate and chaired 
the Democratic National Committee’s Reso-
lutions Committee in the following year. In 
1975, Mayor Daley named Byrne cochair of the 
Cook County Democratic Central Committee. 
Although Jane Byrne was a Daley protégé, many 
Democratic leaders in Chicago distrusted her. 
When Richard Daley died of a heart attack in 
December 1976, the party removed Byrne from 
the Central Committee chair. The new mayor, 
Michael A. Bilandic, fired Byrne from her job 
as commissioner of sales after she accused him 
of not looking out for the public interest. Byrne 
responded by announcing her candidacy for the 
Democratic nomination for mayor of Chicago.

Her campaign was given little chance of 
victory. The charges of corruption she leveled 
at Bilandic never found any traction when 
investigated, and she lacked support from party 
regulars. However, snow proved to be her major 
asset. In 1979, it started to fall on New Year’s 
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Eve and continued off and on through February, 
finally amounting to 78 inches of snow. The city 
was paralyzed. Bilandic announced that he had 
“taken charge” of snow removal and that resi-
dents should dig out and move their cars to the 
nearest school parking lot so the city could clear 
the streets. When reporters went to look at the 
school parking lots, they were buried in snow. 
Bilandic tried to assuage white suburbanites 
who worked in the city by directing the Chicago 
Transit Authority buses to bypass inner-city 
stops in favor of outlying areas. Angry black 
and Hispanic residents watched as buses passed 
them by. The weather broke in time for the Feb-
ruary 27 primary; there was a record high turn-
out of voters, and Byrne won the Democratic 
primary. In the general election in April 1979, 
Jane Byrne became the first woman elected 
mayor of Chicago, Illinois, with 82 percent of 
the vote over Republican Wallace Johnson.

As mayor, Jane Byrne attracted national 
publicity and increased her popularity among 
Chicagoans by moving into the Cabrini Green 
public housing project in March 1981. This 
proved more than a stunt, as she succeeded in 
attracting attention to the deplorable condi-
tions in public housing and helped improve city 
services to the area. She was also responsible 

for a number of economic redevelopment and 
major construction projects in the city, includ-
ing the CTA rapid transit extension to O’Hare 
Airport and reconstruction of the Lake Shore 
Drive S-curve. However, her acerbic style and 
heavy-handed management style, coupled with 
the city’s economic woes, alienated many of her 
early supporters. In 1983, she ran for reelection 
but lost in the Democratic primary to Harold 
Washington. She briefly attempted a write-in 
campaign during the general election, but sus-
pended it when she realized she did not have 
popular support. Byrne sought elective office on 
two other occasions, losing again to Washington 
in the 1987 primary and losing when she ran 
for clerk of the Cook County Circuit Court in 
1988. On November 12, 1990, Byrne announced 
her candidacy for the Democratic primary in 
the 1991 mayoral election. This time she lost 
to Richard Daley, Jr., son of the late mayor. She 
never again sought office in Cook County. In 
1992, her memoir, My Chicago, was published by 
Northwestern University Press. She continues to 
reside in Chicago.

Further Reading
Byrne, Jane. My Chicago. Chicago: Northwestern Uni-

versity Press, 2004.
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Cable Act (1922) The Cable Act of 1922 stip-
ulates that a foreign woman who marries a U.S. 
citizen does not automatically become a citizen 
but must go through the process of naturaliza-
tion. As a result of this same act, a woman who 
is an American citizen does not lose her citizen-
ship if she marries a foreigner unless she chooses 
to renounce it. The act states that “the right of a 
person to become a naturalized citizen shall not 
be denied to a person on account of sex or 
because she is a married person.” However, the 
law covered only marriages to men who were 
eligible to become naturalized citizens (exclud-
ing men from China or Japan, among others). 
American-born women who married aliens were 
treated as naturalized citizens who could lose 
their citizenship if they lived abroad for two or 
more years.

See also CITIZENSHIP, RESTRICTIONS FOR 
WOMEN.

Califano v. Westcott (443 U.S. 76) (1979) 
This case challenged the basis on which unem-
ployment benefits under Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children (AFDC) and Medicaid 
plans were awarded. The federal ADFC, Unem-

ployed Father (AFDC-UF) program was admin-
istered through the states. In this case, Cindy 
Westcott was her family’s primary wage earner 
before she lost her job. She qualified for AFDC 
unemployment benefits in every respect, except 
for her sex, and therefore her application was 
denied. She sued Joseph Califano, secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, the agency that 
administered the program, on the basis that 
limiting benefits to fathers violated the Fifth 
and Fourteenth Amendments. A district court 
agreed when it determined that the sex-based 
requirements of the program were not substan-
tially related to any important government 
interests, but rather were the result of outdated 
generalizations about female earners in two-
paycheck families. The court ordered the state 
to provide benefits to families of unemployed 
mothers in the same way that they provided 
benefits to families of unemployed fathers. On 
appeal, the U.S. Supreme Court agreed with the 
district court and found the law and its applica-
tion in violation of the equal-protection provi-
sions of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments. 
Justice Harry Blackmun, writing for the major-
ity, characterized the gender classification as the 
“baggage of sexual stereotypes.”

C
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Cammermeyer v. Aspin (850 F.Supp. 910) 
(1994) Colonel Margarethe Cammermeyer is 
the highest-ranking officer ever to be discharged 
from the military for her status as a homosexual. 
In 1989, Cammermeyer applied to the Army 
War College to receive additional training as 
chief nurse with the Washington National 
Guard. During a security check, Cammermeyer 
was asked about her sexual orientation, and she 
disclosed that she was a lesbian. The Washing-
ton National Guard did not take any action 
related to the disclosure; however, in October 
1989, the U.S. Army began proceedings to with-
draw federal recognition of her rank—effec-
tively ending her military career. Over the 
course of the three-year investigation, Cammer-
meyer continued to serve effectively as chief 
nurse, and evaluations of her performance of 
duties found her to be superior. Nonetheless, in 
July 1991, the army withdrew federal recogni-
tion, and the Washington State National Guard 
was forced to discharge her.

Cammermeyer was honorably discharged 
on June 11, 1992, and she immediately filed 
suit against the U.S. Army in the U.S. District 
Court (Seattle, Washington), claiming that the 
discharge violated her Fifth Amendment rights. 
The court used the lowest level of scrutiny 
applied to discrimination cases. In order for 
the government to prevail, it had to show a 
“rational relationship” between the law and a 
legitimate government purpose. In this case, the 
court found that the government’s discharge of 
Cammermeyer for being a lesbian did not have 
a rational relationship to the stated purpose of 
maintaining the readiness and combat effective-
ness of its armed forces. In its opinion, the court 

cited a number of other countries where homo-
sexuals serve in the military without incident 
and also noted several studies commissioned by 
the government finding that homosexuals in the 
military did not create problems. The court also 
noted that Cammermeyer herself, a highly deco-
rated, dedicated military professional, provided 
the best counterevidence to the government’s 
argument. The district court ordered that Cam-
mermeyer be reinstated to her former position, 
but the government appealed. Ultimately, the 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals denied these 
requests, and Cammermeyer returned to her 
position in the National Guard.

In 1994, Cammermeyer published her auto-
biography, Serving in Silence. In March 1997, 
she retired with full military privileges after 31 
years of service in the U.S. military. After her 
retirement, Cammermeyer ran for Congress in 
the Second Congressional District in Washing-
ton State, but lost. She recently returned to law 
school.

Further Reading
Cammermeyer, Margarethe (with Chris Fisher). Serv-

ing in Silence. New York: Viking, 1994.

Cantwell, Maria (1958– ) U.S. senator Ma-
ria Cantwell was born on October 13, 1958, in 
Indianapolis, Indiana. Her father served as a 
county commissioner, city councilman, state 
legislator, and chief of staff for U.S. congress-
man Andrew Jacobs. Her mother was an admin-
istrative assistant. Raised in Indianapolis, 
Cantwell earned her B.A. degree in public 
administration from Miami University in Ohio 
(1980) and moved to Seattle, Washington, in 
1983 to campaign for Senator Alan Cranston in 
his unsuccessful bid for the 1984 Democratic 
presidential nomination.

In 1986, Cantwell was elected to the Wash-
ington state legislature at the age of 28. As a state 
representative, she helped write the Growth 
Management Act of 1990, which required cities 
to develop comprehensive growth plans, and she 
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negotiated its passage. In 1992, she became the 
first Democrat elected to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives from Washington’s first congressio-
nal district in 40 years. During her first term, 
she supported President Bill Clinton’s 1993 bud-
get, and she lost her bid for reelection during the 
1994 Republican landslide. Cantwell decided to 
leave politics after her defeat and became vice 
president of marketing at RealNetworks. She 
succeeded in the position and became a multi-
millionaire with her stock options.

In 2000, Cantwell reentered politics with a 
bid for a seat in the U.S. Senate. She spent over 
$10 million of her own money in the effort and 
won 37 percent to incumbent Republican senator 
Slade Gorton’s 44 percent in the blanket primary. 
In the general election, Cantwell announced that 
she would spend whatever it took to win the seat, 
but she simultaneously supported McCain-Fein-
gold campaign finance regulations and accused 
Gorton of being beholden to special-interest 
money. The outcome of the election turned on 
mail-in absentee ballots, requiring a recount. 
Cantwell’s ultimate margin was 2,229 votes out 
of over 2.4 million votes cast. Her victory created 
a tie in the U.S. Senate between Democrats and 
Republicans, which lasted until James Jeffords 
(R-VT) became an Independent in May 2001. 
Cantwell’s victory also meant that Washington’s 
top three elected positions (governor and two 
U.S. senators) were all held by women.

In the Senate, Cantwell has worked on 
campaign finance reform and energy regulation. 
She served on the Senate Committee on Science, 
Commerce and Transportation, the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, the Senate 
Finance Committee, and the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. She retained her 
seat in 2006, earning 57 percent of the vote.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Cantwell, Maria E.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 

online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=C000127. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Senator Maria Cantwell.” In Project Vote Smart. 
Available online. URL: http://votesmart.org/bio.
php?can_id=H4152103. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

—Angela Kouters

Capito, Shelley (Shelley Moore Capito) 
(1953– ) congressperson Shelley Moore Cap-
ito was born on November 26, 1953. A resident 
of Charleston, West Virginia, Capito is the 
daughter of Arch A. Moore, Jr., who twice served 
as that state’s Governor (1969–77; 1985–89). She 
was educated at Duke University and at the Uni-
versity of Virginia and served two terms in the 
West Virginia House of Delegates.

When Second District congressman Bob 
Wise decided to run for governor in 2000, 
Capito won the Republican nomination largely 
because of her father’s legacy. She was the first 
Republican to represent West Virginia in Con-
gress since 1983, as well as the first woman 
elected to Congress from West Virginia in her 
own right. She has been reelected three times, 
including 2006.

In the House, Capito is chair of the Con-
gressional Woman’s Caucus. Like her father, 
her voting record has been very moderate, at 
least by southern Republican standards. She is 
a member of both the Republican Main Street 
Partnership (which supports stem-cell research) 
and the WISH LIST. In the 109th Congress, Capito 
served on the Rules Committee. In 2006, Capito 
won reelection over former West Virginia Dem-
ocratic Party Chairman Mike Callaghan. She is 
married to Charles L. Capito, Jr., with whom she 
has three children.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Capito, Shelley Moore.” In Biographical Directory of 

the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
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ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Shelley Moore Capito.” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BS036142. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Capps, Lois (1938– ) congressperson Lois 
Capps was born in Ladysmith, Wisconsin, on 
January 10, 1938. She has lived in Santa Barbara, 
California, since 1960. She earned a bachelor’s 
degree in nursing from Pacific Lutheran Univer-
sity, a master’s degree in religion at Yale Univer-
sity, and a master’s degree in education at the 
University of California, Santa Barbara (UCSB). 
Her husband, Walter Capps, was a religious 
studies professor at UCSB. Lois worked for 
nearly two decades as a nurse and health educa-
tor in the Santa Barbara public schools.

Walter Capps was elected to Congress in 
1996 but died of a heart attack on October 
28, 1997. Lois Capps first won the seat in a 
special election held on March 10, 1998, and 
again ran successfully in the regular Novem-
ber election. Her victory in 2000 made her the 
first Democrat to serve for more than one term 
in the district in over 50 years. Redistricting 
after the 2000 census favored the Democrats, 
and Capps has been reelected without serious 
opposition in each election, including 2006. 
With her background in nursing, Representa-
tive Capps has focused her legislative attention 
on HMO regulation and medical privacy issues. 
In the 109th Congress, she served on the House 
Budget Committee and the House Energy and 
Commerce Committee.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Capps, Lois.” In Biographical Directory of the United 
States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. URL: 

http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodisplay.
pl?index=C001036. Accessed on January 8, 2007.

“Representative Lois Capps (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=CCA97919. Accessed on 
January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Caraway, Hattie (Hattie Ophelia Wyatt/
Caraway) (1878–1950) U.S. senator Although 
born in Tennessee, Hattie Caraway moved to 
Arkansas soon after her marriage to Thaddeus 
Caraway in 1896. While her husband practiced 
law, she tended the farm, home, and children. 
Thaddeus Caraway was elected to the House of 
Representatives as a Democrat in 1912 and 
moved to the U.S. Senate in 1921. Upon his death 
in 1931, Arkansas governor Harvey Parnell 
appointed Hattie Caraway to complete his term. 
She was subsequently elected in a special election 
on January 12, 1932, making her the first woman 
ever elected to the U.S. Senate. She won two more 
elections before she was defeated in a crowded 
1944 primary by William Fulbright. While in 
office, she declined to make any floor speeches, 
earning her the nickname “Silent Hattie.” She 
supported prohibition and opposed anti-lynching 

Hattie Wyatt Caraway, with her husband, Thaddeus 
Horatius Caraway, 1926 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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legislation. While in the senate, Caraway set a 
number of firsts for women. She was the first 
woman to chair a Senate committee (Committee 
on Enrolled Bills), the first woman to preside over 
the Senate, and the first woman to run a senate 
hearing. When she left the Senate, Franklin D. 
Roosevelt appointed her to the Federal Employ-
ee’s Compensation Commission, and later to the 
Employee’s Compensation Appeals Board. She 
suffered a stroke in 1950 and died on December 
21 that same year. The next woman representing 
Arkansas to serve in the Senate, BLANCHE LAMBERT 
LINCOLN, was not elected until 1998.

See also WIDOW’S TRADITION.

Further Reading
Kincade, Diane, ed. Silent Hattie Speaks: The Personal 

Journal of Senator Hattie Caraway. Westport, 
Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1979.

Carson, Julia (Julia May Porter Carson) 
(1938– ) congressperson Julia Carson was 
born Julia May Porter on July 8, 1938, in Louis-
ville, Kentucky. She graduated from Crispus 
Attucks High School in Indianapolis, Indiana, 
and attended Martin University in Indianapolis 
as well as Indiana University–Purdue Univer-
sity. An early marriage did not last. Carson 
began her career as a secretary with the United 
Auto Workers, Local 550. Her political career 
began in 1965, when Indiana congressman 
Andrew Jacobs, Jr., hired her as a legislative 
assistant. In 1972, he encouraged her to run for 
the state legislature. In 1976, after two terms in 
the House, she was elected to the Indiana State 
Senate, where she remained for the next 14 
years.

In addition to her legislative responsibilities, 
Carson worked as an executive for Cummins 
Engine Co. from 1972 to 1982 and operated 
her own small clothing business. In 1990, she 
was elected trustee for the Center Township, 
an agency providing assistance for the needy in 
central Indianapolis. In 1996, Carson made his-
tory by becoming the first woman and the first 

African American the Indianapolis area (the 
seventh congressional district) has ever elected 
to Congress. She was sworn into office from her 
hospital bed following heart surgery. During her 
five terms in office, Carson has helped sponsor 
numerous pieces of legislation aimed at increas-
ing funding for schools, curbing abuses in man-
aged health care, increasing food safety, and 
blocking children’s access to hand guns. Carson 
serves on the U.S. House of Representatives 
Financial Services Committee and the Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastructure. She is 
a member of the Congressional Black Caucus. 
Although in poor health, she won reelection in 
2006 with 54 percent of the vote.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Carson, Julia May.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=C000191. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Julia M. Carson (IN).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BC032620. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Carson, Rachel (Rachel Louise Carson) 
(1907–1964) author, marine biologist, conserva-
tionist, environmentalist Biologist and author 
Rachel Carson was born on May 27, 1907, in 
Springdale, Pennsylvania, and graduated from 
Pennsylvania College for Women (now Cha-
tham College) in 1929. She intended to study 
English and become a writer; however, her love 
of nature led her to switch to biology. She earned 
a master’s degree in zoology from Johns Hop-
kins University in 1932 and taught for seven 
summer sessions at the Johns Hopkins Summer 
School. Following postgraduate work at the 
Marine Biological Laboratory in Woods Hole, 
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Massachusetts, she took a position as an aquatic 
biologist with the Bureau of Fisheries in Wash-
ington, D.C. The first woman to take and pass 
the civil service exam, she had a 15-year career 
with the federal service as a scientist. In 1936, 
she became editor in chief of all publications for 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

In 1941, Carson’s first book, Under the Sea 
Wind, was published. She later published The Sea 
Around Us (1951) and The Edge of the Sea (1955) 
before publishing Silent Spring in 1962. The Sea 
Around Us won the John Burroughs Medal and 
the National Book Award. Silent Spring chal-
lenged the indiscriminate use of pesticides, earn-
ing the wrath of the powerful chemical industry, 
whose officials termed her an “alarmist.” Dr. 
Robert White-Stevens, a spokesman for the 
industry, said, “The major claims of Miss Rachel 
Carson’s book, Silent Spring, are gross distortions 
of the actual facts, completely unsupported by 
scientific, experimental evidence, and general 
practical experience in the field.” The Monsanto 
Company parodied the book’s title in an article 
titled “The Desolate Year,” meant to describe the 
apocalyptic vision of insects ravaging the coun-
tryside and destroying the food supply.

Carson’s writing style was so accessible to 
the general public that Silent Spring became a 
best seller in the United States and England. 
In the battle between the chemical industry 
and Rachel Carson, the public favored Carson’s 
views. Carson said, “As a writer, my interest is 
divided between the presentation of facts and 
the interpretation of their significance, with 
emphasis, I think toward the latter.” She wrote 
articles to teach children and young people 
about the natural world and to encourage their 
interest in interacting with nature responsibly. 
“Help Your Child to Wonder” was published in 
1956 and was followed by “Our Ever-Changing 
Shore” in 1957.

Silent Spring represented a departure from 
Carson’s previous work in that it was specifically 
designed to warn the public about the long-term 
effects of pesticides. She wrote, “There was once 
a town in the heart of America where all life 

seemed to live in harmony with its surround-
ings. Then a strange blight crept over the area 
and everything began to change. There was a 
strange stillness. The few birds seen anywhere 
were moribund; they trembled violently and 
could not fly. It was a spring without voices. On 
the mornings that had once throbbed with the 
dawn chorus of scores of bird voices there was 
no sound; only silence lay over the fields and 
woods and marsh.” The public debate it aroused 
prompted a study by President Kennedy’s Sci-
ence Advisory Committee. The report, released 
in 1963, essentially echoed Carson’s call for 
judicious use of pesticides to maintain the qual-
ity of the nation’s food and health and called 
for more research into potential health hazards. 
The committee chair, Dr. Jerome B. Wiesner, 
said the uncontrolled use of poisonous chemi-
cals, including pesticides, was “potentially a 
much greater hazard than radioactive fallout.” 
Carson testified before the Senate Committee on 
Commerce on behalf of the Chemical Pesticides 
Coordination Act (designed to require labels 
on pesticides informing users on how to avoid 
damage to fish and wildlife). At the same time, 
she urged the creation of a permanent Pesticide 
Commission at the federal level.

Rachel Carson, called the “mother of the 
modern environmental movement” by many, 
died on April 14, 1964 after a long battle with 
breast cancer. In commemoration of her achieve-
ments as a writer, biologist, and environmental-
ist, the U.S. Department of the Interior erected 
a plaque in her honor at the Carson Wildlife 
Refuge in Maine. The plaque is inscribed: “All 
the life of the planet is interrelated. Each species 
has its own ties to others. And all are related to 
the earth. This is the theme of The Sea Around 
Us, and the other sea books, and it is also the 
message of Silent Spring.”

Further Reading
Lear, Linda. Rachel Carson: Witness for Nature. New 

York: Owl Books, 1998.
Quaratiello, Arlene. Rachel Carson: A Biography. West-

port, CT: Greenwood Press, 2004.
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Carter, Lillian (1898–1983) nurse, social activ-
ist Lillian Gordy was born on August 15, 1898, 
in Richland, Georgia, the fourth of nine chil-
dren born to James Jackson (Jim Jack) and Mary 
Ida Nicholson Gordy. Lillian’s father was the 
local postmaster. The family moved to Plains, 
Georgia, in 1921, and Lillian began training as a 
nurse at Wise Sanitarium. She completed her 
training in 1923 at the Grady Memorial Hospital 
School of Nursing in Atlanta. While in Plains, 
she met James Earl Carter, a local businessman, 
and the two were married on September 25, 
1923. Lillian briefly gave up nursing when her 
first son, James Earl Carter, Jr., was born on 
October 1, 1924. The couple had three other 
children: Gloria (1926–90), Ruth (1929–83), and 
Billy (1937–88). In 1927, the Carters bought a 
700-acre farm in Archery, just outside of Plains, 
and later added a fertilizer bagging plant, a pea-
nut warehouse, and a general store to serve their 
black employees.

Miss Lillian, as she was affectionately called 
during her son Jimmy’s presidential administra-
tion, broke the barriers of segregation in her 
husband’s hometown of Plains, practicing nurs-
ing in the poor black area of town. She served 
as a nurse practitioner for the white and black 
community in Plains, but primarily she served 
the hundreds of black employees who worked in 
her husband’s businesses. Jimmy Carter would 
later credit her actions with setting a “moral 
example” for him. In the late 1940s, the family 
moved back to Plains, and James Earl Carter, 
Sr., was elected to the State legislature. He died 
of pancreatic cancer in 1953, and Jimmy Carter 
left the navy to take over the family farm and 
businesses. Lillian found herself “bored” as a 
widow and took a job as housemother at the 
Kappa Alpha fraternity at Auburn University 
in Alabama, where she stayed until 1961. In 
1964, she was the cochair of Lyndon Johnson’s 
presidential campaign in Sumter County. Of the 
experience, she observed, “People hated Johnson 
down here because of his stand on civil rights 
and it got very ugly.” In 1966, as her son Jimmy 
was making his first run for the governor’s office 

in Georgia, Lillian applied for the Peace Corps, 
having been attracted by the organization’s slo-
gan, “Age is no barrier.” After a psychological 
evaluation, she requested and was sent to India; 
she was then 68 years old. She worked in a fam-
ily planning clinic and later with those suffering 
from leprosy. She returned to the United States 
after two years of service.

When Jimmy Carter decided to run for 
president, Miss Lillian was the first person he 
told. Lillian Carter gave thousands of speeches 
on behalf of her son and cared for Rosalynn 
and Jimmy’s daughter Amy during the cam-
paign. She wrote two books while her son was 
president: Away from Home: Letters to my Fam-
ily (1978), based on letters she wrote while in 
India with the Peace Corps; and Miss Lillian and 
Friends (1979). In 1977, Miss Lillian became the 
first woman to receive the Covenant of Peace 
Prize, awarded by the Synagogue Council of 
America for her contributions to the “further-
ance of international understanding and peace.” 
In 1978, she received the Ceres Medal of the 
Food and Agricultural Organization, a United 
Nations agency, in recognition of her work to 
alleviate drought in West Africa.

Shortly after Jimmy Carter’s presidency 
ended in 1981, Miss Lillian was diagnosed with 
breast cancer. Her youngest daughter Ruth was 
diagnosed with pancreatic cancer and died on 
September 26, 1983, at the age of 58. Only six 
weeks later, Miss Lillian died on October 30, 
1983; she was 85 years old. She is buried next to 
her husband in Plains, Georgia.

Further Reading
Carter, Jimmy. Sharing Good Times. New York: Simon 

and Schuster, 2004.
———. Christmas in Plains: Memories. New York: 

Simon and Schuster, 2001.

Carter, Rosalynn (Eleanor Rosalynn Smith 
Carter) (1927– ) first lady Eleanor Rosa lynn 
Smith was born on August 18, 1927, the first 
of four children born to William Edgar Smith 
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and Frances Allethea Smith, in Plains, Georgia. 
Rosalynn’s father owned a garage, farmed, and 
drove a school bus; her mother was a college 
graduate. The family was centered on school 
and church. When Rosalynn was 13, her father 
died of leukemia. The family suffered finan-
cially, and her mother supported the family by 
sewing as well as working in the school cafeteria 
and in a grocery store. She later got a job in the 
Plains post office, working there until she was 
forced to retire at age 70.

Rosalynn was a good student and graduated 
valedictorian of her class. She attended a junior 
college in Americus, Georgia, commuting from 
Plains. In her teens, she formed a friendship 
with Ruth Carter, the younger sister of Jimmy 
Carter, who was then a student at the Naval 
Academy in Annapolis. In 1945, Rosalynn and 
Jimmy met at a picnic and began a courtship 
that continued even when Jimmy returned to 
school. Jimmy first proposed at Christmas, and 
Rosalynn accepted at the end of February 1946, 
setting aside her fears that at 18 years of age she 
was too young for marriage. They were married 
on July 7, 1946, and following a brief honey-
moon in North Carolina, they began life in the 
navy, stationed in Norfolk, Virginia. Because 
Jimmy was at sea four days of every week, Rosal-
ynn developed an independent life and managed 
the household. Their first son, Jack, was born in 
July 1947. When Jimmy Carter was selected for 
training in submarines in New London, Con-
necticut, in 1948, the family moved again. This 
was followed by a tour in Hawaii, where their 
second son, Chip, was born in 1950. The Cart-
ers spent time in San Diego, California, before 
returning to New London. In 1952, son Jeff was 
born. Jimmy Carter qualified to command sub-
marines, and Admiral Hyman Rickover selected 
him to join the elite nuclear submarine program. 
The family moved to Schenectady, New York, to 
await the completion of the USS Seawolf.

As they waited, Jimmy’s father, Earl, died, 
leaving the family business without a head. 
When the family returned to Plains, Jimmy 
decided that his first responsibility was to his 

family, the business, and the many citizens of 
Plains whom his father had been quietly helping 
over the years. Rosalynn Carter did not want 
to give up her independence to return to tiny 
Plains, but she did so in 1953. After initial set-
backs, the business grew and prospered, largely 
because of Rosalynn’s financial management 
skills. The Carters had always treated the people 
of Plains as one community—black or white. 
Jimmy advocated before the local school board 
for equal education for blacks and whites. Rec-
ognizing the limits of reform from the outside, 
he announced his candidacy for the state legis-
lature in 1962. Rosalynn campaigned and made 
phone calls on his behalf. Ultimately, Jimmy 
won the election, but only after several court 
and party battles challenging corruption and 
cronyism in Quitman County. He was reelected 
in 1964. While he was at the statehouse, Rosal-
ynn continued to run the family business. In 
1967, after 21 years of marriage, Amy Carter 
was born.

The entire family participated in Jimmy 
Carter’s 1970 campaign for governor. Usually 
Rosalynn traveled apart from Jimmy so that the 
couple could cover more territory. She gained 
confidence in her ability to speak directly to 
individuals, and she gained valuable public 
speaking skills as she grudgingly agreed to 
deliver prepared remarks to groups of citizens. 
During this campaign, Rosalynn discovered the 
cause that would characterize the central focus 
of her life in public service: mental illness. The 
more time she spent in private homes, the more 
frequently she discovered the severe financial 
and emotional hardship imposed by mental 
illness.

Jimmy Carter won the governorship in 1970, 
and the family moved to Atlanta. As the first 
lady of Georgia, Rosalynn made some imme-
diate changes to the mansion, protocols, and 
schedule that signaled a more informal atmo-
sphere than had characterized the Lester Mad-
dox regime. She reduced the number of visible 
security guards, hung works throughout the 
public spaces created by Georgian artists, and 
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opened the house to everyone living in selected 
congressional districts each Sunday afternoon. 
She promoted the theme of the “Public’s House,” 
much like she would do with the White House 
in 1976–80. Governor Carter established the 
Governor’s Commission to Improve Services to 
the Mentally and Emotionally Handicapped and 
appointed Rosalynn to serve on the commission. 
In this capacity, she toured the state hospitals 
and came to realize that institutional care was 
not as effective as community-based care. Ulti-
mately, the state mental health system increased 
community mental health centers from 23 to 134 
during Carter’s administration. Rosalynn also 
worked with the Women’s Prison Committee, a 
subcommittee of the President’s Commission on 
the Status of Women, and supported efforts to 
improve housing conditions and work programs 
for female inmates.

After one term as governor, Jimmy Carter 
was ready to explore a presidential run. Rosal-
ynn supported the decision completely, and they 
again embarked as a team to build the support 
he would need to win the nomination. Once 
again, they campaigned separately in order to 
cover more area and reach more party faithful. 
This time, however, Rosalynn realized that she 
had to be as well versed on the issues central 
to the campaign as her husband was, and she 
prepared accordingly. When Jimmy secured the 
nomination at the 1976 Democratic National 
Convention, she said, “It was one of the most 
thrilling moments of my life. We had worked for 
it, planned for it, and knew it would come.” This 
attitude stands in stark contrast to other candi-
date wives who dreaded the campaign to come 
and their life in the White House. During the 
presidential campaign, Rosalynn campaigned 
around the nation using a private campaign 
plane. She covered 42 states prior to the Novem-
ber election and joined Jimmy and the rest of the 
family to watch the returns come in.

When the Carters moved into the White 
House in 1977, Rosalynn was ready for the 
onslaught of public attention and the security 
measures that constrained her movements. His-

torians credit her positive evaluation as first 
lady to five factors: her relationship with the 
president, the organization of her staff, her 
political and communication skills, her person-
ality, and her ability to focus her attention on 
specific goals. The office of the first lady was 
reorganized to provide more support for the 
public role Rosalynn adopted. A chief of staff 
for the first lady was created as a senior staff 
position with rank and salary comparable to 
the chief of staff for the president. Rosalynn 
Carter was an activist first lady from the start. 
Although she did not hold formal press confer-
ences, she was accessible and popular with the 
press. Her direct access to the president and her 
open influence over Carter policy did not go 
without criticism, however. Unlike other first 
ladies before her, Rosalynn Carter did not have 
a network of Washington friends upon arriving 
in Washington. Having never been a congressio-
nal or cabinet wife, she was entirely new to the 
Washington social scene. The Carters attracted 
negative attention for their policy against serv-
ing hard liquor, even though it allowed them 
to entertain more people for a lower cost. 
She entertained more informally and preferred 
events where guests could bring their families. 
The populist theme of the campaign extended to 
entertaining, and it was not warmly embraced 
by official Washington.

Substantively, Rosalynn Carter was per-
haps the most influential first lady since ELEA-
NOR ROOSEVELT. At the president’s invitation, 
she attended cabinet meetings, choosing to sit 
alongside staff members, and she was included 
in national security briefings. President Carter 
consulted her on nearly all matters of state, 
including the Camp David peace accords, major 
appointments, presidential speeches, and for-
eign policy. She used this influence to promote 
the appointment of qualified women to high 
administration posts, and as a result, the Carter 
administration appointed an unprecedented 
number of women. As first lady, Rosalynn 
traveled extensively throughout the country 
and abroad. Unlike previous presidential wives, 
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however, she undertook a trip to Latin America 
in 1977 as a representative of the Carter admin-
istration. She visited seven countries and held 
substantive meetings with the heads of state in 
each, working to explain the Carter administra-
tion policies and to promote positive relations 
between the United States and Latin America. 
To prepare for the mission, Rosalynn studied 
Spanish and was briefed extensively by scholars 
and executive branch officials on the history 
of foreign policy with Latin America. More 
often than not, she was well received by foreign 
heads of state, even though some in the United 
States cautioned that sending a woman into a 
machismo Latin culture would not serve the 
U.S. interests well. Domestic reaction to the trip 
was also more positive than not. Network news 
broadcasts described her as a “two-way conduit 
of views” rather than as a spokesperson for the 
nation or an official negotiator. There were crit-
ics, of course, but the president’s support for her 
mission was so firm that detractors were cau-
tious not to be too openly critical.

President Carter wanted to appoint Rosa-
lynn to chair the newly created President’s Com-
mission on Mental Health, but he was advised 
by the Justice Department that federal law pro-
hibited him from appointing a close relative to 
a civilian position. Mrs. Carter was appointed 
honorary chair, along with Dr. Tom Bryant, the 
commission’s formal chair. Rosalynn took a very 
active role, and the commission produced a list 
of 117 recommendations emphasizing commu-
nity health care, including treatment of mental 
and emotional disabilities in health insurance 
programs, initiatives designed to lure more care 
workers to urban and rural care centers, and a 
commitment to expanding support for research 
on the causes and treatment of mental illness. 
Ultimately, the Mental Health Systems Act, based 
on the commission’s three years of work, was 
passed by Congress and signed by the president 
in 1980, just prior to leaving office. Although 
some of the provisions were implemented, many 
more were casualties of the Reagan administra-
tion’s reduction in domestic spending agenda.

Rosalynn Carter’s other projects included 
programs and services for senior citizens and 
childhood immunization programs. She lobbied 
aggressively for the ratification of the EQUAL 
RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA), and joined BETTY 
FORD and LADY BIRD JOHNSON in support of the 
ERA at the Houston conference celebrating 
the International Year of the Woman in 1977. 
She also dedicated efforts to improving urban 
Washington, D.C. She responded positively to 
requests for her help in raising funds to support 
voluntarism, training programs for urban youth, 
and jobs seminars for the poor.

As the 1980 presidential race approached, 
Rosalynn campaigned hard for reelection. The 
Iranian hostage crisis and a slipping economy 
kept Jimmy Carter in Washington, so Rosa lynn 
and other family members campaigned on his 
behalf. They found voters in a sour mood, and 
ultimately Ronald Reagan won all but six states.

Historians view Rosalynn Carter as an over-
whelmingly effective first lady. She set many 
new precedents with her substantive changes to 
the office itself and with her public partnership 
with the president in promoting the adminis-
tration’s agenda. Only the second first lady to 
testify before Congress (Eleanor Roosevelt was 
the first), she represented the United States in 
meetings with foreign leaders and raised public 
awareness of mental illness, childhood disease, 
the needs of the elderly, and women’s equality 
rights. As a former first lady, she remains very 
active in many of these same causes. The Cart-
ers have written and published together, and 
Rosalynn has published her memoirs (First Lady 
from Plains), as well as several books on living 
a healthy life and coping with mental illness in 
the family. She is active in several projects of the 
Carter Presidential Center and has accompanied 
former President Carter as an observer to foreign 
elections. Rosalynn and Jimmy Carter founded 
the Atlanta Project, an effort to fight urban 
poverty. Both are also active with Habitat for 
Humanity, a nonprofit organization dedicated 
to expanding the base of affordable housing in 
local communities across the nation.
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In recognition of her work on behalf of the 
mentally ill, Rosalynn was presented with the 
Presidential Citation from the American Psy-
chological Association. She has received numer-
ous honorary degrees and citations. In 1999, 
the Carters received the Presidential Medal of 
Freedom, the nation’s highest civilian honor. 
Rosalynn Carter continues to work on a variety 
of projects with her husband through the Carter 
Center.
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Catalyst Catalyst is a nonprofit research and 
advisory organization working to advance 
women in business. Felice Schwartz founded 
Catalyst in 1962 to aid women entering the 
workforce. Five college presidents (from Smith, 
Wellesley, Lawrence, Mills, and Sarah Law-
rence) endorsed the idea and agreed to form the 
first board of directors. In 1969, Catalyst con-
ducted its first survey of employers at the 
nation’s top 1,000 companies on their attitudes 
toward hiring women. Since then, Catalyst has 
become one of the most significant repositories 
for information on issues related to women and 
work. The organization operates career centers; 
advises corporations on strategies to recruit, 
hire, and retain women and improve diversity in 
all aspects of business; works with corporations 
to recruit women for their boards of directors; 
and hosts a speaker’s bureau. In 1987, Catalyst 

began to make awards to companies in recogni-
tion of innovative strategies adopted to advance 
women in management. The organization main-
tains a Web site at www.catalystwoment.org.

Catt, Carrie Chapman (Carrie Clinton 
Lane Chapman Catt) (1859–1947) suffragist, 
feminist, peace activist Key coordinator of the 
suffrage movement and skillful political strate-
gist, Carrie Chapman Catt revitalized the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION (NAWSA) and played a leading role in its 
successful campaign to win voting rights for 
women. Born Carrie Clinton Lane in Ripon, 
Wisconsin, on January 9, 1859, she moved to 
Iowa with her family when she was seven and 
began preparatory schooling there. In 1880, she 
graduated from Iowa State College at the top of 
her class, having worked her way through 
school by washing dishes, working in the school 
library, and teaching. After college, she worked 
as a law clerk, schoolteacher, and a principal in 
Mason City, Iowa. In 1883, at the age of 24, she 
became one of the first women to be appointed 
superintendent of schools. In February 1885, 
Lane married Leo Chapman, editor and pub-
lisher of the Mason City Republican, who died of 
typhoid fever the following year in San Fran-
cisco, California, after going there to seek new 
employment. Arriving a few days after her hus-
band’s death, the young widow decided to 
remain in San Francisco, where she eked out a 
living as the city’s first female newspaper 
reporter.

In 1887, Chapman returned to Charles City, 
Iowa, and joined the Iowa Woman Suffrage 
Association as a professional writer, lecturer, 
and recording secretary. From 1890 to 1892, she 
served as the Iowa association’s state organizer. 
In June 1890, Chapman married George Catt, a 
fellow Iowa State alumnus she had met during 
her stay in San Francisco who encouraged her 
SUFFRAGE activity. During this time, Catt also 
began to work nationally for NAWSA, speaking 
in 1890 at its Washington, D.C., convention. 
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Her writing and speaking engagements estab-
lished her reputation as a leading suffragist. 
In 1892, she was asked by SUSAN B. ANTHONY 
to address Congress on the proposed suffrage 
amendment. In 1900, she succeeded Anthony 
as NAWSA president. From then on, her time 
was spent primarily in speechmaking, planning 
campaigns, organizing women, and gaining 
political experience.

In 1902, Catt helped to organize the Interna-
tional Woman Suffrage Alliance (IWSA), which 
eventually incorporated sympathetic associa-
tions in 32 nations. In 1904, she resigned her 
NAWSA presidency in order to care for her 
ailing husband. Grief-stricken over the deaths 
of George Catt (October 1905) and Susan B. 
Anthony (February 1906), Catt was encouraged 
by her doctor and her friends to travel abroad. 
As a result, she spent much of the following nine 
years as IWSA president promoting equal-suf-
frage rights worldwide.

In 1915, Catt returned home to resume 
the leadership of NAWSA, which had become 
badly divided under Dr. ANNA HOWARD SHAW. 
In 1916, at a NAWSA convention in Atlantic 
City, New Jersey, Catt unveiled her WINNING 
PLAN to campaign simultaneously for suf-
frage on both the state and federal levels, 
and to compromise on partial suffrage in the 
states resisting change. Under Catt’s leader-
ship, NAWSA won the backing of both houses 
of Congress, as well as state support for the 
amendment’s ratification. In 1917, New York 
passed a state woman suffrage referendum, 
and by 1918, President Woodrow Wilson was 
finally converted to the cause. On August 26, 
1920, the Nineteenth Amendment officially 
became part of the U.S. Constitution.

Stepping down from the presidency of 
NAWSA after this victory, Catt continued her 
work for equal suffrage, founding the new 
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS and serving as its 
honorary president for the rest of her life. In 
1923, she published Woman Suffrage and Politics: 
The Inner Story of the Suffrage Movement. In her 
later years, Catt’s interests broadened to include 

the causes of world peace and child labor. She 
founded the National Committee on the Cause 
and Cure of War, serving as its chairperson 
until 1932 and honorary chair thereafter. She 
also actively supported the League of Nations. 
Honored and praised by countless institutions 
for her half-century of public service, she died 
of heart failure in New Rochelle, New York, on 
March 9, 1947.

Further Reading
Catt, Carrie Chapman, and Nettie Rogers Shuler. 
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Carrie Chapman Catt (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)

Catt, Carrie Chapman  103 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   103 11/29/07   12:37:19 PM



Dictionary, Vol. I, 309–313. Cambridge, Mass.: 
The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 
1971.

Van Voris, Jacqueline. Carrie Chapman Catt: A Public 
Life. New York: Feminist Press at the City Univer-
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—Paula Casey

Center for American Women and Politics 
(CAWP) The Center for American Women 
and Politics (CAWP) was founded in 1971 and 
operates as a unit of the Eagleton Institute of 
Politics at Rutgers, the State University of New 
Jersey. CAWP serves as a bridge between aca-
demic research on women in politics and practi-
tioners. CAWP’s major programs include 
maintaining the National Information Bank on 
Women in Public Office; conducting national 
forums for women in public office with special 
focus on projects dedicated to increasing the 
numbers of Latina, African-American, and 
young women in office; providing training semi-
nars for women candidates; doing educational 
outreach to faculty engaged in teaching women 
and politics courses; and conducting and dis-
seminating research on major issues involving 
women in public office. The organization’s Web 
site is an excellent resource for scholars and 
those interested in learning more about women 
and American politics: www.cawp.rutgers.edu.

Center for Women Policy Studies The 
Center for Women Policy Studies was founded 
in 1972 as the nation’s first feminist policy 
research organization. The center is dedicated to 
multiethnic and multicultural feminist research, 
policy analysis, and advocacy to bring women’s 
voices into contemporary public policy debates. 
The center works directly with state legislators 
to bring about public policy favorable to wom-
en’s interests and utilizes the results of research 
projects to help shape legislation and public 
policy. Issues include: women and ACQUIRED 
IMMUNODEFICIENCY SYNDROME (AIDS), violence 

against women and girls, welfare reform, access 
to health care, educational equity, work/family 
and workplace diversity policies, reproductive 
rights and health, and trafficking in women and 
girls. The organization maintains a Web site at 
www.centerwomenpolicy.org.

Chapman, Maria Weston (1806–1885) abo-
litionist Maria Weston Chapman was a promi-
nent leader in both female and mixed abolitionist 
societies, as well as a principal organizer of anti-
slavery bazaars. Born on July 25, 1806, in Wey-
mouth Massachusetts, she was sent to England 
for her schooling. Upon returning to America, 
she became principal of Ebenezer Bailey’s Young 
Ladies’ High School. In 1830, she married the 
businessman Henry Chapman.

Shortly after her marriage, Chapman took 
on a leadership role in the antislavery cause 
in Boston, founding the Boston Female Anti-
Slavery Society in 1833 with 11 other women, 
including three of her four sisters (Caroline, 
Deborah, and Anne). Chapman’s abolitionist 
organization had humble beginnings, but it 
quickly fostered a sizable membership. She 
also organized and managed large women-run 
antislavery fairs in Boston, which proved to be a 
lucrative source of funds for abolitionists. Chap-
man, however, did not restrict herself to female 
antislavery organizations; she took on execu-
tive positions in both the Massachusetts and 
American Anti-Slavery Societies. The support 
she showed for the radical and controversial 
abolitionist William Lloyd Garrison, coupled 
with a leadership style that was commonly per-
ceived by her peers as authoritarian, frequently 
brought her into disagreements with other anti-
slavery activists. In 1837 a group of conservative 
clergy published a pastoral letter condemning 
female abolitionists for departing from their 
traditional spheres. In response, Maria Chap-
man wrote a satirical poem, “The Times that 
Try Men’s Souls,” publishing it under the name 
“The Lords of Creation.” “Confusion has seized 
us, and all things go wrong, / The women have 
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leaped from ‘their spheres.’ / And instead of 
fixed stars, shoot as comets along, / And are 
setting the world by their ears! / . . . So freely 
they move in their chosen elipse, / The ‘Lords of 
Creation’ / do fear an eclipse.”

The Philadelphia Anti-Slavery Convention 
of 1838 was the only time Maria Chapman spoke 
in public, and that was only to introduce fellow 
abolitionist ANGELINA GRIMKÉ. In 1840, Chap-
man was selected to join LYDIA MARIA CHILD and 
LUCRETIA MOTT on the executive committee of 
the American Anti-Slavery Society. She was also 
chosen as a Massachusetts delegate to the world 
antislavery convention held in London that year. 
She did not attend.

Three daughters and a son were born to 
Maria and Henry Chapman between 1831 and 
1840. Their youngest daughter and Henry Chap-
man himself fell ill with tuberculosis and died 
in 1842. Six years after her husband’s death, 
Maria Chapman traveled to Europe, where 
she bolstered the popularity of the American 
antislavery movement abroad. She enrolled her 
three surviving children in school: son Henry in 
Heidelberg and both daughters in Paris. When 
Henry completed his education, she returned 
to the United States in 1855 and continued her 
support for the abolitionist movement. When 
the Civil War broke out, all of Maria Chapman’s 
sisters joined her in Weymouth. Upon issuance 
of the Emancipation Proclamation in 1863, 
Maria worked with William Lloyd Garrison 
to disband the antislavery organizations. She 
spent her remaining years devoted to educating 
former slaves.

Maria Weston Chapman broke from pre-
scribed gender expectations through her active 
leadership in the antislavery cause and ques-
tioned the limitations placed on the role of 
women in American politics. Through her pub-
lic leadership role within the ABOLITIONIST MOVE-
MENT and the financial skills she demonstrated 
through her work in antislavery fairs, she helped 
legitimize the role of women in political cam-
paigns. Maria Chapman died of heart disease 
on July 12, 1885. She is buried in the family 

plot, along with all of her sisters, in Weymouth, 
Massachusetts.
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Antislavery Movement. Westport, Conn.: Green-
wood, 1972, 28–59.

Taylor, Clare. Women of the Anti-Slavery Movement: The 
Weston Sisters. New York: St. Martins, 1995.

—David M. Greenspoon

Chicago, Judy (Judith Cohen) (1939– ) 
painter, sculptor, installation artist Judy Chi-
cago was born Judith Cohen in Chicago, Illinois, 
on July 20, 1939. Studying at the University of 
California, she received her B.A. degree Phi Beta 
Kappa in 1962 and her master’s degree in 1964. 
She taught at the University of California–Los 
Angeles (UCLA) until 1969 and formally adopted 
the name of her home city the following year. 
Chicago was already a working artist, when, 
with Canadian-born artist Miriam Schapiro, she 
established an arts-based education program for 
women—the Feminist Studio Workshop—at 
California State University in 1970. The pro-
gram produced the first art installation that was 
decidedly and unabashedly feminist in perspec-
tive: Womanhouse (1972). It has been cited as 
one of the strongest inspirations for the creation 
of a worldwide feminist art movement.

Chicago’s woman-centered and woman-
inspired art turned to history two years later, 
and she began work on what would become her 
most noted—and most controversial—project: 
The Dinner Party. Realized between 1974 and 
1979 (with the assistance of hundreds of vol-
unteers), The Dinner Party was a room-sized 
multimedia installation that stood as a symbolic 
representation of women in the history of West-
ern civilization. Traveling to venues across six 
countries, the exhibit—a triangular table set for 
39 women on a floor marked with the names of 
almost a thousand others—was well-attended 
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and received critical acclaim. Both The Dinner 
Party and Chicago’s role in the creation of the 
feminist art movement was celebrated in 1996 at 
the UCLA Museum, and a comprehensive cata-
log was released by the University of California 
Press to accompany it.

The Birth Project was Chicago’s next large 
artistic undertaking. Similar to The Dinner Party 
in both breadth and scope, The Birth Project 
spoke to the art world’s lack of imagery around 
the subject of birthing and sought to compile a 
collection of representations and present them 
in needlework form. Exhibited in over 100 
venues, The Birth Project lasted for five years 
(from 1980 to 1985). Pieces from the collection 
have been conserved and are still on exhibit in 
public collections across the United States. Dur-
ing this period, Chicago also worked on a solo 
project—a series of pieces created with various 
types of media that deconstructed notions of 
men, masculinity, and power. Called Powerplay, 
the series of drawings, paintings, and sculpture 
critiqued the construction of gender in relation-
ships of power in the Western world.

The year 1993 marked Chicago’s next large 
artistic undertaking. The Holocaust Project: 
From Darkness into Light opened at the Spertus 
Museum in Chicago that year, and it continues 
to be shown in museums across the country to 
this day. Materializing from almost a decade of 
research, travel, and artistic creation, The Holo-
caust Project merged Chicago’s multimedia (and 
collaborative) work with Donald Woodman’s 
photography to create a visual and textual 
representation of the Holocaust that spoke not 
only about the event but also to a larger human 
experience.

By the time the millennium arrived, Chi-
cago had already received three honorary doc-
toral degrees from Russell Sage College, New 
York (1992), from Smith College, Northampton, 
Massachusetts, and from Lehigh University in 
Bethlehem, Pennsylvania (2000). In 1996, she 
became the first living artist included in the 
archives of the Arthur and Elizabeth Schlesinger 
Library on the History of Women in America at 

Radcliffe College in Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
She was also the 1999 recipient of the UCLA 
Alumni Professional Achievement Award. Judy 
Chicago’s enormous body of work, including 
installations like Menstruation Bathroom (1971), 
collaborative projects like Resolutions: A Stitch 
in Time (begun in 1994), university-based and 
developed works like At Home (2001), and her 
two autobiographies (1975’s Through the Flower: 
My Struggle as a Woman Artist and 1996’s Beyond 
the Flower: The Autobiography of a Feminist Art-
ist) all illustrate a strong, fiercely feminist artist 
determined to use her craft for social change. 
Pushing the borders of traditional notions of 
gender and sexuality through artistic expres-
sion, Judy Chicago has garnered well-earned 
respect as an artist, teacher, writer, and social 
activist. Today Chicago is the founding artist 
of Through the Flower, a nonprofit feminist art 
organization housed at Rutgers University and 
dedicated to raising awareness of the feminist 
art movement.

—Candis Steenbergen

Child, Lydia Maria (1802–1880) author, abo-
litionist, suffragist A popular 19th-century 
author and reformer, Lydia Maria Child was 
born Lydia Francis on February 11, 1802. She 
added Maria as a middle name in 1822 and mar-
ried abolitionist David Lee Child in 1828. Lydia 
Child was a prolific author, producing more 
than 50 books between the years 1824 and 1868, 
including historical fiction, novels, and domes-
tic advice manuals. These works included the 
commercially successful American Frugal House-
wife (1829), The Mother’s Book (1831), and Good 
Wives (1832). She also authored numerous arti-
cles, poems, and short stories; edited collections 
of poetry and prose; and edited several periodi-
cals, including Juvenile Miscellany (1826–34).

As an active abolitionist, reformer, and 
women’s rights activist, Child was identified 
by fellow abolitionist William Lloyd Garrison 
as “the first woman in the Republic.” In 1833, 
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Child published An Appeal in Favor of that 
Class of Americans Called Africans, a work she 
described as the first antislavery tract in favor 
of immediate emancipation. Although she is 
perhaps best known today as the editor of Inci-
dents in the Life of a Slave Girl (1861), an autobio-
graphical novel by former slave Harriet Jacobs, 
Child’s peers recognized her as the author of 
numerous antislavery works over the course of 
three decades. After the Civil War, Child turned 
her reform impulses toward the treatment of 
freedmen and, later, Native Americans. Lydia 
Maria Child died on October 20, 1880.

Further Reading
Holland, Patricia G., Milton Meltzer, and Francine 

Krasno, eds. The Collected Correspondence of Lydia 
Maria Child, 1817–1880. Millwood, N.Y.: Kraus 
Microform, 1980.

Karcher, Carolyn. The First Woman in the Republic: A 
Cultural Biography of Lydia Maria Child. Durham, 
N.C.: Duke University Press, 1994.

—Laura Tuennerman-Kaplan

child care Unlike workers in other industri-
alized countries, wage-earning parents in the 
United States have never had access to adequate 
and affordable care for their children. When 
care was offered, it took the form of state assis-
tance or charitable philanthropy rather than a 
benefit of employment. From the 1870s to the 
1920s, day nurseries operated by benevolent 
organizations and reform groups—both secular 
and religiously affiliated—emerged as the pri-
mary child care solution in the United States. 
Settlement houses often provided day nurseries 
alongside their employment agencies to ensure 
greater opportunities for mothers to secure day 
labor. Advocates for increasing child care pro-
grams in the United States gained support from 
the presence of the Model Day Nursery exhibit 
at the World’s Columbia Exhibition held in Chi-
cago in 1893. That exposure led to the establish-
ment of the National Federation of Day Nurseries 
(NFDN) in 1898, with affiliated chapters and 

associations forming during this period. Philan-
thropist Josephine Jewell (Mrs. Arthur) Dodge—
who had founded two day nurseries in New York 
City—served as a leader in child care advocacy, 
and the number of day nurseries grew from 
about 175 at the turn of the century to 700 by 
1916. Yet facilities remained segregated by race 
and ethnicity, and groups such as the NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF COLORED WOMEN, Catholic Char-
ities, and the National Council of Jewish Women 
devoted much attention to providing day-care 
resources for families turned away from “white 
only” centers.

During periods of economic stress, espe-
cially during the Great Depression and World 
War II, the federal government offered states 
some funding to provide child care facilities but 
these actions never came close to filling parental 
needs for child care; in fact, often funds were 
directed at employing adults and not in provid-
ing care for children. The Franklin D. Roosevelt 
administration directed Works Progress Admin-
istration monies toward emergency nursery 
schools to employ out-of-work teachers. In 1941, 
Congress passed the Lanham Act, which pro-
vided funds to build facilities, but eligibility for 
funding was limited to centers known as “war 
nurseries,” which serviced federal, defense-
contracted workers. Similarly private child care 
emerged during World War II. In 1943, the Kai-
ser Shipyards opened a child care center at the 
entrance of each of their two yards. The centers 
were open 24 hours a day, employed physicians 
and nurses to care for ill children, and provided 
hot meals for women to take home with them 
when they collected their children. The purpose 
of Kaiser’s centers was to reduce absenteeism 
among employees who were mothers. After the 
war, the Kaiser centers closed, and the federal 
government withdrew all its support for child 
care, instructing women to quit work, go home, 
and take care of their children. Although there 
was some initial dip in the percentage of women 
with children in the workforce immediately 
following World War II, women never fully left 
the workforce, nor did they ever again embrace 
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the traditional model of women relegated to the 
private sphere of the home. In 1947, slightly over 
one-fourth of all mothers with children between 
the ages of 6 and 17 remained in the labor force. 
By contrast, over 75 percent of mothers with 
children were in the workforce, and 64 percent 
with children under six years of age were work-
ing in 2000. The need for high-quality, afford-
able child care has only grown.

Very little federal attention was paid to 
child care in the postwar era. One exception 
was the Comprehensive Child Development Act 
of 1971 (CCDA). Sponsored by two Democrats, 
Senator Walter Mondale (Minnesota) and Rep-
resentative John Brademas (Indiana), the mea-
sure called for low-income families to receive 
free child care and all other families to pay for 
care on a sliding scale. Congress passed the bill, 
but the veto by President Richard M. Nixon sig-
naled its ultimate fate. The public’s reaction to 
the government’s sponsorship of “out-of-home” 
daycare reflected the co-optation of the issue by 
the ideological right. State-sponsored day care 
had become “Sovietized” in the minds of many 
Americans, and any national debate about the 
fundamental need for day care was muted.

In the 1990s, when it was evident that wom-
en’s participation in the full-time work force 
not only included the majority of women and 
women with small children, but that women 
would work throughout the course of their life-
time rather than for a short time before marriage 
and children, the federal government began to 
reexamine the issue. Congress passed the Child 
Care and Development Act in 1990. Consistent 
with other “new federalism” programs of the 
decade, the legislature authorized funding in 
the form of block grants to states, which allowed 
each state to decide how the money would best 
serve its needs. On the one hand, this allowed 
a state to experiment with child care strategies 
that were tailored to its unique constituencies 
and needs. Alternatively, by not providing uni-
form standards for quality, training, and ser-
vices, the Child Care and Development Act did 
not do anything to standardize the accessibility 

or quality of child care nationally. Furthermore, 
75 percent of the block-grant funding was tar-
geted for low-income families, which perpetu-
ated the myth that child care was a class issue. 
In autumn 1997, the Clinton administration 
convened a White House Conference on Child 
Care. The result was a proposal to increase tax 
credits for child care and improve the quality 
and accessibility of child care centers.

For two-paycheck families, reliable, high-
quality child care is scarce and exorbitantly 
expensive. The failure to move child care policy 
beyond an adjunct to public assistance means 
that most parents must locate and pay for a pro-
vider entirely themselves. Nearly 50 percent rely 
on extended family or neighbors to care for their 
children. An estimated 5 million children are 
left unsupervised after the school day ends. For 
most families, child care constitutes a signifi-
cant expenditure: For low- and middle-income 
families with children between the ages of three 
and five, child care represents the third greatest 
expense after housing and food. For families with 
higher incomes (annual income above $66,900), 
it represents the second greatest expense after 
housing. The price of child care can easily run 
between $4,000 and $10,000 annually. In 2006, 
two parents working full-time at the minimum 
wage can expect to earn a combined yearly 
income of $21,000. In 48 states, the cost of cen-
ter-based childcare for a four-year-old is greater 
than tuition at a four-year public college.

Without subsidies from the government or 
employers, the private market delivers what peo-
ple require at a price they can afford by sacrific-
ing the quality of care. Low-cost day care results 
in low wages for child care workers. Low wages 
are directly correlated with high staff turnover 
(over 30 percent a year on average nationwide). 
Low pay for preschool teachers means that cen-
ters cannot recruit and retain the best workers, 
nor can teachers employed at substandard wages 
afford to seek additional training and educa-
tion. An underclass of child care workers, often 
mothers themselves and most recently welfare 
mothers forced into the job market, completes 
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the circle of inadequate resources for inadequate 
care. In the late 1990s, the starting salary for 
day-care teachers with a college degree was about 
$16,000. Nonprofessional starting salaries rarely 
run higher than minimum wage. Middle- and 
lower-income families lack sufficient resources 
to support high-quality day-care centers without 
government or employer subsidies.

Subsidies for the cost of child care are very 
limited. In a number of states, the income eli-
gibility cutoffs for child care assistance are so 
restrictive that the working poor do not qualify. 
For example, a family of three in Missouri earn-
ing above $17,784 cannot qualify for child care 
assistance. Inadequate funds at the state level 
mean long waiting lists. For example, in 2005 
there were over 48,800 children on the waiting 
list in Florida, 26,500 in Texas, and over 20,000 
in Tennessee. Despite research demonstrating 
the importance of early learning to a child’s 
development, public investments in education 
and development are more than seven times 
greater during school-aged years than dur-
ing the early learning years. Business has not 
stepped in to fill the gap. A survey of over 1,000 
American companies found that only 9 percent 
of businesses with 100 or more employees offer 
on-site child care, even though extant stud-
ies and statistics confirm that the benefits of 
on-site day care are vast: It aids in recruiting 
and retaining high-quality workers, particu-
larly women; enhances productivity; heightens 
employee morale; and provides employers with 
a competitive edge in a changing labor mar-
ket. Privatizing child care—arguably a public 
good—leaves parents to bear the bulk of early 
child care costs without any public accountabil-
ity for adequate provision and quality of child 
care services. This will remain a central public 
policy issue for women and men with children 
for the foreseeable future.

Further Reading
Michel, Sonya. Children’s Interests/Mothers’ Rights: 

The Shaping of America’s Child Care Policy. New 
Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1999.

Rose, Elizabeth R. A Mother’s Job: The History of Day 
Care, 1890–1960. New York: Oxford University 
Press, 1999.

Shibley, Janey Hyde, and Marilyn J. Essex, eds. Parental 
Leave and Child Care: Setting a Research and Policy 
Agenda. Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 
1991.

Stoltzfus, Emilie. Citizen, Mother, Worker: Debating 
Public Responsibility for Child Care after the Sec-
ond World War. Chapel Hill: University of North 
Carolina Press, 2003.

—Kyle E. Ciani

Child Support Enforcement Amendment 
(1984) The Child Support Enforcement Amend-
ment of 1984 was an amendment to the Social 
Security Amendments of 1974, which created a 
state-federal child-support enforcement pro-
gram. The 1984 act gave states the authority to 
enact and test innovative approaches to child-
support enforcement and collection as long as 
the modifications did not have an impact on 
disadvantaged children in need of support. 
Under the 1984 act, states were granted waiv-
ers to implement models of interstate collabo-
ration among Child Support Enforcement (CSE) 
agencies and the ability to test new ways of 
reviewing and modifying child-support 
enforcement orders. In addition, the act allowed 
states to address and examine CSE case history 
with domestic violence, continued assurance, 
and noncustodial parental access to visitation. 
Waivers were granted to states to address 
fatherhood initiatives, job-training programs, 
parenting classes, interviewing and client refer-
ral, and paternity test establishment. The act 
also allocated funds for states to address CSE 
program performance and improvement. County 
governments are required to administer Child 
Support Enforcement programs that are in 
accordance with state rules and regulations 
regarding programs and staffing requirements. 
At the federal level, the Health and Human 
Services assistant secretary for children and 
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families has full responsibility for the evalua-
tion of Child Support Enforcement programs.

—Scott A. Shelton

chilly climate The term chilly climate is used 
to describe an unwelcoming or hostile environ-
ment women often face in educational settings 
and the business world, or as pioneers entering 
nontraditional occupations. Although many 
overt barriers to women’s participation in public 
life have been eliminated, women still face chal-
lenges in trying to achieve full sociopolitical 
integration and equality. The “chilly climate” 
refers to an environment in which women and 
girls are treated differently from men in ways 
that are designed to send the signal that they are 
not welcome. Forms of this discrimination may 
include valuing male comments or behaviors 
over those of women in the classroom, defining 
criteria for promotion in ways that privilege tra-
ditional male qualities or activities over those of 
women, engaging in a form of stereotyping that 
devalues women’s intelligence and undermines 
their self-confidence, and/or privileging gender 
behavior consistent with traditional role expec-
tations and punishing inconsistent behavior. 
The use of “chilly climate” is now also used to 
describe a hostile or unwelcoming environment 
for racial or ethnic minorities.

See also GLASS CEILING; GLASS CEILING 
COMMISSION.

Further Reading
Hopkins, Nancy. “MIT and Gender Bias: Following Up 

on Victory.” Chronicle of Higher Education 45, no. 
40 (1999). Available online. URL: www.chronicle.
com/colloquy/99/genderbias/background.htm.

Orenstein, Peggy. Schoolgirls: Young Women, Self-
esteem and the Confidence Gap. New York: Anchor 
Books, 1995.

Chisholm, Shirley (Shirley Anita St. Hill 
Chisholm) (1924–2005) congressperson, activ-
ist, author Shirley Chisholm represents a num-

ber of firsts in American politics, chiefly being 
the first African-American woman elected to 
Congress and the first African-American woman 
to seek the presidential nomination. Born Shirley 
Anita St. Hill in Brooklyn, New York, on Novem-
ber 30, 1924, to immigrant parents from Guyana 
and Barbados, Chisholm was educated in both 
the Caribbean and the United States. After 
receiving a B.A. in sociology from Brooklyn Col-
lege (1946), she went on to teach nursery school 
in New York City and also pursued and com-
pleted a master’s degree in elementary education 
at Columbia University (1952). At Columbia, 
she met and married a Jamaican American, Con-
rad Q. Chisholm.

Shirley Chisholm, announcing her candidacy for presiden-
tial nomination, January 1972 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Renowned for her oratory, a skill honed 
while attending Brooklyn College, Chisholm 
expressed her desire to enter the public arena 
by saying, “Service is the rent we pay for the 
privilege of living on this earth.” Her decision to 
enter public office and the causes she believed 
in were influenced by a number of experiences 
and events. During Chisholm’s public tenure, 
she was respected for her unfailing commitment 
to women’s rights, fighting racism, and end-
ing poverty. Being a woman coupled with race 
and being elected in 1968 to Congress from a 
predominantly poor community (New York’s 
twelfth district) made Chisholm keenly and 
directly aware of the discrimination, oppression, 
and exploitation these various groups faced.

Equal rights for women were near and dear 
to Chisholm’s heart. She was one of the cofound-
ers of the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN 
(NOW), a strong defender of abortion rights, 
and a supporter of the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT. 
Addressing the U.S. House of Representatives in 
1969 concerning why equal rights legislation for 
women was necessary, Chisholm observed that 
“as a black person, I am no stranger to race preju-
dice. But the truth is that in the political world 
I have been far oftener discriminated against 
because I am a woman than because I am black.” 
She went on to point out that if women were 
indeed equal, “why is it such an event whenever 
one [woman] happens to be elected to Congress?” 
After her election victory, Chisholm hired a staff 
of all women. This was a distinctive statement 
to the Washington power structure that women 
needed to be included in decision making, given 
that they made up half of the U.S. population.

Among minorities and the working class, 
Chisholm was celebrated for her unrelenting 
efforts to ensure equal education access. This 
was evident in her fight for improved education 
programs and expansion of day care for inner-
city youth. Two of her most famous accomplish-
ments in the area of education came during 
her tenure in the New York State Assembly 
(1964–67). Chisholm’s concern about inner-city 
youth being able to attend college regardless 

of income became a reality in 1966 with the 
implementation of SEEK (Search for Education, 
Elevation, and Knowledge), a program that pro-
vided college funding to disadvantaged youths. 
Additionally, Chisholm authored legislation that 
secured unemployment insurance for domestics 
and day-care providers.

During her career in Congress, Chisholm 
was a member of the Education and Labor 
Committee, where she campaigned for a higher 
minimum wage and federal funding for day-
care facilities. Based on her fierce commitment 
to improving and providing resources to the 
poor and disadvantaged, Chisholm consistently 
vowed to defeat any bill proposed by the Nixon 
administration to increase defense funding.

In 1972, Chisholm made her historic dec-
laration for the presidency of the United States. 
She declared herself a “candidate of the people” 
who was “unbought and unbossed.” Despite her 
unsuccessful bid for the presidency, Chisholm 
maintained that this should not discourage 
women from running for office. She encouraged 
young women around the country to “feel them-
selves as capable of running for high political 
office as any wealthy, good-looking white male.”

Upon her retirement from Congress in 
1983, Chisholm remained active on the lecture 
circuit and joined the faculty of Mount Holyoke 
College from 1983 to 1987. In 1993, she was 
nominated by President Clinton to serve as U.S. 
ambassador to Jamaica. Shirley Chisholm died 
on January 1, 2005.

Further Reading
Chisholm, Shirley. Unbought and Unbossed: An Autobi-

ography. New York: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1970.
Pollack, Jill S. Shirley Chisholm. New York: Franklin 

Watts, 1994.

—Hollis France

Christian-Christensen, Donna (1945– ) 
congressional delegate  Donna Christian-Chris-
tensen, congressional delegate from the Virgin 
Islands and a member of an old St. Croix family, 
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was born in Teaneck, New Jersey, on September 
19, 1945. She attended St. Mary’s College in Indi-
ana and then went on to attend George Washing-
ton University School of Medicine, in Washington, 
D.C., earning her M.D. She interned at Pacific 
Medical Center in San Francisco, California, 
from 1970 to 1971 and did her residency in fam-
ily medicine at Howard University Medical Cen-
ter from 1973 to 1974. She became a board-certified 
physician in 1977 and served as medical director 
for the St. Croix Hospital in the Virgin Islands.

As a registered member of the Democratic 
Party of the Virgin Islands, Christian-Chris-
tensen has served as a Democratic national 
committeewoman, member of the Democratic 
Territorial Committee, delegate to Democratic 
Conventions from 1984 to present, and member 
of the Platform Committee of the Democratic 
National Committee from 1988 to the present. 
She was elected to the Virgin Islands Board of 
Education from 1984 to 1986 and was appointed 
as a member to the Virgin Islands Status Com-
mission from 1988 to 1992.

Christian-Christensen was elected as a 
Democrat to the U.S. House of Representatives in 
1997. She serves on the Committee on Resources 
Subcommittee on National Parks, where she is 
the ranking Democrat. She also serves on the 
Small Businesses Subcommittee on Regulatory 
Reform and Oversight, which oversees federal 
regulations on small businesses, and on Home-
land Security’s Subcommittees on Emergency 
Preparedness, Science and Technology; Manage-
ment, Integration and Oversight; and Preven-
tion of Nuclear and Biological Attack. She is a 
member of the Congressional Black Caucus and 
works on health issues within the caucus.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Christensen, Donna Marie Christian.” Biographical 

Directory of the United States Congress, 1774–pres-
ent. Available online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.
gov/scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=C000380. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.
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In Project Vote Smart. Available online. URL: 
http://votesmart.org/bio.php?can_id=BC032620. 
Accessed on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Citizens’ Advisory Council on the Status of 
Women (CACSW) (1963) President Lyndon 
B. Johnson created the Citizens’ Advisory Council 
on the Status of Women (CACSW) by executive 
order in 1963 to promote and seek the implemen-
tation of the recommendations of the late John F. 
Kennedy’s PRESIDENT’S COMMISSION ON THE STATUS 
OF WOMEN (PCSW). The CACSW and the Interde-
partmental Committee on the Status of Women 
(ICSW), like the PCSW, were located in and 
administratively supported by the WOMEN’S 
BUREAU, U.S. Department of Labor. The CACSW, 
chaired by Margaret Hickey (former national 
president of the Business and Professional Wom-
en’s Clubs) and composed of former members of 
the PCSW, maintained a nascent women’s rights 
coalition emerging through relationships among 
commission members and state commissions on 
the status of women. National conferences con-
vened by the Women’s Bureau and PCSW institu-
tions brought committed feminist activists 
together in a national forum on a yearly basis. The 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN was formed 
in 1966 during the third annual conference of 
state commissions on the status of women.

Further Reading
Cobble, Dorothy Sue. The Other Women’s Movement: 

Workplace Justice and Social Rights in Modern 
America. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University 
Press, 2004.

Harrison, Cynthia. On Account of Sex: The Politics of 
Women’s Issues, 1945–1968. Berkeley: University 
of California Press, 1988.

Hartmann, Susan M. From Margin to Mainstream: 
American Women and Politics Since 1960. New 
York: Alfred Knopf, 1989.

—Kathleen A. Laughlin
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citizenship, restrictions for women Citi-
zenship most often refers to those in society with 
civil and political rights and standing to make 
claims against the state for the protection of 
both. SEPARATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY subsumed 
women’s claims for civil and political rights. 
Single women, although subject to taxation by 
the state, held few rights within the state. Mar-
ried women’s status as femmes coverts (women 
“covered” entirely by their husbands’ legal iden-
tity) meant that they were incapable of an inde-
pendent relationship with the state and therefore 
were not considered full citizens. COVERTURE, 
imported to the colonies from the English legal 
tradition, defined the legal relationship between 
husband and wife. English jurist William Black-
stone wrote: “By marriage, the husband and wife 
are one person in law: that is, the very being or 
legal existence of the woman is suspended dur-
ing the marriage, or at least is incorporated and 
consolidated into that of the husband; under 
whose wing, protection and cover, she performs 
every thing . . . [she] is said to be covert-baron, 
or under the protection and influence of her 
husband, her baron, or lord; and her condition 
upon marriage is called her coverture.”

As a practical matter, coverture made the 
husband and wife one person—the husband. 
A married woman could not execute contracts 
independent of her husband, nor could she buy 
or sell property, dispose of personal assets like 
jewelry and household items, control the des-
tiny of her children, or serve as their guardian 
without her husband’s consent. Marital rape was 
inconceivable because husband and wife were 
one person. It was not until 1978, when New 
York included a spouse along with a stranger 
and an acquaintance in the list of perpetrators of 
rape, that marital rape was outlawed anywhere 
in the United States. Although women might 
have been citizens in a conceptual sense, mar-
riage took away the privileges of citizenship in 
a real sense.

In 1907, Congress passed a law stating that 
women who married aliens lost their citizenship 
even if they remained in the United States. The 

Supreme Court upheld the law as late as 1915, 
ruling in Mackenzie v. Hare that if a woman vol-
untarily married an alien, she must give up her 
citizenship and adopt the nationality of her hus-
band. This law remained in effect until passage 
of the CABLE ACT of 1922, which stated that, “the 
right of a person to become a naturalized citizen 
shall not be denied to a person on account of 
sex or because she is a married woman.” Even 
then, however, the law covered only marriages 
to men who were eligible to become natural-
ized citizens (excluding men from China or 
Japan, among others). American-born women 
who married aliens were treated as naturalized 
citizens who could lose their citizenship if they 
lived abroad for two or more years. Revisions to 
the Cable Act in the 1930s and subsequent leg-
islation have made married women’s citizenship 
completely independent of their husbands’.

Further Reading
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Civil Rights Act of 1964 The Civil Rights 
Act of 1964 provided the strongest tool to com-
bat discrimination in employment, education, 
and public accommodations. First sent to Con-
gress by President John F. Kennedy in 1963, the 
legislation stalled in a legislature controlled by 
southern Democrats. Not until Lyndon Johnson 
assumed the presidency following Kennedy’s 
assassination was there real effort applied to 
winning its passage.

The law was primarily intended to elimi-
nate racial discrimination, but in TITLE VII OF 
THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, sex was included 
along with the other protected categories of 
race, color, religion, or national origin. Now sin-
gularly powerful in combating gender discrimi-
nation in employment, Title VII resulted from 
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an amendment offered by Congressman Howard 
Smith, a conservative southern Democrat from 
Virginia. Smith was determined to undermine 
the prohibitions against race discrimination 
at the core of the act by suggesting that men 
and women should be treated equally in the 
workplace. He was sure that the inclusion of 
sex would derail the bill. While accounts of his 
precise motivations vary, the Smith amendment 
did, in fact, survive to become one of the most 
powerful federal protections against employ-
ment discrimination that extended to cover sex 
as well as race. The Civil Rights Act of 1964 
created the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION (EEOC) as the enforcement agency. 
The EEOC is charged with investigating allega-
tions of employment discrimination, and since 
an amendment in 1972, it is empowered to bring 
lawsuits against employers.

The law has since been amended three 
times. The first change extended the authority 
of the EEOC and expanded coverage to include 
public employers and educational institutions. 
The second amendment, known as the PREG-
NANCY DISCRIMINATION ACT (1978), declared that 
classifications based on pregnancy and preg-
nancy-related disabilities fall within the mean-
ing of “sex” under Title VII. Third, the CIVIL 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1991 amended Title VII to reverse 
the effects of several Supreme Court rulings in 
the late 1980s that made job discrimination 
suits harder to win.

Further Reading
Jasper, Margaret C. Employment Discrimination Under 

Title VII. New York: Oceana Publications Inc, 
1999.

Civil Rights Act of 1991 The Civil Rights 
Act of 1991 was designed to reverse a number of 
U.S. Supreme Court decisions from the late 
1980s that significantly narrowed the scope of 
federal antidiscrimination laws as they applied 
to employment. Congress passed a similar bill in 
1990 (the Civil Rights Act of 1990) with biparti-

san support and a number of Republican cospon-
sors, but President George H. W. Bush vetoed the 
legislation, labeling it a “quota bill.” Slight 
adjustments to the bill and an election year 
looming led President Bush to sign the 1991 act.

Congress initiated both acts in response to 
the Supreme Court’s decisions in Ward’s Cove 
Packing Company, Inc v. Antonio (1989), Patterson 
v. McLean Credit Union (1989), Price Waterhouse 
v. Hopkins (1989), and Martin v. Wilks (1989). 
These cases involved challenges to hiring deci-
sions under TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 
OF 1964 and claims of workplace discrimination 
brought under Section 1981 of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1866. Congress believed that each of these 
decisions made it more difficult for women and 
minorities to prove discrimination and harass-
ment in the conditions of employment and in 
the hiring and firing policies of private corpora-
tions. Specifically, the decision in Ward’s Cove 
made it more difficult for employees to prove 
that the company’s hiring decisions, while seem-
ingly neutral, had an illegal disparate impact on 
them because they now had to identify the par-
ticular policy or practice and show that it alone 
had produced the unlawful effect. The employer 
now only had to offer, rather than prove, a busi-
ness justification for practices that produced 
a disparate impact on minorities and women. 
The 1991 Act allowed employees to prove their 
case by showing that employment practices had 
resulted in a disparate impact, and the employer 
was once again required to prove that the prac-
tice in question was a “business necessity.” To 
avoid the “quota” label that doomed the 1990 
act, Congress added, “The mere existence of sta-
tistical imbalance in an employer’s workforce on 
account of race, color, religion, sex, or national 
origin is not alone sufficient to establish a prima 
facie case of disparate impact violation.” The 
Patterson case limited employees’ ability to sue 
for on-the-job racial discrimination because 
of the Supreme Court’s narrow interpretation 
of the relevant clause in Section 1981, “make 
or enforce contracts,” to mean hiring or firing 
only. Therefore, an employee who suffered dis-
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crimination on the basis of race in promotion or 
other advancement decisions was not covered. 
Congress amended the phrase in the 1991 act to 
cover “the enjoyment of all employment bene-
fits, privileges, terms and conditions of the con-
tractual relationship.” Congress also expanded 
the remedies available to plaintiffs under the 
1964 Civil Rights Act. The 1991 Act allows for 
a jury trial and for actions designed to recover 
both compensatory and punitive damages up to 
a limit of $300,000.

Finally, Title II of the Civil Rights Act of 
1991 created the 21-member, bipartisan Fed-
eral GLASS CEILING COMMISSION. The commis-
sion’s mandate was to study the barriers to the 
advancement of minorities and women within 
corporate hierarchies (the problem known as 
the GLASS CEILING), to issue a report on its find-
ings and conclusions, and to make recommen-
dations on ways to dismantle the glass ceiling.

Clark, Septima (Septima Poinsette Clark) 
(1898–1987) civil rights leader Septima Clark 
was born Septima Poinsette on May 3, 1898, in 
Charleston, South Carolina. Upon graduating 
from Avery Normal Institute in 1916, Poinsette 
accepted a teaching position on John’s Island, 
chiefly because black teachers were banned 
from the public schools of Charleston. In 1919, 
she returned to Charleston to teach at Avery 
Normal and joined the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP). 
The following year, she successfully campaigned 
for a state law that allowed blacks to teach in 
Charleston’s black public schools.

In 1920, Poinsette married seaman Nerie 
Clark. The marriage produced two children, 
with only the son surviving. Nerie Clark died 
in 1925. After returning to John’s Island for 
two years, Septima Clark taught in the public 
schools of Columbia and Charleston. She earned 
a B.A. in English from Benedict College in 1942 
and an M.A. from Hampton Institute in 1946. 
In 1954, the South Carolina legislature passed 
a law that no city or state employee could be 

affiliated with a civil rights organization. At this 
time, Clark was serving as Charleston NAACP 
membership chair. Unlike many others, she 
refused to renounce her membership and lost 
her job as well as her pension. A proponent of 
nonviolence, she taught citizenship education at 
the Highlander Folk School in Monteagle, Ten-
nessee before moving to the Southern Christian 
Leadership Council (SCLC) in 1961 as director 
of education. She died on December 15, 1987.

Clark viewed the problem of race as more 
significant than the problem of sex. Although 
she suffered and complained about discrimi-
nation by male civil rights leaders, as the first 
woman elected to the Executive Board of SCLC, 
she never focused on the specific problems of 
women.
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Clay, Laura (1849–1941) suffragist Laura Clay, 
born in Madison County, Kentucky, on February 
9, 1849, was the daughter of Cassius Clay, a well-
known abolitionist and minister to Russia when 
the United States purchased Alaska. She attended 
the University of Michigan and graduated from 
Kentucky State College, now Transylvania Col-
lege, in 1870. After her parents’ divorce in 1878, in 
which her mother lost her home and all marital 
assets, Clay became disturbed by the lack of eco-
nomic and legal rights women held in Kentucky. 
In 1888, she founded the Kentucky Equal Rights 
Association with Josephine Henry. During the 22 
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years Clay served as its president, the association 
succeeded in passing laws extending women’s 
social and economic rights in the state.

Clay also served as the auditor of the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION (NAWSA) from 1896 to 1911 and chaired 
its membership committee, nearly tripling the 
membership and establishing associations in 
nine southern states. However, Clay broke with 
NAWSA over the proposed federal constitutional 
amendment granting woman SUFFRAGE, arguing 
that each state had the right to qualify its own 
electors. Clay campaigned against the suffrage 
amendment in Nashville, Tennessee. After the 
Nineteenth Amendment’s ratification in 1920, 
she continued to work for the Democratic Party 
and women’s issues. In 1920, Clay became the 
first woman to receive a vote for the presiden-
tial nomination from a major party when the 
Democrats nominated her to honor her work in 
political and suffrage movements. She died on 
June 29, 1941.
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Cleveland, Frances (Frances Clara Folsom 
Cleveland) (1864–1947) first lady Frances 
Clara Folsom (“Frank” to her family) was born 
in Buffalo, New York, on July 21, 1864, to attor-
ney Oscar Folsom and his wife, Emma Hamon 
Folsom. When Oscar Folsom died in an acci-
dent in 1875, his law partner, Grover Cleveland, 
became administrator of the estate. Frank was 
well educated as a child and enrolled in Wells 
College in 1832. “Uncle Cleve” kept up a lively 

correspondence with her while she was away at 
school. With her mother, she visited the White 
House following Cleveland’s election as presi-
dent in 1884. President Cleveland’s sister, Rose 
Elizabeth Cleveland, served as his official host-
ess with the assistance of Harriet Lane, hostess 
for the previous bachelor, President James 
Buchanan. In August 1885, Grover Cleveland 
proposed to Frances, and she accepted (with 
her mother’s approval). They were married in a 
small ceremony in the White House on June 2, 
1886. At 21, she was the youngest first lady in 
history. They gave two receptions following the 
wedding—one for the diplomatic corps and one 
for the general public. Soon after they were 
married, they moved out of the White House to 
a small farmhouse just outside the city. They 
used the White House for work and official 
entertaining.

Frances Cleveland was immediately popu-
lar. The press and the public hungered for details 
about her, and her likeness was used on numer-
ous product advertisements. Frances relied 
upon Harriet Lane for advice on entertaining 
and managing the affairs of the White House. 
She was the first presidential lady to employ a 
secretary to assist with her correspondence, and 
during Cleveland’s second term, a federal clerk 
was assigned to assist with social planning. This 
marked the beginning of a staff for the first lady. 
Frances traveled extensively throughout the 
country with the president, attracting crowds of 
well-wishers wherever they went. In Washing-
ton, she worked with charities for the poor but 
refused to endorse women’s SUFFRAGE. She was 
a strong advocate of education for women and 
served on the board of Wells College for more 
than 50 years. In a subtle change to tradition, 
she held Saturday afternoon receptions to enable 
working women to attend. She helped to found 
the University Women’s Club and urged expan-
sion of educational opportunities for women.

Grover Cleveland lost his bid for reelection 
in 1888. Upon their departure from the White 
House, Frances reportedly told a steward, “Now, 
Jerry, I want you to take good care of all the fur-
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niture and ornaments in the house, for I want 
to find everything just as it is now when we 
come back again. We are coming back just four 
years from today.” The Clevelands moved to a 
house in New York and on October 3, 1891, their 
first child, Ruth, was born. Baby Ruth quickly 
became as popular as her mother, and a candy 
bar was named for her. In 1893, as Frances had 
predicted, they returned to the White House; 
that same year, a second daughter, Esther, was 
born. In her second term, she was less interested 
in entertaining and more dedicated to the task 
of raising her children. Sons Richard Folsom 
and Francis Grover were born in 1897 and 1903, 
respectively. For Grover Cleveland, his second 
term was marked by a significant economic 
depression and mouth cancer, an ailment the 
couple kept secret fearing more disruption to 
the financial markets if the news leaked out.

When the Clevelands left the White House 
for the second time, they bought a house in 
Princeton, New Jersey. Tragically, Ruth died 
of diphtheria in 1903. Grover Cleveland died 
on June 24, 1908, leaving his wife and three 
surviving children a sizable estate. Five years 
later, Frances married a Princeton archeology 
professor, Thomas Jex Preston, Jr. In her later 
years, she was active in the Women’s University 
Club and with the National Security League 
during World War I. Cataract surgery restored 
her failing eyesight, and she enjoyed returning 
to the White House when invited by subsequent 
presidential wives. Frances Cleveland Preston 
died on October 29, 1947.
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Clinton, Hillary Rodham (Hillary Diane 
Rodham Clinton) (1947– ) first lady, U.S. 
senator Hillary Diane Rodham was born in 
Chicago, Illinois, on October 26, 1947, to Hugh 
Rodham and Dorothy Howell Rodham. Hillary 
was the first of three children (two sons fol-
lowed). Hugh Rodham ran a small textile busi-
ness in Chicago. In 1950, the Rodhams moved to 
Park Ridge, Illinois, a conservative, Republican 
suburb of Chicago where Hillary attended public 
school. Her parents placed great value on educa-
tion, and both applauded her academic achieve-
ment and encouraged her to develop career 
aspirations. In high school, she was active with 
the student council and the newspaper. Named 
to the National Honor Society, she graduated in 
the top 5 percent of her class, and was voted 
“most likely to succeed.” Rodham was also active 
in her church youth group. In 1962, she and her 
group attended a speech by Martin Luther King, 
Jr., in which he urged an end to racial injustice. 
After the speech, Rodham was introduced to Dr. 
King in a moment that proved formative in 
developing her own voice as an activist later in 
life. As a high school student, her political views 
were consistent with the Republican community 
in which she lived. In 1964, she campaigned for 
Republican presidential nominee Barry Goldwa-
ter as a “Goldwater Girl.”

In autumn 1965, Rodham enrolled at 
Wellesley College, where she excelled as a 
student and quickly became involved in cam-
pus politics and student government. At this 
time, her politics took on a decidedly more 
progressive tone. Although she interned in 
Washington, D.C., with Secretary of Defense 
Melvin Laird during the summer of 1968 and 
attended the Republican Party convention in 
Miami, supporting the nomination of Nelson 
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Rockefeller, she had a change of heart before 
the November election. She campaigned for 
Senator Eugene McCarthy in the election of 
1968 and took part in campus protests against 
the war. At Wellesley’s commencement in 1969, 
Senator Edward Brooke (R-MA) was invited to 
give the address, and students encouraged the 
university to select a student who could articu-
late their views about the unrest in Ameri-
can society. Hillary Rodham was the chosen 
speaker, and although she prepared a text, she 
altered it during Senator Brooke’s speech so 
that she could respond to his remarks as well 
as articulate her own vision of the future. “The 
challenge now is to practice politics as the art 
of making what appears to be impossible, pos-
sible,” she said.

In autumn 1969, Hillary Rodham became 
one of 30 women in the entering class of 160 
students at Yale Law School. She chose Yale over 
Harvard because it promoted law as an avenue 

for social change, a perspective consistent with 
her personal philosophy. As a law student, she 
was just as active on campus as she had been 
as an undergraduate at Wellesley as she pre-
pared for a life in public service and politics. 
She met several future political allies, including 
Vernon Jordan and Peter Edelman, at a LEAGUE 
OF WOMEN VOTERS (LWV) conference where she 
was invited to speak in honor of the LWV’s 50th 
anniversary. Peter Edelman introduced her to his 
wife, MARIAN WRIGHT EDELMAN, founder of the 
Children’s Defense Fund, with whom Rodham 
later interned, an experience that began a lifelong 
commitment to improving the lives and opportu-
nities of poor children. She also briefly worked 
for Senator Walter Mondale’s subcommittee on 
migrant workers and their children. She began 
researching the legal aspects of how children are 
treated in America, a line of research and writ-
ing that would eventually be used by conserva-
tive political opponents to brand her a radical 
and “out of step” with mainstream American 
parenting philosophy. In 1972, although she was 
eligible for graduation, Rodham decided to apply 
for a children’s rights program at the law school 
so that she could continue to study children’s 
advocacy. She wrote an article, “Children and 
the Law,” published in the Harvard Educational 
Review, in which she tried to establish support for 
“children’s rights.”

In 1970, Rodham met fellow law student 
Bill Clinton while studying in the Yale law 
library. She reportedly walked up to him and 
said, “Look, if you’re going to keep staring at 
me, and I’m going to keep staring back, I think 
we should at least know each other. I’m Hillary 
Rodham. What’s your name?” Thus began their 
continuing personal and political partnership. 
Clinton had earned his undergraduate degree 
from Georgetown and had held a Rhodes schol-
arship at Oxford before enrolling at Yale. He 
was very vocal about his commitment to return 
to his native Arkansas. When he met Rodham’s 
parents over Christmas in 1971, they expressed 
some reservations over his intention to pursue 
politics in Arkansas. Hillary’s friends, too, wor-
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ried that she would “disappear” into state poli-
tics rather than pursue the national stage.

During the summer of 1972, both Clinton 
and Rodham campaigned for Democratic can-
didate George McGovern. In the process, they 
each began to compile a network of friends and 
political allies in the Democratic Party. When 
they graduated from Yale in spring 1973, Clin-
ton returned to Arkansas to teach at the Univer-
sity of Arkansas Law School and Rodham went 
to work for Edelman’s Children’s Defense Fund 
in Cambridge, Massachusetts. In January 1974, 
she was hired as a staff attorney for the House 
Judiciary Committee working on the impeach-
ment of President Richard Nixon. When Nixon 
resigned in August 1974, she decided to move 
to Arkansas, where she took a position at the 
University of Arkansas Law School. Bill Clinton 
was running for a seat in Congress, and Rod-
ham joined the campaign writing speeches and 
organizing his appearances. Clinton lost the 
campaign, but Rodham stayed in Arkansas, and 
the couple were married on October 11, 1975.

After her marriage, Hillary Rodham con-
tinued to use her maiden name professionally, 
a decision that didn’t always sit well with local 
constituents. Bill Clinton was elected attorney 
general of Arkansas in 1976, and the couple 
moved to Little Rock, Arkansas. In Little Rock, 
Rodham pursued her law career, accepting 
an offer from the Rose Law Firm, a large and 
very powerful player in Arkansas politics and 
policy. The next year, President Jimmy Carter 
appointed her to the board of directors of the 
Legal Services Corporation, a nonprofit orga-
nization established by Congress in 1974. In 
Arkansas, Rodham founded Advocates for Chil-
dren and Families, an organization dedicated 
to expanding rights for children. In 1978, Bill 
Clinton was elected governor of Arkansas. The 
first signs of what would later be known as the 
“Hillary Factor” were evident even in this cam-
paign. Opponents objected to Rodham using 
her own name, her involvement in politics, and 
the fact that she had a career. For the most part, 
both Bill and Hillary ignored their critics. There 

were also signs that Bill Clinton was unfaithful, 
and evidence of his infidelities during the 1970s 
and 1980s dogged Clinton throughout his career 
in elective office. Publicly, Rodham ignored the 
accusations, and in 1979 she became a partner 
in the Rose Law firm. The couple’s only child, 
Chelsea, was born on February 27, 1980. That 
same year, Clinton was defeated in his bid for 
reelection as governor, but he won the office 
back in 1982. Hillary was an important factor 
in his comeback. She announced that she would 
be known as Hillary Clinton and hired a fashion 
consultant to advise her on her appearance.

The Clintons approached Bill’s second term 
as governor with zeal, dedicating much of their 
efforts to reforming Arkansas public education 
system. Governor Clinton named Hillary chair of 
the Education Standards Committee. She spent 
two years investigating the state of public educa-
tion in Arkansas, traveling the state and collecting 
data. The committee formulated a proposal call-
ing for smaller classes and student performance 
testing at regular intervals. Funding for the 
improvements was politically assured when the 
committee agreed to include basic skills tests for 
all of the state’s teachers. Teachers rallied against 
the provision, some calling it racist, but never-
theless it was adopted by the legislature. Hillary 
Clinton earned high marks for the substance of 
the initiative and for her adept handling of the 
politics of the issue; she was named Woman of 
the Year by an Arkansas newspaper.

As a couple, Bill and Hillary Clinton were 
selected by Esquire for its list of baby boomers 
most likely to leave a positive mark on history. 
Talk of a Clinton run for the presidency was 
rampant in 1987, but Bill announced that he 
would not seek the Democratic nomination and 
cited his commitment to seven-year-old Chelsea 
and his family. In 1988, the National Law Jour-
nal named Hillary Rodham Clinton one of the 
hundred most influential lawyers in the United 
States. As 1992 loomed, the Clintons again con-
sidered a run for the White House.

At first, President George Bush seemed 
unbeatable, and many prominent Democrats 
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had already announced that they would sit out 
the 1992 cycle as a result. Clinton, now in his 
fifth term as governor of Arkansas, announced 
his intention to seek the Democratic nomination 
for president on October 3, 1991. Almost imme-
diately, questions about his marriage attracted 
the attention of the national media. In hopes 
of heading off any obsession with the issue, 
the Clintons met the press as a couple and 
attempted to answer their questions. Hillary 
claimed, “You’ve got to be willing to stay com-
mitted to someone over the long run. . . . My 
strong feelings about divorce and its effect on 
children have caused me to bite my tongue more 
than a few times during my own marriage and 
to think instead about what I could do to be a 
better wife and partner.”

In large part due to their success as col-
laborators in Arkansas politics, the Clintons 
promised a partnership presidency. Candidate 
Bill Clinton promised that a vote for him would 
guarantee the country a “two for one” deal, 
implying that Hillary Clinton would play a 
prominent and substantive role in any Clinton 
White House. Presumably, this was an attrac-
tive offer in 1992, since most families, with 
or without children, were supported by two 
paychecks. However, focus groups and opinion 
polls demonstrated the nation’s ambivalence 
over envisioning a new role for a modern first 
lady. The majority of those polled favored a more 
traditional image for the first lady. The contrast 
was heightened when, in response to a question 
about her career, Hillary remarked, “I’ve done 
the best I can to lead my life. I suppose I could 
have stayed home and baked cookies and had 
teas.” In the resulting media frenzy, conserva-
tives characterized her remarks as demeaning 
to “stay-at-home” mothers. She attempted to 
explain her remarks: “I had understood the 
question to refer to the ceremonial role of a 
public official’s spouse, and I replied that I had 
chosen to pursue my law practice while my 
husband was governor rather than stay home 
as an official hostess, serving cookies and tea 
to guests. Now, the fact is, that I’ve made my 

share of cookies and served hundreds of cups of 
tea. But I never thought that my cookie-baking 
or tea-serving abilities made me a good, bad, or 
indifferent mother, or a good or bad person. So 
it never occurred to me that my comment would 
be taken as insulting to mothers (I guess includ-
ing my own!) who choose to stay home with 
their children full time.”

Ironically, the same Hillary Clinton who 
had devoted a good portion of her professional 
career to advancing the interests of children 
and families was labeled “anti-family” by critics 
on the right. Pat Buchanan, a candidate for the 
Republican presidential nomination, labeled her 
“the enemy of everything traditional in Ameri-
can life.” Even her attempt to shield Chelsea 
from the press was misconstrued. A poll found 
that a majority of Americans thought the Clin-
tons were childless, and when informed about 
the existence of daughter Chelsea, they held 
Hillary Clinton responsible for their misconcep-
tion. Deborah Tannen, writing in an op-ed piece 
in the New York Times, summed up the feelings 
of the Clinton’s supporters: “By what logic could 
it be scary rather than comforting for a presi-
dent’s wife, who everyone knows will have his 
ear, to be unusually intelligent, knowledgeable 
and accomplished? And to answer: by no logic 
at all. The hope was to incite emotions—fear 
and anger—that confront women who do not 
conform to the old molds.”

Just prior to the New Hampshire primary, 
a tabloid called the press together to introduce 
Gennifer Flowers, an Arkansas woman who 
claimed that she and Bill Clinton had been lov-
ers for 12 years. In a remarkable joint appear-
ance on the television program 60 Minutes, 
the Clintons acknowledged past problems in 
their marriage, but neither directly confirmed 
or denied the allegations about Flowers. Dur-
ing the interview, Hillary Clinton said, “I’m 
not sitting here because I’m some little woman 
standing by my man like Tammy Wynette. I’m 
sitting here because I love and respect him, and 
I honor what he’s been through and what we’ve 
been through together. And you know, if that’s 
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not enough for people, then heck, don’t vote for 
him.” Her response improved her overall stand-
ings in the polls, and Bill Clinton earned the 
moniker “comeback kid” when he came in sec-
ond in the New Hampshire primary, going on to 
win the nomination and, ultimately, the presi-
dency. For the most part, the vitriolic attacks 
on Hillary Clinton mounted by Republicans 
both covertly and then very directly at the 1992 
Republican National Convention in Houston, 
backfired. She retained the label “polarizing 
figure,” but most came to agree that she was as 
skillful a politician as her husband.

As first lady, Hillary Clinton organized a 
staff to manage both her social obligations and 
her interest in playing a more substantive policy 
role. She set up an office in the west wing of the 
White House, a first for any first lady. She hired 
Margaret Ann Williams as her chief of staff, the 
first African American to hold that position. 
Hillary was very influential in recommending 
women and minorities for cabinet positions in 
the Clinton-Gore administration. (President 
Clinton appointed the most women to cabinet 
or subcabinet-level positions of any president in 
history.) Gender issues again nearly derailed the 
Clintons’ attempts to appoint the first woman 
attorney general. Zoe Baird, the first nominee, 
was forced to withdraw because of allegations 
that she failed to pay employment and payroll 
taxes for her children’s nanny. Kimba Wood, 
Clinton’s second choice, was also forced to 
withdraw under similar circumstances related 
to child care arrangements. These issues had 
never been raised with regard to previous presi-
dential appointments and were widely regarded 
by feminists as attacks on women pursuing 
nontraditional careers and their increasing 
presence in politics. Bill Clinton’s third and 
ultimately successful nominee for Attorney 
General, Janet Reno, was unmarried and did not 
have any children. Ultimately, four women were 
confirmed to cabinet posts, including JANET 
RENO (attorney general), HAZEL O’LEARY (sec-
retary of energy), Donna Shalala (secretary of 
health and human services), and Carol Browner 

(head of the Environmental Protection Agency). 
Clinton also appointed MADELINE ALBRIGHT as 
United Nations ambassador (and as secretary of 
state in 1997).

Hillary Clinton’s first “assignment” from 
the president was as head of the President’s Task 
Force on Health Care Reform. She approached 
this task much like she did the issue of school 
reform in Arkansas, voraciously consuming 
research on health care reform; collecting 
data; and soliciting opinions from the medi-
cal community, insurance interests, and con-
sumer rights advocates. In September 1993, she 
appeared before a House committee on health 
insurance reform, becoming only the third first 
lady to testify before Congress. Although she 
was well received, and even critics acknowl-
edged the depth of her knowledge and under-
standing of the issues, health care reform was 
not accomplished in the Clinton presidency. 
Critics labeled the task force proposal a form 
of “socialized medicine.” Still others lambasted 
the first lady for holding task force meetings in 
private. A physician’s interest group sued, and as 
a result a D.C. circuit court ruled that the first 
lady was a “de facto federal employee” subject 
to all of the rules governing federal employees 
actions. The implications of this ruling have 
not been fully investigated. For proponents, a 
complicated issue had produced a complicated 
solution that proved difficult to market to the 
public or to legislators. Ultimately, the Clinton 
administration did not push Congress for a 
vote on the proposal, even though Democrats 
controlled both houses at the time. In 1997, 
however, Hillary Clinton was successful with 
a health care initiative for children. The Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program is a federal 
program that provides resources through states 
to insure children whose parents are unable to 
provide health coverage.

Following the failure of the health care 
reform plan, Hillary Clinton took on a less 
public role, but she did not stop advocating for 
issues and causes. She is largely responsible for 
the Adoption and Safe Families Act of 1997 and 
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the Foster Care Independence bill. She played 
host to countless White House conferences 
related to children’s health, education, early 
childhood development, school violence, read-
ing and literacy, immunization, and preventing 
breast cancer and other diseases. She initiated 
the Save America’s Treasures program, designed 
to match federal and private donations to restore 
historic items. The millenium project featured 
monthly lectures in the East Room on issues 
linking America’s past to its future. She oversaw 
the restoration of the Blue Room and the Treaty 
Room and hired an American chef for the White 
House.

The first lady and the president did not 
always agree on policy. She and other liberal 
progressives in the Democratic Party were anx-
ious for President Clinton to push hard for policy 
changes and balked when he compromised with 
Republicans, as he did on the issue of welfare 
reform. The first lady often attended staff and 
cabinet meetings. She traveled on behalf of the 
administration and promoted women’s rights as 
human rights in Africa, Asia, South America, 
and central Europe. In September 1995, she led 
the U.S. delegation to the United Nations Fourth 
World Conference on Women, held in Beijing, 
China, where she delivered a strongly worded 
speech in favor of women’s rights and gender 
equality (see the appendix of this volume for 
a copy of the speech). In 1996, she published 
It Takes a Village, a book examining various 
strategies to support children and families. That 
same year, Bill Clinton easily won reelection to 
a second term.

As first lady, Hillary Clinton was never 
free of controversy. For most of the Clinton 
administration, she and the president were 
under investigation. Most of the probes con-
cerned events and activities that had preceded 
Bill’s election to the presidency (Whitewater, 
commodity trades, business at the Rose law 
firm). None of the investigations ever resulted 
in indictments against the Clintons. However, 
in summer 1994, Paula Jones, an Arkansas state 
employee, accused the president of sexually 

harassing her in 1991. Even as that case was 
winding its way through the federal courts, 
the Monica Lewinsky scandal broke in January 
1998. Bill Clinton lied to the nation and to his 
family about the extent of his involvement with 
Lewinsky, a former White House intern. As she 
had in the past, Hillary stood up for him, claim-
ing that this was more evidence of a “vast right 
wing conspiracy” against her husband. It was 
not until August 1998 that she learned from one 
of Bill’s attorneys that he would acknowledge an 
affair with Lewinsky when he testified before 
the grand jury later that day. There were accu-
sations of sexual misconduct leveled by other 
women during this time as well. On October 
8, 1998, House Resolution 581, introduced by 
Congressman Henry J. Hyde, chair of the Judi-
ciary Committee, was approved by the House 
in a 258-163 vote to authorize and direct the 
Judiciary Committee to investigate whether suf-
ficient grounds existed for the impeachment of 
the president. On December 11 and 12, the com-
mittee approved four articles of impeachment 
for presentation to the full House. After debate, 
the House approved two of the articles alleging 
that the president had committed perjury in his 
testimony to the grand jury in the Paula Jones 
case and about his relationship with Monica 
Lewinsky and that he had obstructed justice 
through an effort to delay, impede, cover up, 
and conceal the existence of evidence related to 
the Jones case.

The impeachment trial in the Senate began 
on January 7, 1999. The Senate voted on the 
articles of impeachment on February 12, with 
a two-thirds majority, or 67 senators, required 
to convict. On the perjury charge, the president 
was found not guilty with 45 senators voting 
for the president’s removal from office and 55 
against. Ten Republicans split with their col-
leagues to vote for acquittal; all 45 Democrats 
voted to acquit. On the second charge, obstruc-
tion of justice, the vote was 50-50, with all Dem-
ocrats and five Republicans voting to acquit. 
The president remained in office—and the first 
lady began to focus on her own political future.
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Democrats in New York had been courting 
Hillary Clinton to run for the Senate seat being 
vacated by the retiring Patrick Moynihan. She 
visited Moynihan in New York and then began 
a “listening tour” throughout the state to learn 
about citizens’ issues and concerns. Opponents 
immediately labeled her a “carpetbagger,” but the 
Clintons had purchased property in Westches-
ter County. Hillary Clinton formally declared 
her candidacy for the U.S. Senate on February 6, 
2000, and began campaigning full-time. Initially 
her Republican opponent was Rudolph Giuliani, 
mayor of New York, but health problems and 
marital issues forced him to withdraw from the 
race. On election night 2000, she easily defeated 
Congressman Rick Lazio, winning 54 percent 
of the vote. When she was sworn into office, she 
became the first first lady to be elected to office 
in her own right. For 19 days, she occupied the 
two roles simultaneously. (Her memoir, Living 
History, was published in 2003 and has sold over 
3 million copies.)

In the U.S. Senate, Hillary Rodham Clinton 
serves on the Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions Committee; the Environment and Pub-
lic Works Committee; the Special Committee 
on Aging; and the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee, the first New Yorker ever to serve on 
that committee. Senator Clinton also chairs the 
Senate Democratic Steering and Outreach Com-
mittee, responsible for communicating with 
the public about key issues before Congress. In 
November 2004, Clinton announced that she 
would seek a second term in the Senate in 2006; 
she easily won reelection. She then became an 
early front-runner in the 2008 run for president. 
To date, she has a large campaign fund to draw 
upon.

Hillary Clinton has an established national 
image that makes her candidacy in 2008 a popu-
lar and controversial topic. She is widely seen as 
a very polarizing figure, but with her significant 
financial advantage, she is also seen a serious 
contender for the democratic nomination for 
president.

Further Reading
Clinton, Hillary Rodham. Living History. New York: 
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Gould, Lewis L. “Hillary Diane Rodham Clinton.” 

In American First Ladies: Their Lives and Their 
Legacy, 2nd ed., edited by Lewis L. Gould. New 
York, 2001. pp. 425–438.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Hillary 
Rodham Clinton” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001. 
pp. 339–349.

Clinton v. Jones (520 U.S. 681) (1997) Clin-
ton v. Jones was a SEXUAL HARASSMENT case involv-
ing Paula Corbin Jones, an employee with the 
Arkansas State Industrial Commission, and for-
mer president Bill Clinton. Jones alleged that 
Clinton, then governor of Arkansas, called her 
to his hotel room, where he made sexual 
advances to her. Jones then left the room after 
Clinton asked her to keep the incident between 
them and referred her to another employee in 
the governor’s office who would help her if she 
was ever reprimanded for leaving her job to 
come to his hotel room.

The Supreme Court had to decide whether 
this case could be tried as a case of either quid 
pro quo or “hostile environment” sexual harass-
ment. On the quid pro quo case, the Court 
decided that while Jones may have interpreted 
Clinton’s reference to another employee as a 
threat to her own job safety, that threat was not 
sufficiently explicit to be actionable. Further, 
Jones’s examples of tangible job loss (concerning 
a reassignment that the Court found provided 
equivalent seniority and pay opportunities) 
were denied, and thus no “tangible job detri-
ment” was found. The Court also found that the 
incident did not provide a sufficiently “severe 
and pervasive” work environment, taking the 
“totality of the circumstances” into account. 
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Thus, because there was only one incident, and 
because Jones only interacted twice with the 
governor in a work-related setting after this inci-
dent, summary judgment (essentially dismiss-
ing the case as a matter of law prior to the case 
coming to trial) was granted to the president. 
The Court argued that “defendant’s actions as 
shown by the record do not constitute the kind 
of sustained and non-trivial conduct necessary 
for a claim of hostile work environment sexual 
harassment.”

Further Reading
Mink, Gwendolyn. Hostile Environment: The Political 

Betrayal of Sexually Harrassed Women. Ithaca, 
N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 2000.

—Claire Curtis

Cohen v. Brown University (103 F. 3d 155) 
(1996) Cohen v. Brown University was a class-
action suit charging that Brown University dis-
criminated against female student athletes by 
violating the provisions and regulations of TITLE 
IX OF THE EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1972. Title 
IX is to education what TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 is to employment by basi-
cally prohibiting discrimination in education 
(when federal funds are involved). Although 
Brown University is a private institution, it does 
receive various forms of federal funding. This 
case was fought vigorously by the university in 
several different courts but was ultimately 
decided in favor of the female plaintiffs. Brown 
University was found in violation of Title IX 
because it did not fund women’s athletics in a 
manner proportionate to the percentage of 
female students enrolled at Brown. Brown argued 
that it had an equal number of male and female 
teams and that they were not in violation of Title 
IX. However, the court found that Brown was 
not offering female students an appropriate 
number of participation opportunities (Brown 
offered 479 university-funded varsity positions 
for men, as compared to 312 for women). The 

U.S. Supreme Court upheld the First Circuit 
Court of Appeals decision, which marked an 
important milestone in Title IX.

—Marsha Hass

Collins, Susan (Susan Margaret Collins) 
(1952– ) U.S. senator Born December 7, 1952, 
Susan Collins was raised in Caribou, a small 
city in northern Maine, where both her parents 
have served as mayor. Her family runs a fifth-
generation lumber business, founded by Col-
lins’s ancestors in 1844 and operated today by 
two of her brothers. In 1975, she graduated St. 
Lawrence University, upon which she worked 
for former Maine senator William S. Cohen. In 
1987, she joined the cabinet of Maine governor 
John R. McKernan as commissioner of profes-
sional and financial regulation, a position she 
held for five years. She then served as New Eng-
land administrator of the U.S. Small Business 
Administration from 1992 to 1993.

In 1994, Collins ran her first campaign 
for public office, becoming the first woman in 
Maine history to receive a major party nomina-
tion for governor after winning an eight-way 
Republican primary in June. She lost in the 
general election. In December 1994, she became 
the founding executive director of the Center for 
Family Business at Husson College in Bangor, 
Maine, a position she held until she resigned in 
1996 to run for the Senate seat being vacated 
by Senator Cohen. She won both a contested 
Republican primary and a four-way general elec-
tion later that year and won reelection in 2002 
with 58 percent of the vote.

Some of Collins’s legislative priorities 
include education and homeland security. She 
authored a law that provided a $250 tax deduc-
tion for teachers who spend their own money 
on classroom supplies. Her goal of expanding 
access to higher education led her to coauthor 
the 1998 Higher Education Act and to support 
increases in Pell grants and other student finan-
cial aid.
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In 2005, Collins was among the Gang of 14, 
a group of moderate senators who came together 
and formed a coalition to compromise on the 
use of the judicial filibuster, which was a highly 
politically charged issue because it blocked the 
Republican leadership’s ability to have votes 
on some of President Bush’s most controversial 
judicial nominees. The Senate Republicans had 
threatened to implement the so-called nuclear 
option, involving a permanent change in Sen-
ate procedure. The Gang of 14 came together in 
an attempt to diffuse the volatile disagreement 
that threatened to shut down the U.S. Senate. 
Under the agreement reached by the bipartisan 
group, the Democrats would retain the power 
to filibuster a Bush judicial nominee only in 
an “extraordinary circumstance,” and the three 
most conservative Bush appellate court nomi-
nees would receive a vote by the full Senate.

Collins was named one of the WHITE HOUSE 
PROJECT’s “8 in ’08,” meaning that she has been 
identified as a credible female candidate for the 
presidency in 2008.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Collins, Susan Margaret.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=C001035. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Senator Susan M. Collins (ME).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BC032786. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Colored Women’s League The Colored 
Women’s League was founded in 1892 in Wash-
ington, D.C. The league represents yet another 
example of the BLACK WOMEN’S CLUB MOVEMENT 
phenomenon that emerged in the 1890s.

Leaders of the Colored Women’s League, 
such as MARY CHURCH TERRELL, Halli Quinn 
Brown, and Anna Julia Cooper, were all highly 
educated, black middle-class women commit-
ted to two key issues in American politics at 
the time: civil rights for black Americans and 
SUFFRAGE for women. To this end, leaders of the 
league embarked on a campaign to promote the 
welfare of black families and to empower black 
women.

The post-emancipation era witnessed blacks 
migrating from the South to the North hoping 
to achieve better opportunities in urban centers. 
Washington, D.C., became one of the  centers of 
migration of largely poor and undereducated 
black Americans. In response to black migra-
tion to the North, the Colored Women’s League 
formed a service-oriented club dedicated to the 
overall racial enrichment of black Americans. 
League leaders filled the vacuum left by the 
local District of Columbia government in meet-
ing the needs of the black community.

The major accomplishment of the Colored 
Women’s League was the educational initiatives 
it introduced. Given the fact that the leaders of 
the league were educators themselves as well 
as advocates of educational opportunities for 
women, they established adult education eve-
ning classes, trained kindergarten teachers, and 
offered free kindergarten and nursery day care 
for children of working mothers. League leaders 
were cognizant that unless black women were 
offered equal access to education, black women 
would be unable to advance politically and eco-
nomically. Equally important for league leaders 
was the recognition that an education, which 
contributed to economic mobility, would be 
useless unless child care needs were simultane-
ously addressed.

The league’s training program and kinder-
garten were later incorporated into the Wash-
ington, D.C., public school system. By 1896, the 
Colored Women’s League had merged with one 
other organization to form the NATIONAL ASSO-
CIATION OF COLORED WOMEN (NACW).
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Further Reading
Hine, Darlene Clark. Black Women in America: An 

Historical Encyclopedia. New York: Carlson Pub-
lishing, 1993.

—Hollis France

Combahee River Collective The Combahee 
River Collective was established in Boston in 
1974 and lasted until 1980. Its name is a symbolic 
recognition of the heroic act by HARRIET TUBMAN, 
who in 1863 freed 750 slaves near the Combahee 
River in South Carolina. Combahee River Collec-
tive sought to free women of color from the 
shackles of racial, sexual, heterosexual, and class 
oppression.

The collective was formed by a small group 
of young African-American women after they 
returned from the first public meeting of the 
NATIONAL BLACK FEMINIST ORGANIZATION (NBFO) 
in New York City in 1973. Unlike the NBFO, 
which was searching for its feminist identity and 
tended to be viewed as a mainstream organiza-
tion, the Combahee River Collective was very 
clear and forthright about its identity politics. 
The collective’s statement unequivocally makes 
reference to the fact that they are feminists and 
lesbians whose radical politics are informed by 
their identity.

Whereas the mainstream white women’s 
movement tended to shy away from the use of 
the word feminist due to the perceived public 
perception of “feminists as man-haters” and 
the nationalist male-dominated black liberation 
movement’s portrayal of “feminists as white 
man-hating women,” members of the Combahee 
River Collective embraced their multiple identi-
ties unconditionally. Adding to its feminist and 
lesbian identities, which informed member’s 
antiracist, antisexist and antihomophobic poli-
tics, the Combahee River Collective also adopted 
a class analysis of their political organizing. 
Recognizing that their privileged educational 
backgrounds placed them in a unique position 
to fight the interlocking systems of oppression, 

their mission statement declares: “Our develop-
ment must also be tied to the contemporary eco-
nomic and political position of Black people. . . . 
[A] handful of us have been able to gain certain 
tools as a result of tokenism in education and 
employment which potentially enable us to 
more effectively fight our oppression. . .  [A]s 
we develop politically we addressed ourselves 
to heterosexism and economic oppression.” As 
such, the group referred to themselves as social-
ist feminists who believed “that work must be 
organized for the collective benefit of those who 
do the work and create the products, and not for 
the profit of the bosses. . . . We need to articulate 
the real class situation of persons . . . for whom 
racial and sexual oppression are significant 
determinants of their working/economic lives.”

The writings of such African-American 
authors as Toni Cade, Audre Lorde, Toni Mor-
rison, and Alice Walker were influential in 
galvanizing many of the members of Combahee 
River Collective to fight for the liberation of 
women of color.

—Hollis France

comparable worth The comparable worth 
doctrine, also known as pay equity, is an explicit 
recognition of the gendered nature of work. 
Although the SEPARATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY may 
have faded over time as the primary organizing 
principle of gender relations, its legacy is very 
much alive today in how women and men expe-
rience work. TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 
OF 1964 makes it illegal to restrict jobs to one 
sex or the other based purely on sex or stereo-
typical assumptions about gender-linked abili-
ties, but gender segregation is pervasive 
throughout the labor force. Statistics from 2005 
show that three-quarters of all women who 
work do so in just 20 occupations, each of which 
is nearly 80 percent female.

The economy is organized into “men’s jobs” 
and “women’s jobs,” which is eerily consistent 
with the public-private sphere division of labor. 
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For example, 2003 Bureau of Labor statistics 
reported that women made up 98 percent of the 
nation’s kindergarten and preschool teachers, 84 
percent of its elementary schoolteachers, 96 per-
cent of its secretaries and administrative assis-
tants, and 90 percent of its health care workers. 
Alternatively, males made up 96 percent of the 
nation’s firefighters, 74 percent of its physicians, 
97 percent of its construction workers, and 99 
percent of its auto mechanics. If all occupations 
enjoyed the same level of prestige and pay, gen-
der segregation in the labor force would not dis-
advantage women; however, that is not the case. 
Rates of pay in jobs dominated by women are 
significantly lower. The EQUAL PAY ACT of 1963 
only requires equal pay when women and men 
are doing substantially the same work.

Comparable worth doctrine proposes that 
within organizations, female-dominated jobs 
should be compensated comparably to male-
dominated jobs that are judged similar in skills, 
effort, responsibility, and working conditions. 
For example, under comparable worth doctrine, 
social workers (primarily female) and probation 
officers (predominantly male) would be paid 
equally even though their job titles are differ-
ent. A comparable worth study in Los Angeles 
County California found a $20,000 annual 
WAGE GAP between probation officers and social 
workers. In 1993, Los Angeles County negoti-
ated a settlement with female employees for 
more equitable pay. Comparable worth legisla-
tion is introduced in Congress each year, but 
it has made little progress. More progress has 
been made at the state and county levels.

Further Reading
National Committee on Pay Equity. “Real Life Exam-

ples of Equivalent Jobs.” Available online. URL: 
www.pay-equity.org/PDFs/EquivalentJobs.pdf. 
Accessed on June 26, 2006.

Comstock Act (1873) The Comstock Act of 
1873 prohibited the selling, publication, or dis-
tribution of obscene materials, including por-

nography and information about contraception 
and ABORTION. Many states, led by New York, 
immediately passed their own versions of antiv-
ice laws that mirrored Comstock. Anthony 
Comstock of the New York Society for Suppres-
sion of Vice (NYSSV), campaigned for the law, 
successfully bringing hundreds of cases to court 
before his death in 1915. One of the best-known 
opponents of the Comstock Act was birth con-
trol activist MARGARET SANGER, who was jailed 
repeatedly for the dissemination of obscene lit-
erature and contraceptive devices. Sanger estab-
lished a committee to lobby the national and 
state legislatures to overturn the law.

Despite Sanger’s legislative focus, the first 
success in limiting the power of “Comstockery,” 
as use of the law came to be known, occurred 
not in the legislature but in the court system. 
In the judicial decision The United States v. One 
Package in 1936, the courts ruled that physi-
cians prescribing contraception to prevent dis-
ease should be exempt from persecution under 
the law. The law would not be completely over-
turned in some states until the 1973 decision of 
ROE V. WADE, the landmark decision to legalize 
abortion. In addition to limiting the diffusion 
of contraceptive information, the Comstock Act 
was used against pornography and to censor 
many well-known literary works. The works of 
novelists D. H. Lawrence and Theodore Dreiser 
were censored from public consumption under 
the law.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Beisel, Nicola. Imperiled Innocents: Anthony Comstock 

and Family Reproduction in Victorian America. 
Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1997.

Sanger, Margaret. “Comstockery in America.” Interna-
tional Socialist Review (July 1915): 46–49.

—Kristen A. Contos

Concerned Women for America (CWA) 
Concerned Women for America (CWA) was 
founded by BEVERLY LAHAYE in 1979 in response 
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to what she and her allies described as the “anti-
God, anti-family” rhetoric of FEMINISM. First 
organized to oppose the EQUAL RIGHTS AMEND-
MENT, CWA is organized as prayer/action chap-
ters around the country but maintains its 
national headquarters in Washington, D.C. 
Working to bring “biblical principles” to public 
policy, CWA lobbies around six core issues: tra-
ditional family structure and values, sanctity of 
human life, parental authority in education, 
pornography, religious liberty and national sov-
ereignty. The organization maintains a Web site 
at www.cwfa.org.

Congressional Caucus for Women’s Issues:
Women’s Policy, Inc. In 1977, when only 18 
women (a little more than 3 percent) sat in Con-
gress, 15 women founded the Congresswomen’s 
Caucus, later renamed the Congressional Cau-
cus for Women’s Issues (CCWI). Since its incep-
tion, the congresswomen’s caucus has been a 
bipartisan organization cochaired by a Demo-
crat and a Republican. To extend the caucus’s 
influence, the Women’s Research and Education 
Institute (WREI) was also founded in 1977, and 
it remained organizationally linked to the cau-
cus until 1985.

The caucus had two early successes in 
the 95th Congress: a bill preventing employer 
discrimination against pregnant women and 
gaining attention to gender disparities in fed-
eral employment and Social Security benefits. 
Beyond these, women had little success con-
vincing the overwhelmingly male Congress 
that women’s issues were not only linked to one 
another but were also embedded in programs 
that initially seemed unrelated to “women’s 
issues.” That changed in 1978 when the caucus 
mobilized colleagues to extend the life of the 
EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT. Besides the exten-
sion of the deadline for ratification, which few 
thought possible, CCWI members put Congress 
on notice that they were capable of moving leg-
islation and setting policy priorities favorable to 
women’s interests.

The CCWI provided two functions: to advo-
cate for women and families and to serve as an 
information clearinghouse on women’s issues 
in Congress. During the 1980s and early 1990s, 
CCWI introduced and sponsored several omni-
bus legislative packages, including the ECO-
NOMIC EQUITY ACT (first introduced in 1983), the 
FAMILY AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT (first introduced 
in 1985, passed in 1993), the Women’s Health 
Equity Act (passed in 1990), and the VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN ACT (signed in 1994). Most of 
these intiatives have now been adopted into law. 
In addition, the caucus brought new attention 
to the issue of breast cancer and won approval 
to earmark more than $500 million for breast 
cancer research.

The CCWI suffered organizational dif-
ficulties during the early 1980s as founding 
members retired, were defeated, or passed 
away. Attracting new members proved difficult 
in the 1980s, particularly among newly elected 
Republican women. For a variety of reasons 
(unwillingness to pay membership dues, wari-
ness of affiliation with “women’s issues,” or 
a fear of alienating the conservative Reagan 
administration), membership lagged, and the 
caucus’s ability to influence the legislative 
agenda diminished substantially. In 1981, the 
CCWI took dramatic steps to extend its influ-
ence and opened its membership to men. Over 
time, the caucus grew from one of the smallest 
legislative service organizations to one of the 
largest. New bylaws restricted membership on 
its executive committee to women only but 
retained the bipartisan co-chair arrangement, 
as well as its tradition of focusing on issues that 
united women.

When the Republicans took over Congress 
after the 1994 elections, rule changes stripped 
legislative service organizations of their bud-
gets, staff, and office space. As a result, the 
CCWI reorganized as a congressional mem-
ber organization, and three former staff mem-
bers established a nonprofit organization called 
Women’s Policy, Inc. (WPI) to carry on the 
caucus’s weekly newsletter and information 
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services. WPI maintains a Web site at www.
womenspolicy.org.

See also SOCIAL SECURITY AND WOMEN.

Congressional Union for Woman Suffrage 
(CUWS) In April 1913, ALICE PAUL and LUCY 
BURNS formed the Congressional Union for 
Woman Suffrage (CUWS), whose sole objective 
was to lobby for the passage of a federal woman 
SUFFRAGE amendment. Suffragists had not 
focused on securing a constitutional amend-
ment since the late 19th century. Instead, the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION (NAWSA) worked to secure equal rights for 
women using the state-by-state approach. By 
1913, nine western states and the territory of 
Alaska had enfranchised their women. Impa-
tient with the NAWSA, Paul and Burns estab-
lished the CUWS. Although they were dissatisfied 
with NAWSA’s campaign methods, Paul and 
Burns aligned the CUWS with the NAWSA, 
serving as an auxiliary to the association for a 
brief time. By 1914, however, the CUWS’s mem-
bers had offended NAWSA leadership with their 
use of militant and partisan methods, and the 
two organizations went their separate ways.

Influenced by their British counterparts, 
the Congressional Union adopted flamboyant 
tactics, staging publicity stunts to garner sup-
port for the Anthony Amendment (named after 
SUSAN B. ANTHONY). In addition, the CUWS, 
like the British suffragettes, believed that the 
party in power (the Democrats) should be held 
responsible for not passing woman suffrage. 
The union’s plan stood in direct opposition to 
NAWSA’s nonpartisanship policy. Nevertheless, 
in 1914 and 1916, the CUWS sent organizers to 
states where women could vote in congressio-
nal elections and worked to defeat Democratic 
Party candidates. When this strategy failed, the 
CUWS began picketing the White House, turn-
ing President Woodrow Wilson’s own words 
upon him and helping to tilt public opinion 
in their favor. These methods attracted the 
media’s attention, and consequently interest in 

the federal woman suffrage campaign surged. In 
1917, the Congressional Union merged with the 
NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY.

Further Reading
Ford, Linda G. Iron-Jawed Angels: The Suffrage Mili-

tancy of the National Woman’s Party, 1912–1920. 
Lanham, Md.: University Press of America, Inc., 
1991.

Irwin, Inez Haynes. The Story of the Woman’s Party. 
New York: Kraus Reprint Co. 1971.

Lunardini, Christine A. From Equal Suffrage to Equal 
Rights: Alice Paul and the National Woman’s Party, 
1910–1928. New York: New York University 
Press, 1986.

—Jennifer Ross-Nazzal

contract pregnancy See SURROGACY.

Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination Against Women 
(CEDAW) (1979) The United Nations adopted 
the Convention on the Elimination of all forms 
of Discrimination Against Women on December 
18, 1979. Prior to CEDAW, there was no conven-
tion that comprehensively addressed women’s 
rights within political, cultural, economic, social, 
and family life. CEDAW provides a universal 
definition of discrimination against women as 
“any distinction, exclusion or restriction made 
on the basis of sex which has the effect or pur-
pose of impairing or nullifying the recognition, 
enjoyment or exercise by women, irrespective of 
their marital status, on a basis of equality of men 
and women, of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms in the political, economic, social, cul-
tural, civil or any other field.”

CEDAW requires governments to take cer-
tain actions to guarantee women’s rights. Article 
4 permits affirmative action measures that 
accelerate equality and eliminate discrimina-
tion. In one of many controversial measures, 
Article 5 recognizes the role of culture and 
tradition, calling for the elimination of sex-role 
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stereotyping. Similarly, Article 10 makes equal 
access to all fields of education and the elimina-
tion of stereotyped concepts of men and women 
an obligation. Article 11 recognizes that the 
right to work is a human right and mandates 
the end of employment discrimination. Article 
12 requires countries to take steps to eliminate 
discrimination in health care, including provid-
ing access to family planning. It further requires 
that steps be taken to ensure equality in mar-
riage and in family relations. CEDAW attempts 
to redress discrimination that treats men and 
women differently on the basis of sex.

The United States was active in drafting 
CEDAW, and President Jimmy Carter signed it 
on July 17, 1980. It was finally voted out of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee in 1994, 
but the Senate has yet to ratify the treaty. As of 
June 2000, 165 countries have ratified CEDAW, 
the United States being the only developed 
nation that has not ratified it. For CEDAW to 
be ratified, it needs two-thirds, or 67, affirma-
tive votes in the Senate. Opponents believe that 
U.S. law would be superseded by the provisions 
of the treaty. However, an analysis by the State 
Department in the mid-1990s determined that 
U.S. law is consistent with the principles of 
CEDAW and that CEDAW is consistent with the 
Constitution.

Supporters of CEDAW have been frustrated 
by their inability to get a hearing before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. In Octo-
ber 1999, a delegation of 10 congresswomen 
were ordered removed from a Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee hearing on China after 
they tried to present Senator Jesse Helms with 
a letter signed by 100 House members in sup-
port of CEDAW ratification. On November 19, 
1999, Senator BARBARA BOXER, a Democrat from 
California, introduced a “sense of the Senate” 
resolution (cosponsored by seven other female 
Senators) to hold hearings and act on CEDAW. 
The resolution called for the Senate to act by 
March 8, 2000, INTERNATIONAL WOMAN’S DAY, 
and in honor of the 20th anniversary of the 
treaty. No action was taken. Boxer reintroduced 

the resolution on April 12, 2000. State legisla-
tures in California, Iowa, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New York, North Carolina, South 
Dakota, and Vermont have endorsed U.S. rati-
fication of CEDAW. In addition, some large city 
councils have taken similar action, and many 
professional organizations, such as the Ameri-
can Bar Association, have done the same.

Likening it to an international version of 
the ERA, many U.S. ANTIFEMINISM organizations 
object primarily because the treaty attempts 
to eliminate the differences between men and 
women. CONCERNED WOMEN FOR AMERICA calls 
CEDAW a “back-door ERA” and warns that 
feminists could use CEDAW to renew the drive 
for a federal ERA in the United States. Conser-
vative women’s organizations also argue that 
CEDAW liberalizes abortion by requiring access 
to family planning for all women and that it 
destroys the traditional family structure since 
it urges a change in traditional roles that limit 
women’s role in society. Others worry that pro-
visions regarding education would amount to 
“gender reeducation” since the treaty requires 
the elimination of stereotyped concepts of men 
and women in all forms of education.

Even without Senate action, the U.S. gov-
ernment had been moving toward embracing 
CEDAW. The United States made ratification 
of CEDAW one of its public commitments in 
the 1995 UN Conference on Women in Beijing. 
Protests by nongovernmental organizations at 
the time raised public awareness of the Senate’s 
failure to hold hearings. On December 10, 1998, 
President Clinton issued Executive Order 13107, 
Implementation of Human Rights Treaties, in 
which he established an interagency work-
ing group to implement America’s obligations 
under UN treaties on human rights “to which 
the United States is now or may become a party 
in the future.” However, as of 2005, the Bush 
administration has not moved CEDAW forward 
in the U.S. Senate. The administration asked the 
Foreign Relations Committee to delay consider-
ation of the treaty in 2002 and has not acted on 
or spoken of it since that time.
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Convention on the Political Rights of 
Women (1954) The Convention on the Political 
Rights of Women was adopted by the United 
Nations General Assembly on December 20, 
1952, and came into force on July 7, 1954. The 
provisions of the treaty are in accordance with 
provisions of the United Nations charter and of 
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
and it is the first international treaty wherein 
ratifying states committed to the protection of 
political rights of their citizens. The conven-
tion is based on the recognition that every per-
son has the right to take part in the government 
of his or her country (directly or indirectly) 
and has the right to equal access to public ser-
vice. Further, participating members in the 
convention sought to equalize the status of 
men and women. As such, the convention 
states that women are entitled to vote in all 
elections on equal terms with men without 
discrimination, eligible for election to all pub-
licly elected bodies, and entitled to hold public 
office and exercise all public functions without 
any discrimination.

As women in many countries did not have 
full political rights by the end of World War 
II, the United Nations President’s Commission 
on the Status of Women sent a survey on this 
topic to member states. Their replies formed the 
basis of this convention, which along with the 
Convention on Nationality of Married Women 
(1958) and the Conventions on the Consent 
and Minimum Age for Marriage (1964) repre-
sent piecemeal attempts at setting international 
standards of nondiscrimination against women. 

In 1967, the Declaration on the Elimination of 
Discrimination against Women outlined non-
discrimination provisions more clearly and 
substantively. It was approved by the General 
Assembly by unanimous vote.

Further Reading
Cook, Rebecca, ed. Human Rights of Women: National 

and International Perspectives. Philadelphia: Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania Press, 1994.

Halberstam, Malvina, and Elizabeth F. Defeis. Women’s 
Legal Rights: International Covenants and Alterna-
tive to ERA? Dobbs Ferry, N.Y.: Transnational 
Publishers Inc, 1987.

United Nations Department of Economic and Social 
Affairs. The Convention on the Political Rights 
of Women: History and Commentary. New York: 
United Nations, 1955.

—Leanne Dustan

Coolidge, Grace (Grace Anna Goodhue 
Coolidge) (1879–1957) first lady  Grace Anna 
Goodhue was born on January 3, 1879, in Burl-
ington, Vermont, the only child of Andrew and 
Lemira Goodhue. By all accounts, Grace enjoyed 
a happy childhood as an extrovert who found 
school easy, but she was not drawn to intellec-
tual pursuits. She spent one year living with 
neighbors while her father recovered from an 
accident. June Yale, the oldest daughter in that 
household, studied and taught at the Clarke 
School for the Deaf in Northampton, Massachu-
setts, and through their relationship, Grace 
Goodhue developed a lifelong interest in work-
ing with the deaf. 

In 1898, Goodhue enrolled at the University 
of Vermont. After graduation, she enrolled in 
the training class at the Clarke School for the 
Deaf and taught primary and middle school 
for three years. She first met Calvin Coolidge 
while at Clarke. Coolidge, six years her senior, 
had graduated from Amherst College in Mas-
sachusetts and studied law at the firm of Ham-
mond and Field. When they met, he had already 
served as city solicitor, clerk of the courts, and 
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chairman of the Republican City Committee. 
His first invitation to Goodhue was to attend 
a Republican Rally at city hall. Although her 
mother disapproved and her friends were per-
plexed by her attraction to one so sullen and 
silent, Grace married Coolidge on October 4, 
1905, in the Goodhues’ home.

The couple returned from their honeymoon 
to resume Calvin’s campaign for the school 
board, an election he lost. The following year, 
he was elected to the Massachusetts General 
Court, which met in Boston. Grace remained 
in Northampton with their infant son, John (b. 
1906). From the start, the Coolidges divided 
their roles. He was fully engaged in building 
a public life and a political career and did not 
believe Grace should be involved in politics. 
So while he gradually rose through the ranks 
of the Republican Party and gained election to 
progressively higher offices, Grace remained 

in Northampton with their children (a second 
son, Calvin, was born in 1908) and effectively 
functioned as both mother and father. Report-
edly she could throw a baseball as well as any 
man. She continued her work with the Clarke 
School and got involved with community affairs 
and the work of her church. In 1918, Calvin 
Coolidge was elected governor of Massachu-
setts. Even then she remained in Northampton 
with her sons, alienating the social elite of Bos-
ton, though she commuted to Boston on a fairly 
regular basis and took a room at the Adams 
House as her husband had done. Coolidge con-
tinued to be a controlling figure in Grace’s life. 
For instance, he agreed to buy a car as long as 
she agreed never to drive it.

Riots in Boston over the summer of 1919 
and Coolidge’s move to enlist the militia 
against striking unions, including the Boston 
police, earned him national attention, and his 
name was circulated as a candidate for the 
Republican nomination. At the convention 
however, Warren G. Harding won the presi-
dential nomination, while Coolidge was nomi-
nated as vice president. When Harding and 
Coolidge won the 1920 election, he grudgingly 
agreed to move the family to Washington. 
The boys were enrolled in boarding school in 
Pennsylvania, and Grace Coolidge looked to 
support her husband through limited enter-
taining. She served as president of the Sen-
ate Ladies Club, an organization established 
during World War I to facilitate the women’s 
volunteer war efforts with the Red Cross. 
Grace entertained the wives of senators and 
other Washington officials in their suite at the 
Willard Hotel and also accompanied Calvin to 
official dinners and receptions, a first in their 
marriage.

As the Harding administration began to 
unravel, Coolidge became increasingly unhappy 
with his marginalization as vice president. 
While on a trip to visit family in Vermont in 
August 1923, however, he and Grace received 
news of Harding’s death. They returned to Grace Coolidge, 1923 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Washington as president and first lady; he was 
elected to the office in 1924.

The Coolidges were sensitive to the for-
mality of their roles throughout Calvin’s terms 
in office. He had always kept Grace out of his 
political affairs, and the White House was no 
different. He did not consult her about their 
entertaining schedule and often made appoint-
ments for her. When she asked for his schedule, 
he replied, “Grace, we don’t give that out pro-
miscuously.” Although she was well positioned 
by her education and predispositions to take 
an active role in social causes, Calvin ruled 
out most of her activities. Grace did not hold 
press conferences or even speak to the press, 
although they followed her every move. She 
dressed fashionably, albeit conservatively, and 
Calvin often selected her clothing. A fan of 
music and the theater, she invited performers 
to the White House. She encouraged women’s 
causes by inviting women’s groups to the White 
House and met with nearly every group that 
requested it. She was photographed often and 
therefore put a public face on the public role 
of the first lady even though she could not be 
described as a social activist. In the process, she 
brought life to an otherwise dull and fairly pas-
sive administration. She and Calvin committed 
to raising $2 million for the Clarke School and 
met that goal just before leaving the White 
House in March 1929.

Life in the White House included a personal 
tragedy. In summer 1924, the Coolidges’ son Cal-
vin developed a blister on his foot that became 
infected, and he died of blood poisoning, leav-
ing Grace and Calvin devastated. Death threats 
against their son John, a student at Amherst, 
contributed to their sense of vulnerability and 
increased Calvin’s attempts to control his wife. 
For example, when invited to fly with White 
House guest Charles Lindbergh, Grace had to 
decline the offer because Calvin had forbidden 
her to fly. For the most part, she accepted these 
constraints with good humor.

During a press conference in 1927, Coolidge 
announced that he did not intend to seek 

reelection in 1928. He had neither consulted 
his wife in this decision, nor did he feel it 
necessary to tell her about it when he lunched 
with her later that day. She learned about it in 
a casual conversation with a guest later in the 
day. Responsibilities of the White House and 
the loss of their son had taken their toll on 
both Grace’s and Calvin’s health. They left the 
White House in better repair, having under-
taken major structural renovations in 1927. 
In the process, Grace attempted to furnish 
the White House with original period pieces, 
but she found few in storage. Those she found, 
she carefully cataloged. A joint resolution 
from Congress authorized the White House 
to accept gifts of period furniture to complete 
the project.

The Coolidges returned to Northampton, 
Massachusetts, after leaving the White House. 
In 1929, Grace Coolidge received an honorary 
degree from Smith College and was named 
one of Good Housekeeping’s 12 greatest women 
for her role as a national symbol of home and 
family life. Their son John was married to Flor-
ence Trumbull, daughter of the Connecticut 
governor. Grace wrote articles for American 
Magazine and Good Housekeeping, reflecting 
on her years in Washington. Calvin wrote a 
regular column for the McClure syndicate and 
published his autobiography. On January 5, 
1933, he died unexpectedly in their home. Fol-
lowing his death, Grace was appointed to the 
board of trustees of the Clarke School, and from 
1935 until 1955, she served as its chair. She also 
became more adventurous in her personal life, 
bobbing her hair, learning to drive, flying in 
an airplane with Governor John Trumbull, and 
continuing her avid interest in baseball. When 
the United States entered World War II, she 
turned her house over to the navy. She became 
a “household warden,” trained in blackout and 
air raid procedures, and worked for war-bond 
sales and salvage campaigns. At the war’s end, 
she moved back into her house and continued 
a quiet life with family and friends. She died on 
July 8, 1957.
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covenant marriage Largely a reaction to 
soaring divorce rates, three states (Louisiana in 
1997, Arizona in 1998, and Arkansas in 2001) 
have adopted covenant marriage laws making 
marriage a legally binding contract. A covenant 
marriage requires that a couple seek counsel-
ing prior to marriage and permits divorce only 
on strictly limited terms: adultery, sexual or 
physical abuse, one year of abandonment, felony 
conviction, and separation of at least two years. 
In Arizona, the legislature added two other 
grounds for divorce: habitual drunkenness and 
“behaviour that imposes intolerable indignities.” 
Couples already married can seek a covenant 
marriage by undergoing counseling and submit-
ting an affidavit stating that they both agree 
to the terms. Proponents argue that covenant 
marriage strengthens and stabilizes the family, 
while opponents fear that making divorce more 
difficult will produce more conflict and poten-
tial for domestic violence. To date only 1–2 per-
cent of all couples opt for a covenant marriage 
when offered the choice.

coverture Under English and United States 
common law, the period of a woman’s marriage 
was referred to as coverture. A single woman, or 
femme sole, became a femme covert upon her 
marriage. The married woman lost many rights 
of ownership and control over her property. 

Under the act of coverture, the husband became 
the sole owner of all personal property owned 
by the wife before and that acquired after the 
marriage. He also gained the right to control all 
of her real property and earnings during the 
marriage. Coverture left the wife with no power 
to enter into legal contract, to sue, or to be sued 
in her own name. During the 18th and 19th 
centuries, society believed that women were 
naturally timid and delicate, and thus married 
women needed protection. Coverture was based 
on this patronizing and discriminatory idea. 
With the growing women’s rights movement 
during the 1840s, states began passing laws that 
limited the scope of coverture. In 1848, the 
MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT OF NEW YORK 
gained nationwide attention, and eventually 
coverture was abolished in all of the states.

See also CITIZENSHIP, RESTRICTIONS FOR WOMEN; 
INTERSPOUSAL IMMUNITY.
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—Sharon Romero

Craig v. Boren (429 U.S. 190) (1976) The 
plaintiffs in this case brought suit against Okla-
homa governor David Boren, claiming that 
Oklahoma’s beer sales law violated their Four-
teenth Amendment right to equal protection. 
Oklahoma forbade the sale of 3.2 percent alco-
hol beer to males under the age of 21 and 
females under age 18. The state claimed the law 
was based on the fact that young males who 
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drank alcohol caused more accidents than did 
women who drank. Therefore, the sex distinc-
tion in the law had a rational basis. The federal 
district court agreed, and the case went to the 
U.S. Supreme Court on appeal.

For women’s rights activists, this case pre-
sented another opportunity to persuade the 
Court that sex, like race, religion, and national 
origin, should be subject to “strict scrutiny.” 
Although the Court began to apply the Four-
teenth Amendment’s equal protection to sex-
based discrimination cases, it still recognized 
“real differences” between males and females 
and used a lesser test (rational relation) in REED 
V. REED (1971). Future Supreme Court justice 
RUTH BADER GINSBURG, working with the ACLU’s 
Women’s Rights Project, advised the plaintiff’s 
attorney to pursue a “heightened scrutiny” test 
for sex in this case.

In its decision, the Court articulated a 
three-tiered test to be applied in cases of laws 
discriminating on the basis of sex: heightened, 
intermediate, and mid-level scrutiny. Writing 
for the majority, Justice William Brennan said, 
“[s]tatutory classifications that distinguish 
between males and females are subject to scru-
tiny under the Equal Protection Clause. . . . 
[C]lassifications by gender must serve impor-
tant governmental objectives and must be 
substantially related to achievement of those 
objectives.” No longer would “loose-fitting char-
acterizations” or sex stereotypes be accepted as 
a basis for gender-based statutes. State legisla-
tures were directed to either make their laws 
gender-neutral or demonstrate that where laws 
treated men and women differently, the differ-
ences were based in fact, not generalizations. 
Oklahoma’s law was declared unconstitutional.

The Court still applies “heightened scru-
tiny” to sex-based discrimination cases and has 
never adopted a “strict scrutiny” test similar to 
the one applied in racial discrimination cases. 
However, Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg clarified 
the very narrow circumstances under which sex 
classifications would be constitutional in UNITED 
STATES V. VIRGINIA, ET AL. (1996), but she could 

not get enough votes to support the adoption of 
strict scrutiny.

Further Reading
Frost-Knappman, Elizabeth, and Kathryn Cullen-
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Publishing, 1997.

Lindgren, J. Ralph, Nadine Taub, Beth Ann Wolfson, 
and Carla M. Palumbo. The Law of Sex Discrimi-
nation, 3rd ed. Belmont, Calif.: Thomson Wad-
sworth, 2005.

Crandall, Prudence (1803–1890) abolitionist, 
educator Born on September 3, 1803, in Rhode 
Island and raised a Quaker, Prudence Crandall 
opened Connecticut’s first school for girls in 
1831. In 1833, the school admitted Sarah Harris, 
a black woman from Connecticut, and the white 
families all pulled their daughters out of the 
school. Crandall then closed the school and 
reopened it as a boarding and day school for 
black girls. Eventually she was teaching 20 girls 
from all over the eastern seaboard. Citizens of 
Canterbury, Connecticut, objected to the school, 
and in response the Connecticut state legisla-
ture passed the Black Law, which stated that 
there could be no schooling in Connecticut for 
blacks from other states, unless the school were 
to receive prior written permission from the 
town. The Black Law stated that by educating 
blacks from other states, such schools would 
“tend to the great increase of coloured popula-
tion of the state, and thereby to the injury of the 
people” (quoted from Crandall’s trial, Crandall 
against the State of Connecticut, 1834).

Crandall was arrested and jailed under the 
Black Law, but the school remained open despite 
violent objections from local citizens. She only 
closed the school in 1834 out of fears for her 
students’ safety. At her trial, Crandall argued 
that under the U.S. Constitution, citizens of one 
state are to be provided the privileges of other 
states. The prosecution then argued that free 
blacks were not understood to be citizens, and 
thus no defense on constitutional grounds could 
be made. Crandall’s first trial ended with a hung 
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jury, but she was found guilty in her second 
trial, based on the idea that blacks were not citi-
zens and the Black Law was thus constitutional. 
The Black Law was repealed in 1838.

Crandall married Calvin Philleo in 1834 
and moved to a homestead in Illinois, where she 
continued to teach and work for women’s rights. 
The State of Connecticut formally apologized to 
her in 1890. She died in Elk Falls, Kansas, on 
January 28 that same year.

Further Reading
Petrash, Antonia. More Than Petticoats: Remarkable 

Connecticut Women. Guilford, Conn.: Globe 
Pequot Press, 2003.

Strane, Susan. A Whole Souled Woman: Prudence Cran-
dall and the Education of Black Women. New York: 
W. W. Norton, 1990.

—Claire Curtis

Cubin, Barbara (1946– ) congressperson 
Barbara Cubin was born on November 30, 1946, 
in Salinas, California, and raised in Casper, 
Wyoming. She holds a bachelor’s degree in 
chemistry from Creighton University. Cubin has 
worked as a chemist, a social worker, and a sub-
stitute teacher in math and chemistry, and she 
also managed her husband’s medical practice. In 
addition, she was an instructor in a math 
apprenticeship program at Casper College.

Cubin, a Republican, began her political 
career in 1986, when she was elected to the 
Wyoming House of Representatives; she served 
until 1992. She spent two years (1992–94) in the 
Wyoming Senate before running for Congress 
to succeed Representative Craig Thomas, who 
vacated Wyoming’s only House seat to make a 
run for the U.S. Senate. Her first race was very 
close by Wyoming standards (Wyoming is one 
of the most Republican states in the nation), 
with Cubin winning by only seven points. In 
2006, Democrat Gary Trauner came within 947 
votes of defeating her, but she retained her seat.

Cubin’s voting record is strongly conserva-
tive. A staunch opponent of abortion in any form, 

she has consistently voted for restrictions on 
abortion and against funding of family planning 
groups that provide abortion services, counsel-
ing, or advocacy. Cubin serves as vice chair of the 
House Resources Committee. She is also a mem-
ber of the Energy and Commerce Committee 
(Telecommunications Subcommittee; Commerce, 
Trade and Consumer Protection Subcommittee; 
and Health Subcommittee). On the Resources 
Committee, she serves on the Energy and Min-
eral Resources subcommittee, as well as on the 
subcommittee on Water and Power. Cubin also 
serves as communications chair of the Western 
Caucus and is a deputy whip.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Cubin, Barbara L.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774 –present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=C000962. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Barbara L. Cubin (WY).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=CNIP7947. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

cult of domesticity (cult of true woman-
hood) The cult of domesticity in the United 
States developed by the early 19th century. Pro-
mulgated through novels, religious tracts, and 
advice books, the cult of domesticity imposed a 
highly restrictive set of gender norm expecta-
tions on women (primarily white middle-class 
women). A “true woman” was highly desirable. 
Her characteristics included being submissive, 
self-sacrificing, highly moral, deeply religious, 
and asexual. She should devote herself to her 
husband’s comforts, her children’s training, and 
tending the home. Women who worked outside 
the home, even those who did so out of pure 
economic necessity (African-American, immi-
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grant women, and poor women), could not 
aspire to true womanhood.

The cult of domesticity’s expectations for 
women reinforced the SEPARATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY 
and thus served to limit women’s political par-
ticipation and negate any call for equality. How-
ever, the cult of domesticity also empowered 
middle-class white women because it defined a 
realm in which they practiced limited autonomy 
from men. Women’s moral calling led them 
to found or join moral reform organizations 
dedicated to abolition, temperance, and eradi-
cating PROSTITUTION. Feminists, although often 
a part of the same social movements, opposed 
the restrictions placed on women by the cult 
of domesticity. The backlash against the cult of 
true womanhood led to the SENECA FALLS CON-
VENTION in 1848 and later shaped the second 
wave of the feminist movement. BETTY FRIEDAN’s 
description of the “problem that has no name” 
in The FEMININE MYSTIQUE can also be viewed as 
a backlash against the cult of domesticity and 
the limits that the private sphere imposed on 
women.

See also ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT, WOMEN IN; 
FEMINISM; TEMPERANCE MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Ellis, Sarah Stickney. “The Women of England: Their 

Social Duties and Domestic Habits.” In The Past 
Speaks, 2nd ed., edited by Walter Arnstein. Lex-
ington, Mass.: D. C. Heath, 1993.

Cunningham, Minnie Fisher (1882–1964) 
suffragist Minnie Fisher was born on March 19, 
1882, near New Waverly, Texas. Educated by her 
mother, she earned a teaching certificate when 
she was 16. She was introduced to politics by her 
father, who took her to meetings of the Texas 
House of Representatives. In 1901, she became 
one of the first Texas women to earn a pharmacy 
degree. The following year, she married Bill Cun-
ningham, a lawyer and insurance executive.

When Minnie Cunningham discovered 
that she was being paid half the salary of her 

nondegreed male coworkers, her resentment 
about the inequity led to a growing interest in 
politics. Active in the women’s SUFFRAGE move-
ment, she served as president of the Texas 
Equal Suffrage Association from 1915 to 1919 
and as secretary of the NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION’s Congressional 
Committee during 1918–19. She then helped 
organize the National LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOT-
ERS, and as its first executive secretary lob-
bied for the SHEPPARD-TOWNER MATERNITY AND 
INFANCY PROTECTION ACT OF 1921 and the 
CABLE ACT OF 1922. ELEANOR ROOSEVELT invited 
Cunningham to be a member of the Demo-
cratic Woman’s Advisory Committee that pro-
posed women’s reforms at the 1924 Democratic 
National Convention.

Cunningham was one of the founding 
members of the Woman’s National Democratic 

Minnie Fisher Cunningham (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Club, and from 1925 to 1928 was its resi-
dent director. After serving as the Democratic 
National Committee’s Women’s Division’s acting 
head in 1927, Cunningham ran unsuccessfully 
in Texas for a U.S. Senate seat in 1928. A mem-
ber of Eleanor Roosevelt’s women’s network dur-
ing the 1930s and early 1940s, Cunningham was 
so successful in converting women into New 
Deal supporters that the Democratic National 
Committee staff privately considered her the 
South’s best female political organizer. As part of 
the 1940s left-FEMINISM movement, Cunningham 
urged equal pay for black women teachers and 
an end to restrictions on black voting, and she 
supported school desegregation in the 1950s.

Further Reading
McArthur, Judith N. Creating the New Woman: The 

Rise of Southern Women’s Progressive Culture in 
Texas, 1893–1918. Urbana: University of Illinois 
Press, 1998.

McArthur, Judith N., and Harold L. Smith. Minnie 
Fisher Cunningham: A Suffragist’s Life in Politics. 
New York: Oxford University Press, 2003.

—Harold L. Smith

Curtis, Lucile Atcherson (1895–1986) diplo-
matic service officer Lucile Atcherson Curtis 
was born in Columbus, Ohio, on October 11, 
1894, the only child of Fred Wayland and Char-
lotte Ray Atcherson. Her parents doted on her 
and gave her the best of everything, including 
an education at the prestigious Columbus School 
for Girls. A superlative student, she graduated 
from Columbus at the age of 14 and was 18 when 
she graduated from Smith College (1913). 
Though she took some business courses and 
engaged in work as a secretary, she found she 
was happiest in volunteer work.

As early as 1912, Atcherson became involved 
in the SUFFRAGE movement, and she became the 
first woman from Columbus to join the NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S PARTY. In 1914, she began working for 
the Franklin County Suffrage Society for a small 
salary. She also helped to organize the Ohio Suf-

frage Association and succeeded in persuading 
many black women to join what was usually 
considered to be a white woman’s cause. These 
activities encouraged Atcherson to broaden her 
horizons, and in 1917 she volunteered for over-
seas duty with the American Fund for the 
French Wounded. Her work led to the French 
government awarding her the Medaille de la 
Reconnaissance Française in 1919.

In 1920, after women had won the right 
vote, Atcherson applied for the Foreign Service, 
which involved a grueling series of tests. She and 
12 men passed, and in 1922 she was appointed 
to the State Department’s Division of Latin 
American Affairs, becoming the first woman to 
work for the Foreign Service. Initially the Sen-
ate was reluctant to approve posting a woman 
overseas, but in 1923 it voted overwhelmingly 
to appoint her as a diplomat to Bern, Switzer-
land. The historic appointment was hailed by 
the Christian Science Monitor as “an expansion 
of women’s political aspirations.”

In 1926, Atcherson met George Curtis, a 
professor of anatomy then studying in Bern. 
The following year, she was transferred to 
Panama, a posting she was not happy about, 
in part due to her romance with Curtis and in 
part because she had been repeatedly passed 
over for promotion. Unknown to her, she had 
also become the subject of increasingly harsh 
ratings of her job performance; one evaluation 
made reference to her sex being “a handicap 
to useful official friendships.” However, it was 
because of her relationship with Curtis and 
her unhappiness over the transfer to Panama 
that she resigned from the Foreign Service in 
autumn 1927. Atcherson and Curtis were mar-
ried on January 6, 1928.

Lucile and George Curtis settled in Chicago 
and had two daughters, Charlotte Murray Cur-
tis, who became the first woman on the mast-
head of the New York Times, and Mary Darling 
Curtis. George Curtis died in 1965; Lucile lived 
another 21 years, suffering periodic bouts of 
depression. At the age of 77, she was a delegate 
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to the White House Conference on Aging. On 
May 19, 1978, she and Clifton Wharton, the 
first black person in the U.S. Foreign Service, 
were honored by the State Department for their 
pioneering work. Lucile Atcherson Curtis died 
on May 9, 1986, at the age of 91.

Further Reading
Greenwald, Marilyn S. A Woman of Times: Journalism, 

Feminism, and the Life of Charlotte Curtis. Chapter 
1: “A Life in Public Service.” Available online. URL: 
http://www.nytimes.com/books/first/g/greenwald-
times.html. Accessed on March 25, 2007.
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Dall, Caroline (Caroline Wells Healy Dall) 
(1822–1912) writer, activist Caroline Wells 
Healey was born in Boston on June 22, 1822. As 
a well-educated young woman, Healey was 
strongly influenced by the “Conversations” (Sem-
inars) led by the preeminent woman intellectual 
of her day, Margaret Fuller. From an early age she 
devoted herself to philanthropy among the poor 
and found herself attracted to abolitionism and 
women’s rights. After a reversal in her family’s 
fortunes, she worked as a boarding school teacher. 
On September 24, 1844, she married Rev. Charles 
Henry Appleton Dall. She supported Charles’s 
ministry but also wrote for Una, a women’s rights 
journal. When her husband left for India as a 
missionary in 1855, Dall remained in Massachu-
setts with their two children and became a leader 
of the woman’s rights movement, lecturing, writ-
ing, and organizing conventions.

Dall’s most famous work was a series of 
lectures, published as The College, the Market 
and the Court (1867), in which she argued that 
women should not be limited to the domestic 
sphere but be allowed to contribute economi-
cally and morally to the nation. Woman’s rights 
did not constitute her only interest, however. 
In 1865, Dall helped found the American Social 

Science Association, which investigated social 
conditions for use in reform efforts. For the 
remainder of her life, she focused on writing, 
preaching, and teaching. She published a wide 
range of works, from children’s literature to a 
study of Shakespeare. Dall died on December 17, 
1912, in Washington, D.C.

Though her intense work for women’s rights 
took place during only part of her life, Dall was 
an important force, intellectually and organiza-
tionally, in a key time of FEMINISM’s development. 
Her arguments concerning women’s employ-
ment and wages, in particular, prefigured those 
of the next generation of feminists, most promi-
nently CHARLOTTE PERKINS GILMAN.

Further Reading
Conrad, Susan Phinney. Perish the Thought: Intellectual 

Women in Romantic America, 1830–1860. New 
York: Oxford University Press, 1976.

Leach, William. True Love and Perfect Union: The Femi-
nist Reform of Sex and Society. New York: Basic 
Books Inc., 1980.

—Laura R. Prieto

date rape See ACQUAINTANCE RAPE.
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Daughters of Bilitis (DOB) Daughters of Bil-
itis (DOB) was launched in San Francisco in 1955 
and is remembered as the first lesbian political 
organization founded in the United States. Del 
Martin (b. 1921) and Phyllis Lyon (b. 1924), who 
are credited with organizing and sustaining DOB, 
desired to develop socialization opportunities for 
lesbian women as an alternative to bar culture. In 
September 1955, Lyon and Martin met with three 
other lesbian couples. After a few weeks of meet-
ing, DOB was created to provide a safe place for 
socializing and dancing. DOB derived its name 
from French poet Pierre Louys’s homoerotic 
poem “Songs of Bilitis.”

Initially the group remained small with a 
commitment to socializing, but members often 
found themselves talking about politics, their 
lives, and injustices experienced as lesbians. DOB 
extended its work to educate the public about les-
bianism and improve the status of homosexuals. 
Throughout the 1950s and 1960s, DOB cooper-
ated with the Mattachine Society and One, Inc., 
primarily male homosexual rights organizations, 
in holding public events and forums. Although 
DOB’s membership was minimal, it reached 
many lonely lesbians through its newsletter The 
Latter when limited copies passed from friend 
to friend. DOB attracted a middle-class white 
audience, and for much of its history, the group 
focused on assimilation and acceptance rather 
than militancy. Efforts were directed to soliciting 
mental health professionals researching homo-
sexuals, targeting lawyers to help change the 
penal code, and providing a network of services 
and support for lesbians. Although the national 
organization had disbanded by 1972, some local 
chapters continued to operate.

Further Reading
D’Emilio, John. Sexual Politics, Sexual Communities: 

The Making of a Homosexual Minority in the United 
States, 1940–1970. Chicago: University of Chi-
cago Press, 1983.

Martin, Del, and Phyllis Lyon. Lesbian/Women. San 
Francisco: Bantam, 1972.

—Howell Williams

Daughters of Liberty In 1765, colonists 
organized protests against the Stamp Act, 
imposed by the British to force colonists to pay 
a share of the costs associated with stationing 
troops in the colonies. This act required the col-
onists to pay a tax, represented by a stamp, on 
newspapers, playing cards, diplomas, and legal 
documents. Reactions to the Stamp Act included 
riots and boycotts of British goods. Sons of Lib-
erty, a secret men’s society, prevented stamped 
papers from being unloaded from British ships. 
The Daughters of Liberty was formed by colo-
nial women to promote the manufacture of 
homespun cloth as a substitute for imported 
British cloth; they raised funds for General 
George Washington’s army and circulated pro-
test petitions.

Further Reading
Roberts, Cokie. Founding Mothers: The Women Who 

Raised Our Nation. New York: HarperCollins, 
2004.

Daughters of Temperance The Daughters of 
Temperance was an early women’s organization 
supporting abstention from the use of alcohol. 
SUSAN B. ANTHONY, the product of a Quaker 
upbringing, joined the Daughters of Temperance 
to draw attention to the effects of drunkenness 
on families and campaign for stronger liquor 
laws. She made her first public speech in 1848 at 
a Daughters of Temperance supper. When 
Anthony returned to Rochester in 1849, she was 
elected president of the Rochester branch of the 
Daughters of Temperance and raised money for 
the cause. In 1853, as a representative of the 
Rochester Daughters of Temperance, Anthony 
was refused the right to speak at the state con-
vention of the Sons of Temperance. Outraged, 
she collaborated with ELIZABETH CADY STANTON to 
found the Women’s State Temperance Society 
with the goal of petitioning the State legislature 
to pass a law limiting the sale of liquor. The state 
legislature rejected the petition because most of 
the 28,000 signatures were from women. Anthony 
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decided then that women needed the vote so that 
politicians could not ignore their issues. Anthony 
and Stanton were later criticized by organization 
members for talking too much about women’s 
rights and so resigned to work full-time on 
women’s SUFFRAGE.

Further Reading
Epstein, Barbara Leslie. The Politics of Domesticity: 

Women, Evangelism, and Temperance in Nineteenth 
Century America. Middletown: Wesleyan Univer-
sity Press, 1981.

Daughters of the American Revolution 
(DAR) The Daughters of the American Revo-
lution (DAR) was founded in 1890 and char-
tered by Congress on December 2, 1896. 
Membership is made up of female descendants 
of Revolutionary War patriots. The DAR head-
quarters in Washington, D.C., houses one of the 
nation’s premier genealogical libraries, a collec-
tion of preindustrial American decorative arts, 
Washington’s largest concert hall, and an exten-
sive collection of early American manuscripts 
and imprints. The DAR boasts 170,000 members 
in 3,000 chapters across the United States and 
internationally. The organization focuses pri-
marily on community voluntarism, scholar-
ships, and support for education. In 1939, the 
DAR turned down MARIAN ANDERSON’s request 
to perform at Constitution Hall. First Lady 
ELEANOR ROOSEVELT resigned from the organiza-
tion in protest and arranged for Anderson to 
sing on the steps of the Lincoln Memorial. 

On January 27, 2005, the DAR cohosted a 
ceremony with the U.S. Postal Service releas-
ing a commemorative stamp in honor of Mar-
ian Anderson. DAR president Presley Merritt 
Wagoner included the following statement in her 
remarks: “We deeply regret that Marian Ander-
son was not given the opportunity to perform 
her 1939 Easter concert in Constitution Hall but 
recognize that in the positive sense the event was 
a pivotal point in the struggle for racial equality. 
Ms. Anderson’s legendary concert on the steps of 

the Lincoln Memorial will always be remembered 
as a milestone in the Civil Rights movement. The 
beauty of her voice, amplified by her courage 
and grace, brought attention to the eloquence of 
the many voices urging our nation to overcome 
prejudice and intolerance. It sparked change not 
only in America but also in the DAR.”

Further Reading
Anderson, Peggy. The Daughters: An Unconventional 

Look at America’s Fan Club—the D.A.R. New York: 
St. Martin’s Press, 1974.

Mrs. Asmead White (fourth from left), president-general 
of the Daughters of the American Revolution (DAR), 
stands with six new vice presidents–general, elected at 
the April 20, 1961, session of the DAR’s 70th Continental 
Congress in Washington, D.C. (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Davis, Angela (1944– ) political activist An-
gela Yvonne Davis was born in Birmingham, Ala-
bama, on January 26, 1944. She studied both at 
home and in Paris between 1961 and 1967 and 
received her B.A. (magna cum laude) from 
Brandeis in 1965. While attending graduate school 
at the University of California at San Diego, she 
studied philosophy under the acclaimed Marxist 
theorist Herbert Marcuse. By 1968, Davis’s activ-
ism was escalating; she moved to Los Angeles and 
became a member of both the Communist Party 
and the Black Panthers shortly after the death of 
Martin Luther King, Jr.

The following year, Davis was offered the 
position of lecturer in the philosophy depart-
ment at the University of California, Los Angeles 
(UCLA). After teaching for only one year (and 
despite an excellent academic record at the insti-
tution), the California Board of Regents denied 
her reappointment because of her affiliation with 
the Communist Party and her advocacy of “radi-
cal” black politics. In August 1970, Davis was 
linked to the much-publicized attempted escape 
at the Marin County courtroom in which three 
people were killed. After a gun legally registered 
to her was found on the scene, Davis was charged 
with conspiracy, murder, and kidnapping, becom-
ing the third woman in history to appear on the 
FBI’s “most wanted” list, and she promptly went 
into hiding. She was apprehended two months 
later in New York and returned to California 
for her hearing. The trial received international 
attention, sparked a worldwide campaign in sup-
port of her innocence, and lasted more than 13 
weeks. After spending over 16 months behind 
bars, Davis was released on bail and was later 
acquitted of all charges by an all-white jury.

Following her release from prison and rid-
ing the momentum of the “Free Angela Davis” 
movement, she established the National Alliance 
Against Racist and Political Repression, an orga-
nization that exists to this day. Davis’s writings 
on communism and racial oppression in the 
United States were published in If They Come in 
the Morning: Voices of Resistance (1971). Imme-
diately after that book’s publication, she began 

documenting her young but active life to date, 
the results of which became Angela Davis: An 
Autobiography (1974, reprinted 1988). She subse-
quently returned to teaching, first at San Fran-
cisco State University (1979–91) and then at the 
University of California–Santa Cruz. She became 
a noted lecturer, speaking to audiences around 
the globe on issues of institutionalized racism 
and oppression. In 1980 and again in 1984, she 
ran for vice president of the United States as the 
American Communist Party’s candidate.

Davis’s writing has also garnered interna-
tional recognition. Women, Race & Class, pub-
lished in 1981, became an instant staple in many 
university courses and continues to be widely 
read. A collection of her speeches, given between 
1983 and 1987, was published in a volume enti-
tled Women, Culture, and Politics in 1989.

Davis has remained committed to social 
and political activism. In 1998, she co-orga-
nized “Critical Resistance: Beyond the Prison 
Industrial Complex,” a national conference on 
racism and classism in the justice system held 
at Berkeley. Her current research reflects the 
event’s theme, and FEMINISM, African-American 
studies, popular music, cultural theory, and phi-
losophy remain at the forefront of her academic 
research. She holds tenure at the University of 
California–Santa Cruz, in the history of con-
sciousness program, and sits on the advisory 
board of the Prison Activist Resource Center, 
still struggling to expose and extinguish racism 
in American institutions.

Further Reading
Davis, Angela. Blues Legacies and Black Feminism: Ger-

trude “Ma” Rainey, Bessie Smith, and Billie Holiday. 
New York: Pantheon Books, 1998.

———. The Angela Y. Davis Reader. Malden, Mass.: 
Blackwell Publishers, 1998.

———. Violence Against Women and the Ongoing 
Challenge to Racism. Latham, N.Y.: Kitchen Table 
Women of Color Press, 1992.

———, and Chela Sandoval. Methodology of the 
Oppressed. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota 
Press, 2000.
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———, and Joy James. Resisting State Violence: Radi-
calism, Gender, and Race in U.S. Culture. Malden, 
Mass.: Blackwell Publishers, 1996.

Lubiano, Wahneema, ed. The House That Race Built. 
New York: Vintage Books, 1998.

—Candis Steenbergen

Davis, Jo Ann (1950– ) congressperson Jo 
Ann Davis was born in Rowan County, North 
Carolina, on June 29, 1959, but has lived in Vir-
ginia since she was nine years old. She attended 
Hampton Roads Business College. Davis worked 
in real estate before she was elected to the Vir-
ginia House of Delegates in 1996. She was 
reelected in 1998.

In 2000, first-district Congressman Herb 
Bateman, a 17-year incumbent, announced his 
retirement due to health concerns. He subse-
quently died on September 11, 2000. Davis 
ran for and won the Republican nomination to 
succeed him, despite Governor Jim Gilmore’s 
endorsement of her primary opponent. She 
went on to win easily in November. She was the 
second Virginia woman and the first Virginia 
Republican woman elected to the House in her 
own right. Davis was unopposed in 2002 and 
2004. In 2006, she held her seat against two 
challengers.

Davis is a staunch conservative and one of 
four Pentecostals serving in Congress. Davis 
believes God led her to Congress. She can be 
counted on to vote for tax cuts for all who pay 
taxes and has promoted an agenda that includes 
pro-life legislation and support for the tradi-
tional family. She is a deputy majority whip and 
chairwoman of the House Intelligence Subcom-
mittee on Intelligence Policy. She is married to 
Charles E. Davis II, with whom she has two 
children.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Davis, Jo Ann.” In Biographical Directory of the United 

States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 

URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodis-
play.pl?index=D000597. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

“Representative Jo Ann S. Davis (VA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=CS040937. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Davis, Susan (1944– ) congressperson Susan 
Davis was born on April 13, 1944, in Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, but has spent most of her life in 
California. She graduated from the University of 
California at Berkeley in 1964 and earned a mas-
ter’s degree in social work from the University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill in 1968. She 
worked as a social worker in San Diego before her 
1983 election to the San Diego School Board, 
where she served until 1992. In 1994, she was 
elected to the California State Assembly (1994–
2000). As an assemblywoman, Davis chaired the 
Committee on Consumer Protection, Govern-
ment Efficiency and Economic Development. She 
authored a state law giving women direct access 
to their gynecologists without getting a referral 
from their primary care physicians.

In 2000, Davis challenged three-term Repub-
lican incumbent Brian Bilbray in what was then 
the 49th district, winning with 50 percent of 
the vote. Her district was renumbered the 53rd 
district after the 2000 census and redrawn to 
include more of San Diego. She has won reelec-
tion in each cycle with little opposition, includ-
ing in 2006. She is the first Democrat to represent 
the district for more than one term since its cre-
ation in 1953. Davis serves on the House Com-
mittee on Armed Services and the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. Her legislative 
priorities include defense, education, environ-
ment, health care, and veteran’s affairs. She has 
two sons with her husband, Steve.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
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“Davis, Susan A.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
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2007.

“Representative Susan A. Davis (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.org/
bio.php?can_id=. Accessed on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Day, Dorothy (1897–1980) religious leader, 
social activist, journalist Born on November 8, 
1897, in Brooklyn, New York, Day attended the 
University of Illinois for two years and then 
moved to New York City in 1916. She wrote arti-
cles for socialist newspapers such as the Call 
and participated in demonstrations against the 
United States’ involvement in World War I. After 
the birth of her daughter in 1927, Day answered 
her inner spiritual yearnings by converting to 
Roman Catholicism. In January 1933, she met 
Peter Maurin, a fellow Catholic and raffish lay 
philosopher. Day and Maurin cofounded the 
Catholic Worker newspaper, which published its 
first issue on May 1, 1933. The two also estab-
lished “hospitality houses,” which emphasized 
care of the poor and disadvantaged and advo-
cated lives of personal poverty.

Controversial after World War II because of 
her condemnation of the Hiroshima and Naga-
saki atomic bombings and her protest of civil-
defense drills in New York City, Day gradually 
won both respect and recognition both within 
and outside the American Roman Catholic 
church by the late 1960s. She died on November 
29, 1980, in New York City’s Maryhouse, her 
hospitality house for abused women.

Dorothy Day’s contribution to women’s 
involvement in politics stands as a substantial, 
if indirect, one since she considered herself 
an anarchist. She helped refocus American 
Catholic women’s perceptions away from ritual 
and opposition to international communism 
to issues of social concern. The tumultuous, 
but still-thriving, Catholic Worker movement 

attests to Day’s powerful witness for her church 
and the question of its worldly mission.

Further Reading
Forest, James H. Love Is the Measure: A Biography of 

Dorothy Day. Maryknoll, N.Y.: Orbis Press, 1994.
Miller, William D. Dorothy Day: A Biography. New 

York: Harper and Row, 1982.
Thorn, William, Phillip Runkel, and Susan Moutin, 

eds. Dorothy Day and the Catholic Worker Move-
ment: Centenary Essays. Milwaukee: Marquette 
University Press, 2001.

—John Thomas McGuire

Declaration of Sentiments and Resolutions 
(Declaration of Rights and Sentiments) 
(1848) LUCRETIA MOTT and ELIZABETH CADY 
STANTON were the driving force behind a 
movement to address the plight of women in 
19th-century society, which resulted in the 
SENECA FALLS CONVENTION in 1848. This event 
took place eight years after they met in Lon-
don at an antislavery convention and was the 
first public political meeting addressing wom-
en’s rights and where Stanton composed the 
Declaration of Sentiments and Resolutions. In 
July 1848, over 300 men and women met in 
Seneca Falls, New York, for the First Women’s 
Rights Convention. There, the declaration was 
debated and refined. The public release of the 
Declaration of Sentiments and Resolutions 
triggered dialogues among many women inter-
ested in equal rights and woman SUFFRAGE. 
The declaration was also met with strong crit-
icism and anger. It became one of the roots of 
the suffrage movement when Stanton insisted 
that this resolution be included: “Resolved, 
that it is the duty of the women of this coun-
try to secure to themselves their sacred right 
to the elective franchise.” The document is 
remarkable because for the first time women pub-
licly claimed their inalienable rights and held 
men responsible for a host of grievances. The 
dozen resolutions passed demanded equal rights 
for women in marriage, education, religion, and 
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employment. The document is included among 
the appendices to this volume.

Further Reading
Commager, Henry Steele, ed. Documents of American 

History to 1898, vol. 1. New York: Prentice Hall, 
1993.

Stanton, Elizabeth Cady, Susan B. Anthony, and 
Matilda Gage. History of Woman Suffrage, vol. 1, 
1848–1861. Salem, N.H.: Ayer Co., 1985.

Yellin, Carol Lynn, and Janann Sherman. The Perfect 
36: Tennessee Delivers Woman Suffrage. Oak Ridge: 
Iris Press, 1998.

—Paula Casey

Declaration of Women’s Rights (July 4, 
1876) On July 4, 1876, SUSAN B. ANTHONY deliv-
ered a speech entitled “Declaration of Rights of 
the Women of the United States”; it was written 
by MATILDA JOSLYN GAGE and ELIZABETH CADY 
STANTON. The address was a political statement on 
the status of women delivered during the celebra-
tion of the nation’s centennial. The content of the 
declaration focused on women’s status as nonciti-
zens by highlighting women’s lack of civil and 
political rights guaranteed to men in the Bill of 
Rights. The address closed with this statement:

And now, at the close of a hundred years, as 
the hour hand of the great clock that marks the 
centuries points to 1876, we declare our faith 
in the principles of self-government; our full 
equality with man in natural rights; that woman 
was made first for her own happiness, with the 
absolute right to herself—to all the opportuni-
ties and advantages life affords for her com-
plete development; and we deny that dogma 
of the centuries, incorporated in the codes of 
nations—that woman was made for man—her 
best interests, in all cases, to be sacrificed to his 
will. We ask of our rulers, at this hour, no spe-
cial favors, no special privileges, no special leg-
islation. We ask justice, we ask equality, we ask 
that all the civil and political rights that belong 
to citizens of the United States, be guaranteed to 
us and our daughters forever.

Defense Advisory Committee on Women 
in the Services (DACOWITS) The Depart-
ment of Defense Advisory Committee on Women 
in the Services (DACOWITS) was established in 
1951 by then Secretary of Defense George C. 
Marshall. The committee is composed of civil-
ian women and men who are appointed by the 
secretary of defense to provide advice and rec-
ommendations on matters and policies relating 
to the recruitment and retention, treatment, 
employment, integration, and well-being of 
highly qualified professional women in the 
armed forces. DACOWITS has consistently 
brought hard questions to the attention of mili-
tary leaders who, to their credit, have made pro-
gressive changes. Coed boot camp, gender 
“norming” of fitness standards, rules aimed at 
eliminating SEXUAL HARASSMENT, and family-
friendly policies are all changes instituted as a 
result of DACOWITS’s work. The panel also was 
behind President Bill Clinton’s 1994 move to put 
women on most combat ships and aircraft. In 
2002, Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld let 
the group’s charter lapse and dismissed all of its 
members. Under its new charter, the commit-
tee’s historic focus on gender integration has 
been watered down by a new emphasis on 
recruitment and retention, as well as a new spot-
light on family issues. In addition, the Pentagon 
now controls the agenda, raising questions 
about the group’s autonomy and continued 
effectiveness.

DeGette, Diana (1957– ) congressperson 
Diana DeGette was born in Japan on July 29, 
1957, while her father served in the armed 
forces. She graduated with honors from Colo-
rado College in 1979 and earned a J.D. degree 
from New York University in 1982. She returned 
to Denver and began a law practice focusing on 
civil rights and employment litigation. Active in 
Denver politics, she was elected to the Colorado 
House of Representatives in 1992. She became 
minority whip after being reelected in 1994. She 
is the author of a law that guarantees Colorado 
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women unobstructed access to abortion clinics 
and other medical care facilities; popularly 
known as the “Bubble Bill,” it was unsuccess-
fully challenged in HILL V. COLORADO (2000).

In 1995, first-district congresswoman 
PATRICIA SCHROEDER announced that she was 
retiring after 12 terms (24 years) in the House; 
she endorsed DeGette in the Democratic pri-
mary. DeGette won the primary with 55 percent 
of the vote and then won in November 1996 
with 57 percent of the vote. She has since been 
reelected five times against token Republican 
opposition.

DeGette has a liberal voting record and 
works on feminist causes. She also has a repu-
tation as an effective legislative strategist. She 
was the primary Democratic sponsor of the 
bill to lift President George W. Bush’s limits on 
stem cell research in 1995, a bill that prompted 
Bush’s first presidential veto on July 19, 2006. 
In the 109th Congress, she serves on the 
Energy and Commerce Committee. She also 
serves as the cochair of the Congressional Dia-
betes Caucus and the pro-choice caucus. She 
has risen through the ranks of the Democratic 
leadership and now serves as a chief deputy 
whip. After the Democrats regained control of 
the House in the 2006 elections, she considered 
running for house majority whip but chose not 
to challenge South Carolina’s Representative 
Jim Clyburn.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“DeGette, Diana.” In Biographical Directory of the 
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“Representative Diana L. DeGette (CO).” In Project Vote 
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org/bio.php?con_id=BC037052. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

DeLauro, Rosa (1943– ) congressperson Rosa 
DeLauro was born March 2, 1943, in New Haven, 
Connecticut, and raised in New Haven’s Wooster 
Square, where for years her grandmother owned 
and operated a pastry shop. DeLauro’s mother, 
Luisa, was the longest-serving member of the 
New Haven Board of Aldermen (1965–98). 
DeLauro is a graduate of Marymount College, 
where she received her B.A. with honors in 1964. 
She earned her master’s degree in international 
politics from Columbia University in 1966 and 
studied at the London School of Economics. 
DeLauro worked as chief of staff to Senator 
Christopher Dodd for seven years and then 
served as director of EMILY’S LIST, the Democratic 
pro-choice fund-raising organization. She is mar-
ried to political pollster and consultant Stanley 
Greenburg.

DeLauro was first elected to Congress in 
1990. In 2006, she was reelected to a ninth 
term. She has promoted legislation to require 
48-hour hospital stays following mastectomies. 
She continues to fight, as yet unsuccessfully, 
to remove abortion restrictions from federal 
employees’ health benefits. She works actively 
for feminist issues in the House, including, most 
recently, the Paycheck Fairness Act designed to 
strengthen the EQUAL PAY ACT OF 1963. She sits 
on the House Appropriations Committee and 
serves as ranking member of the Agriculture 
Subcommittee and as a member of the Labor-
Health and Human Services–Education Sub-
committee. She also serves on the House Budget 
Committee. In 1999, she was elected assistant to 
the Democratic leader by her colleagues, mak-
ing her the second-highest-ranking Democratic 
woman in the House of Representatives. She 
was reelected to this position in 2000. In 2002, 
she was appointed cochair of the House Demo-
cratic Steering Committee, a position she was 
reelected to in 2004. She was re-elected in 2006 
with 76 percent of the vote.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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—Angela Kouters

Dennett, Mary (Mary Coffin Ware Dennett) 
(1872–1947) birth control activist Born on 
April 4, 1872, Mary Ware Dennett became a 
national figure in the battle for the repeal of 
obscenity laws that restricted the dissemina-
tion of birth control information. Dennett 
began her political career as field secretary in 
the SUFFRAGE movement and soon became active 
in socialist causes. In 1915, her career took a 
turn when she became head of the National 
Birth Control League, the first organization to 
lobby against obscenity legislation under the 
COMSTOCK ACT. Unlike fellow birth control 
advocate MARGARET SANGER, Dennett took a 
conservative approach to lobbying for sex edu-
cation and the repeal of restrictive legislation. 
In 1918, the VOLUNTARY PARENTHOOD LEAGUE 
(VPL) was established, and Dennett served as 
its director and the editor of the Birth Control 
Herald until a policy split caused her to resign 
in 1925.

After her split from the VPL, Dennett con-
centrated on writing publications aimed at 
educating the public about contraception and 
sex. In 1926, she published Birth Control Laws, 
which outlined the history of the Comstock Act 
and her legislative attempts challenging it. She 
was convicted on obscenity charges in 1929 for 
repeatedly requesting a pamphlet she had writ-
ten nine years earlier entitled “The Sex Side of 
Life: An Explanation for Young People” to be 
distributed through the mail. The essay was 
Dennett’s attempt to set straight ideas on sex and 
sexuality for adolescents. With the help of the 

American Civil Liberties Union, her conviction 
was overturned in 1930, and she continued to 
write books, letters, and articles advocating the 
importance of sex education and birth control 
information. She remained active in the peace 
movement during World War II and until her 
death on July 25, 1947.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
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Gordon, Linda. The Moral Property of Women: A His-
tory of Birth Control Politics in America. Chicago: 
University of Illinois Press, 2002.

—Patricia Walsh Coates

Detzer, Dorothy (1893–1981) congressional 
lobbyist, activist Dorothy Detzer, heralded by 
the New York Times as “the most famous woman 
lobbyist,” campaigned for disarmament and eco-
nomic justice. Her lifelong commitment to fight-
ing against war and military armament by all 
countries was shaped by her personal humani-
tarian travel around the world and by a family 
tragedy that was a direct result of war.

Detzer was born on December 1, 1893, and 
grew up in Fort Wayne, Indiana. After graduat-
ing from high school and traveling throughout 
the Far East and the Philippines, she then 
returned to the United States and dedicated 
her life to social work. She enrolled in the Chi-
cago School of Civics and Philanthropy while 
serving as an officer of the Juvenile Protective 
Association. After World War I, she left the 
United States for humanitarian relief work in 
Austria and Russia. Strongly affected by the 
miseries of war she witnessed in Austria and 
Russia, and by the death of her twin brother 
after an illness due to gassing during World 
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War I, Detzer became convinced that relief 
work could not by itself eliminate warfare and 
she became actively involved in the pacifist 
movement.

In 1922, Detzer joined the U.S. section of 
the Women’s International League for Peace 
and Freedom (WILPF). Serving as the WILPF’s 
national secretary, she attempted to shape and 
influence U.S. foreign policy and the public’s 
attitude about war, with particular focus on the 
consequences of war for women and children. 
Her most successful lobbying efforts included a 
legislative investigation into the military-indus-
trial complex launched by Senator Gerald Nye. 
The Nye Committee was successful in getting 
the president to approve a mandatory arms 
embargo on the sale of arms when two or more 
foreign states engage in war.

Coupled with her antiwar efforts, Detzer 
fought for economic justice focusing on the eco-
nomic inequality that African countries suffered 
as a result of U.S. and British business conces-
sions. She worked relentlessly for recognition of 
the Soviet Union in the family of nations and for 
Cuba’s freedom from U.S. intervention, and she 
argued for U.S. neutrality as WWII approached. 
In 1933, her economic-justice efforts resulted in 
her receiving the Order of African Redemption 
by the Liberian government.

Detzer was not without her critics. Her anti-
war calls and her criticism of militarism along 
with her call to include the Soviet Union in the 
family of nations caused her to garner accusa-
tions of anti-Americanism and claims of being 
a communist. After marrying Ludwell Denny, a 
journalist, in 1954, Detzer left the Washington 
lobbying circle in pursuit of a career as a free-
lance foreign journalist. She died on January 7, 
1981, in Monterey, California.

Further Reading
Schott, Linda. Reconstructing Women’s Thoughts: The 

Women’s International League for Peace and Free-
dom Before World War II. Stanford, Calif.: Stanford 
University Press, 1997.

—Hollis France

Dewson, Mary Williams (Mary [Molly] 
Williams Dewson) (1874–1962) feminist, act-
ivist Born on February 18, 1874, in Quincy, 
Massachusetts, Dewson graduated from Welles-
ley College in 1897. After nearly 30 years of 
working in organizations such as the National 
Consumers’ League and the Consumers’ League 
of New York, Dewson entered national politics 
through her close friendship with ELEANOR 
ROOSEVELT. In 1928, she worked in the midwest-
ern division of Alfred E. Smith’s 1928 presiden-
tial campaign. Four years later, Dewson became 
director of the women’s division of the Demo-
cratic National Campaign Committee. After 
Franklin D. Roosevelt’s presidential election in 
November 1932, Dewson and Eleanor Roosevelt 
wanted to strengthen women’s participation in 
the national Democratic Party. They lobbied 
President Roosevelt and the new chairperson of 
the Democratic National Committee (DNC), 
James A. Farley, to create a full-time director-
ship of the Women’s Division. They were suc-
cessful, and Dewson assumed the new position 
in October 1933.

As leader of the DNC’s Women’s Division 
from 1933 through her retirement in June 
1937, Dewson increased women’s participation 
in Democratic politics. She created a national 
speakers’ bureau, published a monthly maga-
zine, lobbied for the New Deal’s social legisla-
tion, and made women throughout the nation 
local New Deal experts through the Reporter 
Plan. The Women’s Division played a significant 
part in securing President Roosevelt’s reelection 
in 1936.

After her retirement, Dewson served on 
the Social Security Administration’s executive 
board until 1938 and then resided in Castine, 
Maine. She died on October 21, 1962, just a few 
weeks before the passing of her political mentor, 
Eleanor Roosevelt.

Dewson’s contribution to women’s involve-
ment in the United States’ politics stands as a 
large one. For the first time in Democratic Party 
history, women participated extensively in orga-
nizing and strategizing for national elections.
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—John Thomas McGuire

Dix, Dorothea (Dorothea Lynde Dix) 
(1802–1887) social reformer, mental health 
reformer Dorothea Lynde Dix was born in 
Hampden, Maine, on April 4, 1802, the daughter 
of Mary and Joseph Dix. Her early life was diffi-
cult owing to her mother’s mental illness and 
her father’s alcoholism. Dix was responsible for 
raising her younger brothers and chafed under 
her wealthy grandmother’s desire to see her 
become a lady. Her first career was as a school-

teacher, after she persuaded her grandmother to 
allow her to open a school in their home. Dix, 
who suffered from tuberculosis, worked as a 
teacher until her late 20s, when her illness 
forced her to take a long rest. Upon recupera-
tion, she began her second career after visiting 
a women’s prison in the hope of beginning Sun-
day school classes. The prison’s population 
included many mentally ill and mentally chal-
lenged women. Appalled at the conditions, Dix 
worked for much of the rest of her life to 
improve treatment of the mentally ill and the 
incarcerated. 

Initially Dix worked with members of the 
Massachusetts legislature to change the laws 
concerning the nature of institutionalizing the 
mentally ill. She was convinced that mental ill-
ness could be treated and was likely to be exac-
erbated by the appalling conditions found in the 
prisons where many people were housed. She 
was enormously influential in changing people’s 
views about the mentally ill, and she succeeded 
in changing the laws of Massachusetts and 
many other states. She even lobbied Congress in 
1854 to pass a law establishing 5 million acres 
of federal land for the treatment of the mentally 
ill. This bill was passed but then was vetoed by 
President Franklin Pierce.

At the outset of the Civil War, Dix became 
the superintendent of female nurses for the 
Union forces, training women to be army 
nurses, collecting medical supplies, and inspect-
ing hospital facilities. At the end of the war, she 
returned to her work lobbying for the treatment 
of mental illness as an illness. She planned a 
number of hospital facilities for the treatment 
of the mentally ill, and the first facility that she 
planned and built in Trenton, New Jersey, con-
tained an apartment for her retirement. She died 
there on July 17, 1887.

Further Reading
Gollaher, David. Voices for the Mad: The Life of Doro-

thea Dix. New York: Free Press, 1995.
Schlaifer, Charles, and Lucy Freeman. Heart’s Work: 

Civil War Heroine and Champion of the Mentally Dorothea Lynde Dix (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Ill, Dorothea Lynde Dix. Gettysburg, Pa.: Stan 
Clark Military Books, 1991.

—Claire Curtis

Doe v. Bolton (410 U.S. 179) (1973) In 
1970, Mary Doe, an indigent, filed under Geor-
gia law for a therapeutic abortion recommended 
by her treating physician. Georgia law made all 
abortions a crime unless they comply with a 
three-step process: (1) that the abortion be per-
formed in a hospital accredited by the Joint 
Commission on Accreditation of Hospitals 
(JCAH), (2) that the procedure be approved by 
the hospital staff abortion committee, and (3) 
that the performing physician’s judgment be 
confirmed by independent examinations of the 
patient by two other licensed physicians. Denied 
permission for an abortion, Doe sued the State 
of Georgia. The court held that while a woman’s 
right to an abortion was not absolute, the Geor-
gia process had deprived Doe of her rights under 
the Fourteenth Amendment because none of the 
three requirements constituted a valid exercise 
of law. The court noted that the Georgia law was 
“new” and passed in response to ROE V. WADE 
(410 US 179). Approximately one-fourth of the 
states had passed such laws, and this was the 
first case to test the constitutionality of the new 
statutes.

Further Reading
Hull, N. E. H. The Abortion Rights Controversy in Amer-

ica: A Legal Reader. Chapel Hill: University of 
North Carolina Press, 2004.

Rabin, Eva R. Abortion, Politics and the Courts: Roe v. 
Wade and Its Aftermath, rev. ed. New York: Green-
wood Press, 1987.

—Marsh Hass

Dole, Elizabeth (Elizabeth Hanford Dole) 
(1936– ) U.S. senator, cabinet member, presi-
dent of American Red Cross Elizabeth Handford 
was born on July 29, 1936, in Salisbury, North 

Carolina. After graduating with honors from 
Duke University in 1958, she studied at Oxford 
Unversity, then earned a master’s degree in edu-
cation at Harvard University. She received a law 
degree from Harvard in 1965 and took a position 
with the Department of Health, Education and 
Welfare. She served as executive director of the 
President’s Committee on Consumer Interests 
under President Lyndon Johnson and as deputy 
director of the White House Office of Consumer 
Affairs under President Richard Nixon. Nixon 
also appointed her to the Federal Trade Com-
mission (FTC). In 1975, she married Senator 
Robert J. Dole and took a leave from the FTC in 
order to help in her husband’s vice-presidential 
campaign.

In 1979, Dole resigned from the FTC to 
campaign for her husband’s presidential bid. 
When Bob Dole withdrew from the race, Eliza-
beth Dole joined the Reagan-Bush campaign. In 
1980, President Reagan appointed her assistant 
to the president for public liaison. The first 
woman to be named to a post in his administra-
tion, she was subsequently appointed Secretary 
of Transportation in 1983, making her the first 
woman to serve in that position. In this role, 
Dole focused on automobile safety require-
ments, the minimum drinking age, and passive 
restraints in vehicles. In 1989, President George 
H. W. Bush appointed her secretary of labor. In 
this capacity, Dole initiated the GLASS CEILING 
Study, designed to identify barriers to manage-
ment and promotion opportunities for women 
and minorities. More than 60 percent of Dole’s 
senior staff at the Department of Labor was 
made up of women or minorities.

In 1990, Dole left her cabinet post to become 
director of the American Red Cross. She was 
the first woman to hold the top position since 
the organization’s founder, CLARA BARTON. As 
president of the Red Cross, Dole reformed the 
disaster relief program and restored credibility to 
the blood collection and distribution system. In 
1996, she took another leave of absence to cam-
paign for her husband’s last presidential bid, but 
she returned immediately following the election.
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In 1999, Dole resigned from the Red Cross 
and announced her own candidacy for the 2000 
Republican presidential nomination. Despite 
her popularity and a second-place showing in 
the polls, she withdrew from the race before the 
primaries even began, citing a lack of money for 
the campaign. Research on her failed candidacy 
documents gender bias in the way the national 
press covered her campaign. Instead of focusing 
on her issue positions, the media highlighted 
her marriage to Bob Dole, her appearance, and 
her personality. Dole sought public office again 
in 2002 when she ran for a U.S. Senate seat from 
North Carolina. She won the election with 54 
percent of the vote, defeating Erskine Bowles, 
a former chief of staff to President Bill Clinton, 
and becoming the state’s first female U.S. sena-
tor. In November 2004, Dole became chair of the 
National Republican Senatorial Committee, a 
top Republican leadership post. She is expected 
to seek reelection to the U.S. Senate in 2008.

Further Reading
Braden, Maria. Women Politicians and the Media. Lex-

ington: University of Kentucky Press, 1996.
Dole, Elizabeth, and Bob Dole. Unlimited Partners: Our 

American Story. New York: Simon & Schuster, 
1996.

domestic violence Domestic violence is an 
issue that sits at the intersection of the private 
and public spheres. The context in which domes-
tic violence is defined affects the remedy avail-
able. Under COVERTURE laws of marriage, men 
were allowed to administer “corrections” to 
their wives since they were legally responsible 
for their wives’ debts and conduct. Just as par-
ents were entrusted to discipline their children, 
a husband as the patriarchal head of a family 
was entrusted to discipline his wife. The phrase 
rule of thumb is falsely said to have arisen in this 
context—that is, a husband’s legitimate author-
ity to use force against his wife or children was 
limited to the use of a stick no larger in diameter 
than his thumb. One of the causes the TEMPER-

ANCE MOVEMENT took up was to stop women 
from being physically abused by their husbands. 
Drunken husbands not only spent the family’s 
wages but also often returned from a night of 
drinking to physically assault their wives and 
children. Activists urged reform of divorce laws 
to permit women to escape domestic violence.

In the 1970s, the battered women’s move-
ment reflected the divide among feminists. 
Some argued that the best way to help women 
end the violence in their lives was to pro-
vide them with services (e.g., shelter, police 
protection, legal aid, and counseling) within 
the conventional social service sector. Other 
more radical feminists believed that domestic 
violence stemmed from economic dependency 
and would not cease until the basic structural 
gender arrangements in society changed. They 
favored creating autonomous alternatives to the 
patriarchal family and economic structures. 
According to this view, addressing domestic 
violence must begin by moving the definition 
of the problem from the private sphere to the 
public sphere. When women’s battery is defined 
as a family problem, public institutions are 
unlikely to interfere. Thus, police departments 
have been slow to intervene in domestic dis-
putes until recently.

A national coalition of feminist organiza-
tions successfully lobbied Congress to pass 
federal legislation on domestic abuse. The VIO-
LENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT OF 1994 charges 
the Justice Department with collecting data on 
domestic abuse; provides money to state and 
local governments to fund efforts to provide 
services to victims and abusers; and identifies 
domestic abuse as a gender-based crime, which 
has allowed victims to sue their batterers in fed-
eral court. In 2001, 85 percent of victimizations 
by intimate partners were committed against 
women. Roughly one-third of domestic violence 
victims are men, but they are far less likely to 
report the crime or to seek shelter. In at least one 
case, a California man filed a sex discrimination 
suit because he was denied a bed in 10 different 
battered women’s shelters. The shelters claimed 
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that it was not clinically appropriate to house 
and treat male and female victims together.

See also SEPARATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY.

Further Reading
Roberts, Albert R. Handbook of Domestic Violence Inter-

vention Strategies: Policies, Programs and Legal 
Remedies. New York: Oxford University Press, 
2002.

domicile laws Domicile laws establish an 
individual’s rights within a defined territory 
(most often a state) for purposes of benefits and 
obligations. Since most laws regarding the fam-
ily are state-based, establishing permanent resi-
dency is significant. In a holdover from the days 
of unity in marriage, many states follow the 
common law assuming that a husband’s resi-
dence constitutes the primary residence of a 
family. In the days when men provided sole 
financial support for the family, giving them 
precedence in the choice of domicile may have 
made sense. As women have entered the work-
force on a more equal basis, where a family sets 
up residence is now subject to negotiation. Yet a 
majority of the public still believes a husband 
and wife should occupy one residence, and 
many state laws still assume that a wife has 
abandoned her husband if she refuses to move 
with him to another city. A 1985 survey showed 
that 72 percent of women and 62 percent of men 
believed that a woman should quit her job and 
move to another city if her husband got a job 
there, even if she had a good job in the city 
where they were currently living. Only 10 per-
cent of women and 19 percent of men said that 
the husband should turn down the job. The rise 
of commuter marriages, most often necessitated 
by two professional careers, has caused domicile 
laws to begin to change, but this is often on a 
case-by-case basis. Some women have found it 
easiest to get a court order recognizing their 
unique residence for the purposes of university 
tuition, taxation, voting, licensing, and jury 
duty, among others.

Further Reading
Leiter, Richard A., ed. National Survey of State Laws. 

Detriot: Thomson Gale, 2004.

Dothard v. Rawlinson (433 U.S. 321)  
(1977) Dianne Rawlinson applied for a position 
as a prison guard in Alabama. She was denied 
the position for failing to meet the 120 lb. 
weight requirement for Alabama prison guards 
(there was also a height requirement of 5′2″). 
She sued under TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS 
ACT OF 1964, alleging that she had been denied 
employment because of her sex in violation of 
federal law. The court held that the height and 
weight requirements, while apparently neutral, 
had a disparate impact on females and thus 
were in violation of Title VII because Alabama 
could provide no objective evidence that the 
height and weight requirements were necessary 
to the job. While the suit was pending, Alabama 
redefined the position of prison guard to include 
a “gender” nexus in “contact” positions. The 
court found that Alabama had not provided 
evidence to support the denial of 75 percent of 
positions in the prison system to women. The 
initial height and weight requirements as well 
as the gender nexus were found to be arbitrary 
and amounted to gender discrimination under 
Title VII.

Further Reading
Burstein, Paul. Discrimination, Jobs and Politics: The 

Struggle for Equal Employment Opportunity in the 
United States since the New Deal. Chicago: Univer-
sity of Chicago Press, 1985.

—Marsha Hass

Douglas, Helen Gahagan (1900–1980) ac tress, 
politician Born on November 25, 1900, in Boon-
ton, New Jersey, Helen Gahagan first attracted at-
tention as a Broadway performer. She married 
Melvyn Douglas in 1931, and the couple moved to 
California. It was here, surrounded by the misery 
of the Great Depression, that she became politically 
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active, left the Republican Party she had followed 
by family tradition, and became active in Demo-
cratic New Deal politics. In 1939, she was ap-
pointed to the national advisory committee for the 
Works Progress Administration. In 1944, she won 
election to the House of Representatives from Cali-
fornia’s 14th district, a seat she held from 1945 to 
1951. She was a staunch supporter of President 
Harry S. Truman’s Fair Deal policies, and in 1946 
Truman appointed her a delegate to the United Na-
tions General Assembly. In 1950, Helen Gahagan 
Douglas ran for a Senate seat from California but 
was defeated by Richard M. Nixon. That campaign 
became infamous for its “red-baiting” and vicious 
politics. While never calling Douglas a communist, 
Nixon declared her “pink right down to her under-
wear.” Out of public office, she spent her time as a 
lecturer and author. In 1963, she published The El-
eanor Roosevelt We Remember. She died on June 28, 
1980, in New York City.

Further Reading
Douglas, Helen Gahagan. A Full Life: Helen Gahagan 

Douglas. Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1982.

Drake, Thelma (1949– ) congressperson Thel-
 ma Drake was born on November 20, 1949, in 
Elyria, Ohio. She attended Old Dominion Univer-
sity and worked as a real estate agent in Norfolk, 
Virginia, prior to entering politics. Drake served in 
the Virginia House of Delegates for nine years 
(first elected in 1995), the first Republican from 
the Norfolk area sent to the state legislature since 
Reconstruction. She served as chair of the Virginia 
Housing Commission and was a member of the 
Chesapeake Bay Commission.

On November 2, 2004, Drake was elected 
to represent Virginia’s second congressional dis-
trict in the U.S. House of Representatives. The 
second district includes all of the City of Virginia 
Beach, parts of the cities of Norfolk and Hamp-
ton, and Accomack and Northampton Counties 
on Virginia’s Eastern Shore. Thelma Drake was 
appointed to serve on the Committee on Armed 
Services, the Committee on Resources and the 

Committee on Education and the Workforce. She 
faced a tight reelection in 2006, and her seat was 
identified as a possible pick-up for Democrats. 
However she retained her seat, winning by 51 to 
49 percent over Democrat Phillip Kellam.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Drake, Thelma D.” In Biographical Directory of the 

United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=D000605. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Thelma D. Drake.” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BS026669. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Dulles, Eleanor Lansing (1895–1996) diplo-
mat, author Eleanor Lansing Dulles’s career as 
a diplomat, scholar, and member of a diplomatic 
dynasty contributed to key national and foreign 
policy decisions in American politics. She was 
born on June 1, 1895, in Watertown, New York, 
into the famous Dulles family (including her 
brothers John Foster and Allen Welsh) that 
served the American public through several gen-
erations. In 1926, she earned a Ph.D. in econom-
ics from Radcliffe College. She developed a keen 
interest in international economics, with a focus 
on Europe.

Dulles entered government service in 1936. 
Considered one of the key architects of Presi-
dent Roosevelt’s new Social Security system, 
she was principally involved in investigating 
the funding of Social Security. By 1942, Dulles 
had moved on to the State Department, where 
she was able to put into practice her scholarly 
skills in international economics. Operating in 
a male-dominated policy environment, Dulles 
went on to achieve successes despite the dis-
crimination and prejudices women faced during 
this period.
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In 1945, as the United States considered 
the possibilities of postwar economic planning, 
Dulles was instrumental in contributing to the 
U.S. position on international financial coop-
eration. She represented the United States at the 
Bretton Woods Conference, which established 
the International Monetary Fund and the Inter-
national Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment. As the U.S. representative to Austria in 
1949, she lent her economic expertise to the 
war-torn and economically ravaged country. Her 
most lauded accomplishment was her enthusias-
tic and unrelenting efforts to restore and revital-
ize Germany after World War II. Often referred 
to as “the Mother of Berlin,” she is considered to 
have been instrumental in crafting Germany’s 
reconstruction.

By 1959, Dulles had expanded her regional 
interests beyond Europe, and she became inter-
ested in economic conditions in underdeveloped 
countries, traveling extensively to Africa, Latin 
America, and South Asia. In 1962, she resigned 
from the State Department and returned to 
academia, taking up teaching positions at Duke 
and Georgetown universities. She continued 
to write and publish on various foreign policy 
issues. In 1980, at the age of 85, she penned her 
memoirs Chances of a Lifetime chronicling her 
exceptional life. She died on October 30, 1996, 
at the age of 101.

Further Reading
Dulles, Eleanor Lansing. Chances of a Lifetime: A Mem-

oir. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice Hall, 1980.
Dunn, Lynne Kathleen. “Joining the Boys’ Club: The 

Diplomatic Career of Eleanor Lansing Dulles.” 
In Women and American Foreign Policy: Critics, 
Lobbyists and Insiders, edited by Edward Crapol. 
Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1987.

—Hollis France

Duniway, Abigail Scott (Abigail Jane Scott 
Duniway) (1834–1915) suffragist, publisher  
Born on October 22, 1834, near Groveland, Illi-
nois, SUFFRAGE advocate, writer, and editor Abi-

gail Jane Scott journeyed with her family to 
Oregon in 1852. She worked as a schoolteacher 
before marrying Benjamin C. Duniway in 1853; 
the couple had six children. In 1862, the family 
lost their farm, and soon after, Benjamin was dis-
abled in an accident. In 1871, Duniway moved 
her family to Portland, Oregon.

As she struggled to support her family, 
Duniway became convinced American women 
needed the vote. In Portland, she founded and 
edited the New Northwest, a newspaper devoted 
to suffrage that she edited until it closed in 1887. 
In 1895, she became editor of the Pacific Empire. 
She also wrote and published five books of fic-
tion and poetry and one on suffrage. In 1873, 
Duniway organized the Oregon Equal Suffrage 
Association and became its president. She also 
became vice president of the NATIONAL WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NWSA) in 1884. Despite 
her hard work, suffrage campaigns failed in 
Oregon in 1884 and again in 1900. Although 
she did not participate in the losing Oregon 
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campaign in 1905–06, Duniway did participate 
in suffrage campaigns in other western states. 
Her work helped suffrage win in Idaho in 1896 
and in Washington in 1910. She led two more 
unsuccessful Oregon campaigns before suffrage 
was finally won there in 1912. Duniway became 
the first women to register to vote in that state. 
She died on October 11, 1915. Her leadership 
and organizational skills had contributed to 
the growth of the suffrage movement in both 
the Pacific Northwest and nationally, and she 
deserves much of the credit for her region’s suf-
frage victories.

Further Reading
Duniway, Abigail Scott. Path Breaking: An Autobio-

graphical History of the Equal Suffrage Movement 
in Pacific Coast States. New York: Schocken 
Books, 1971.

Moynihan, Ruth Barnes. Rebel For Rights: Abigail Scott 
Duniway. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University 
Press, 1983.

—Eileen V. Wallis

Dworkin, Andrea (1946–2005) feminist, writer 
Andrea Dworkin was born in Camden, New Jer-
sey, on September 26, 1946. She began her degree 
in English at Bennington College in Vermont in 
1964 with the financial support of scholarships 
and loans from her father. Her defiant persona 
and prolific life as a writer began when she was 
very young, and her active mind and burgeoning 
FEMINISM found academic life dull and misogy-
nist. She would leave and return to school twice 
before receiving her degree in 1969.

Dworkin’s university years involved mak-
ing ends meet with a variety of part-time jobs, 
ranging from receptionist to waitress to sex 
worker, and she was an active participant in the 
Student Peace Union and resistance movements 
against the war in Vietnam. In 1965, she was 
arrested for protesting the war and jailed, where 
her brutal treatment by police and medical staff 
led to a grand jury investigation of the prison. 
After the trauma, Dworkin left school, went to 

Greece, worked, and wrote poetry. In 1966, she 
published her first work: a small collection of 
poems called Child. Shortly thereafter, she left 
her abusive marriage and lived very much like a 
fugitive, running from place to place and hiding 
from the man who persistently and aggressively 
pursued her.

While on the run, Dworkin met Ricki 
Adams, a feminist and activist who helped 
her and broadened her mind regarding femi-
nism. They discussed gender oppression and 
political and social issues, and eventually they 
planned the book that became Woman Hating. 
Published in 1974, Woman Hating tackled sex 
roles, pornographic images and writing, history, 
foot-binding practices, and mythology. It also 
attacked counterculture pornography of the era, 
particularly sex newspapers such as Suck, Oz, 
and Screw, papers created by “people who share 
our values, our concerns—people who talk of 
liberation.” The book stirred controversy in 
the mainstream realm, caused conflict among 
Dworkin’s friends and acquaintances (particu-
larly those working within the culture), and 
firmly established her as a militant feminist 
writer and thinker as well.

During the 1980s, Dworkin met Catherine 
A. MacKinnon, a noted lawyer, feminist, and 
activist with whom she wrote Pornography and 
Civil Rights: A New Day for Women’s Equality 
(1988) and edited In Harm’s Way: The Pornog-
raphy Civil Rights Hearings (1997). Controver-
sial in both focus and stance, Dworkin and 
MacKinnon’s work on pornography—grounded 
in the idea that it was another form of sex dis-
crimination and should be legally recognized 
as such—led to their draft of an ordinance that 
would deem pornography a violation of women’s 
civil rights. Although it was adopted by a couple 
of city councils, it was never enacted.

Dworkin’s work—fiction and nonfiction—
tackled sexism, equal rights issues, misogyny, 
pornography, battery, and the patriarchy. While 
the extremism of her views and the texts that 
emerged from them have often been anathema-
tized by feminists, nonfeminists and antifemi-
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nists alike, her writing demanded change: from 
long-established power relations and structures, 
from the social world, from men, and from 
women. As GLORIA STEINEM, quoted on the dust 
jacket of Dworkin’s novel, Mercy (1990), said: 
“In every century, there are a handful of writers 
who help the human race to evolve. Andrea is 
one of them.”

Dworkin suffered from nearly incapacitat-
ing osteoarthritis during her final years, but 
she continued to publish articles until a month 
before her death on April 9, 2005. She was 58 
years old.

Further Reading
Dworkin, Andrea. Intercourse. New York: The Free 

Press, 1987.
Dworkin, Andrea. Heartbreak: The Political Memoir of a 

Feminist Militant. New York: Basic Books, 2002.
Strossen, Nadine. Defending Pornography: Free Speech, 

Sex, and the Fight for Women’s Rights. New York: 
New York University Press, 2000.

—Candis Steenbergen

Dyer, Mary (Mary Barrett Dyer) (ca. 1611–
1660) religious leader, Quaker martyr Born 
in England around 1611, Mary Barrett mar-
ried William Dyer in 1633 and immigrated 
to Massachusetts Bay Colony around 1634. 
Mary and William Dyer were supporters of 
ANNE HUTCHINSON and her views concerning the 
covenant of grace. Mary Dyer first came into 
trouble with the colonial authorities through 
the birth of a stillborn child in 1637. The birth 
was attended by Hutchinson, who had buried 

the body (on the advice of John Cotton) instead 
of immediately turning it over to the govern-
ing council for examination. Upon discovering 
this, the governing authorities had the child’s 
body exhumed, and it was described as “mon-
strous.” The deformed stillbirth was used as a 
sign that Satan had influenced Dyer through 
Hutchinson.

Dyer and her husband were excommuni-
cated and banished and followed Hutchinson to 
Rhode Island, where Dyer converted to Quak-
erism. Quakers believed that God was within 
humans in the form of an “inner light” and 
that God did not distinguish between men and 
women. In 1657, Dyer returned to Massachu-
setts, unaware that Quakers were being arrested 
upon their arrival in the colony. She managed 
to get a letter to her husband, who came from 
Rhode Island to plead for her release. She was 
freed on the condition that she not return to 
Massachusetts. However, she did return to con-
vert people to Quakerism, and consequently 
she was arrested again and sentenced to death. 
Once more she was released into the authority 
of her husband upon agreement that she would 
not return under pain of execution. When she 
returned in 1660, she was hanged on June 1 
that year.

Further Reading
La Plante, Eve. American Jezebel: The Uncommon Life 

of Anne Hutchinson, the Woman Who Defied the 
Puritans. New York: HarperCollins, 2004.

Plimpton, Ruth. Mary Dyer: Biography of a Rebel 
Quaker. Wellesley, Mass.: Branden Books, 1994.

—Claire Curtis
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Eagle Forum Founded in 1972 by PHYLLIS 
SCHLAFLY, the Eagle Forum is an ultraconserva-
tive national grassroots organization of the New 
Right affiliated with the Republican Party. It has 
numerous state and city chapters, and Schlafly 
has been its president and most prominent 
spokesperson since its founding. The Eagle 
Forum reports a current membership of 80,000 
men and women. Since the organization’s oppo-
sition to the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA), 
however, grassroots activities have been pre-
dominantly female. The Phyllis Schlafly Report, 
the Eagle Forum Newsletter, and the Education 
Report are its official publications. More than 
the Phyllis Schlafly Report, the EF Newsletter 
contains news, information, and guidelines for 
effectively launching and organizing grassroots 
activities on a local level, and it calls for dona-
tions for the Eagle Trust Fund. Schlafly also 
communicates with her supporters via a weekly 
radio program heard nationwide on 40 stations. 
The Eagle Forum makes effective use of high-
tech media, especially with their homepage 
www.eagleforum.org. With the Teen Eagles and 
the Eagle Forum Collegians, it reaches out to 
high school and college students to form future 
conservative leaders and activists. It organizes 

the Eagle Council, an annual meeting that trains 
conservative speakers.

The Eagle Forum’s original project was to 
stop the ERA from becoming part of the Consti-
tution. The organization supports conservative 
and pro-family policies at every level of govern-
ment and describes itself as “the alternative to 
women’s lib.” It champions traditional family 
values and gender roles and opposes women’s lib-
eration, linking it to a national downfall. Among 
other issues, it also has been fighting federal 
support for day care, sex and AIDS education, 
reproductive rights, protections against SEXUAL 
HARASSMENT, gay and lesbian rights, the United 
Nations, immigration, and multiculturalism.

See also ANTIFEMINISM.

Further Reading
Critchlow, Donald T. Phyllis Schlafly and Grassroots 

Conservatism: A Woman’s Crusade. Princeton, N.J.: 
Princeton University Press, 2005.

Felsenthal, Carol. The Biography of Phyllis Schlafly: 
The Sweetheart of the Silent Majority. Garden City, 
N.Y.: Doubleday & Company, Inc, 1981.

Hardisty, Jean. Mobilizing Resentment: Conservative 
Resurgence from the John Birch Society to the Prom-
ise Keepers. Boston: Beacon Press, 1999.

—Christine Knauer
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Eddy, Mary Baker (Mary Morse Baker 
Glover Eddy) (1821–1910) writer, religious 
leader A writer, publisher, and advocate of 
Christian Science, Mary Baker Eddy was born 
Mary Morse Baker on July 16, 1821, in Bow, New 
Hampshire. She was the youngest of six children 
of Mark and Abigail Ambrose Baker. Because her 
early childhood was punctuated with chronic ill-
ness, she received both formal and informal edu-
cation. In 1843, Baker married George Washington 
Glover, who died six months later. Widowed, in 
financial despair, and pregnant, she returned to 
her parent’s home in declining health to deliver 
her son, George Washington Glover II, in 1844 
and remained with her family until her mother’s 
death in 1849. Two years later, her son George, 
now age seven, was relocated and raised by 
friends. In hopes of reuniting with her son, Mary 
married Dr. Daniel Patterson, a dentist, in 1853, 
but Patterson refused to allow George to reside in 
their New Jersey home. In 1862, Mary Patterson, 
continuing to struggle with chronic illness, 
received treatment from Phineas Quimby, a trav-
eling mesmerist who healed patients using hyp-
nosis. Although her health improved dramatically 
as a result of his treatment, she suffered a relapse 
and came to believe that Quimby’s healing pow-
ers flowed more from the strength of his person-
ality and training in hypnosis than from some 
divine principle. However, she continued to 
study with Quimby until his death in 1866. One 
month after his death, a severe fall on the ice left 
her bedridden again. Without Quimby to help, 
she turned to her Bible and read deeply about 
Jesus’ healing work. When she found herself sud-
denly well, she attributed her recovery to the 
discovery of Christian Science. She devoted the 
next nine years to intensive study of the scrip-
tures and healing activity.

In an era where women had limited access 
to the public sphere as leaders, this atypical 
woman lectured, published, and organized fol-
lowers of Christian Science. Her first teaching 
manuscript “The Science of Man” (1869) was 
used in her first class in 1870. As her work con-
tinued, she divorced Daniel Patterson in 1873 

after a 13-year separation. In 1875, she led her 
first Sunday service at Good Templars Hall in 
Lynn, Massachusetts, and published Science 
and Health, focusing on Christian Science prin-
ciples. The following year, her work advanced 
with the publication of The Science of Man and 
formation of the Christian Scientist Association. 
In 1877, she married Asa Gilbert Eddy, who sup-
ported her work in Christian Science until his 
death in 1882.

In 1879, Mary Baker Eddy formalized the 
Christian Science movement into Churches 
of Christ, Scientist, located in Boston, Massa-
chusetts, and in 1881 she became the church’s 
first ordained pastor (1881). Her organizational 
skills and advocacy of Christian Science became 
institutionalized into the Metaphysical College 
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(1881) and the National Christian Scientist 
Association (1886). Eddy’s publishing career 
progressed with Unity of Good (1887), Retro-
spection and Introspection (her autobiography, 
1892), Rudimental Divine Science (1908), Poems 
(1910), and numerous other works. She further 
contributed to the development of Christian 
Science in establishing the Christian Science 
Publishing society (1898). The publishing soci-
ety published Christian Science Journal (1898), 
Christian Science Sentinel (1898), and Christian 
Science Monitor (1908). Eddy’s distinguished 
achievements remain vibrant in the 21st cen-
tury with 134 churches worldwide, her writings 
translated into 17 languages, and the formation 
of the Mary Baker Eddy Library.

Eddy contributed to the transition of Amer-
ica religiously, socially, and journalistically by 
challenging both the common Protestant under-
standing of healing and traditional medical 
healing practices and by incorporating new 
concepts of how the body and spirit functioned. 
She carved a space within the public sphere as 
a writer, publisher, and theologian in the 19th 
and early 20th century of America. She died on 
December 3, 1910, at the age of 89.

Further Reading
Gill, Gillian. Mary Baker Eddy. Reading, Mass.: Perseus 

Books, 1998.
Knee, Stuart E. Christian Science in the Age of Mary 

Baker Eddy. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 
1994.

Parker, Gail Thain. Mind Cures in New England: From 
the Civil War to World War I. Hanover, N.H.: Uni-
versity Press of New England, 1973.

Peel, Robert. Mary Baker Eddy: The Years of Authority. 
New York: Holt Rinehart and Winston, 1977.

T. Alys Jordan

Edelman, Marian Wright (1939– ) lawyer, 
activist, children’s advocate The leading advo-
cate for children’s interests in the United States 
and the founder of the Children’s Defense Fund, 
Marian Wright Edelman learned the value of 

service to others and the ethic of changing the 
world one small step at a time from her father. 
Marian Wright, the youngest of five children, 
was born on June 6, 1939, in segregated Ben-
nettsville, South Carolina. Her father, Arthur 
Wright, was a Baptist preacher who placed great 
value on education and service to others. All five 
children participated in study sessions around 
the kitchen table every evening, whether they 
had assignments or not. Arthur Wright urged 
his children not to let anything get in the way of 
their education.

Marian enrolled at Spellman College in 
Atlanta, Georgia, in 1956. In her junior year, 
she studied in Geneva, Switzerland, on a Mer-
rill scholarship and spent the following summer 
in the Soviet Union on a Lisle fellowship. In a 
New Yorker interview, she credits that year with 
giving her the confidence that she “could navi-
gate in the world and do just about anything.” 
At Spellman in her senior year she joined the 
early civil rights movement, helping to orga-
nize students to protest segregation with sit-ins 
in Atlanta. Volunteer work with the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People (NAACP) led her to choose to study law 
over graduate work in Russian and a career in 
the Foreign Service as she had planned upon 
graduation in 1960. Law would offer her a more 
direct means to represent impoverished African 
Americans and continue the struggle against 
segregation and discrimination, even though 
she claimed not to have any interest in or apti-
tude for law. She attended Yale Law School and 
earned a degree in 1963. As a law student, she 
worked with the Northern Student Movement 
(associated with the Student Nonviolent Coor-
dinating Committee, SNCC) and traveled to 
Mississippi to register black voters over spring 
break in her senior year.

Upon graduation, she spent a year as a staff 
attorney for the NAACP Legal Defense and Edu-
cation Fund in New York before moving to Jack-
son, Mississippi, to direct the fund’s office there. 
In doing so, she became the first black female 
attorney to practice in Mississippi. The summer 
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of 1964 was a dangerous one of violence and fear 
in Mississippi, as the Ku Klux Klan brutalized 
any blacks who tried to challenge segregation 
as the status quo. In addition to her legal work, 
Wright helped to establish a Head Start program 
for poor children in Mississippi. In 1967 she led 
U.S. senators Robert Kennedy and Joseph Clark 
on a tour to expose the abject poverty of the 
Mississippi Delta, where families lived without 
lights or running water. During this trip she met 
Peter Edelman, Senator Kennedy’s assistant. A 
year later she moved to Washington, D.C., to 
marry Peter and move her social justice work 
closer to the source of political power. Together, 
the Edelmans have three sons.

The assassinations of Martin Luther King, 
Jr., and Senator Robert Kennedy roiled the social 
justice community. Edelman helped to organize 
King’s Poor People’s Campaign, including the 
mass demonstration for social and economic 
justice in 1968. As a result of her work with poor 
women, she began to expand her activism to 
focus on child-care legislation and encouraged 
Congress to take up comprehensive childhood 
development initiatives. In 1971, she helped to 
assemble a broad coalition of groups in support 
of the childhood development bill only to see 
it vetoed by President Richard Nixon. Work on 
children’s issues appealed to her as a way to cut 
across issues of race and class while working for 
social change. In 1973, Edelman founded the 
Children’s Defense Fund (CDF) to protect and 
promote the interests of all children. The CDF 
is dedicated to research, advocacy, and outreach 
and is funded entirely by private foundations 
in order to maintain its independence. The 
CDF plays a critical role in all issues affecting 
children, from teen pregnancy to foster care to 
child care, by documenting problems and devel-
oping solutions grounded in research. Edelman 
and the CDF have been successful in bringing 
attention to children’s issues and increasing 
federal funding for education and anti-poverty 
programs, regardless of which political party 
controls government at the time. Recently the 
CDF’s focus has been on pregnancy prevention 

and promoting high quality standards and full 
funding for child-care initiatives.

In 1992, with the election of President Bill 
Clinton, Edelman believed she had a strong ally 
in the White House. Edelman was a friend of the 
Clintons, and First Lady HILLARY RODHAM CLIN-
TON had interned with the Children’s Defense 
Fund while at Yale Law School. The CDF 
launched its “Leave No Child Behind” campaign 
in 1992, with the goal of full funding for Head 
Start, insurance for every child and pregnant 
woman, vaccinations for all children, and an 
expanded children’s tax credit for parents. The 
Stand for Children march in 1996 attracted 
more than 200,000 people and was organized by 
a coalition that included the NAACP, the March 
of Dimes, the Salvation Army, and the National 
Urban League. The purpose was to protest the 
“neglect of children in the world’s richest coun-
try” and to bring renewed visibility to issues 
of child poverty and need. When the Clinton 
administration supported welfare reform legis-
lation that cut $54 billion in federal aid to food 
stamps and child and family nutrition, Edelman 
became one of the administration’s biggest crit-
ics. The CDF developed a program to document 
the effects of the new welfare legislation. In 
2000, Edelman was awarded the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom, the highest civilian honor in 
the United States.

The Marian Wright Edelman Institute for 
the Study of Children, Youth, and Families has 
been established at San Francisco State Univer-
sity. The institute houses an interdisciplinary 
bachelor’s degree in child and adolescent devel-
opment. In addition to the degree program, the 
mission of the institute is to promote collabora-
tion among faculty, to create public outreach, 
social advocacy, and other partnerships between 
the institution and the community, and to fos-
ter research and scholarly work. The institute 
and its many programs can be accessed online 
(http://edelman.sfsu.edu/default.htm).

Edelman continues her work as president of 
the Children’s Defense Fund and her full-time 
advocacy for the rights of all children. She is the 
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author of several books, including The Measure 
of Our Success: A Letter to My Children and Yours 
(Beacon Press, 1992) and I’m Your Child, God: 
Prayers for Children and Teenagers (Hyperion 
Books, 2002). The Children’s Defense Fund 
maintains a Web site. The URL is http://www.
childrensdefense.org.

Further Reading
“Marian Wright Edelman,” Contemporary Black Biog-

raphy. Vol. 42. Farmington Hills, Mich.: Thomson 
Gale, 2004. Available online. URL: http://galenet.
galegroup.com. Accessed on June 15, 2007.

Edelman, Marian Wright. Families in Peril: An Agenda 
for Social Change. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard 
University Press, 1987.

Eisenhower, Mamie (Mamie Geneva Doud 
Eisenhower) (1896–1979) first lady Mamie 
Geneva Doud was born on November 14, 1896, 
in Boone, Iowa, to John Sheldon and Elvira 
Mathilde Carlson Doud. Her father ran the fam-
ily meatpacking business and accumulated 
wealth and success at an early age. Mamie was 
raised in privilege, tended by household ser-
vants, and not expected to do very much for 
herself. Like other girls of privilege of this time, 
Mamie’s formal education beyond the eighth 
grade consisted of finishing school and lessons 
in dance, voice, and piano. She was fond of beau-
tiful things and attentive to fashion. Mamie was 
taught to run a household with servants, learn-
ing from her mother, “If you don’t learn how to 
cook, nobody will ask you to do it.”

In 1903, the family moved from Iowa to 
Colorado in search of a better climate for her 
mother’s health. Mamie herself experienced 
rheumatic fever at age seven that left lasting 
heart damage and negatively affected her stam-
ina and general health for the rest of her life. 
She made her debut at the Douds’ winter home 
in San Antonio, Texas, in 1915. There she met 
Second Lieutenant Dwight David Eisenhower. 
When “Ike” proposed to Mamie soon after 
Christmas in 1915, her father objected and tried 

to warn her of the hardships (most especially 
financial difficulties) she would face as a mili-
tary wife. Nevertheless, the couple were married 
on July 1, 1916, and moved into Infantry Row at 
Fort Sam Houston. 

Mamie was hardly prepared for life as an 
army wife, but she did not dare complain to her 
family. True to her father’s predictions, there 
was not much money and no domestic help. 
She learned from Ike basic cooking, and for the 
first time she maintained her own household. 
She complained when Ike was away from home 
for long periods, but accepted his response: 
“Mamie, there’s one thing you must understand. 
My country comes first and always will. You 
come second.” She gradually adjusted to her 
new way of life and made a home for them as 
best she could.

The Eisenhowers were popular, and soon, 
wherever they were posted, their quarters 
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became known as “Club Eisenhower.” Mamie’s 
social graces helped Ike’s career, and they were 
often entertained by people of rank. When the 
United States entered World War I, Ike was 
assigned training missions within the United 
States. Their first son, Doud Dwight, was born 
on September 24, 1917. Mamie gave birth at a 
military hospital at Fort Sam Houston while Ike 
was away. Caring for the child alone exhausted 
her dangerously, and she fell into a coma. She 
recovered, but her rather delicate health and a 
fear of early death colored her ability to deal 
with all sorts of situations and produced such 
problems as claustrophobia; fear of flying; fear 
of insects; a lack of physical stamina; and 
Ménière’s disease, which disturbed her balance 
when standing. For the rest of the war and its 
immediate aftermath, Mamie joined Ike when-
ever it was possible, but often she endured long 
periods of separation. On January 2, 1921, their 
son died of scarlet fever. Mamie was overcome 
with grief, and Ike worried about a complete 
nervous breakdown.

In autumn 1921, Ike was sent to Panama as 
executive officer to the commandant, General 
Fox Conner. Mamie was pregnant again and 
worried about the environment in Panama but 
accompanied him there, only to find the living 
conditions far worse than she could have imag-
ined. She endured but returned to San Antonio 
to give birth to a son they named John Sheldon 
Doud, in honor of her father. Two months later, 
she and the baby returned to Panama and stayed 
until 1923, when she again returned to San 
Antonio to restore her own health. When she 
rejoined Ike again, she had made her peace with 
the life required of her. She became close friends 
with Virginia Conner, who helped her become 
active in fund-raising efforts for the base hospi-
tal. Throughout the remainder of their military 
posts, Mamie dedicated herself to providing a 
tranquil home, serving as a ready hostess to 
advance Ike’s career. Assignment to the gen-
eral staff school at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, 
assured Ike access to the highest ranks. In 1928, 
they were assigned to Paris, where he prepared a 

book on the battlefields of World War I. Mamie 
enjoyed the post, and their apartment attracted 
American diplomats and military personnel. 
In 1929, Ike became chief of staff to General 
Douglas MacArthur, and the couple returned to 
Washington. The Great Depression added more 
strain to the couple’s tight family budget as the 
army cut salaries.

In 1935, the Eisenhowers faced another turn-
ing point as Ike wrestled with whether to stay 
in the army or leave in favor of more lucrative 
private-sector offers. Mamie confided that she 
did not believe he belonged in civilian life, and 
Ike left for the Philippines. Mamie initially stayed 
in Washington, but when Ike did not return, she 
joined him in the Philippines, only to find that 
he had carved out an independent life for him-
self. In 1939, with World War II looming, the 
Eisenhowers transferred back to Washington. 
Mamie continued to fulfill her role as an army 
wife, making the best of her situation. However, 
in 1942 Ike (now General Eisenhower) was 
appointed European theater commander and 
left for England. Mamie stayed in Washing-
ton, withstanding painful rumors of an affair 
between Ike and his official driver, Kay Sum-
mersby. He returned to Washington when the 
war ended in 1945, and they settled into their 
finest army accommodations to date. For three 
years they were comfortable and worked to read-
just to married life in one another’s company. Ike 
retired from the army in 1948 and was installed 
as president of Columbia University. This hiatus 
was short-lived, and Ike took a leave from his 
academic post to assume command of North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) forces in 
1951. Mamie accompanied him to France but 
never adjusted to the staid lifestyle there. After 
returning to the United States, the Republi-
can Party began actively courting Ike for the 
presidential nomination. The couple appeared 
together at the party convention in Chicago, 
but privately Mamie dreaded the publicity his 
candidacy would bring. She proved an able 
campaigner, though, and used the knowledge 
she had gained from living all over the United 
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States to the campaign’s advantage. She granted 
press interviews and accepted invitations to 
speak to women’s clubs—both black and white. 
She proved an invaluable asset to the ticket, and 
the public adored her; two campaign songs were 
written for her. When the Eisenhower-Nixon 
ticket was sworn into office in 1953, moving 
into the White House was an easy adjustment 
for a woman who had already moved some 30 
times in the course of her marriage.

As first lady, Mamie Eisenhower was the 
epitome of the nation’s attempt to return to nor-
malcy and the rise of the consumer culture. She 
devoted attention to her wardrobe, preferring 
American designs and designers. She dressed 
simply but elegantly and appeared on the New 
York Dress Institute’s list of the 12 best-dressed 
women every year she was in the White House. 
The couple purchased their very first home 
together while in the White House—a farm 
in Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. Their son John, 
now married and with children of his own, 
was a frequent visitor to the White House and 
the farm. Mamie entertained extensively in 
the official residence, welcoming more heads 
of state than any other president’s wife. She 
opened the White House to citizens of all walks 
of life, working in quiet ways for the advance-
ment of African Americans and women. She 
also reinstated the White House Easter egg roll 
(discontinued during the war) as an integrated 
event and invited MARIAN ANDERSON to sing at 
Ike’s inaugural in 1957. She did not play a role 
as adviser to her husband on political matters, 
believing that was entirely his realm. She did 
worry about his health, however, particularly 
after his heart attack in 1955. In 1960, she urged 
Richard Nixon not to ask Ike to campaign on his 
behalf, fearing a second attack would be fatal.

In 1961, the Eisenhowers left the White 
House for their farm in Pennsylvania, where 
they enjoyed family and friends. Ike Eisenhower 
died in 1969, and Mamie lived on for another 10 
years, increasingly withdrawn from the public 
eye. She died of a stroke on November 1, 1979, 
and was buried beside her husband at the Eisen-

hower Center in Abilene, Kansas. Her legacy as 
first lady is largely limited to that of role model 
for a postwar nation. A lifetime of support for 
her husband’s military career prepared her well 
for the social expectations that constrained her 
as first lady. She did not appear bothered by 
her limited influence, but rather relished her 
husband’s success.

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Mamie 
Geneva Doud Eisenhower.” First Ladies: A Bio-
graphical Dictionary. New York: Checkmark 
Books, 2001. pp. 261–270.

Young, Mark. “Mamie Geneva Doud Eisenhower.” 
In American First Ladies: Their Lives and Their 
Legacy, 2nd ed., edited by Lewis L. Gould, pp. 
311–319. New York: Routledge, 2001.

Eisenstadt v. Baird (405 U.S. 438) (1972) 
Following a presentation on contraception to 
students at Boston University, William Baird 
was convicted of a felony under a Massachusetts 
statute after giving contraceptive foam to an 
attendee. The Massachusetts law required that 
only a registered physician or a registered phar-
macist (pursuant to a valid prescription) could 
provide items of contraception to married peo-
ple, and then only to prevent sexually transmit-
ted disease, not contraception. Single persons 
could not receive any items of contraception for 
any purpose. The Supreme Court found the stat-
ute to violate the Fourteenth Amendment 
because it treated single and married persons 
differently without a substantial state interest in 
doing so.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT; GRISWOLD 
V. CONNECTICUT.

Further Reading
McFarlane, Deborah R., and Kenneth J. Meier. The 

Politics of Fertility Control: Family Planning and 

164  Eisenstadt v. Baird

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   164 11/29/07   12:37:30 PM



Abortion Policies in the American States. New York: 
Chatham House Publishers, 2001.

—Marsha Hass

Elders, Joycelyn (Minnie Lee Jones, Minnie 
Joycelyn Lee) (1933– ) U.S. surgeon general, 
physician Joycelyn Elders was born Minnie Lee 
Jones on August 13, 1933, in Schaal, Arkansas, 
the first of eight children born to Haller and 
Curtis Jones. Her mother taught her to read, and 
she attended school when she could, balancing 
the 13-mile trip to school with the need to work 
with her family in the cotton fields near her 
home. When she earned a scholarship to Philan-
der Smith College in Little Rock, Arkansas, her 
father was hesitant to let her go since the family 
needed her labor, but her paternal grandmother 
intervened. While in college, she took changed 
her name to Minnie Joycelyn Lee; later she sim-
ply used Joycelyn.

Lee studied biology and chemistry but did 
not aspire to be a doctor until she heard Edith 
Irby Jones, the first African American to study 
at the University of Arkansas School of Medi-
cine, speak at the college. After earning her B.A. 
in biology in 1952, Lee joined the U.S. Army’s 
Women’s Medical Specialist Corps, and in 1956 
she entered the University of Arkansas School 
of Medicine on the G.I. Bill. As the only black 
student in the medical school, she was required 
to eat with the cleaning staff in a separate uni-
versity dining room, even though the Supreme 
Court decision in Brown v. Board of Education 
of Topeka Kansas (1954) had outlawed separate 
educational facilities.

Joycelyn Lee married Oliver Elders in 1960, 
the same year she earned her medical degree. 
She interned in pediatrics at the University of 
Minnesota, but returned to Little Rock for her 
residency. She developed a specialty in pedi-
atric endocrinology, particularly in juvenile 
diabetes. Recognizing that juvenile diabetes 
presented a significant risk to pregnant teenag-
ers, she began a public advocacy campaign to 
prevent pregnancy among her patients. Soon 

Elders’s activism extended beyond her imme-
diate patients to sexually active teenagers in 
Arkansas. Arkansas’s teen pregnancy rate was 
significantly higher than the national average in 
1987. Dr. Elders told the Boston Glove that a poor 
teenager with a baby was “captive to a slavery 
the Thirteenth Amendment did not anticipate.”

In 1987, Governor Bill Clinton named Dr. 
Joycelyn Elders director of the Arkansas Depart-
ment of Health. In this new role, Elders urged 
more direct government action and began a pub-
lic education campaign promoting contraceptive 
use among sexually active teens. After a visit to 
the state’s first school-based health clinic, she 
helped to open 18 others in concert with an 
expanded sex education curriculum throughout 
the state. Almost immediately, she faced opposi-
tion from political conservatives and religious 
fundamentalists. In 1989, the Arkansas state 
legislature adopted a K–12 personal health 
and hygiene curriculum that included instruc-
tion in sex education, substance abuse preven-
tion, self-esteem, and shared male/female sexual 
responsibility.

When President Bill Clinton nominated 
Elders for U.S. surgeon general, criticism from 
the right intensified. Elders did not back away 
from her programs or her published comments 
on issues ranging from television condom ads to 
RU 486 and abortion. Her Senate confirmation 
appeared stalled, but support from the Ameri-
can Medical Association and popular former 
surgeon general C. Everett Koop, in addition to 
her dogged determination to stand her ground, 
resulted in a positive vote on September 7, 
1993. When she assumed her post, she became 
the first African American and the second 
female to direct the U.S. Public Health Service. 
Her platform included teen pregnancy; tobacco 
use; national health care; ACQUIRED IMMUNODEFI-
CIENCY SYNDROME (AIDS) education, prevention, 
and treatment; gun control; and drug and alco-
hol abuse.

Elders never escaped controversy and was 
watched carefully by her conservative critics. 
In 1994, she had just finished a speech at the 
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United Nations marking World AIDS Day when 
she was asked whether she would ever consider 
promoting masturbation as a means of prevent-
ing teenagers from engaging in riskier sexual 
activity. She replied: “With regard to masturba-
tion, I think that it is something that is part of 
human sexuality and a part of something that 
should perhaps be taught.” In the ensuing furor 
over these comments, she was forced to resign 
after only 15 months in office. Had the political 
climate been less volatile for the president, she 
might have survived. However, Elders stood 
by her comments and never apologized. She 
returned to the practice of medicine but did 
not give up her public advocacy work. Joycelyn 
Elders retired from medicine in 1999, but she 
continues to promote the public health issues 
she cares most about.

Further Reading
Elders, M. Joycelyn. Joycelyn Elders: From Sharecrop-

pers’ Daughter to Surgeon General of the United 
States of America. New York: William Morrow, 
1996.

Emerson, Jo Ann (1950– ) congressperson 
Jo Ann Emerson was born on September 16, 
1950, in Bethesda, Maryland. In 1972, she grad-
uated from Ohio Wesleyan University with a 
degree in political science. Prior to being elected 
to the U.S. House of Representatives, she served 
as senior vice president of public affairs for the 
American Insurance Association, as director of 
state relations for the National Restaurant Asso-
ciation, and as deputy communications director 
for the National Republican Congressional Com-
mittee. She married Bill Emerson in 1975.

Bill Emerson was first elected to Congress 
in 1980, but he died of cancer on June 22, 1996. 
Jo Ann decided to run for the House of Rep-
resentatives after Bill’s death, but a Missouri 
state law prohibited her from filing to run in 
the Republican primary, so she ran as an inde-
pendent against Democrat Emily Firebaugh and 
Republican Richard Kline in the general election 

and as a Republican against Firebaugh in the 
special election to finish the last two months of 
her late husband’s term. She won both elections 
easily, and she has been reelected five times, 
including the 2006 election, without serious 
opposition. In 2002, Emerson decided not to 
run for the U.S. Senate against Jean Carnahan, a 
fellow congressional widow.

On May 24, 2005, Emerson was one of 50 
Republicans to vote in favor of overturning 
President George W. Bush’s ban on federal fund-
ing for stem cell research. She cast her yea vote 
the day after her mother-in-law passed away 
from Alzheimer’s disease. In the 109th Con-
gress, Emerson has served on the House Appro-
priations Committee. She is the first woman 
elected to Congress from the state of Missouri. 
Married to Ron Gladney, she has two children 
and six stepchildren.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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biodisplay.pl?index=E000172. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.
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Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

—Angela Kouters

EMILY’s List (Early Money is Like Yeast) 
EMILY’s List has become the United States’ larg-
est grassroots political network. The group’s 
mission is to elect pro-choice, Democratic 
women to federal, state, and local offices. It was 
founded by ELLEN R. MALCOLM in 1985, and in 
1986 the organization helped elect BARBARA 
MIKULSKI of Maryland to the U.S. Senate. The 
acronym stands for “Early Money Is Like Yeast,” 
and the group’s primary function has been to 
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help raise money by bundling contributions 
from individuals to those candidates who have 
passed the group’s selection process. Members 
of the group pay $100 to join and then commit 
to contributing at least another $100 to a mini-
mum of two candidates per election cycle. Indi-
viduals write checks directly to the campaigns 
of their choice, but the money is channeled 
through EMILY’s List. In 1992, the group 
spawned a similar Republican organization 
called the WISH LIST (Women in the Senate and 
the House) that funds pro-choice Republican 
women.

In addition to financial support, EMILY’s 
List helps recruit and train candidates, and 
they mobilize Democratic women to get to the 
polls in support of its candidates. EMILY’s List 
is criticized by some because they do not track 
many aspects of their candidates’ records other 
than reproductive rights, and some of their 
candidates have voted against progressive pro-
posals supported by a majority of Democrats. 
The organization maintains a Web site at www.
emilyslist.org

—J. Celeste Lay

England, Lynndie (1982– ) U.S. soldier 
United States Army Reserve private Lynndie 
England, a native of Ashland, Kentucky, was one 
of at least six U.S. soldiers directly involved in 
the Abu Ghraib prison scandal in Iraq. Photo-
graphs made public in May 2004 showed PFC 
England posing with naked Iraqi prisoners. A 
cigarette dangling from her mouth, she was seen 
smiling in several photographs, pointing to the 
genitals of detainees and holding the end of a 
leash attached to a naked male Iraqi prisoner. 
The photographs shocked the public’s sensibili-
ties and led to an investigation of all forms of 
prisoner abuse in Iraq. While the Bush adminis-
tration claimed that the soldiers had acted inde-
pendently, England claimed that she was 
“ordered” to appear in the photographs by “per-
sons in my higher chain of command.” Her first 

trial ended when the military judge declared a 
mistrial. A military jury subsequently convicted 
her on six counts in connection with the pris-
oner abuse scandal.

Of the seven reservists from the 372nd 
Military Police Company who faced charges, 
three were women. The commander of the 
800th Military Police Brigade, army reserve 
brigadier general Janis Karpinski, was in charge 
of military prisons in Iraq. The top U.S. intel-
ligence officer in Iraq, in charge of reviewing 
the status of detainees before their release, was 
Major General Barbara Fast. Since the earliest 
SUFFRAGE campaigns, feminists have argued 
that women should be in positions of power 
because they would exercise it with more care 
and less violence than men do. Abu Ghraib 
presented evidence to the contrary and led 
feminists to rethink many of their assumptions 
about women’s essential nature. Journalist Bar-
bara Ehrenreich wrote: “What we have learned 
from Abu Ghraib, once and for all, is that a 
uterus is not a substitute for a conscience. 
This doesn’t mean gender equality isn’t worth 
fighting for for its own sake. It is. If we believe 
in democracy, then we believe in a woman’s 
right to do and achieve whatever men can do 
and achieve, even the bad things. It’s just that 
gender equality cannot, all alone, bring about a 
just and peaceful world.”

On September 26, 2005, Lynndie England 
was convicted of one count of conspiracy, four 
counts of maltreating detainees, and one count 
of committing an indecent act. She was sen-
tenced to three years for her crimes and given a 
dishonorable discharge. She is currently serving 
her term at the Naval Consolidated Brig Mira-
mar in San Diego, California.

See also MILITARY SERVICE.

Further Reading
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May 21, 2004. Available online. URL: http://www.
zmag.org/content/showarticle.cfm?ItemID=5571. 
Accessed on June 30, 2006.
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Equal Credit Opportunity Act (ECOA) 
(1974) As women entered the workforce in 
greater numbers throughout the 1960s and 
1970s, many found that despite their earnings 
they were being denied credit in their own 
name. In many cases they needed a male cosigner 
before they could get loans or credit cards. In 
1974, the Equal Credit Opportunity Act (ECOA) 
became law; it banned discrimination in access 
to credit on the basis of sex or marital status and 
was later amended to include race, religion, 
national origin, and age. As a result of the 
ECOA, a creditor may not discount income 
because of sex or marital status, refuse to con-
sider regular alimony and child support as 
income, consider the race of people in the neigh-
borhood where one wants to buy a house, or 
consider whether a phone is listed in the appli-
cant’s name. The ECOA is credited, among other 
things, with helping women start businesses 
and take out mortgages in their own names. 
Until 1970, women’s mortgage activity was not 
tracked; today women are a major force in the 
home-buying market. According to the Center 
for Women’s Business Research, the number of 
women-owned businesses in the United States 
grew at twice the rate of all firms between 1997 
and 2002. The Small Business Administration 
reports that women-owned businesses account 
for 28 percent of all privately owned businesses, 
and they employ 9.2 million people. Women-
owned businesses contribute $2.38 trillion in 
revenue to the U.S. economy. This would not 
have been possible without the ECOA.

Further Reading
Gelb, Joyce, and Marian L. Palley. Women and Public 

Policies. Richmond: University of Virginia Press, 
1996.

Equal Employment Opportunity Act (1972) 
The Equal Employment Opportunity Act of 
1972 was required to expand the jurisdiction 
and powers of the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU-
NITY COMMISSION (EEOC). The NATIONAL ORGANI-

ZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW) formed in 1966 in 
part to agitate and lobby for greater enforcement 
of provisions of TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS 
ACT OF 1964 outlawing sex discrimination in 
employment and to put teeth in the EEOC. The 
Equal Employment Opportunity Act broadened 
the power of the EEOC by authorizing the com-
mission to sue for compliance rather than rely-
ing solely on voluntary compliance. In addition, 
the law expanded the EEOC’s jurisdiction to 
include small businesses, federal and state 
employees, and educational institutions.

Further Reading
Burstein, Paul. Discrimination, Jobs, and Politics: The 

Struggle for Equal Employment Opportunity in the 
United States Since the New Deal. Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1998.

U.S. Economic Employment Commission. EEOC His-
tory: The Law. “Equal Employment Opportunity 
Act of 1972.” Available online. URL: http://www.
eeoc.gov/abouteeoc/35th/thelaw/eeo_1972.html. 
Accessed on January 4, 2007.

Equal Employment Opportunity Commis-
sion (EEOC) The EEOC was established to 
enforce TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 
1964 prohibitions against discrimination, 
including sex discrimination, in employment. 
The EEOC originally was only authorized to 
investigate and resolve individual complaints of 
employment discrimination, but in 1972 Con-
gress expanded the EEOC’s power to include 
initiating lawsuits against employers, and it 
extended the jurisdiction of the EEOC to fed-
eral, state, county, and municipal workplaces.

The EEOC was not very energetic in its 
enforcement of antidiscrimination laws related 
to sex. Only under the leadership of ELEANOR 
HOLMES NORTON did the agency develop strate-
gies addressing entire industries or sectors of 
employment where sex discrimination was pres-
ent. These were called “patterns and practice” 
lawsuits. In 1980, the EEOC issued regulations 
defining sexual harassment as illegal. However, 
with the appointment of Clarence Thomas as 
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EEOC chair, the rate of litigation plummeted, 
and the agency returned to a philosophy of 
resolving complaints on an individual basis. 
Many areas of law that were of interest to 
women, including SEXUAL HARASSMENT, COMPA-
RABLE WORTH, and equal pay, became low pri-
orities. Following ANITA HILL’s widely publicized 
1991 charges of sexual harassment against Clar-
ence Thomas, complaints filed with the EEOC 
increased steeply.

Further Reading
U.S. Economic Employment Commission. EEOC His-

tory. “35 Years of Ensuring the Promise of Oppor-
tunity.” Available online. URL: http://www.eeoc.
gov/abouteeoc/35th/history/index.html. Accessed 
on January 4, 2007.

Equal Pay Act (1963) The Equal Pay Act was 
passed as an amendment to the FAIR LABOR STAN-
DARDS ACT (1938) on June 10, 1963, and became 
effective on June 11, 1964. The Fair Labor Stan-
dards Act prohibited classifying jobs and wages 
according to age or sex, provided a minimum 
wage for some job classifications, and required 
fair treatment for wage and hourly workers. 
When women flooded the workforce during both 
world wars, government took action to alleviate 
the fear that women in men’s jobs would depress 
wages. Policy dictated that women holding “men’s 
jobs” be paid “men’s wages” in order to protect 
men’s jobs and wage rates. Since attitudes about 
women working were still largely ambivalent, 
policy directed at equalizing wages based on a 
doctrine of equality did not surface until the Ken-
nedy administration sent an equal-pay bill to 
Congress. The WOMEN’S BUREAU, led by ESTHER 
PETERSON, argued that fairness dictated equal pay 
for men and women. Initially, the Women’s 
Bureau pursued “equal pay for comparable work” 
but relented under pressure from employers who 
argued that defining comparable work would 
invite excessive government intrusion. By the 
time Congress took action in 1963, 23 states 
already had equal-pay laws on the books.

The Equal Pay Act requires that when men 
and women perform the same (or substantially 
the same) job in the same place and under the 
same conditions, they must receive equal pay. 
However, seniority, merit, and measures related 
to the quantity and quality of the work provide a 
legal basis for pay differentials, as do “any other 
factor other than sex.” Initially, the law covered 
only wage and hourly employees and exempted 
employers with fewer than 25 employees. In 
1972, the law’s protections were extended to 
workers in small firms not covered by mini-
mum-wage laws, professionals including teach-
ers, and state and local government employees. 
Enforcement moved from the Department of 
Labor exclusively to the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC) in 1978, but 
that move did not result in more stringent 
enforcement of the law. To date, enforcement is 
the result of an individual or group of workers 
filing a claim with the EEOC rather than aggres-
sive action on the part of government to equal-
ize pay. Although women earned just 58 cents 
for every dollar earned by a man in 1968, the 
prevailing 23 percent wage gap in 2005, more 
than 40 years after the law was passed, suggests 
that both the law and its enforcement have not 
rectified the problem of wage discrimination.

See also EQUAL PAY DAY; WAGE GAP.

Further Reading
U.S. Economic Employment Commission. EEOC His-

tory. The Law. “Equal Pay Act of 1963.” Available 
online. URL: http://www.eeoc.gov/abouteeoc/
35th/thelaw/epa.html. Accessed on January 4, 
2007.

—Scott A. Shelton

Equal Pay Day Each year, the National Com-
mittee on Pay Equity (NCPE) organizes the 
national observance of Equal Pay Day to raise 
awareness about unfair pay for women and 
people of color in the United States. In 2005, for 
example, Equal Pay Day was celebrated on 
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Tuesday, April 19. Equal Pay Day is observed to 
indicate how far into each successive year a 
woman must work to earn as much as a man 
earned in the previous year and symbolizes the 
day when women’s wages catch up to men’s 
wages from the previous week. Because women 
earn less on average, they must work longer for 
the same pay. The NCPE encourages women to 
wear red on Equal Pay Day to symbolize how far 
women and minorities are “in the red” with 
regard to their pay. The WAGE GAP represents 
how much, on average, women earn to a man’s 
dollar. The national wage gap for all college-edu-
cated women in 2005 is $.72, but it varies by 
state. The District of Columbia has the lowest 
wage gap (women make 86 cents for every dollar 
a man earns) and Wyoming has the largest wage 
gap in the country at $.63. The National Com-
mittee on Pay Equity maintains a Web site at 
www.pay-equity.org.

See also EQUAL PAY ACT.

Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) The Equal 
Rights Amendment (ERA) was designed to 
make equality of women and men a part of the 
U.S. Constitution. Its aim was to invalidate fed-
eral and state laws that discriminated against 
women on the basis of sex. In 1923, the NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S PARTY (NWP) under ALICE PAUL first 
introduced the ERA to Congress. (For many 
years, it was known as the Alice Paul Amend-
ment.) For the NWP, the ERA was a natural 
extension to the access to political power gained 
through suffrage and the only way to ensure 
that equality was extended into the workplace, 
the church, education, health care, and family 
law. To other women, however, the ERA was a 
potential threat to the PROTECTIVE LEGISLATION 
and broad social reforms enacted to protect 
women in the workplace and accommodate 
their special burdens relative to chidlbirth and 
family responsibilities. Labor unions immedi-
ately opposed the ERA and remained in active 
opposition until 1973. Between 1923 and 1970, 
the amendment was submitted to Congress in 

various forms in each session, but it was always 
rejected. 

With the second wave of FEMINISM in the 
1960s, there was a growing societal consensus 
about the need for institutionalizing wom-
en’s equality. The women’s movement, espe-
cially the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN 
(NOW) and ERAmerica, passionately pursued 
the ERA’s adoption and ratification in the 
1970s. Two additional factors made it possible 
for the ERA to gain congressional support at 
this time. First, when the CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 
1964 was enacted, the inclusion of sex in TITLE 
VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, forbidding 
discrimination in employment on the basis of 
sex, effectively dismantled any remaining pro-
tective legislation that discriminated in favor of 
women. Labor unions were now free to support 
the amendment. Perhaps most importantly, 
women used political pressure to focus the 
public’s attention on Congress’s failure to act 
as well as a rarely used parliamentary proce-
dure to free the ERA proposal from the House 
Judiciary Committee where it had been held 
captive for decades.

In 1970, the Pittsburgh chapter of NOW 
staged a protest interrupting public hearings 
on granting the vote to 18-year-olds (ultimately 
ratified as the Twenty-sixth Amendment), 
prompting Senator Birch Bayh to promise to 
hold Senate hearings on the ERA. The record 
of those hearings detailing the various ways 
women experienced discrimination across all 
sectors of life created a compelling case in favor 
of the ERA. Simultaneously, Congresswomen 
MARTHA GRIFFITHS and Enid Green mounted a 
discharge petition drive to free the ERA from 
the House Judiciary Committee. A discharge 
petition is a procedural mechanism for cir-
cumventing committee inaction and bringing 
a resolution directly to the floor of the House 
of Representatives. It is a bold move and rarely 
successful. Of the 829 petitions filed prior to 
Griffith’s, only 24 bills were ever successfully 
discharged, and of those, only 20 passed the 
House, of which only two were enacted into 
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law. Yet Griffiths not only managed to persuade 
218 House members to sign the discharge peti-
tion, she also got 332 of the 435 members to 
vote for the discharge resolution on the floor, 
effectively removing the ERA from the Judiciary 
Committee’s grasp. On the Senate side, however, 
the resolution was amended to exempt women 
from the draft, effectively killing the chances 
for congressional passage in 1970. It was not 
until 1972, after more than a year of succes-
sive hearings, failed amendment attempts, and 
wording changes, that both houses of Congress 
successfully passed the bill by the constitution-
ally required two-thirds margin, enabling the 
resolution to be sent to the states.

Initially states competed over the honor of 
ratifying the amendment quickly. Hawaii, for 
example, voted to ratify the ERA on the same 
day that it was passed by the U.S. Senate. Within 
one year after Congress’s approval, 30 of the 
required 38 states had ratified the ERA.

By 1973, however, anti-ERA groups had 
formed to halt its ratification on the state level. 
The most prominent and effective was PHYLLIS 
SCHLAFLY’s organization called STOP ERA. The 
ERA’s adversaries managed to raise doubts 
over the amendment’s effects and usefulness. 
Opponents argued that the ERA was unfair to 
women and labeled it the “extra responsibilities 
amendment.” They were successful in painting 
a dire image of a gender-neutral America where 
women were drafted into war, forced into the 
workplace against their will, left destitute after 
divorce by the elimination of alimony, and com-
pelled to share public restrooms with men. By 
1977, 35 of the 38 states required had ratified the 
amendment, but the tide was turning decidedly 
against ratification. In 1978, Congress granted 
an unprecedented extension to the period of 
time during which states could consider the 
amendment. However, when the period expired 
on June 30, 1982, not a single additional state 
had ratified the ERA, and several were actively 
working to rescind their previous positive vote.

Although the ERA has been reintroduced 
into each session of Congress since 1982, it has 

never again been sent to the states. The failed 
amendment read: “Equality of rights under 
the law shall not be denied or abridged by the 
United States or any State on account of sex; 
The Congress shall have the power to enforce, 
by appropriate legislation, the provisions of this 
article; This amendment shall take effect two 
years after the date of ratification.”

Recently a new legal strategy to rejuvenate 
the Equal Rights Amendment has emerged. 
The ERA would have become the Twenty-
seventh Amendment to the Constitution if it 
had achieved ratification by 1982. Instead, the 
“Madison Amendment” governing congressio-
nal pay raises, which was sent to the states for 
ratification in 1789, became the Twenty-seventh 
Amendment in 1992. ERA supporters argue 
that acceptance of the Madison Amendment 
means that Congress has the power to maintain 
the legal viability of the ERA and the existing 
35 state ratifications. If so, only three more 
states are needed to ratify the amendment to 
make the ERA a part of the U.S. Constitution. 
The legal rationale for the “Three-State Strat-
egy” was developed by three law students in an 
article, “The Equal Rights Amendment: Why 
the ERA Remains Legally Viable and Properly 
Before the States,” published in the William & 
Mary Journal of Women and the Law in 1997. 
The Congressional Research Service analyzed 

Women protesting the Equal Rights Amendment in front 
of the White House, 1977 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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this legal argument and concluded that the 
acceptance of the Madison Amendment does 
imply that ratification of the ERA by three more 
states could allow Congress to declare ratifica-
tion accomplished.

There have been a number of bills intro-
duced into the U.S. House of Representatives 
and the U.S. Senate requiring Congress to cer-
tify the ERA if three additional states vote posi-
tively for ratification. To date, none have been 
passed by Congress. Ratification bills have 
since been introduced into six states (Florida, 
Illinois, Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma, and 
Virginia), and supporters seek to do the same 
in the remaining nine unratifying states (Ala-
bama, Arizona, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Nevada, North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Utah).

Support for constitutional equality remains 
high. A 2001 public opinion poll demonstrated 
historically high public support for the issue, 
but it also suggested that mobilizing public 
support in favor of ratification will be difficult. 
While 96 percent of respondents supported 
constitutional equality for women and men, 
and 88 percent want the Constitution to explic-
itly guarantee equality, 72 percent mistakenly 
believe that the Constitution already includes 
this provision.

Further Reading
Becker, Susan. The Origins of the Equal Rights Amend-

ment: American Feminism Between the Wars. West-
port, Conn.: Greenwood, 1982.

Berry, Mary Frances. Why ERA Failed: Politics, Women’s 
Rights and the Amending Process of the Constitution. 
Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1986.

Mansbridge, Jane. Why We Lost the ERA. Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1986.

—Christine Knauer

Equal Rights Association Founded in 1866, 
the Equal Rights Association fought for the 
political rights of blacks and of white women. 
Proposed by white woman suffragists SUSAN B. 

ANTHONY, ELIZABETH CADY STANTON, and LUCY 
STONE and supported by such black rights advo-
cates as Frederick Douglass, the association lob-
bied state legislatures, state constitutional 
conventions, and white male voters in the 
Northeast and Midwest to alter state constitu-
tions that discriminated against one or both 
groups. Most importantly, it advocated the right 
to vote for all adult Americans, regardless of 
gender or race.

The Equal Rights Association won few state 
battles. Democrats supported SUFFRAGE for white 
women, but not for blacks. Republicans favored 
voting rights for black men, but not for women. 
Finally, disagreement over two amendments 
to the federal Constitution split the reformers 
both ideologically and organizationally. The 
Fourteenth Amendment’s (ratified 1868) identi-
fication of voting rights with “male” Americans, 
combined with the Fifteenth Amendment’s (rati-
fied 1870) extension of suffrage to black men 
but not to women, convinced white members 
by 1869 that white women’s rights must come 
either instead of those for blacks or only after 
them. Those who rejected African Americans’ 
rights in favor of white women’s formed the 
NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION under 
the leadership of Anthony and Stanton. Those 
willing to defer women’s rights until after black 
men’s formed the AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
ASSOCIATION, led by Stone.

Having built on two decades of overlap 
between the women’s and black rights move-
ments, the Equal Rights Association revealed 
in its failure that postbellum America could not 
accommodate such broad reform. The politics 
of Reconstruction placed woman suffrage in 
opposition to black rights. From then on, these 
groups would struggle separately for the rights 
of citizens.

Further Reading
DuBois, Ellen Carol. Feminism and Suffrage: The 

Emergence of an Independent Women’s Movement in 
America, 1848–1869. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell Univer-
sity Press, 1978.
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Stanton, Elizabeth Cady, Susan B. Anthony, and Matilda 
Joslyn Gage, eds. History of Woman Suffrage, vol. 
2. New York: Fowler & Wells, 1882.

—Michael David Cohen

Equity in Prescription Insurance and Con-
traceptive Coverage Act The Equity in Pre-
scription Insurance and Contraceptive Coverage 
Act (EPICC) was first introduced in 1997 to 
address insurance discrimination against women, 
but it has yet to pass and be signed in to law. The 
legislation requires private health plans to cover 
FDA-approved prescription contraceptives and 
related medical services to the same extent that 
they cover prescription drugs and other outpa-
tient medical services. To date, 22 states have 
passed laws or promulgated regulations requir-
ing private health plans that cover prescription 
drugs to include coverage for prescription con-
traception. Fourteen others require this of at 
least some insurers. Health plans routinely cover 
other prescription drugs, but 28% of employers 
still fail to provide coverage for all five FDA-
approved reversible methods of contraception.

In December 2000, the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC) ruled that an 
employer’s failure to cover prescription contra-
ceptives in the same manner as other preventive 
health services constitutes sex discrimination 
in violation of TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS 
ACT OF 1964. In 2001, the U.S. District Court 
for the Western District of Washington ruled 
that an employer’s failure to cover prescription 
contraceptives in its otherwise comprehensive 
prescription drug plan constitutes sex dis-
crimination in violation of Title VII of the CIVIL 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, as amended by the 1978 
PREGNANCY DISCRIMINATION ACT. The court found 
that “the law is no longer blind to the fact that 
only women can get pregnant, bear children, or 
use prescription contraception. The special or 
increased healthcare needs associated with a 
woman’s unique sex-based characteristics must 
be met to the same extent, and the same terms, 
as other healthcare needs.”

Further Reading
Center for Reproductive Rights. “Contraceptive Cov-

erage for All: EPICC Act is Prescription for 
Women’s Equality.” Available online. URL: http://
www.crlp.org/pub_fac_epicc.html. Accessed on 
January 4, 2007.

Eshoo, Anna  (Anna Georges Eshoo) (1942– ) 
congressperson Anna Eshoo was born on 
December 13, 1942, in New Britain, Connecti-
cut. She attended Canada College, where she 
received her associate of arts degree (1975). In 
1981, Eshoo worked as chief of staff for Califor-
nia Assembly Speaker Leo McCarthy, and a year 
later she was sworn in as a member of the San 
Mateo County Board of Supervisors, becoming 
president of the board in 1986.

In 1992, Eshoo decided to run for congress 
and was successful in her bid. She has repre-
sented the 14th congressional district of Califor-
nia for seven consecutive terms. She easily won 
reelection to an eighth term in 2006. Appointed 
in January 2003 to the House Intelligence Com-
mittee, she also serves on the House Energy and 
Commerce Committee. She is the only member 
of Assyrian descent serving in Congress and is 
the primary sponsor of a bill to protect Assyrian 
Christians from religious persecution in Iraq. 
She has been a strong advocate for women’s rights 
and has supported legislation on pay equity, pen-
sion reform, and reproductive choice.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Anna Georges Eshoo.” In Biographical Directory of 

the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=E000215. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Anna G. Eshoo (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=H0284103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters
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eugenics The word eugenics was first used in 
1883 by Sir Frances Galton, the distant cousin 
of Charles Darwin, to refer to the study or use of 
selective breeding to improve a species over 
time. Eugenics became entangled with claims 
for women’s rights and access to birth conrol 
when white feminists, including EMMA GOLDMAN 
and CHARLOTTE PERKINS GILMAN, argued that 
only women who could control their fertility 
would be able to produce high-quality children. 
If the future of the country depended on future 
generations of citizens, the production of the 
future generations depended on women, and 
therefore women should enjoy the same civil 
and political rights as men. Ironically, this argu-
ment was turned on its head as nativists urged 
healthy, white, middle-class women to bear 

more children. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled 
compulsory sterilization legal in 1927, thereby 
empowering the government to determine which 
women were fit to conceive and bear children.

Eugenics was largely discredited following 
World War I and the later revulsion over Nazi 
racial extermination policies. However, a con-
temporary argument equates prenatal testing 
for physical and developmental deformities with 
eugenics.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Cuddy, Lois A., and Claire M. Roche. Evolution 

and Eugenics in American Literature and Culture, 
1880–1940. Lewisburg, Pa.: Bucknell University 
Press, 2003.

174  eugenics

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   174 11/29/07   12:37:31 PM



175

Fair Labor Standards Act (1938) The Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938, as amended, pro-
vides for minimum standards for both wages and 
overtime entitlement and spells out administra-
tive procedures by which covered work time 
must be compensated. This was the first national 
minimum wage law to sustain a constitutional 
challenge. In addition to establishing a mini-
mum wage of $.25 an hour, the Act also estab-
lished 40 hours as the maximum number of 
hours in a regular workweek before overtime pay 
was required (typically set at time-and-a-half). 
The provisions of the Fair Labor Standards Act 
covered both men and women. The legislation 
also banned oppressive child labor. Congress has 
amended the act several times to increase the 
minimum wage and extend coverage to more 
sectors of the workforce. The current federal 
minimum wage rate is $5.15, but the Democrati-
cally controlled 110th Congress passed legisla-
tion on April 20, 2007, to increase the federal 
minimum wage to $5.85 per hour (60 days after 
the president signs the bill into law), then $6.55 
per hour a year later, and $7.25 per hour a year 
after that. States can set a minimum wage rate 
higher than that established under the act, but 
they may not fall below the federal rate.

Further Reading
U.S. Department of Labor. “The Fair Labor Stan-

dards Act (FLSA).” Available online. URL: http://
www.dol.gov/compliance/laws/comp-flsa.htm. 
Accessed on January 4, 2007.

Faludi, Susan (1959– ) journalist, author 
Susan Faludi was born on April 18, 1959, in New 
York City. After attending Harvard University, 
where she graduated summa cum laude with a 
B.A. degree in 1981, she became a copy clerk for 
the New York Times and a reporter for various 
newspapers throughout the nation. In 1990, she 
worked with the Wall Street Journal in San Fran-
cisco, and she won a Pulitzer Prize in 1991 for 
explanatory journalism. In the same year, Back-
lash: The Undeclared War Against American 
Women was published, skyrocketing her into 
feminist fame as she argued that the media was 
actively working to stereotype and distort wom-
en’s images to return the culture to its prefemi-
nist state. She received a National Book Critics 
Circle Award for the book in 1992.

Backlash had a profound effect on the devel-
opment of THIRD-WAVE FEMINISM, as women com-
ing out of the conservative Reagan era began to 

F
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reconsider their identification as women and as 
feminists. In March 1992, Faludi appeared with 
GLORIA STEINEM on the cover of Time, suggest-
ing that she was the bridge to a new generation 
of feminists. In 1999, she released her second 
book, Stiffed: The Betrayal of the American Man, 
in which she argued that despite the fact that 
most power lies with men, most men have little 
power and that men are also victims of the cul-
ture and gender confusion. This book failed to 
have much impact and was criticized by both 
feminists and many of the men with whom 
she was sympathizing. Currently living in Los 
Angeles, California, Faludi continues to write 
for various magazines such as The New Yorker, 
Esquire, and The Nation.

Further Reading
Faludi, Susan. Backlash: The Undeclared War Against 

American Women. New York: Crown, 1991.
———. Stiffed: The Betrayal of the American Man. New 

York: W. Morrow & Co, 1999.

—Lynda Hinkle

Family and Medical Leave Act (FMLA) 
(1993) Implementation of the Family and Med-
ical Leave Act (FMLA) provided the first com-
prehensive program in the United States to 
assist wage earners with dependent-care respon-
sibilities. Signed into law by President Bill Clin-
ton on February 5, 1993, FMLA signaled his 
first official act as president and took effect six 
months later on August 5, 1993. The act stipu-
lates that businesses with 50 or more employees 
must provide any employee with dependent-
care needs up to 12 weeks of unpaid leave and 
job retention in order to care for their relative. 
Employees may request time for needs as diverse 
as the care of newborns or adopted children and 
a disabled or seriously ill relative. The measure 
represents, however, a significantly modified 
version of the Parental and Disability Leave Act 
introduced in 1985 by Representative PATRICIA 
SCHROEDER, (D-CO). That measure attempted to 
provide universal employer coverage for Ameri-

can workers by offering them 18 weeks of job-
protected leave to care for newborn, newly 
adopted, or seriously ill children, and allow-
ances for a 26-week leave for cases of prolonged 
medical illness among employees or their depen-
dents. Supporters renamed the bill in 1987 and 
compromised on the length of leaves, securing 
congressional support; however, President 
George H. W. Bush twice vetoed the measure.

Further Reading
Hyde, Janet Shibley, and Marilyn J. Essex, eds. Paren-

tal Leave and Child Care: Setting a Research and 
Policy Agenda. Philadelphia: Temple University 
Press, 1991.

Kaitlin, Katharine Karr. “Congressional Responses 
to Families in the Workplace: The Family and 
Medical Leave Act of 1987–1988.” In More Than 
Kissing Babies? Current Child and Family Policy 
in the United States, edited by Francine H. Jacobs 
and Margery W. Davies. Westport, Conn.: Auburn 
House, 1993.

National Partnership for Women and Families. “Fam-
ily and Medical Leave Act.” Available online. 
URL: http://tinyurl.com/ysO7x8. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Wisensale, Steven K. Family Leave Policy: The Political 
Economy of Work and Family in America. London: 
M. E. Sharpe, 2001.

—Kyle E. Ciani

family leave policy The United States re-
mains one of only three countries (along with 
Australia and Libya) without paid family leave. 
FAMILY AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT (FMLA) regula-
tions, finally signed into law by President Clin-
ton in 1993, are limited to companies with more 
than 50 employees and merely guarantee that an 
employee’s job or a similar job will be available 
upon their return from up to 12 weeks of unpaid 
leave. When Representative PATRICIA SCHROEDER 
of Colorado first introduced the Parental and 
Disability Leave Act in 1985, no one would join 
her in sponsoring it. After eight years and two 
George H. W. Bush presidential vetoes of revi-
sions of Schroeder’s legislation, the FMLA ap-
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plies to barely half the workforce in the United 
States and has not amounted to undue interfer-
ence in the private market as business once 
feared. Policies such as the FMLA that mandate 
job-guaranteed leave but do not require wage 
replacement are of limited value to most work-
ers, particularly the working poor. The FMLA 
did, however, assert a public interest in family 
care, and that opened an important door.

The FMLA provides up to 12 weeks of 
unpaid job-protected leave to care for a newborn 
child or a sick family member, or to deal with 
one’s own illness. Proposals introduced in the 
106th Congress attempted to extend FMLA cov-
erage to employers with 25 or more employees, to 
eliminate the hours-of-service requirement (cur-
rently an employee has to have worked for 1,250 
hours in the last year to qualify for coverage), to 
allow employees to take FMLA leave to address 
domestic-violence situations, and to extend the 
FMLA to allow parents to attend and participate 
in school events, teacher-parent conferences, and 
field trips. Under the Clinton administration, the 
Department of Labor granted a waiver to states 
in order to allow voluntary experimentation 
with funding paid leave through unemployment 
insurance (UI). In 2002, 16 states were actively 
considering proposals to use the so-called baby 
UI regulation. Before any state could adopt and 
implement new legislation, the Bush administra-
tion rescinded the UI regulation. Skirting the 
objections to using UI funds for otherwise able-
bodied workers with emergent family responsi-
bilities, California pursued a paid-leave policy 
using temporary disability insurance. In Sep-
tember 2002, California became the first state 
to adopt legislation to provide up to 12 weeks of 
partial wage replacement to workers who take 
leave for approved family situations. The Califor-
nia Family Temporary Disability Insurance pro-
gram, funded entirely by employee contributions, 
will provide 55 percent (up to $728 per week) of 
eligible workers’ pay. The cost to workers is mini-
mal—estimated to average $27 a year for most. 
California remains the only state to have adopted 
a wage replacement policy for family leave.

Results of the National Study of the Chang-
ing Workforce suggest that women’s decision to 
work part-time in order to care for children or 
family limits their ability to access FMLA leave. 
Although 86 percent of fathers covered under 
the FMLA had worked the required 1,250 hours, 
only 73 percent of mothers met that require-
ment. As a result, the study estimated that only 
41 percent of employed women were covered by 
the FMLA, compared to 49 percent of men. Even 
when employees are covered by the FMLA, the 
likelihood is that their leave must be unpaid. 
Two-thirds of workers who are eligible for leave 
opt not to take it because of financial reasons, 
and one in 11 who used FMLA leave was actu-
ally forced onto public assistance to make ends 
meet.

Americans strongly support providing paid 
family leave. In a Center for Policy Alternatives 
survey, 68 percent of women and 56 percent of 
men would be more likely to vote for a candidate 
who favors expanding the FMLA. A 2000 survey 
found that 80 percent of adults and 88 percent 
of parents with children six or younger support 
“paid parental leave that allows working parents 
of very young babies to stay home from work for 
their children.” The same survey found that 85 
percent of adults support expanding “disability 
or unemployment insurance to help families 
afford to take time off from work to care for a 
newborn, a newly adopted child, or a seriously 
ill family member.” Only 14 percent of those 
surveyed said that they opposed such measures. 
Both business and government get mediocre 
marks from survey participants on their efforts 
to make changes in the workplace that would 
help workers meet the needs of their young 
children. Fifty-nine percent of those surveyed 
said that employers are doing a fair or poor job, 
whereas 63 percent said that government is 
doing a fair or poor job in assisting workers.

Opponents of the regulations to allow states 
to use unemployment insurance funds to pay for 
family leave argue that the practice will be too 
expensive and will bankrupt states’ unemploy-
ment insurance funds, particularly in times of 
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economic recession when unemployment rates 
are high. The Employment Policy Foundation 
(EPF) characterizes the policy change as “pit-
ting the ‘haves’ (those with jobs) versus the 
‘have-nots’ (the unemployed).” EPF cautions 
that notification and reporting requirements can 
limit personal freedom and privacy rights. In 
response to unfavorable comparisons of the cur-
rent FMLA with more generous European fam-
ily-leave policies, the EPF argues that the U.S. 
economy benefits from a free-market approach 
that allows workers to negotiate benefits pri-
vately with their employers.

For two-paycheck families, reliable, high-
quality CHILD CARE is scarce and exorbitantly 
expensive. The failure to move child-care policy 
beyond an adjunct to public assistance means 
that most parents are on their own to locate and 
pay for a provider. Nearly 50 percent rely on 
extended family or neighbors to care for their 
children. An estimated 5 million children are 
left unsupervised after the school day ends. It is 
a patchwork system at best, and for most fami-
lies it constitutes a significant expenditure. For 
low- and middle-income families with children 
between the ages of three and five, child care 
represents the third greatest expense after hous-
ing and food. For families with higher incomes 
(annual income above $66,900), it represents the 
second greatest expense after housing. The price 
of child care can easily run between $4,000 and 
$10,000 annually. In 48 states, the cost of cen-
ter-based child care for a four-year-old is greater 
than tuition at a four-year public college. Subsi-
dies for the cost of child care are very limited. In 
a number of states, the income eligibility cutoffs 
for child-care assistance are so restrictive that 
the working poor do not qualify. For example, 
a family of three in Missouri earning above 
$17,784 cannot qualify for child-care assistance.

Inadequate funds at the state level mean long 
waiting lists. There are 48,800 children on the 
waiting list in Florida, 26,500 in Texas, and more 
than 20,000 in Tennessee. Despite research dem-
onstrating the importance of early learning to a 
child’s development, public investments in educa-
tion and development are more than seven times 

greater during school-aged years than during the 
early learning years. Business has not stepped 
in to fill the gap. A survey of more than 1,000 
American companies found that only 9 percent 
of businesses with 100 or more employees offer 
on-site child care even though extant studies 
and statistics confirm that the benefits of on-site 
day care are vast: It aids in recruiting and retain-
ing high-quality workers, particularly women; 
enhances productivity and heightens employee 
morale; and provides employers with a competi-
tive edge in a changing labor market. Privatiz-
ing child care—arguably a public good—leaves 
parents to bear the bulk of early child-care costs 
without any public accountability for adequate 
provision and quality of child-care services.

Internationally, support for families takes 
a variety of forms. Whether any one country 
has adopted a policy relating to family support 
depends on a number of factors, including struc-
tural economic factors (capitalist versus social-
ist economy); need created by changing social 
and economic factors; and the activity of family 
advocacy groups, employers and business own-
ers, women’s organizations, and religious groups. 
These “policy inputs” influence the “policy out-
put” in each country and help explain why there 
are differences across national boundaries. Fam-
ily policy may take the form of cash benefits or 
assistance (health insurance, education, Social 
Security, or employment) to boost the family’s 
standard of living; indirect cash transfers in the 
form of tax credits or deductions for dependent 
children, family allowances, and means-tested 
family benefits; employment benefits granted to 
workers with family responsibilities (maternity 
and parental leave, child-care leave); direct ser-
vices to families (on-site child care, after-school 
programs); housing subsidies for families with 
children; or legislation that is consistent with 
the state’s population policies (access to con-
traception, abortion services, infertility treat-
ments, or adoption). The United States has a 
large number of policies at the state and federal 
levels that affect families, but the dominance 
of attitudes that support family autonomy and 
limited government involvement, as well as the 
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reinforcement of gender ideologies, has limited 
the coherence and reach of family policy. The 
issues associated with balancing work and car-
ing for families loom large for individual fami-
lies, and particularly for women within families, 
but receive very little positive public attention.

Although the right of a mother to leave 
employment after pregnancy was affirmed inter-
nationally in the United Nations’ International 
Labour Office Maternity Protection Convention, 
adopted in 1952, the United States lagged far 
behind other nations in even meeting the bare 

minimum requirement of 12 weeks of mater-
nity leave. Of the 138 UN member nations, the 
United States was the only country that made 
this leave optional. In other countries, a manda-
tory minimum is enforced, and in several the 
minimum leave is compulsory. Parental leave, 
entitling both mother and father to spend time 
with their children, is offered in 36 of 138 mem-
ber nations. In 25 nations, including nine of the 
14 European Union members, parental leave is 
paid (see the table accompanying this entry). 
The most generous parental- or maternity-leave 

FAMILY LEAVE POLICIES IN THE UNITED STATES AND 10 PEER NATIONS, 2002

COUNTRY  TYPE OF LEAVE PROVIDED PAYMENT RATE

United States 12 weeks of family leave Unpaid

Canada 17 weeks of maternity leave
10 weeks of parental leave

15 weeks at 55% of prior earnings
55% of prior earnings

Denmark 28 weeks of maternity leave
1 year of parental leave

60% of prior earnings
90% of unemployment benefi t rate

Finland 18 weeks of maternity leave
26 weeks of parental leave
child-rearing leave until child is 3

70% of prior earnings
70% of prior earnings
Flat rate

Norway 52 weeks of parental leave
2 years of child-rearing leave

80% of prior earnings
Flat rate

Sweden 18 months of parental leave 12 months at 80% of prior earnings, 3 
months fl at rate, 3 months unpaid

Austria 16 weeks of maternity leave 
parental leave until child is 3 years old

100% of prior earnings 
18 months of unemployment benefi t;
6 months unpaid

France 16 weeks of maternity leave
parental leave until child is 3 years old

100% of prior earnings
unpaid for one child; paid at fl at rate for two 
or more children

Germany 14 weeks maternity leave
3 years parental leave

100% of prior earnings
Flat rate for 2 years, unpaid for third year

Italy 5 months maternity leave
6 months parental leave

80% of prior earnings
30% of prior earnings

United Kingdom 18 weeks maternity leave
13 weeks parental leave

90% for 6 weeks, fl at for 12 weeks
unpaid

Source: Waldfogel, Jane. “International Policies toward Parental Leave and Child Care. Table 1: Childbirth-Related Leave 

Policies in the United States and 10 Peer Nations.” In The Future of Children, Princeton-Brookings Web site. Available online. 

URL: http://tinyurl.com/2uybm2. Accessed on June 30, 2006.
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policies offer high levels of compensation to 
offset a loss of earnings overall. In all cases, job 
guarantees are built into the policy so that par-
ents are not penalized for taking time off. The 
barrier to paid leave in the United States is not 
economic but rather ideological.

Further Reading
Ford, Lynne E. Women and Politics: The Pursuit of 

Equality. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 2006.
Glass, Jennifer L., and Sarah Beth Estes. “The Family 

Responsive Workplace.” Annual Review of Sociol-
ogy 23 (1997): 298–314.

National Partnership for Women and Families Web 
site. Available online. URL: http://www.national-
partnership.org. Accessed on January 4, 2007.

Family Support Act of 1988 The Family 
Support Act of 1988, signed into law by Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan on October 13, 1988, was 
the first of several attempts to reform WELFARE 
POLICY (specifically AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPEN-
DENT CHILDREN). The intent of the legislation was 
to reduce long-term dependence on welfare 
through job training, work requirements, educa-
tional support, and more aggressive enforcement 
of child support by requiring states to freeze 
wages of delinquent parents. Under the law, one 
parent in a two-parent family was required to 
work in a private or public sector job for at least 
16 hours a week as a condition of receiving ben-
efits. Young parents were required to stay in 
school or return to school to complete a mini-
mum of a high school diploma. States were man-
dated to provide child-care and Medicaid 
benefits. At the signing ceremony, President Rea-
gan characterized the intent of the law: “The 
Family Support Act says to welfare parents, ‘We 
expect of you what we expect of ourselves and 
our own loved ones: that you will do your share 
in taking responsibility for your life and for the 
lives of the children you bring into this world.’ ”

See also WELFARE RIGHTS MOVEMENT; PER-
SONAL RESPONSIBILITY AND WORK OPPORTUNITY 
RECONCILIATION ACT.

Feinstein, Dianne (1933–  ) U.S. senator  Dianne 
Feinstein was born on June 22, 1933, and in 1955 
received a B.A. in history from Stanford Univer-
sity, where she served as student body vice presi-
dent in her final year. Feinstein’s career is a 
history of firsts: The first woman to serve as 
president of the San Francisco Board of Supervi-
sors, San Francisco’s first woman mayor, the first 
woman to be nominated by a major party for gov-
ernor of California, among the first women to be 
considered for selection as a vice presidential 
nominee for a major party, and the first woman 
elected to represent California in the U.S. Senate. 
Feinstein was elected to the Senate in 1992 to fill 
the remaining two years of then-Senator Pete 
Wilson’s term when he resigned to become Cali-
fornia’s governor. In 1994, she was elected to her 
first full six-year term in the Senate; she was 
reelected easily in 2006.

Senator Feinstein serves on the Judiciary 
Committee, where she is the ranking member of 
the Terrorism, Technology and Homeland Secu-
rity Subcommittee; the Appropriations Com-
mittee, where she is the ranking member of the 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs Sub-
committee; the Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee; the Select Committee on Intelligence; 
Homeland Security Subcommittee of Appropria-
tions and the Rules and Administration Com-
mittee. Her legislative record is a curious mix of 
progressive and conservative issues. Feinstein 
supported the war in Iraq; she has claimed that 
President Bush misled her on the reasons for 
going to war. She was the original Democratic 
cosponsor of a bill to extend the USA Patriot Act. 
Feinstein is a firm supporter of capital punish-
ment and of a constitutional amendment to ban 
the desecration of the American flag. At the same 
time, she has voted against the North American 
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), the Defense of 
Marriage Act, and school prayer, and she fought 
against welfare reform that she viewed as harm-
ful to women’s interests.

Feinstein is a strong supporter of ABORTION 
rights and gun control. In 1993, she led the 
fight to ban assault weapons. The ban was suc-
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cessfully passed as part of the Violent Crime 
Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994. In 
2004, when the ban was set to expire, Feinstein 
sponsored a 10-year extension of the ban as an 
amendment to the Protection of Lawful Com-
merce in Arms Act, but the act itself failed. The 
assault weapons ban has yet to be revived.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Feinstein, Dianne.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=F000062. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Senator Dianne Feinstein (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=S0103103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Felton, Rebecca Latimer (Rebecca Ann 
Latimer Felton) (1835–1930) U.S. senator 
Rebecca Latimer Felton was the first woman to 
serve in the United States Senate, although only 
for one day (November 21–22, 1922) as a result 
of a special appointment upon the death of 
Thomas E. Watson. A successor to Watson had 
been elected and Congress had already 
adjourned, but an outcry from women forced 
President Warren G. Harding to convene a spe-
cial session of Congress so that Felton could 
travel to Washington to take her seat. She was 
admitted after a day and a half of debate among 
her “colleagues” (during which she waited out-
side the Senate chambers) as to whether or not 
to admit a woman. After she entered and was 
sworn in, Felton, then 87 years old, delivered a 
speech in which she declared that she would not 
be the last woman they would see in Congress: 
“A Senator of the U.S., a woman, is still a sort of 
political joke with our masculine leaders in 
party politics. . . . But the trail has been blazed! 

The road is apparently rough—maybe rocky—
but the trail has been located. It is an established 
fact. While it is also a romantic adventure, it will 
ever remain an historical precedent—never to 
be eased.” 

Rebecca Ann Latimer was born near Deca-
tur, Georgia, on June 10, 1835. In 1852, she 
graduated at the top of her class from Madison 
Female College. The commencement speaker 
was Dr. William H. Felton, a physician and state 
legislator. Latimer and Felton were married the 
next year, and she became his counselor and 
secretary, promoting his political ambitions and 
career by writing his speeches and editorials. Dr. 
Felton was elected to Congress and served three 
terms (1875–81). Having served as his campaign 
manager, Rebecca then served as his secretary 
during this time while also dedicating herself 
to progressive reforms and women’s rights. She 
worked on behalf of woman SUFFRAGE, prohibi-
tion, and vocational educational opportunities 
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for women, and against the convict leasing 
system. She became the South’s best-known and 
most effective champion for women’s suffrage, 
although her views on race were far from pro-
gressive as she described the greatest threat to 
white rural women in Georgia as coming from 
“black rapists.” She condemned anyone who 
spoke out against the South’s racial policies. Dur-
ing her life, Felton wrote numerous articles and 
editorials as well as two books, My Memoirs of 
Georgia Politics (1911) and Country Life in Geor-
gia in the Days of My Youth (1919). She died on 
January 24, 1930.

Further Reading
Talmadge, John E. Rebecca Latimer Felton: Nine Stormy 

Decades. Athens: University of Georgia Press, 
1960.

Whites, LeeAnn. “Rebecca Latimer Felton and the 
Wife’s Farm: The Class and Racial Politics of 
Gender Reform.” Georgia Historical Quarterly 76 
(1992): 354–372.

Feminine Mystique, The  BETTY FRIEDAN pub-
lished the most influential text of FEMINISM’s 
“second wave,” The Feminine Mystique, in 1963. 
Friedan traced her initial idea for the book to a 
questionnaire she had sent to 200 of her Smith 
College classmates on the occasion of their 15th 
reunion. Many women’s responses described a 
sense of frustration and dissatisfaction even 
though their lives—as suburban, middle-class 
housewives and mothers—represented the cul-
tural ideal for American women in the 1950s. 
Whereas the women themselves saw their lack of 
fulfillment as an individualized problem of 
adjustment, Friedan perceived a more systemic 
process at work. She traced the roots of the 
“problem that has no name” to the way con-
sumer culture (especially the mass media) and 
Freudian psychology encouraged women to seek 
happiness solely through serving their families 
and not through self-actualization. She cited 
articles in women’s magazines, statistics, per-
sonal accounts, and other sources as evidence for 

the pervasiveness of the “feminine mystique” 
and its pernicious effects.

Throughout the study, Friedan criticized 
the emotional and economic dependence of 
women on their husbands and the ideas that 
this fostered. Calling the suburban home a 
“comfortable concentration camp” (a resonant 
term in the aftermath of the Holocaust), she 
issued a ringing call for women to pursue higher 
education and careers instead of succumbing 
to child rearing and housewifery as their full-
time occupations. Only by rejecting the sex role 
prescribed for them could women achieve a real 
sense of self-worth. Along with the civil rights 
movement, The Feminine Mystique catalyzed the 
women’s liberation movement in the 1960s. The 
controversial book sold almost 3 million copies 
in three years and initiated a nationwide debate. 
Friedan consequently became a nationally rec-
ognized public figure and a leading spokesper-
son for feminism.

Further Reading
Bradley, Patricia. Mass Media and the Shaping of Ameri-

can Feminism. Jackson: University Press of Mis-
sissippi, 2003.

Horowitz, Daniel. Betty Friedan and the Making of the 
Feminine Mystique: The American Left, The Cold 
War, and Modern Feminism. Amherst: University 
of Massachusetts Press, 1998.

Meyerowitz, Joanne. “Beyond the Feminine Mystique: 
A Reassessment of Postwar Mass Culture, 1946–
1958.” In Not June Cleaver: Women and Gender in 
Postwar America, 1845–1960, edited by Joanne 
Meyerowitz, 229–262. Philadelphia: Temple Uni-
versity Press, 1994.

—Laura Prieto

feminism Feminism provides the most direct 
challenge to the gendered world, as well as to 
PATRIARCHY, capitalism, and the sexist assump-
tions that women’s differences from men render 
them inherently inferior. Feminism is a complex 
and somewhat paradoxical ideology that defies a 
single definition. In fact, feminists are rarely in 
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agreement with one another over the ultimate 
aims of feminism or the means to achieve its 
goals. Although many feminists exhibit a com-
mitment to absolute legal and practical equality, 
some feminists have argued for separate spheres 
of influence and an emphasis on difference and 
complementarity rather than equality. As 
Rebecca West wrote in 1913 in an oft-quoted 
passage, “I myself have never been able to find 
out precisely what feminism is. I only know that 
people call me a feminist whenever I express 
sentiments that differentiate me from a doormat 
or a prostitute.”

As a word and concept, feminism is a rela-
tively recent addition to the lexicon, emerging 
only in the 1910s to express a broader set of 
goals than the SUFFRAGE movement embraced. 
According to historian Nancy Cott, people in 
the 19th century talked about the “advancement 
of woman,” the cause of woman, or woman’s 
rights and woman SUFFRAGE. To modern ears, 
the use of the singular “woman” sounds awk-
ward—both grammatically and conceptually. 
Nineteenth-century women’s consistent usage 
of the singular woman symbolized the unity of 
the female sex. However, there is not one single 
definition of feminism, but rather a wide array 
of approaches to advancing women’s rights. Cott 
identifies three characteristics that can be found 
in all feminist ideas: (1) a belief in equality, 
defined not as “sameness” but rather as opposi-
tion to ranking one sex superior or inferior to the 
other, or opposition to one sex’s categorical con-
trol of the rights and opportunities of the other; 
(2) a belief that women’s condition is socially 
constructed and historically shaped rather than 
preordained by God or nature; and (3) a belief 
that women’s socially constructed position situ-
ates them on shared ground, enabling a group 
identity or gender consciousness sufficient to 
mobilize women for change.

As an ideology, feminism has spawned a 
number of different “brands,” among them lib-
eral feminism, radical feminism, Marxist-social-
ist feminism, global feminism, BLACK FEMINISM, 
ecofeminism, and gender feminism. Scholars dif-

fer on how to label and divide the complex ter-
rain of feminist theory. Philosopher Rosemarie 
Tong distinguishes among these theories based 
on the locus of women’s oppression in each. 
For example, liberal, radical, Marxist-socialist, 
and global feminists, as well as ecofeminists to 
some extent, attribute women’s subordination 
to macro-level institutions, such as patriarchy, 
capitalism, or colonialism. Gender feminists, 
sometimes also called cultural feminists or 
maternal feminists, focus on the microcosm of 
the individual, claiming the roots of women’s 
oppression are embedded deep within a woman’s 
psyche. A brief critical and comparative review 
of each approach to feminism follows.

Liberal Feminism
This is perhaps the oldest strand of feminism, 
based on the same belief that promoted indi-
vidual autonomy over aristocratic privilege in 
the French Revolution and the U.S. Revolution-
ary War. Liberalism stresses the importance of 
rational thought, autonomous action, and choice 
on the part of each person. Reason is what most 
clearly distinguishes humans from other forms 
of animal life. Individual autonomy empow-
ers an individual to make choices in her or his 
own best interests, thereby elevating individual 
rights above the common good. Liberal theorists 
believe that the political and legal systems can be 
used to promote a liberal agenda for all people. 
Applied to feminism, early liberal feminists such 
as Britons Mary Wollstonecraft (author of A VIN-
DICATION OF THE RIGHTS OF WOMAN), John Stuart 
Mill, and Harriet Taylor Mill stressed the impor-
tance of educating and enfranchising women, 
and of providing them with equal access to both 
opportunities and resources in society.

Liberal feminists tend to work within the 
existing political system and structures to eradi-
cate all forms of sexual discrimination. Con-
temporary liberal feminists believe that by 
reforming the legal and political system to 
allow women equal access to opportunities and 
resources, men and women can achieve a state 
of equality. Liberal feminists target laws that 
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distinguish between men and women because of 
sex. For example, the DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS 
AND RESOLUTIONS, issued by women at the SENECA 
FALLS CONVENTION in 1848, is a liberal feminist 
document. It calls for the reform of laws restrict-
ing women’s right to hold property, control 
resources, and vote. The U.S. suffrage move-
ment and suffrage organizations, such as the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION, extended women’s liberal feminist claims 
that suffrage was an essential step in achieving 
political and social equality across three genera-
tions. The proposed EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 
and the United Nations CONVENTION ON THE 
ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION 
AGAINST WOMEN are examples of contemporary 
legal reforms in the liberal feminist tradition.

A variety of criticisms have been leveled 
against liberal feminism. Early and contempo-
rary liberal feminists alike have concentrated 
almost exclusively on the public sphere. Women’s 
unpaid labor in the home, DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, 
marital rape, and traditional practices that dis-
criminate against women in many cultures 
are not addressed within the liberal approach 
because they occur in the private sphere. These 
issues are labeled personal and therefore are not 
subject to public scrutiny or redress in the pub-
lic policy arena. Radical feminists charge that 
liberal feminism has been co-opted by the male 
establishment since its goals are to reform the 
existing system rather than to replace it, as radi-
cal feminists demand. Global feminists equate 
liberal feminists’ embrace of individualism with 
Western values that do not fit well in other 
cultures where community values are favored 
over the individual. Additionally, individualism 
makes sex solidarity and the development of a 
unified movement difficult. Conservative critics 
charge that liberal feminists, by concentrating 
on ending legal sex discrimination in society, 
are out of touch with mainstream women who 
still value marriage, motherhood, and fam-
ily—all traditionally private sphere concerns. 
Finally, liberal feminism has been labeled racist, 
classist, and heterosexist, suggesting that liberal 

feminism speaks only to concerns of white, 
middle- and upper-class, heterosexual women 
and the history of the women’s movement offers 
ample evidence that the concerns of women 
of color, the working poor, and lesbians have 
been on the periphery of the liberal feminists’ 
agenda.

Radical Feminism
Radical feminism is difficult to define because of 
the many subgroups within the larger framework. 
However, there are some common distinguishing 
features. Unlike liberal feminists who believe 
that it is possible to produce systemic reforms 
that would yield women more rights (ultimately 
leading to equality of rights), radical feminists 
believe it is the “sex-gender system” itself that 
is the source of women’s oppression. Radical 
feminists are interested in women’s liberation 
from the bonds of this system and therefore have 
advocated a total revolution. For this reason, 
scholars often classify women’s organizations as 
either “reform-minded” or “revolutionary” and 
link them to liberal or radical feminist theory 
accordingly.

Radical feminist theory spawned a variety 
of activist groups in the 1960s. Many, although 
not all, were associated with the political left. 
Such radical organizations as the REDSTOCKINGS, 
Women’s International Terrorist Conspiracy 
from Hell (WITCH), the Feminists, and the New 
York Radical Feminists were among some of the 
largest groups formed.

Radical feminists argue that sexism, as 
the first form of human oppression, must take 
precedence over other forms of oppression and 
must be eradicated first. Beyond agreement on 
this basic issue, radical feminists differ on the 
best way to eliminate sexism. Radical-libertar-
ian feminists believe that femininity, sex, and 
reproductive roles limit women’s development. 
They often promote androgyny (eliminating 
masculine-feminine distinctions) as a way to 
overcome the limits of femininity and to break 
the socially constructed link between sex and 
gender. Radical-cultural feminists, on the other 
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hand, believe that female-feminine qualities are 
vastly superior to male-masculine character-
istics. Women should not try to be like men, 
but rather they should try to be like women. By 
this they mean a return to women’s essential 
nature. Therefore, culturally associated femi-
nine traits—interdependence, community, shar-
ing, emotion, nature, peace, and life—should be 
celebrated over hierarchy, power, war, domina-
tion, and death. Androgyny simply clouds the 
female nature with undesirable male qualities. 
For these reasons, radical-cultural feminists are 
often associated with LESBIAN SEPARATISM.

Critics of radical feminism often target 
the stark choices women have been asked to 
make. Issues of separatism, lesbianism, and 
the promotion of reproductive technology over 
traditional means of conception and biological 
motherhood draw fire from conservative crit-
ics who charge that radical feminists are out 
to eradicate the family. Others criticize radical 
cultural feminists’ belief in the essential nature 
of women, charging that it unnecessarily polar-
izes men and women.

Marxist-Socialist Feminism
In contrast to liberal theory’s emphasis on the 
individual, Marxist-socialist feminism stresses 
the collective aspect of human development. 
Men and women, through production and repro-
duction, have collectively created a society that, 
in turn, shapes them. Capitalism and patriarchy 
work hand in hand, although Marxist-social-
ists believe that capitalism, more than sexism, 
is at the root of women’s oppression. Women’s 
economic dependence on men gives them little 
leverage in other aspects of society. However, 
rather than singling out women as the oppressed 
class, Marxist-socialist theories focus on the 
worker. Woman’s situation can then only be 
understood in terms of her productive work and 
its relationship to her life. In a capitalist system, 
women are exploited both in the marketplace 
(lowest-paying and most menial jobs) and at 
home (no wages for their domestic labor). Marx-
ist-socialist feminists advocate public policy that 

aims to redistribute wealth and opportunity. For 
example, some have argued that women be paid 
a wage for their housework; others have concen-
trated their actions on issues of the workplace 
outside the home and the disparities in pay and 
position between men and women. The concept 
of “equal pay for equal work” does not cover 
women working in traditional occupations that 
are undervalued. Advocates of equal pay for jobs 
of COMPARABLE WORTH argue that wage inequities 
will persist as long as jobs are segregated on the 
basis of gender.

Critics of Marxist-socialist feminism most 
often point to the sizable gap between the ideal 
and the reality in contemporary Marxist-social-
ist regimes (those remaining and those recently 
dissolved). Women have filled the majority of 
low-status and low-paying occupations and, 
contrary to theory, are still taking primary 
responsibility for home and child care.

Global Feminism
In global feminism, the forces of colonialism and 
nationalism have conspired to divide the world 
into the haves, known as the First World, and the 
have nots, known as the Third World. Global fem-
inists seek to expand feminist thought to include 
issues vital to women in the Third World. They 
argue that economic and political oppression 
are every bit as severe as sexual oppression. For 
global feminists, the personal and political are 
one. The way in which various forms of oppres-
sion interconnect and affect women has been 
the focus of many global feminists. Some charge 
that First World women are blinded by sexual 
oppression. As a result, they overlook their own 
complicity in the oppression of women caused 
by multinational corporations and exploitative 
labor practices. Others suggest that color, class, 
and nationality cannot be separated from sex 
when addressing the forms of oppression people 
face. Western feminists, they argue, have been 
too narrow in their agendas, particularly liberal 
feminists who were guided by legal reforms in 
the public sphere. Political participation is a 
hollow victory for those who cannot feed their 

feminism  185 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   185 11/29/07   12:37:33 PM



families, earn a living wage, control their repro-
duction, and live free of violence.

Cultural practices that Western feminists 
and others deem exploitative or damaging to 
women have presented the most vexing prob-
lems for global feminists. Dowry, bride price, 
female circumcision, and many religious cus-
toms are examples of practices that, when taken 
out of a cultural context, are indefensible in 
any feminist theory. However, the importance 
and power of culture, tradition, and religion 
make passing judgment on these and other 
issues problematic. Differences among women 
of various cultures present many challenges to 
global feminists who attempt to create a feminist 
theory and set of practices that unite rather than 
divide women.

Black Feminism
One of the thorniest questions arising in black 
feminist thought is: Who can be a black femi-
nist? Does authentic voice flow from one’s race, 
one’s experiences with the dual oppressions of 
race and gender, or one’s ideas and ideologies 
regardless of race and gender? The core of the 
black feminist tradition encompasses several 
themes: the legacy of struggle, the experi-
ence born of multiple oppressions, and the 
interdependence of thought and action. Black 
feminists often express frustration that white 
women seem incapable of understanding the 
“multiple jeopardy” that black women face on 
a daily basis. Sexism cannot be separated from 
racism or classism or any of the other “isms” 
women must deal with. To pursue a single-
minded gender equality strategy is to ignore 
profound forms of oppression and to exclude 
women of color from the women’s movement. 
Black women have experienced discrimination 
in the women’s movement and continue to press 
feminists to expand the definition of feminism. 
Alice Walker has offered the term womanist as 
an alternative to feminist, saying that “wom-
anist is to feminist as purple is to lavender.” 
A womanist is at heart a humanist pursuing 
political action as a means to human empower-

ment—including both men and women of all 
races, ethnicities, and abilities.

Critics of black feminism are most often Afri-
can-American women themselves. Some critics 
argue that black feminists have failed to confront 
sexism strongly enough as it occurs within the 
black community. Believing that black males are 
under siege by the dominant white community, 
some black women have been reticent to press 
for stronger laws protecting women’s interests, 
believing that black males would be dispropor-
tionately harmed in the process.

Ecofeminism
The term ecofeminism was coined by French 
feminist François d’Eabonne in 1974. Ecofemi-
nism is a variant of ecological ethics and the 
branch of feminism that most resembles global 
feminism in its emphasis on “connectedness.” In 
this case, however, feminists are interested in the 
connections between all living things—human 
and nature. Ecofeminists charge that patriarchy’s 
hierarchical framework not only damages women 
but harms nature as well. “Because women have 
been ‘naturalized’ and nature has been ‘feminized’ 
it is difficult to know where the oppression of 
one ends and the other begins,” says Rosemary 
Tong. Therefore, the liberation of one cannot be 
affected apart from the liberation of the other. A 
main goal of ecofeminists is to make visible the 
“woman-nature” connections and, where they 
are harmful to women or nature, to dismantle 
them. Ecofeminists disagree over how closely 
women should be associated with nature, but all 
agree that ending women’s and nature’s oppres-
sion should be a joint endeavor. In this sense, the 
environment is a feminist issue.

Critics of ecofeminism warn that equating 
women with nature harkens back to essential-
ist arguments that limit women’s public influ-
ence. Others charge that feminists should invest 
their energy in understanding other women 
and in bridging the divide between nations and 
cultures before addressing nature. To ecofemi-
nists, the interests of women and of nature are 
indistinguishable.
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Gender Feminism
Unlike any of the theories previously described, 
gender feminism argues that the root of women’s 
oppression lies somewhere at the intersection of 
biology, psychology, and culture. They believe that 
the traits culture associates with women and fem-
ininity are superior in many respects to masculine 
traits, and therefore both men and women should 
strive to develop relational webs. The issues 
most closely associated with gender feminism 
include the superiority of women’s moral devel-
opment, women’s ways of knowing and thinking, 
and women’s mothering abilities. Because gender 
feminists argue that men and women are devel-
opmentally different, they are sometimes also 
known as difference feminists. However, difference 
in this case works in favor of women. Among the 
best-known gender feminists is CAROL GILLIGAN, 
who challenges Lawrence Kohlberg’s theory of 
moral development in her book In a Different 
Voice (1982). She argues that Kohlberg’s widely 
accepted model of moral development does not 
account for differences between male and female 
moral development. While males resolve moral 
dilemmas using an ethic of justice, females use an 
ethic of care. While Gilligan did not at first argue 
that one was superior to the other, her work has 
been widely used to promote gender feminism’s 
claim to women’s moral superiority.

Maternalism, a subset of gender feminism, 
celebrates the power of women’s reproductive 
capacity. Mothers in many Latin American 
nations, for example, have politicized mother-
hood in opposing dictatorships, raising sensitive 
political questions, and serving as visible remind-
ers of the repression of immoral regimes. In the 
United States, mothers’ movements are enjoying 
a contemporary resurgence. On Mother’s Day 
2000, tens of thousands of mothers marched on 
Washington, D.C., in the Million Mom March to 
protest gun violence against children and to peti-
tion the government to take action in the form of 
tougher gun control legislation.

Critics of gender feminism argue that asso-
ciating women with caring reinforces the tra-
ditional view of women as nurturers rather 

than women who are autonomous and strong. 
Particularly in relation to electoral politics, 
a nurturant posture of care has proven to be 
a somewhat limited virtue depending on the 
domestic political climate in any one election. 
Others charge that labeling women as the only 
sex responsible for caring releases men from 
important social and familial obligations and 
unnecessarily polarizes men’s and women’s gen-
der roles. Some also object to the nomenclature 
of maternal feminism, arguing that not all 
women are or aspire to be mothers.

See also ANTIFEMINISM; GENDER STEREOTYPES; 
LESBIAN SEPARATISM; SEPARATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY; 
THIRD-WAVE FEMINISM.
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Feminist Majority Foundation See SMEAL, 
ELEANOR.

Fenwick, Millicent (Millicent Hammond 
Fenwick) (1910–1992) congressperson At the 
age of 64, Millicent Hammond Fenwick was 
elected to the U.S. House of Representatives 
from New Jersey. She was highly respected 
among her peers and political analysts for her 
forthrightness, quick wit, and candor. Refusing 
to tow the official Republican Party line, Fen-
wick was often labeled as a maverick in Repub-
lican circles as she lambasted public officials 
who engaged in hypocrisy and abused the pub-
lic’s trust. America’s most trusted newsman of 
the time, Walter Cronkite, heralded her as the 
“conscience of Congress.”

Born Millicent Hammond on February 25, 
1910, in New York City, Fenwick lived a life 
of privilege the first 28 years of her life. Her 
father was a financier and later a diplomat. Her 
mother, the granddaughter of the founder of 
Stevens Institute of Technology in New Jersey, 
died in the sinking of the Lusitania in 1915. 
Her father’s appointment as U.S. ambassador 
to Spain disrupted Fenwick’s formal schooling, 
but she educated herself, learning to speak Ital-
ian, French, and Spanish fluently. In 1929, she 
attended Columbia University.

Millicent Hammond married at a young age, 
but her separation and later divorce from Hugh 
Fenwick left her a single mother of two. Lack-
ing enough money to cover expenses, she set 
about the task of finding a job rather than accept 
financial assistance from her family. Eventually 
she joined the staff of Vogue magazine as a cap-
tion writer and worked her way up to associate 
editor.

Fenwick acknowledged that her Republican 
political leanings were first conceived as she saw 
the power Adolf Hitler was amassing in Germany. 
From that point on, she grew to distrust govern-
ment. However, despite her distrust of govern-
ment intervention, she was still considered to 
be a moderate Republican. Socially liberal and 

fiscally conservative, Fenwick was a passionate 
consumer rights and civil rights advocate who 
was also a committed member of the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People (NAACP). It was, in fact, her involvement 
in civil rights that led her into politics.

Elected to Congress in 1974, Fenwick 
opposed congressional pay raises and the use 
of political action committee (PAC) money. One 
year after taking office, she joined a congres-
sional delegation to the Soviet Union, where 
they were confronted with the stories of Soviet 
dissidents about vast human rights abuses. 
Upon her return, Fenwick introduced legisla-
tion to establish an oversight committee for the 
Helsinki accords to ensure that all signatory 
countries upheld their commitment to protect 
human rights.

After her unsuccessful run for the U.S. Sen-
ate in 1982, Fenwick was appointed the first 
U.S. ambassador to the United Nations Food and 
Agricultural Organization in Rome (1983–87). 
Upon her retirement from public service at the 
age of 77, she moved back to her hometown of 
Bernardsville, New Jersey, where she died on 
September 16, 1992.

Further Reading
Fenwick, Millicent. Speaking Up. New York: Harper 

and Row, 1982.
Schapiro, Amy. Millicent Fenwick: Her Way. New 

Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 2003.

—Hollis France

Ferguson, Miriam (Miriam Amanda “Ma” 
Wallace Ferguson) (1875–1961) first woman 
governor of Texas Miriam “Ma” Ferguson was 
born Miriam Amanda Wallace on June 13, 1875, 
in Bell County, Texas. She studied at Baylor 
Female College for three years (1894–97), and in 
1899 she married James Ferguson, with whom 
she had two daughters, Dorrace and Ouida. In 
1915, James Ferguson campaigned for governor 
of Texas in 1915 and won. In 1917, however, he 
was impeached by the Texas legislature due to 
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questionable loans and finances. Because of 
this, he could not run again for governor, and 
therefore Miriam launched her own gubernato-
rial campaign in 1924—an interesting turn of 
events considering her husband’s support for the 
ANTI-SUFFRAGE MOVEMENT.

It was clear throughout her campaign that 
Miriam, if elected, would not serve by herself 
but would actively involve James in the admin-
istration and affairs of the state. She ran on an 
anti-Ku Klux Klan ticket and won. Her first term 
as governor saw a continuation of the political 
controversies that had plagued her husband. 
Many in the state chastised the Ferguson admin-
istration for alleged bribery and for giving favor-
able contracts to supporters. Miriam—or “Ma” 
Ferguson, as reporters referred to her—lost the 
1926 campaign, but she recaptured the gover-
nor’s office in 1932. In the throes of the Great 
Depression, the state was in debt, and Ferguson 
attempted to assuage the financial crisis with 
the Texas Relief Commission. Yet controversy 
followed her during her second term as well, 
and “Ma” Ferguson did not seek another term 
until a failed campaign run in 1940. She died on 
June 25, 1961, at the age of 86.

Further Readings
Nalle, Ouida Ferguson. The Fergusons of Texas, or “Two 

Governors for the Price of One”: A Biography of 
James Edward Ferguson and His Wife. San Antonio: 
Naylor, 1946.
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Governor of Texas. Austin: Eakin Press, 1995.

—Sara Crowley

Ferguson v. City of Charleston (532 U.S. 67) 
(2001) Concerned about the number of expect-
ant mothers using crack cocaine and delivering 
babies at risk due to this drug use, the Medical 
University Hospital and the Charleston Solicitor’s 
Office, in conjunction with the local police, insti-
tuted a drug-testing program for pregnant women 
who sought prenatal care through the emergency 

room of the only public hospital in Charleston. 
Women testing positive for cocaine were arrested. 
A group of patients sued, alleging unreasonable 
search and seizure as a result of the tests, which 
were warrantless and for which permission had 
not been sought or obtained. The U.S. Supreme 
Court found that the testing violated the Fourth 
Amendment and did, in fact, amount to an unrea-
sonable search and seizure. The state hospital 
had argued that it was necessary to “scare” these 
drug users into abstinence and/or treatment pro-
grams and that the ends justified the testing. The 
Court disagreed and held that permission or war-
rants had to be obtained. The hospital’s use of law 
enforcement to force patients into drug therapy 
and counseling triggered the protections of the 
Fourth Amendment.

Further Reading
Center for Reproductive Rights. In the Courts: The 

Center’s Cases. “Pregnant Women’s Rights: Fergu-
son v. City of Charleston: A Case Summary.” Avail-
able online. URL: http://www.reproductiverights.
org/crt_preg_ferguson.html. Accessed on January 
4, 2007.

—Marsha Hass

Ferraro, Geraldine (Geraldine Anne Fer-
raro) (1935– ) congressperson, vice-presiden-
tial nominee In 1984, Geraldine Ferraro became 
the first woman to be placed on a major national 
party ticket as a vice-presidential candidate 
when Democratic presidential nominee Walter 
Mondale selected her as his running mate. 
Although the Democratic Party’s presidential 
bid was unsuccessful, Ferraro’s groundbreaking 
selection actualized the possibility that a woman 
could be elected to the presidency the near 
future. Twenty years later, Ferraro’s historic 
candidacy continues to be credited for the 
influx of women political candidates at both the 
national and local levels.

Born on August 26, 1935, to working-class 
immigrant parents in Newburg, New York, Fer-
raro taught in the New York City school system 
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after graduating from Manhattan College in 
1956. While teaching grade school, she worked 
her way through Fordham Law School at night. 
In 1960, she earned her J.D. degree and married 
John Zacarro. After being admitted to the bar 
in 1961, Ferraro established a law practice, and 
13 years later she joined the Queens County 
district attorney’s office. During her tenure at as 
an assistant district attorney, she earned a repu-
tation for defending the interests of the most 
vulnerable in society: children, women, and the 
elderly. Ferraro claims that it was during her 
district attorney days that she transitioned from 
a conservative to a liberal philosophy. In 1978, 
she was elected to the U.S. House of Represen-
tatives from New York’s ninth congressional 
district.

Ferraro’s three terms in Congress brought 
many benefits for women and the elderly, includ-
ing her sponsorship of the Women’s Economic 
Equity Act (1974), which abolished pension dis-
crimination against women, increased job train-
ing opportunities for displaced homemakers, 
and gave displaced homemakers equal access to 
opening individual retirement accounts. Serving 
on the Select Committee on Aging, she continu-
ously fought against cuts in Social Security and 
Medicare for the elderly.

Ferraro gained the confidence of Walter 
Mondale while serving as chief of the Demo-
cratic Platform Committee. However, her lack 
of foreign policy experience and her husband’s 
dubious financial dealings plagued her candi-
dacy and may have contributed to the Demo-
cratic ticket’s defeat in 1984 to the Republicans. 
Following the election, Ferraro ran unsuccess-
fully for the U.S. Senate. Since leaving national 
office, she has immersed herself in the for-
eign policy arena and continues to champion 
women’s role in the political sphere. In 1993, 
President Bill Clinton appointed Ferraro as the 
U.S. head delegate to the United Nations Human 
Rights Commission. She serves on the board of 
the National Democratic Institute of Interna-
tional Affairs and as a member of the Council 
of Foreign Relations. Ferraro continues to be 

actively involved supporting various organiza-
tions and groups seeking to increase women’s 
leadership roles in politics.

Further Reading
Breslin, Rosemary, and Joshua Hammer. Gerry! A 

Woman Making History. New York: Pinnacle 
Books, 1984.

Ferraro, Geraldine. Ferraro, My Story. Toronto and 
New York: Bantam Books, 1985.

—Hollis France

Fillmore, Abigail (Abigail Powers Fillmore) 
(1798–1853) first lady Abigail Powers was 
born in Stillwater, New York, on March 17, 1798, 
the youngest of seven children of Lemuel and 
Abigail Newland Powers. When she was two, her 
father died, and her mother moved the family to 
the Finger Lakes region of New York where 
other relatives were settling. Young Abigail was 
taught to read by her mother and educated her-
self by reading her father’s library. When she 
was 16, she began to work as a teacher at the 
New Hope Academy. She met Millard Fillmore 
three years later, and for a brief time, he was her 
student; he later became her colleague as they 
both taught at the academy. Abigail and Millard 
were engaged in 1819, but her family, who 
objected to her marrying beneath her social 
position, kept them apart for the better part of 
seven years. Eventually, however, they married 
on February 5, 1826, and settled in East Aurora, 
New York, where she continued teaching while 
he practiced law. In 1828, their first child, Mil-
lard Powers Fillmore, was born, and Millard Sr. 
was elected to the state legislature. Leaving Abi-
gail, he went alone to Albany.

In 1830, the couple moved to Buffalo, where 
Millard opened a law practice with a friend. 
They established themselves in the commu-
nity, working to improve public education and 
establishing a lending library. In 1832, Abigail 
bore another child, a girl they named Mary 
Abigail (called Abby), and Millard won a seat 
in the U.S. Congress. He returned to Buffalo 
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upon completion of his two-year term, but was 
reelected to Congress as a Whig in 1836. This 
time Abigail accompanied him to Washington, 
but they sent the children to live with relatives 
in upstate New York. She attended to her duties 
as a congressman’s wife by paying calls, keeping 
herself informed by reading the newspapers and 
editorials of the day, and attending ceremonial 
affairs, and she consulted frequently with her 
husband.

In 1842, Abigail suffered an accident that 
left her unable to walk or stand for long periods 
without pain. Although she sought treatment, 
she never fully recovered. Millard abandoned 
his congressional career and returned to prac-
ticing law. Later, 16-year-old Powers joined the 
firm as his clerk, while young Abby pursued on 
advanced study of music. In 1847, Millard was 
elected controller, and he returned to Albany. 
As his career advanced, Abigail’s health deterio-
rated. In 1849, Millard was elected vice presi-
dent with Zachary Taylor, but Abigail did not 
accompany him to Washington. When Taylor 
died suddenly in office and Millard Fillmore 
assumed the presidency, she moved into the 
White House.

Although she found it difficult, Abigail Fill-
more attempted to perform her formal duties as 
first lady, continuing the traditions of Tuesday 
morning receptions, Friday evening levees, and 
Thursday dinners for guests. She designated her 
daughter Abby as official hostess when she was 
unable to preside. Her main contribution as first 
lady was to urge her husband to ask Congress 
for an appropriation to establish a library in the 
White House. She received $2,000, which she 
used to purchase several hundred books and 
renovate a second-floor parlor as a library.

Abigail Fillmore’s final public appearance 
was at the inauguration of Franklin Pierce as 
her husband’s successor. The day was dreadfully 
cold with snow in the air, and Abigail caught a 
cold. Although the family only planned to stay 
in the Willard Hotel for a few days before mak-
ing the journey home, Abigail became seriously 
ill with pneumonia and died within a few weeks 

on March 30, 1853. She was remembered in 
press accounts of her death as “a lady of great 
strength of mind.”

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Abigail 
Powers Fillmore.” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001. 
pp. 83–87.

First Lady of the United States The title 
First Lady of the United States is not a constitu-
tional role but rather an unofficial title given to 
the official White House hostess. The term was 
first used when DOLLEY MADISON was eulogized 
as “America’s First Lady.” Typically, the first lady 
is the wife of the sitting president of the United 
States, but not always. If a president is a wid-
ower or bachelor, a female relative or a close 
friend can be his first lady. Contemporary first 
ladies have expanded the role of official hostess 
to include a more public role. First ladies are 
often known for their dedication to a specific 
cause. For example, NANCY REAGAN adopted the 
issue of drug awareness and is known for the 
“Just Say No” slogan. LAURA BUSH, the current 
first lady, worked on the problem of literacy in 
her husband’s first term but announced that she 
would focus on the health and well-being of 
juvenile boys in the Bush administration’s sec-
ond term. HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON took her 
political involvement further when President 
Bill Clinton appointed her to chair a task force 
on health care reform. The public did not 
respond well to the ambiguity between her 
unofficial status and official political duties.

As more professional women serve in the 
role of first lady, there will likely be more chal-
lenges to the role expectations. When a woman 
is elected president of the United States, the 
social role typically performed by the spouse of 
the president will undergo another examination. 
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Americans have already started to think about a 
“first gentleman’s” role as a result of HILLARY 
RODHAM CLINTON’s candidacy for the Democratic 
nomination for president in 2008.

Further Reading
Meijer, Molly, ed. Inventing a Voice: The Rhetoric of 

American First Ladies of the Twentieth Century. 
Lanham, Md.: Rowman & Littlefield, 2004.

The White House. First Ladies’ Gallery. Available 
online. URL: http://www.whitehouse.gov/history/
firstladies. Accessed on January 4, 2007.

Flynn, Elizabeth Gurley (1890–1964) labor 
organizer, American Civil Liberties Union found-
er Elizabeth Gurley Flynn was born in Con-
cord, New Hampshire, on August 7, 1890; the 
family moved to New York in 1900. Converted 
to socialism by her parents, Thomas and Annie 
Gurley Flynn, Elizabeth Flynn delivered her 
first speech, “What Socialism Will Do for 
Women,” at the age of 16. As a result of her 
political activities, she was expelled from public 
high school. In 1906, she became a member of 
the Industrial Workers of the World (IWW), and 
the next year she began organizing workers in 
the garment, mining, and restaurant sectors. 
Although often arrested, she was never con-
victed of any criminal activity. 

Flynn was particularly concerned with wom-
en’s rights and was an ardent supporter of BIRTH 
CONTROL and women’s SUFFRAGE. She was critical 
of the leadership in the trade union movement 
for being male-dominated and ignoring the 
particular needs of women. She joined the Com-
munist Party in 1936, and during World War II 
she campaigned for equal opportunity and pay 
for women as well as day-care centers for work-
ing women. In 1942, she ran for Congress and 
attracted over 50,000 votes in a losing effort.

In 1951, Flynn was arrested and charged 
with violating the Alien Registration Act. She 
was found guilty and served two years in the 
women’s prison at Alderson, West Virginia. 
Upon her release from prison, she wrote The 

Alderson Story: My Life as a Political Prisoner, 
published in 1955. In 1961, she became the 
national chairperson of the Communist Party. 
She died on September 5, 1964, while making a 
trip to the Soviet Union. Elizabeth Gurley Flynn 
was given a state funeral in Red Square before 
her remains were flown back to the United 
States for burial in Chicago near several col-
leagues from the Communist Party.

Further Reading
Flynn, Elizabeth Gurley, and Rosalyn Fraad Baxandall. 

Words on Fire: The Life and Writings of Elizabeth 
Gurley Flynn. New Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers Uni-
versity Press, 1987.

Fonda, Jane (Lady Jayne Seymour Fonda) 
(1937– ) actor, activist Jane Fonda was born 
on December 21, 1937, in New York City to actor 
Henry Fonda and his second wife, socialite 
Frances Seymour Brokaw. After her mother 
committed suicide in 1950, Fonda was sent to 
New York to attend the Emma Willard School. 
She subsequently attended Vassar College but 
left after two years and moved to Paris, where 
she began modeling, studied acting, and became 
involved in radical politics. Her acting career 
began in 1954 when she appeared with her 
father in a performance of The Country Girl. Six 
years later, she joined drama teacher Lee Straus-
berg’s Actors Studio (1958). In the 1960s she 
moved from stage to film and averaged nearly 
two movies a year. In 1971, she won her first 
Academy Award for Best Actress in Klute. She 
won a second Academy Award in 1978 for her 
role in Coming Home, the story of a disabled 
Vietnam veteran’s return from war. Between 
1969 and 1986, she was nominated for five Best 
Actress Awards by the Academy. She has 
appeared in more than 25 major motion pictures 
over the four decades of her acting career to 
date. During the 1980s and 1990s she released 
more than 20 best-selling exercise videos. 
Although she announced her retirement from 
the movies in 1991, she returned to the screen in 
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2005 (Monster-in-Law) and again in 2007 (Geor-
gia Rule).

In addition to acting, Fonda is best known 
for her political activism beginning in the 
1960s in support of the civil rights move-
ment and in opposition to the Vietnam War. 
Fonda befriended major leaders of the American 
Left, including ANGELA DAVIS and activist Tom 
Hayden, whom she later married. In 1971, she 
helped found FTA, a troupe of antiwar actors 
and musicians that entertained American ser-
vicemen. She briefly returned to Paris, where 
she met with Vietnamese Communist negotia-
tors at the Paris Peace Talks before traveling to 
Hanoi, North Vietnam, in July 1972.

While in North Vietnam, Fonda made sev-
eral radio broadcasts condemning American 
military policy and briefly met with American 
prisoners of war held in Hanoi. Fonda’s actions 
became highly controversial, particularly among 
American Vietnam War veterans, who nick-
named her “Hanoi Jane.” She was criticized for 
her interactions with the Vietnamese communist 
leadership and for her accusations about Ameri-
can “war crimes” in Vietnam. Fonda’s antiwar 
activities were investigated by Congress and the 
FBI, but she was never charged with criminal 
activity. In an appearance on 60 Minutes (March 
31, 2005), Fonda said that although she had no 
regrets about her antiwar activism or her trip 
to North Vietnam in 1972, she did regret the 
widely circulated photograph of her seated on 
an antiaircraft gun and its use as anti-American 
propaganda. Most recently she has been a critic 
of the war in Iraq and argues that it will turn 
people against the United States rather than end 
the threat of terrorism.

In addition to peace and civil rights causes, 
Fonda has been a longtime supporter of wom-
en’s rights, even though she admits that she once 
feared calling herself a feminist because she mis-
takenly believed that all feminists were “anti-
male.” She has worked to end violence against 
women and girls through the V-Day campaign, 
to promote women’s reproductive rights and 
to prevent teen pregnancy by establishing the 

Jane Fonda Center for Adolescent Reproductive 
Health at Emory University in Atlanta, Georgia 
(2002), and to promote women’s entrance into 
politics.

During the 1980s, Fonda became a highly 
successful entrepreneur, in addition to continu-
ing her film career. While living in Atlanta, 
Georgia, in the 1990s, she became an advocate 
for inner-city women and women’s health issues, 
including domestic violence. Divorced from 
media magnate Ted Turner in 2001, she contin-
ues to produce films and speak on environmen-
tal and social justice issues. Fonda maintains 
homes in New Mexico and Georgia. In 2005, she 
published her autobiography My Life So Far.

Further Reading
Andersen, Christopher. Citizen Jane: The Turbulent Life 

of Jane Fonda. New York: Henry Holt, 1990.
Fonda, Jane. My Life So Far. New York: Random 

House, 2005.
Holzer, Henry Mark, and Erika Holzer. ‘Aid and Com-

fort:’ Jane Fonda in North Vietnam. Jefferson, N.C.: 
McFarland, 2002.

—Laura M. Calkins

Ford, Betty (Elizabeth Ann Bloomer Ford) 
(1918– ) first lady Elizabeth Ann Bloomer 
was born on April 8, 1918, in Chicago, Illinois, 
to William Stephenson and Hortense Neahr 
Bloomer. Although she preferred to be called 
Elizabeth, she was always known as Betty. The 
family moved to Grand Rapids, Michigan, when 
Betty was two years old. Her father was a travel-
ing salesman and her mother was from a wealthy 
family background. Betty began taking dance 
lessons when she was eight years old, and she 
planned for a performance career. Later she 
taught dance lessons and particularly enjoyed 
the physical liberation modern dance afforded 
her. When the stock market crashed in 1929, 
Betty added modeling to the money she earned 
from teaching dance. She viewed First Lady 
ELEANOR ROOSEVELT as a role model for women’s 
independence.
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In 1936, Betty’s father died of accidental 
carbon monoxide poisoning. That same year, 
Betty finished high school and begged to go to 
New York for professional dance instruction. 
She and her mother compromised on the Ben-
nington School of Dance at Bennington Col-
lege in Vermont. There she spent two summers 
studying with legendary dance-choreographer 
Martha Graham as well as with dancers such 
as José Limón. During the fall and winter, she 
returned to Grand Rapids to teach dance and 
to model. She still longed to study and per-
form with Graham in New York, and for a brief 
period she did. As a member of Graham’s aux-
iliary troupe, Betty Bloomer performed with the 
Graham Dancers in Carnegie Hall. Her mother 
persuaded her to return to Grand Rapids for one 
more six-month trial, after which if she was still 
set on a professional career in dance, she would 
have her mother’s support.

Betty expanded her dance lessons, modeled, 
and worked as a fashion coordinator for Herpol-
sheimer’s department store. She met and married 
Bill Warren, a furniture dealer, in 1942. As Bill 
changed jobs, the couple moved throughout the 
Midwest. Betty always found work and held on 
to jobs more successfully than her husband. At 
the point when she was ready to file for divorce, 
she learned that Bill had slipped into a diabetic 
coma while in New York and was not expected 
to live. He recovered enough to return to Grand 
Rapids, and they lived together with his parents 
for a time. After two years, Bill recovered fully, 
and Betty initiated divorce proceedings. Friends 
later introduced her to Gerald R. Ford, World 
War II veteran, Michigan football hero, and law-
yer. Although she balked at beginning another 
relationship, she agreed to meet him to talk for 
a few minutes.

By the time Betty’s divorce was finalized in 
1947, she and Gerald Ford were dating regularly. 
Ford proposed in February 1948 but cautioned 
her that he intended to run for the U.S. House of 
Representatives. They set the wedding for Octo-
ber 15, 1948, between the September primary 
and the November general election. Their hon-

eymoon was a series of rallies, football games, 
and speeches. Betty continued to work but 
helped with the campaign when she could. Ger-
ald Ford won the election, and the couple moved 
to Washington, D.C.; he was reelected with little 
trouble in each successive election.

As a congressional wife, Betty sat in on hear-
ings, entertained constituents, and helped out in 
the office on the weekends. She became active 
in the bipartisan Congressional Club, made 
up of wives of Supreme Court justices, cabinet 
members, and members of the House and Senate. 
Between 1950 and 1957, the Fords had four chil-
dren: Michael (1950), John (1952), Steven (1956), 
and Susan (1957). Betty Ford devoted herself to 
raising her children, and Gerald tended to his 
political career. The Fords bought a house in 
Alexandria, Virginia, but returned to a house in 
Grand Rapids, Michigan, each summer.

In 1956, Gerald Ford won the post of minor-
ity leader in the U.S. House. With this elevation, 
Betty became more politically active, working 
with Republican women and traveling with her 
husband. The busier she became, the more trou-
bled she was by arthritis and a pinched nerve in 
her neck. A dependence on pain medication and 
alcoholism led to a collapse in 1965. Work with 
a therapist helped her to regain confidence and 
to admit that, like other women of her times, she 
suffered from what BETTY FRIEDAN had labeled 
the “feminine mystique.” She wrote: “I was 
beginning to feel sorry for myself. . . . He gets all 
the headlines and applause, but what about me? 
On the one hand, I loved being the ‘wife of’; on 
the other hand, I was convinced that the more 
important Jerry became, the less important I 
became.” She did not mention or deal with her 
addiction to painkillers and alcohol, conditions 
she hid even from her family.

Gerald Ford’s position as minority leader 
and their close ties to other Republicans meant 
foreign trips and campaigning for presidential 
candidate Richard Nixon. When the Republi-
cans failed to retake the House of Representa-
tives in the 1972 election, Ford began planning 
his retirement in order to return to his law 

194  Ford, Betty

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   194 11/29/07   12:37:35 PM



practice. However, Vice President Spiro Agnew’s 
resignation led Nixon to pick Ford as his new 
vice president—the first to be selected under 
the terms of the Twenty-fifth Amendment. Ford 
easily won Senate confirmation and was sworn 
into office on December 6, 1973.

As the wife of the vice president, Betty 
Ford quickly established a reputation for can-
dor with the press. When asked about the 1973 
ROE V. WADE decision, she agreed “that it was 
time to bring ABORTION out of the backwoods 
and put it into the hospitals where it belonged.” 
Meanwhile, the investigations into Watergate 
heightened, and when there was no question 
about Nixon’s involvement in the cover-up, the 
House began moving toward impeachment, and 
the president’s advisors urged him to resign. 
On August 8, 1974, Richard Nixon resigned the 
presidency, and Gerald R. Ford was sworn in 
as president. His ascension made him the first 
person in the nation’s history to hold the two 
highest offices without being elected to either. 
When Ford pardoned Nixon a month later, the 
country was furious, and his standing in the 
polls plummeted by 20 points almost overnight. 
Many believed Ford had cut a deal with Nixon, 
thereby robbing the nation of learning the truth 
about the extent of the corruption in the Nixon 
administration and what the president himself 
had been party to. Ford argued that he acted 
alone, and that the pardon was the only way 
to put Watergate behind the nation and move 
forward. Both Fords later acknowledged that 
the pardon most likely cost the Republicans the 
1976 election.

In September 1974, doctors found a suspi-
cious lump in Betty Ford’s right breast. The 
lump proved to be cancerous, and doctors per-
formed a radical mastectomy. Since the cancer 
had spread to three nodes, she began chemo-
therapy as well. Betty Ford turned her personal 
ordeal into a call for other women to undergo 
checkups. One of those who heeded the call 
was Happy Rockefeller, wife of Vice President 
Nelson Rockefeller. She wound up losing both 
breasts to cancer.

Betty Ford used her position to advocate 
for other women’s causes as well. She worked 
for ratification of the EQUAL RIGHTS AMEND-
MENT, promoted women’s history during the 
nation’s bicentennial celebrations, advocated the 
appointment of women to cabinet-level posts, 
and urged equality of rights in relation to social 
security, education, and credit. As first lady, she 
also promoted the arts, working closely with the 
National Endowment for the Arts. Her style of 
entertaining emphasized all things American—
art, cuisine, cutlery, crystal, silver, and china. 
Her love of dance filled the White House with 
entertainers, dancers, and musicians.

Betty Ford was very active in the 1976 
presidential campaign. Her popularity ratings 
were higher than the president’s, and cam-
paign buttons bore such slogans as, “Keep Betty 
in the White House” or “Betty’s Husband for 
President.” The loss to Jimmy Carter and Walter 
Mondale was devastating, and Betty delivered 
Gerald Ford’s concession speech because he was 
hoarse with laryngitis. She left the White House 
in a depressed state of mind. Leaving Washing-
ton after 28 years was difficult.

Betty would later admit that she was often 
in a fog as first lady. The stress of two assas-
sination attempts on President Ford, intensive 
campaigning, and physical pain led her to rely 
more heavily on prescription drugs and alcohol. 
Early in their California retirement, her family 
intervened and persuaded her to seek treatment. 
With courage, she publicly disclosed her addic-
tion, hoping to help other addicts in the process. 
In 1982, she founded the Betty Ford Center for 
Drug and Alcohol Rehabilitation in Rancho 
Mirage, California. Her efforts were specifically 
targeted at women addicts. Discovering that 
nine out of 10 wives of addicts stay with them, 
but nine out of 10 husbands of addicts leave, she 
set up a therapeutic support system for women 
at the center. Although the center is now known 
for the many celebrities it has treated, they 
have to queue up on the waiting list alongside 
Medicaid recipients. Betty Ford heads the board 
that runs the center and continues to advocate 
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for the latest developments in the treatment of 
addiction.

Betty Ford was the most outspoken feminist 
first lady since Eleanor Roosevelt, a woman she 
repeatedly said she admired. Her position as a 
wife, mother, and vocal supporter of equal rights 
for homemakers gave her leeway to urge women 
to take advantage of the feminist movement’s suc-
cesses. Her personal courage and candor saved 
lives. In 2003, Betty Ford published Healing and 
Hope: Six Women from the Betty Ford Center Share 
Their Powerful Journeys of Addiction and Recovery. 
She continues to serve as the chairman of the 
board of directors of the Betty Ford Center.
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of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Elizabeth 
Ann (Betty) Bloomer Warren Ford” First Ladies: 
A Biographical Dictionary. New York: Checkmark 
Books, 2001, 301–318.

Weidenfeld, Sheila Rabb. First Lady’s Lady: With the 
Fords at the White House. New York: Putnam, 
1979.

Foxx, Virginia (Virginia Ann Foxx) (1943– ) 
congressperson Virginia Ann Foxx was born on 
June 29, 1943, in New York. She is a graduate of 
the University of North Carolina (UNC) at Cha-
pel Hill, where she received her A.B. degree in 
English in 1968 and M.A.C.T. in sociology in 
1972. In 1985, she earned her doctorate in educa-
tion with a specialization in curriculum and 
teaching/higher education from the University of 
North Carolina at Greensboro. Foxx began her 
career as a secretary and research assistant at 
UNC-Chapel Hill. She taught at Caldwell Com-
munity College and was a sociology instructor at 
Appalachian State University, where she also 

held several administrative positions, including 
assistant dean of the general college. From 1985 
to 1987, Foxx served as deputy secretary for 
management in the North Carolina Department 
of Administration under Governor Jim Martin. 
Prior to her election to the North Carolina Sen-
ate in 1994, she served as president of Maryland 
Community College from 1987 to 1994.

Foxx served 10 years in the North Carolina 
Senate before deciding to run for Congress. She 
sponsored a constitutional amendment to ban 
same-sex marriage and a bill to deny Social 
Security rights to illegal aliens. In 2004, when 
Congressman Richard Burr of the fifth district 
decided to run for the U.S. Senate, Foxx was 
one of the first candidates to join the race; she 
emerged victorious from one of the most expen-
sive and nastiest primary elections in North 
Carolina’s history. In September 2005, she was 
one of 11 members of Congress to vote against 
the $51 billion aid package to victims of Hur-
ricane Katrina.

Foxx is the third woman in North Carolina 
history to serve in the U.S. House. She has a 
very conservative voting record, supporting 
gun rights and staunchly opposing ABORTION 
rights. In the 109th Congress, Foxx served on 
the House Committee on Agriculture, the House 
Committee on Education and the Workforce, 
and the House Committee on Government 
Reform. She was reelected in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 
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—Angela Kouters
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Freedom of Access to Clinic Entrances Act 
(FACE) (1994) Congress passed the Freedom 
of Access to Clinic Entrances Act (FACE) in 1994 
as a response to increased violence against ABOR-
TION providers. Following the 1993 murder of Dr. 
David Gunn, a Pensacola, Florida, physician 
killed for having performed abortions within that 
community, as well as the 1994 murders of four 
other health care workers at abortion clinics 
throughout the United States, President Bill Clin-
ton signed and implemented the FACE Act in an 
attempt to eliminate what appeared to be a grow-
ing problem that the states had failed to address 
on their own. FACE made it a federal crime to 
engage in any activity or threatened activity that 
utilized force and was aimed at any abortion pro-
vider, with criminal and financial penalties 
implemented at the federal level. The act also 
prohibited physical vandalism to structures that 
provided abortion services. While FACE restricted 
the protest activities of abortion opponents, it did 
not prohibit those protests. Anti-choice activists 
may still protest in whatever fashion they choose 
as long as that protest does not impede the daily 
operations of the targeted clinic.

FACE attached both civil and criminal 
penalties to violations of the legislation, and 
it allowed states some latitude in implementa-
tion, such as the establishment of buffer zones 
around specific clinics. Opponents of FACE 
characterized the legislation as a violation of 
the First Amendment’s guarantee of freedom 
of speech, yet these charges were unfounded. 
FACE allowed for such legal forms of nonviolent 
protest as distributing literature to and shouting 
at persons entering the facilities.

See also RIGHT TO LIFE MOVEMENT.
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Freeman, Jo (Joreen Freeman) (1945– ) 
feminist scholar, teacher, author Jo Freeman was 
born on August 26, 1945, in Atlanta, Georgia, 
and raised in Los Angeles, California. After 
many years working in electoral politics as a 
youngster, she plunged into the student social 
movements while an undergraduate at the Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley. She was a member 
of many groups, including the Young Democrats, 
SLATE, the Berkeley Free Speech Movement 
(FSM), and the Bay Area civil rights movement.

Upon graduating from Berkeley in 1965, 
Freeman joined the field staff of the Southern 
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) in 
Atlanta, primarily doing voter registration. She 
spent a year in Alabama and several months 
in Mississippi. She was run out of Mississippi 
when the Jackson Daily News exposed her as a 
professional agitator, citing her participation in 
the FSM. Transferred to Chicago, she soon left 
the SCLC to work for the West Side TORCH, a 
community newspaper where she learned jour-
nalism and photography.

Freeman’s visibility increased sharply in the 
late 1960s when she became a feminist activ-
ist. With other Chicago women, she organized 
one of the first women’s liberation groups in 
autumn 1967. This became the mother group 
for many of the small women’s liberation groups 
that spread around the country. In spring 1968, 
Freeman started and served as editor for Voice 
of the Women’s Liberation Movement, the nascent 
movement’s first newsletter. She later helped 
to restart the Chicago chapter of the NATIONAL 
ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW).

Freeman received her Ph.D. in political sci-
ence from the University of Chicago in 1973. 
She became active in the NOW New York City 
chapter in 1974 after moving there for her first 
teaching job. She taught at the State University 
of New York for four years and spent two years 
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in Washington, D.C., first as a Brookings fellow 
and then as an American Political Science Asso-
ciation congressional fellow. She returned to 
New York to get her law degree from New York 
University School of Law in 1982 and practiced 
law in New York until retiring in 2001 in order 
to write full-time.

Freeman is best known for her prolific writ-
ing and editing, which has attracted worldwide 
attention. She authored two books on women 
and politics, both of which won political science 
prizes for scholarship. She wrote a third book 
on her experiences at Berkeley as an under-
graduate. The fifth edition of her introductory 
women’s studies textbook is still in print and a 
leading book in its field. Her popular essay “The 
Tyranny of Structurelessness,” which addresses 
the early women’s liberation movement, was 
translated into many languages and found an 
audience among people and groups far removed 
from FEMINISM. Her scholarly study “On the Ori-
gins of Social Movement,” is considered a clas-
sic. She has reported on feminist activities and 
issues of interest to women while covering the 
Democratic and Republican national nominat-
ing conventions every four years since 1976.

Further Reading
Freeman, Jo. At Berkeley in the Sixties: Education of an 

Activist, 1961–1965. Bloomington: Indiana Uni-
versity Press, 2004.

———. A Room at a Time: How Women Entered Party 
Politics. Lanham, Md.: Rowland and Littlefield, 
2000.

———. Women: A Feminist Perspective. Mountain 
View, Calif.: Mayfield Publishing Co., 1995.

—Maria Elena Raymond

French, Marilyn (1929– ) author Marilyn 
French was born in New York on November 21, 
1929. After receiving her B.A. from Hofstra Col-
lege, Long Island, in 1951, French married and 
became a suburban wife. By the early 1960s, 
however, she had divorced, and academic study 
drew her back. She resumed her education in 

English, first at Hofstra College (where she 
earned her M.A. in 1964) and then at Harvard 
University (receiving a Ph.D. in 1972). Her doc-
toral dissertation would become her first pub-
lished book: The Book as World: James Joyce’s 
Ulysses, published in 1976. That same year, she 
was appointed a fellow of Harvard in 1976. She 
also taught English at a number of colleges on 
the East Coast.

While French had become a “serious” writer 
during the 1950s and had already published one 
book of nonfiction, her most notorious and 
celebrated work would come a year later in the 
form of fiction. Her now-infamous The Women’s 
Room, published in 1977, became an almost 
instant success. Grounded in the ideology of the 
still-burgeoning feminist movement but written 
in accessible, engaging language, The Women’s 
Room describes the life of Mira, a housewife, 
and her journey of self-discovery, indepen-
dence, and fulfillment, finding all three without 
a man. Mira’s feminist tale was translated into 
more than 20 languages, became a best seller in 
both the United States and in Europe, and was 
adapted to a made-for-TV movie in 1980.

Giving up teaching for writing full-time 
and riding on the success of The Women’s 
Room, French published her second novel, The 
Bleeding Heart, in 1980. This book takes on 
marriage as a problematic institution in mod-
ern America. French’s selection of themes—the 
inequality of the sexes, the negative effects of 
patriarchal institutions, and hostility toward 
women—touched the minds and reflected the 
experiences of many women. These themes 
would permeate her works of nonfiction as well, 
particularly 1985’s Beyond Power: On Women, 
Men, and Morals, a controversial collection of 
historical essays on the treatment of women by 
men over centuries, and The War Against Women 
(1992). The War Against Women, a study of the 
patriarchal oppression that plagues American 
institutions and the women who occupy them, 
also speaks of a male-dominated world society, 
one that had responded to the feminist move-
ment with increased violence.
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In 1998, a piece of French’s own story was 
published. In A Season in Hell, French recounts 
her learning, at 61 years old, that she had cancer 
and that there was little hope for survival. Her 
story speaks of her illness, her negative experi-
ences of treatment by physicians, and of a battle 
she won despite the odds.

A writer, thinker, and cancer survivor, 
French has published books that have affected 
millions of women of her generation. Her writ-
ing continues to stir discussions and be read in 
women’s studies courses, remaining a solid part 
of the second-wave feminist canon. Still active 
as a writer, she published In the Name of Friend-
ship in 2006.

Further Reading
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Friedan, Betty (Bettye Naomi Goldstein) 
(1921–2005) author, feminist Betty Friedan was 
born Bettye Naomi Goldstein on February 4, 1921, 
in Peoria, Illinois. After graduating summa cum 
laude from Smith College in 1942, she received a 
prestigious fellowship to begin graduate studies in 
psychology at Berkeley, where she studied with the 
renowned psychologist Erik Erikson. Although 
she was offered a second and more prestigious fel-
lowship to continue her work, she turned it down 
because it threatened the boyfriend she was seeing 
at the time. She moved to New York’s Greenwich 
Village and worked for a labor newspaper. In 1947, 
she married Carl Friedan, with whom she had 
three children. (The marriage would end in divorce 
in 1969.) She worked as a freelance magazine 
writer and labor journalist as well as homemaker 
in the suburbs of New York City.

As her 15th college reunion approached, 
Betty Friedan sent questionnaires to 200 Smith 
classmates asking them about their experiences 
since graduation. Their responses, as well as 
those collected from graduates of Radcliffe and 
other colleges, along with scores of personal 
interviews, led Friedan to research and write her 
most famous book, the FEMININE MYSTIQUE (1963), 
a profoundly influential study of the dissatisfac-
tion that many middle-class suburban house-
wives felt. It begins: “Gradually, without seeing 
it clearly for quite a while, I came to realize that 
something is very wrong with the way Ameri-
can women are trying to live their lives today. I 
sensed it first as a question mark in my own life, 
as a wife and mother of three small children, 
half-guiltily, and therefore half-heartedly, almost 
in spite of myself, using my abilities and educa-
tion in work that took me away from home.” The 
book is credited with triggering the second wave 
of FEMINISM in the 1960s.

The Feminine Mystique made Friedan a 
nationally recognized figure, and she helped 
found the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN 
(NOW) in 1966, serving as NOW’s president 
from 1966 to 1970. In 1970, she led the Women’s 
Strike for Equality March in New York, on the 
50th anniversary of women’s SUFFRAGE. Carrying 
banners that read “Don’t Cook Dinner—Starve a 
Rat Tonight!” or “Don’t Iron While the Strike is 
Hot,” marchers drew attention to women’s unpaid 
household labor and continuing sex discrimina-
tion in the workplace. Focusing on individual 
rights and political equality for women, Friedan 
demanded enforcement of the provisions against 
sex discrimination contained in the EQUAL PAY 
ACT (1963) and the CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 
Friedan was a founder of two other influential 
women’s rights organizations: the National Abor-
tion and Reproductive Rights Action League 
(NARAL) in 1969 and the NATIONAL WOMEN’S 
POLITICAL CAUCUS in 1971. She was also the 
founder of The First Women’s Bank and Trust 
Company (1973), which is no longer in business.

Although she is generally celebrated as the 
mother of second-wave feminism, The Feminine 
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Mystique and Friedan’s activist agenda were not 
without critics. Many feminists criticized the 
book’s limited representation of women. The 
problems of suburban domesticity were born 
of economic prosperity, and the book does not 
address the issues faced by millions of poor, 
working-class women. The feminist Rosemarie 
Tong writes: “Friedan seemed oblivious to any 
other perspectives than those of white, middle-
class, heterosexual, educated women who found 
the traditional roles of wife and mother unsat-
isfying.” African-American activist bell hooks 
extends that criticism even farther, particularly 
in defining the agenda of second-wave feminism, 
in noting that Friedan “did not discuss who 
would be called in to take care of the children 
and maintain the home if more women like her-
self were freed from their house labor and given 
equal access with white men to the professions. 
She did not speak of the needs of women without 
men, without children, without homes.”

Indeed, Friedan split with NOW in 1970 
because she believed that the organization was 
devoting too many resources to lesbian issues. 
Her 1981 book The Second Stage warned the 
women’s movement against dissolving into fac-
tionalism and a preoccupation with sexual and 
identity politics. She believed that once the 
movement passed the initial phases, it should 
focus on working with men to remake private 
and public arrangements that work against full 
lives with children for both women and men. 
Friedan argued that a truly equitable marriage 
and family would require reorganizing many 
aspects of conventional middle-class life, from 
the greater use of flex time and job sharing, 
to company-sponsored day care, to new home 
designs to permit communal housekeeping and 
cooking arrangements. Some denounced her as 
reactionary, but almost two decades later, work-
ing women still struggle in a largely unrecon-
structed private sphere with little to no support 
from government or employers.

Friedan’s later work (The Fountain of Age, 
1993) studied the relationship between sex roles 
and the aging process. In her final book, Life So 
Far (2000), she accused her former husband of 
physically abusing her during their marriage. He 
repeatedly denied the accusations, claiming he 
was the victim of a “drive-by shooting by a reck-
less driver savagely aiming at the whole male gen-
der.” Through more than five decades of activism, 
Friedan showed the ability not only to formulate 
feminist theory but also to develop her think-
ing in response to social and cultural change. 
This has made her one of the most significant 
political and intellectual leaders in 20th-century 
feminism. Betty Friedan died of congestive heart 
failure on February 4, 2006, her 85th birthday.

Further Reading
Friedan, Betty. Life So Far. New York: Simon & Schus-

ter, 2000.
Hennessee, Judith. Betty Friedan: Her Life. New York: 

Random House, 1999.
hooks, bell. Feminist Theory: From Margin to Center. 

Cambridge, Mass.: South End Press, 2000.

Betty Friedan, 1960 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Horowitz, Daniel. Betty Friedan and the Making of the 
Feminine Mystique: The American Left, The Cold 
War, and Modern Feminism. Amherst: University 
of Massachusetts Press, 1998.

Tong, Rosemarie. Feminist Thought. Boulder, Colo.: 
Westview Press, 1998.

—Laura Prieto

Frontiero v. Richardson (411 U.S. 677) 
(1973) In order to increase participation in the 
armed services, Congress passed laws granting 
servicemen similar employment benefits to 
those offered by civilian employers. Married 
service personnel could apply for extra housing 
allowance and comprehensive medical and den-
tal benefits for their dependents. It was assumed 
that the male serviceman was “head of house-
hold,” and no showing had to be made of true 

dependency of the wife and children. Female 
service persons, however, had to prove that their 
husband and children were, in fact, dependents. 
Sharon Frontiero, a female lieutenant in the air 
force, applied for benefits for her husband, a 
student attending college on Veterans Adminis-
tration (VA) benefits. It was determined that he 
was not a dependent because his VA benefits 
covered over 50 percent of his expenses. Fron-
tiero sued, and the Supreme Court agreed with 
her that she should be treated as a “serviceman” 
and that gender was not an appropriate reason 
to discriminate in benefits.

Further Reading
Hoff, Joan. Law, Gender, and Injustice: A Legal History 

of U.S. Women. New York: New York University 
Press, 1991.

—Marsha Hass
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Gage, Matilda Joslyn (1826–1898) suffragist, 
activist, lecturer This suffragist, historian of 
women, author, lecturer, women’s rights activist 
and theorist, advocate for civil rights, and aboli-
tionist was born in Cicero, New York, an eastern 
suburb of Syracuse, on March 24, 1826. The 
daughter of Dr. Hezekiah Joslyn, she was raised 
in an abolitionist home that was a station on the 
underground railroad and was taught multiple 
languages. She married Henry Gage, a mer-
chant, in 1845. They had five children.

Matilda Gage made her first public speech at 
the third national Women’s Rights Convention 
in Syracuse in 1852, and rapidly became a leader 
in the women’s rights movement. Throughout 
her career, Gage was among the more radical 
leaders of the movement, and, like ELIZABETH 
CADY STANTON, she focused particularly on the 
role of social and religious institutions as well 
as civil concerns. Her writing focused on signifi-
cant accomplishments of women in invention, in 
military affairs, and in history. Gage coauthored 
the first three volumes of History of Woman Suf-
frage with Stanton and SUSAN B. ANTHONY. She 
also worked with Stanton on The Woman’s Bible, 
and in 1893 she published Woman, Church and 
State, her most widely known solo publication. 

In 1879, Gage’s newspaper, The National Citizen 
and Ballot Box, published the early sections of A 
History of Woman Suffrage, including Stanton’s 
account of the 1848 SENECA FALLS CONVENTION. 
The newspaper was used prior to printing in 
book form in order to provide an opportunity 
for comment.

As the country moved toward the right in 
the late 1880s, carried along by a conservative 
religious movement that had as its goal the cre-
ation of a Christian state, Gage decided it was 
time to launch a full-scale attack on the “bulwark 
of woman’s slavery”—the church. Believing that 
the danger to religious liberty and a secular state 
was immediate, Gage and Stanton began talking 
of the need for a feminist anti-church organiza-
tion. Anthony, in the meantime, was increasingly 
moving toward a single-minded focus on the 
vote. When Anthony led her followers in merging 
the two existing SUFFRAGE organizations, thereby 
bringing in the conservative WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN 
TEMPERANCE UNION forces, Gage left the suffrage 
movement and formed the anti-Church group 
she had been considering, the Woman’s National 
Liberal Union. This organization was viewed 
as one of the most radical in the country, and 
Gage’s mail was intercepted by the government. 

G
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Stanton, meanwhile chose to become president of 
Anthony’s combined NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION rather than join Gage’s 
group. Anthony denounced Gage’s “secession” 
(as she called it) from the suffrage ranks, and 
Gage spent her last eight years estranged from 
most of her movement allies and friends of the 
previous 40 years. Estrangement was not the only 
price Gage paid for her uncompromising radical 
vision. Anthony and Stanton became the icons of 
the suffrage movement, and Gage’s contributions 
were largely overlooked. She died in Chicago on 
March 24, 1898, and was buried in the cemetery 
at Fayetteville, New York, where she had lived 
most of her life.

Further Reading
Gage, Matilda Joslyn. Woman, Church and State: A His-

torical Account of the Status of Women through the 
Christian Ages. Watertown, Mass.: Persephone, 
1980.

Wagner, Sally Roesch. A Time of Protest: Suffragists 
Challenge the Republic 1870–1877. Aberdeen: Sky 
Carrier Press, 1996.

———. Matilda Joslyn Gage: She Who Holds the Sky. 
Aberdeen: Sky Carrier Press, 1998.

—Paula Casey

gag rule The gag rule is connected to the 
ABORTION debate in American politics. It is a tool 
employed by antiabortion forces to peel away at 
the ROE V. WADE case legalizing abortion in the 
United States. The gag rule has its historical 
precedent in the 1834 U.S. Congress in which 
proslavery factions in the House of Representa-
tives effectively utilized parliamentary mecha-
nisms to postpone or shorten discussion by 
abolitionist forces. In the 1980s, the antiabor-
tion forces adopted this little-known technical 
parliamentary device in an attempt to silence 
abortion rights advocates. Antiabortion forces 
employed the services of their surrogates and 
supporters in the legislative, judicial, and execu-
tive branches to restrict abortion services by 
denying public funding.

Antiabortion forces began their attack on 
abortion rights with the HYDE AMENDMENT pro-
hibiting the use of Medicaid to fund abortions 
except in a case where a women’s health was at 
risk. This law disproportionately affected poor 
women and women of color who lacked finan-
cial resources to gain access to an abortion. In 
1991, antiabortion forces scored another major 
success with the Supreme Court ruling in RUST 
V. SULLIVAN that the federal government had the 
right to suspend funding to clinics where abor-
tion counseling is provided.

Many reproductive rights activists perceived 
the government’s argument as one that imposed 
a “gag rule” because it restricted professional 
health care providers from engaging in free 
speech. Doctors argued that this law, which was 
implemented by Congress, impinged on doctor-
patient relations. In 1993, the law was finally 
rescinded under the tenure of pro-choice Demo-
cratic president Bill Clinton. The Senate Labor 
and Human Resources Committee lifted the gag 
rule banning abortion counseling in federally 
funded clinics.

Antiabortion activists not satisfied with 
limiting the gag rule to the domestic arena 
began campaigning to export antiabortion ideol-
ogy overseas. Beginning in 1984, the global gag 
rule was introduced in Mexico City by the Rea-
gan administration and continued unchanged 
during the George H. W. Bush tenure. The 
Mexico City policy denies U.S. funding to any 
nongovernmental organization that engages in 
abortion-related activities internationally. Abor-
tion-related activities are classified as providing 
counseling, lobbying, or clinical services.

Within two days of taking office in 1993, 
President Clinton rescinded the Mexico City 
policy. However, Clinton agreed to continue the 
provision that restricted U.S. Agency for Interna-
tional Development monies from going toward 
abortion-related services. In 1999, Clinton struck 
a compromise with the Republican-dominated 
Congress and agreed to reinstate a limited gag rule 
for one year. This one-year installment prohibited 
providers of abortion-related services from using 
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any other funds they receive for those services, 
and they must certify that they are complying. 
A waiver was included that allowed groups who 
refused to certify to continue receiving some U.S. 
funds as long as they are not used for abortion-
related services. In 2001, the pendulum swung 
once again in favor of the antiabortion forces. On 
his first full day in office, President George W. 
Bush reinstated the Mexico City policy.

See also RIGHT TO LIFE MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Cohen, Susan A. “Global Gag Rule: Exporting Anti-

abortion Ideology at the Expense of America 
Values.” The Guttmacher Report: On Public Policy 
4, no. 3 (2001): 1–3.

Gorney, Cynthia. Articles of Faith: A Frontline His-
tory of the Abortion Wars. New York: Simon and 
Schuster, 2000.

—Hollis France

Garfield, Lucretia (Lucretia Rudolph Gar-
field) (1832–1918) first lady Lucretia (Crete) 
Rudolph was born on April 19, 1832, in Gar-
rettsville, Ohio, to Zebulon and Arabella Mason 
Rudolph. Sickly as a child, she was an avid 
reader. In 1850, she entered Western Reserve 
Eclectic Institute, and she pursued a career in 
teaching upon graduation.

Crete met James A. Garfield as a fellow stu-
dent at the Eclectic Institute and corresponded 
during the years he was away at Williams 
College. Their courtship was happiest when 
restricted to letters; in person they often quar-
reled, and throughout their engagement James 
pursued other women (a practice that would 
continue well into their marriage). Even so, they 
were married on November 11, 1858. In 1859, 
James was elected to the Ohio Senate, but the 
onset of the Civil War called him into service for 
the Union. He was an effective military leader 
and rose through the ranks. The Garfields’ first 
child, Eliza, was born on July 3, 1860. In 1862, 
an illness required James to return to Ohio to 
recuperate. The birth of their second child in 

October 1863, Harry Augustus, was followed by 
Eliza’s death from diphtheria three months later. 
In all, the Garfields had seven children, five of 
whom survived infancy.

James Garfield was elected to the U.S. 
House of Representatives in 1863 and quickly 
rose through the Republican leadership ranks. 
Crete did not accompany him to Washing-
ton, but in 1864 James confessed that he had 
fallen in love with Lucia Gilbert Calhoun. 
Crete forgave the affair, and James promised 
to stop seeing Mrs. Calhoun. Thereafter, Crete 
accompanied James to Washington during the 
congressional session. They built a house in 
Washington in 1870 so that the family could 
be together both in Washington and in Ohio. 
Most of Crete Garfield’s attention was devoted 
to her children and domestic duties. Although 
she argued that women should content them-
selves with performing their domestic duties 
well, she resented that domesticity was an end 
in itself for women. An educated woman, she 
wrote, “To be half civilized with some aspira-
tions for enlightenment, and obliged to spend 
the largest part of the time the victim of young 
barbarians keeps one in a perpetual ferment.” 
Nevertheless, she did not support women’s SUF-
FRAGE, arguing ironically that it would disturb 
domestic peace.

James Garfield ran for and won the presi-
dency in 1880. Lucretia understood her husband’s 
election as bringing “a terrible responsibility . . . 
to him and to me,” and she undertook her duties 
as first lady with great dignity and a sense of 
purpose. She was unaccustomed to entertaining 
on such a grand scale, and so she sought advice 
from wives of her husband’s cabinet officers 
who were more familiar with Washington’s 
social expectations. Only three months after 
moving into the White House, Crete fell ill with 
malaria. James stayed by her side until she was 
well enough to move to New Jersey to fully recu-
perate away from the swamps of Washington. 
On July 2, 1881, a disappointed petitioner for 
a patronage job shot President Garfield. Crete 
returned to the White House immediately, only 
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to watch him suffer and die of an incurable 
infection on September 18, 1881.

Upon her departure from the White House, 
Crete Garfield received $360,000 raised by pub-
lic subscription, a $50,000 grant from Congress, 
and a $5,000 annual widow’s pension. She sur-
vived her husband by some 37 years, spending 
most of her retirement out of the public eye with 
her children and grandchildren. She died of 
pneumonia in California on March 13, 1918.

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Peskin, Allen. Garfield. Kent, Ohio: Kent State Univer-
sity Press, 1998.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Lucretia 
Rudolph Garfield.” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 
133–138.

Geduldig v. Aiello (417 U.S. 484) (1974)  
The issue in this case was whether the Califor-
nia Disability Insurance Fund discriminated 
against females due to a lack of pregnancy cov-
erage under most circumstances. The Supreme 
Court found that it did not. This case preceded 
the GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY V. GILBERT (1976) 
case that served as the basis for Congress’s pas-
sage of the PREGNANCY DISCRIMINATION ACT in 
1978. This is the first important case in a group 
of cases asserting gender discrimination in 
pregnancy, disability, or benefit coverage.

—Marsha Hass

gender gap The gender gap references any 
differences between men and women in a vari-
ety of settings, from television viewing habits to 
college attendance. In political science, it is most 
often referred to as the difference between men 
and women with regard to voting behavior—
both in terms of turnout and preferences. 

Although women had once voted at lower rates 
than their male counterparts, women now out-
number men at the polls. A partisan gender gap 
was first noticed in the 1980 presidential elec-
tion. Men gave 53 percent of their vote to Ronald 
Reagan, compared to only 47 percent of women, 
creating a six-point gender gap. In 1996, this gap 
increased to 11 points when 54 percent of 
women voted for Bill Clinton, while only 43 per-
cent of men did so. This gap is also present in 
races for lower level offices; gaps of at least four 
percentage points were found in 1996 in six of 
11 gubernatorial contests and 28 of 34 senato-
rial elections. In all but one of these elections, 
women favored Democrats over Republicans. 
The gap is politically very meaningful: In eight 
Senate races in 1996, women handed Democrats 
their victory. The gender gap remained large in 
2000, but even with 54 percent of women voting 
for Al Gore in 2000, the 11-point gap failed to 
materialize in a win for this Democratic 
candidate.

According to many pollsters and scholars, 
the gender gap emerges from different issue con-
cerns on the part of women and men, and from 
the assumption that Democratic candidates 
pay more attention to “women’s issues” than 
do Republican candidates. It often follows that 
women care more about “caregiving” issues, 
such as health care and education, while men 
concern themselves with taxes, the economy, 
and international issues.

Some scholars criticize this approach to 
the gender gap because it describes women as if 
they were one unified bloc when in reality the 
gender gap is driven by certain types of women. 
For example, when breaking down women by 
race in the 1996 election, although 54 percent 
of women supported Clinton, only 48 percent of 
white women supported him. Similarly, between 
1992 and 1996, Clinton was able to increase his 
support among less-educated women at higher 
rates than women with college degrees. Even 
so, in the current political climate, college-edu-
cated women remain a substantial voting bloc 
for Democrats.
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Further Reading
Kahn, Kim Fridkin. The Political Consequences of Being 

a Woman. New York: Columbia University Press, 
1996.

Mueller, Carol. The Politics of the Gender Gap. New-
bury Park, Calif.: Sage Publications, 1998.

Tolleson-Rinehart, Sue, and Jyl Josephson, eds. Gender 
and American Politics. Armonk, N.Y.: M.E. Sharpe, 
2000.

—J. Celeste Lay

gender stereotypes Gender refers to the attri-
butes, behaviors, personality characteristics, and 
expectations associated with a person’s biological 
sex within a given culture. While sex is biologi-
cally determined, gender is socially constructed 
and varies by time and place. Gender stereotypes 
occur when one applies generic attributes, opin-
ions, or roles to either gender without consider-
ing the individual or the context. Gender 
stereotypes lead to assumptions about what men 
and women are supposed to do, and they have 
proven detrimental to both sexes in achieving 
full integration into all aspects of society. Gender 
stereotypes are evident in the way we dress, the 
toys we assign as appropriate for boys and girls, 
the jobs that guidance counselors may point 
young men and women toward, media images of 
women and men, and the ways families operate 
and assign authority.

The problem with gender stereotyping 
arises when a person or group of people do not 
conform to social expectations associated with 
their gender. Women faced this limitation when 
they began to lobby for SUFFRAGE and other 
rights associated with the public sphere. The 
U.S. Supreme Court relied on gender stereotypes 
consistent with women’s place in the private 
sphere in a number of cases, including MULLER 
V. OREGON and BRADWELL V. ILLINIOS. For the most 
part, the Court’s opinions today require that 
employers, educational institutions, and others 
evaluate individual attributes rather than rely 
on social and gender stereotypes of a group. 
Stereotypes are notoriously inaccurate for most 

members of the group. As a result of research in 
psychology, biology, child development, sociol-
ogy, and political science (and other disciplines 
as well), there are many books and articles that 
focus on dispelling gender stereotypes and bias 
in children.

See also SEPARATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY.

Further Reading
Basow, Susan. Gender Stereotypes: Traditions and Alter-

natives. Monterey, Calif.: Brooks/Cole Publishing, 
1986.

Crawford, Susan Hoy. Beyond Dolls and Guns: 101 
Ways to Help Children Avoid Gender Bias. Ports-
mouth, N.H.: Heinemann Press, 1995.

General Electric Company v. Gilbert (429 
U.S. 125) (1976) This very important case was 
the basis for the PREGNANCY DISCRIMINATION ACT 
passed by Congress in 1978. General Electric 
(GE) provided its employees with coverage for 
nonoccupational sickness and accidents. Preg-
nancy was specifically not covered. The Supreme 
Court found that excluding pregnancy coverage 
was not gender discrimination since both men 
and women were treated the same under the pol-
icy. The Court found that GE’s plan was insur-
ance coverage with certain risks covered, while 
others were not, and thus there was no gender 
discrimination. While the Court noted that only 
women could get pregnant, it was unwilling to 
consider exclusion of pregnancy coverage dis-
crimination under TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS 
ACT OF 1964. Congress responded with new legis-
lation, essentially adding pregnancy to Title VII.

Further Reading
Kirp, David L., et al. Gender Justice. Chicago: Univer-

sity of Chicago Press, 1986.
Mezey, Susan Gluck. Elusive Equality: Women’s Rights, 

Public Policy, and the Law. Boulder, Colo.: Lynne 
Rienner, 2003.

Wisensale, Steven K. Family Leave Policy: The Political 
Economy of Work and Family in America. London: 
M.E. Sharpe, 2001.

—Marsha Hass
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General Federation of Women’s Clubs 
(GFWC) The General Federation of Women’s 
Clubs (GFWC), founded in 1890 at the apex of 
the woman’s club movement that began shortly 
after the Civil War, was the first national wom-
en’s voluntary association in the United States. 
Although the GFWC endorsed policy resolutions 
throughout its history, including advocacy of 
social reforms during the progressive era and 
early support for the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT, 
voluntary service and charitable giving in local 
communities has remained the group’s primary 
mission over its long history. Consequently, the 
GFWC’s membership was comprised of white, 
middle-class women who did not work outside of 
the home well into the 20th century. Wide-rang-
ing national program goals related to improving 
the lives of women and children and the promise 
of local autonomy enabled the GFWC to attract 
millions of women into club work from the bur-
geoning suburbs after World War II; the GFWC 
claimed to represent 11 million women in the 
1950s. The contemporary GFWC supports over 
150,000 projects in local communities and has 
raised millions of dollars for local charities.

Further Reading
Blair, Karen J. The Clubwoman as Feminist: True Wom-

anhood Redefined, 1868–1914. New York: Holmes 
and Meier Publishers, 1980.

Scott, Anne Firor. Natural Allies: Women’s Associations 
in U.S. History. Urbana: University of Illinois 
Press, 1992.

—Kathleen Laughlin

Gilbreth, Lillian (Lillien Moller Gilbreth) 
(1878–1972) psychologist, engineer, author Best 
known as the mother of the 12 children immor-
talized in the novel Cheaper by the Dozen, Lillian 
Moller Gilbreth was also an innovative engineer 
who used the newly emerging field of time 
motion study to analyze the actions of workers 
both in factories and in the home.

Born on May 24, 1878, into an upper-mid-
dle-class family in Oakland, California, Lillian 

Evelyn Moller pursued a college degree at the 
University of California at Berkeley over her 
father’s objections that such an education was 
not necessary for a woman who would simply 
need to know how to run a household. Moller 
ultimately graduated with both a B.A. and an 
M.A. in literature (and spoke at her own gradu-
ation, becoming the first woman to do so in the 
University of California system). She met her 
husband, Frank Gilbreth, while in Boston prior 
to leaving for a trip to Europe. Her marriage to 
Gilbreth in 1904 provided Moller with her life’s 
work, for Frank Gilbreth was at the beginning of 
a lifelong fascination with efficiency, time man-
agement, and the improvement of how workers 
do their work.

Lillian Gilbreth earned a Ph.D. in psychol-
ogy at Brown University in 1915. The Gilbreths 
worked together, under the auspices of their 
company, Gilbreth, Inc., to improve the effi-
ciency of workers by engaging in time-motion 
studies where the actions of workers doing their 
jobs would be analyzed and then broken down 
into the most efficient series of motions. Lillian 
Gilbreth drew on her background in psychology 
to further study the effect time management had 
on workers, focusing particularly on stress and 
sleep deprivation.

After her husband’s death in 1924, Gilbreth 
continued to work toward greater workplace 
and household efficiency. She was the first 
female member of the American Society of 
Mechanical Engineers and the first female pro-
fessor at Purdue University. Gilbreth recognized 
that the work women did in their homes was 
also deserving of study and innovative technolo-
gies. She wrote two books in the 1920s focused 
on women: The Homemaker and her Job and Liv-
ing with Our Children. Both books argued that 
women must acknowledge the value of the work 
they do in the home and that the best way to 
raise healthy, happy children is to create an effi-
cient home where women are freed to consider 
their own happiness, as well as the happiness of 
children and husbands.
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In her later life, Gilbreth helped General 
Electric design more efficient household appli-
ances. She also worked to design kitchens that 
could be used by the physically challenged. 
She patented a number of household inven-
tions, including the foot-pedal trashcan. During 
the Great Depression, after President Herbert 
Hoover asked her to join the Emergency Com-
mittee for Unemployment, Gilbreth started a 
program called Share the Work. During World 
War II, she consulted with munitions factories 
about their management practices. In 1966, she 
received the Hoover Medal from the American 
Society of Civil Engineers and was the first 
woman elected to the National Academy of 
Engineering. She was honored with multiple 
honorary degrees, and she worked well into her 
80s. She died on January 2, 1972, in Phoenix, 
Arizona.

Further Reading
Lancaster, Jane. Making Time: Lillian Moller Gilbreth, A 

Life Beyond Cheaper by the Dozen. Boston: North-
eastern University Press, 2004.

Gilbreth, Lillian. As I Remember: An Autobiography of 
Lillian Moller Gilbreth. Norcross, Ga.: Engineer-
ing and Management Press, 1998.

—Claire Curtis

Gilligan, Carol (1936– ) psychologist Carol 
Gilligan was born on November 28, 1936, in 
New York City. She graduated with honors from 
Swarthmore College in 1958, received a master’s 
degree in clinical psychology from Radcliffe Uni-
versity in 1960, and earned her doctorate in 
social psychology from Harvard University in 
1964.

Gilligan is best known for her research on 
the moral development of adolescent girls. In 
the 1970s, she worked closely with Lawrence 
Kohlberg, known for his research on moral 
development and his stage theory of moral 
development, justice, and rights. Gilligan’s work 
challenges the generalizations of Kohlberg’s 
theory as applied to women. Kohlberg’s stage 

theory of moral development privileges the male 
view of individual rights and rules over women’s 
point of view of development in terms of its 
caring effect on human relationships. Gilligan 
developed a new psychology for women based 
on rethinking the meaning of self and selfish-
ness. She asked four questions about women’s 
voices: Who is speaking, in what body, telling 
what story, and in what cultural framework is 
the story presented? Her theory was published 
in 1982 in her most famous book, In a Different 
Voice: Psychological Theory and Women’s Devel-
opment. Her work spawned the development of 
“difference feminism.” Gilligan asserted that 
women have differing moral and psychological 
tendencies than men. According to Gilligan, 
men think in terms of rules and justice, and 
women are more inclined to think in terms of 
caring and relationships.

There have been many critics of Gilligan’s 
work, but Christine Hoff Sommers has directly 
challenged its content and the legitimacy, saying 
that Gilligan has failed to produce the data for 
her research. Sommers condemns the fact that 
Gilligan used anecdotal evidence, that research-
ers have not been able to duplicate her work, and 
that the samples used were too small. Sommers 
also thinks the field of gender studies needs 
to be put to the test of people from fields such 
as neuroscience or evolutionary psychology, 
rather than from the area of education, and feels 
strongly that promoting an antimale agenda 
hurts both males and females. The debate moved 
into the mainstream in a widely read exchange 
in The Atlantic Monthly in 2000.

Since 1997, Gilligan has been on the fac-
ulty at Harvard University, where she contin-
ues her research on gender, development, and 
education.

Further Reading
Gilligan, Carol. In a Different Voice: Psychological The-

ory and Women’s Development. Cambridge, Mass.: 
Harvard University Press, 1982.

Sommers, Christine Hoff. The War Against Boys: How 
Misguided Feminism Is Harming Our Young Men. 
New York: Simon and Schuster, 2001.
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Gilman, Charlotte Perkins (Charlotte 
Anna Perkins Stetson Gilman) (1860–1935)  
feminist, political writer Born on July 3, 1860, 
in Hartford, Connecticut, the grandniece of 
HARRIET BEECHER STOWE, Charlotte Anna Per-
kins was raised in poverty after her father left 
her mother in Charlotte’s early childhood. She 
only received four years of formal education, 
yet she still attended the Rhode Island School 
of Design, financing her tuition by selling 
watercolors and prints. Though initially deter-
mined not to marry in order to fulfill her ambi-
tion for a career to help change the status of 
women, she wed Charles Stetson in 1884 and 
gave birth to her only child, Katherine, that 
same year. After the birth of her daughter, Gil-
man suffered from depression that was treated 
with a rest cure rather than physical or intel-
lectual engagement. After the failure of this 
cure, Charlotte left her husband and moved to 
California in 1888; after Stetson remarried, she 
sent Katherine to live with him. It was her 
experience with the conflict between mother-
hood and the pursuit of a career (particularly a 
career that emphasized the independence of 
women) that influenced many of Charlotte 
Gilman’s later writings.

Gilman’s most famous works were the short 
story The Yellow Wallpaper (1890), a fictionalized 
account of a woman suffering through a rest 
cure similar to Gilman’s own, and the nonfiction 
Women in Economics (1898), which argued that 
political and social independence for women 
was contingent on their ability to be financially 
independent. Without that financial indepen-
dence, she argued, women would remain in a 
socially produced inferior position. Gilman met 
JANE ADDAMS in 1895 and lived in HULL-HOUSE for 
a few months. In 1900, she married her cousin, 
George Houghton Gilman, who was supportive 
of her career. In 1909, she began publishing the 
progressive journal The Forerunner. It was in this 
journal that Gilman’s utopian work Herland was 
first published. Herland (1915) describes a coun-
try of only women visited by three American 
men. It is a society based on motherhood, egali-

tarianism, self-sufficiency and the pursuit of 
one’s talents. Herland was followed by With Her 
in Ourland (1916), recounting the trip of one of 
the Herland women into Europe and the United 
States of the First World War years.

Gilman’s major achievement was to chal-
lenge traditional notions of what it means to be a 
woman and to advocate that changing the condi-
tions under which women live (subordination) 
would change the world for the better by liber-
ating women. As did some other early women’s 
rights activists, Gilman supported racist and 
nativist ideas. However, her overall philosophi-
cal outlook, that there were no innate differences 
between men and women, could be applied to all 
humans. She died on August 17, 1935.

Further Reading
Gilman, Charlotte Perkins. The Living of Charlotte 

Perkins Gilman: An Autobiography. Madison: Uni-
versity of Wisconsin Press, 1991.

Hill, Mary A. Charlotte Perkins Gilman: The Making 
of a Radical Feminist, 1860–1896. Philadelphia: 
Temple University Press, 1980.

Charlotte Gilman, ca. 1900 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)

Gilman, Charlotte Perkins  209 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   209 11/29/07   12:37:37 PM



Lane, Ann J. To Herland and Beyond: The Life and Works 
of Charlotte Perkins Gilman. Charlottesville: Uni-
versity Press of Virginia, 1997.

Rudd, Jill, and Val Gough, eds. Charlotte Perkins Gil-
man: An Optimist Reformer. Iowa City: University 
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—Claire Curtis

Ginsburg, Ruth Bader (1933– ) Supreme 
Court justice Joan Ruth Bader was born in 
Brooklyn, New York, on March 15, 1933. Her 
parents, Nathan Bader and Celia Amster Bader, 
were both children of Jewish immigrants. When 
Ruth was one year old, her older sister Marilyn 
died of meningitis. Nathan Bader worked as a 
furrier and clothier, at times owning his own 
small shop. Nathan and Celia stressed hard 
work and the importance of education in raising 
Ruth. Celia was from a family who had sub-
scribed to the view that college was only for 
boys; when she graduated from high school, she 
worked to put her brother through Cornell Uni-
versity and then, as expected, married and 
began her family. She was, however, determined 
that Ruth would set high goals for herself, pur-
sue her ambitions, and have the education and 
career Celia could not have herself.

Ruth Bader attended public schools in 
Brooklyn and received a number of awards for 
outstanding achievement. While she was in 
high school, her mother was diagnosed with 
cervical cancer and died the day before Ruth’s 
graduation. In September 1950, Ruth enrolled 
at Cornell University. During the first semester 
of her freshman year, she met Martin Ginsburg, 
a sophomore; a year later, they announced their 
engagement. As they planned for a life together, 
they both decided to enter the field of law. While 
Ruth completed her senior year, Martin was 
enrolled at Harvard Law School. Ruth graduated 
summa cum laude from Cornell in 1954, first in 
her class and with high honors in government 
and distinction in all subjects. She was elected 
to Phi Beta Kappa and Phi Kappa Phi. Soon after 
her graduation, She and Martin were married. 

Their plans to continue together at Harvard 
were interrupted when Martin was drafted into 
the U.S. Army. The couple spent two years in 
Lawton, Oklahoma, where Martin was stationed 
at Fort Sill. Ruth worked at the local Social 
Security office; when she became pregnant, she 
was demoted to a less prominent (and less vis-
ible) position. Jane Ginsburg was born on July 
21, 1955.

In autumn 1956, Martin returned to law 
classes at Harvard, where Ruth also enrolled; 
she was one of nine women in a class of over 
500 students. At the start of the year, the dean 
of Harvard Law School, Erwin N. Griswold, held 
a dinner party at his home. He invited all of the 
entering female students and a number of the 
faculty, asking each woman in turn to justify 
why she had taken a seat that might otherwise 
have gone to a qualified male applicant. The 
women suffered other indignities as well—for 
example, they were not permitted in the peri-
odicals room at the Harvard Law Library. By the 
conclusion of her second year, Ruth was ranked 
in the top 10 students in her class and she made 
the law review. During this year, Martin was 
diagnosed with testicular cancer, but neither 
withdrew from law school. Ruth hand-copied 
the notes taken by other students in Martin’s 
classes so that he could continue to study and 
graduate with his class. Upon receiving his law 
degree in 1958, Martin accepted a job with a 
prestigious New York City law firm, and as a 
result Ruth transferred to Columbia Law School, 
where she was one of 12 female students.

In 1959, Ruth Bader Ginsburg graduated 
from Columbia, tied for first place in her gradu-
ating class, having again made law review. She 
was admitted to the New York bar (1959); how-
ever, not a single law firm in New York would 
hire her. While her gender served as one strike 
against Ginsburg, the fact that there were vir-
tually no Jewish lawyers at that time became 
strike two. Her determination to overcome 
both obstacles, however, eventually landed her 
a position as a law clerk for Judge Edmund L. 
Palmieri at the United States District Court for 
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the Southern District of New York. After two 
years, she took a position with the Columbia 
Law School Project on International Procedure, 
which allowed her to study the judicial sys-
tem of Sweden in 1962. While she was at the 
University of Lund, she became aware of the 
ongoing dialogue about sex roles and the debate 
over how best to accomplish gender equality. 
In 1963, she became an assistant professor at 
Rutgers School of Law, the second woman in the 
institution’s history. In 1965, when she became 
pregnant again, she resolved to say nothing to 
her colleagues, fearing a similar demotion as 
during her first pregnancy. She gave birth to 
James Thomas Ginsburg on September 8, 1965, 
and returned to the classroom in time for the 
start of the fall semester. In her five years at 
Rutgers, Ruth Ginsburg produced four books 
and eight articles. Most of her work concerned 
the Swedish legal system or comparative law. In 
1969, she was awarded an honorary doctorate of 
law by the University of Lund for her significant 
contributions to the study of Swedish law. In 
that same year, Ginsburg was promoted to pro-
fessor and granted tenure at Rutgers.

In autumn 1968, a group of female law 
students approached Ginsburg and asked her to 
teach a seminar on women and the law. Gins-
burg agreed and then confined herself to the 
library, where she read every article and case on 
the subject. She was both amazed and outraged 
at how little scholarship on women and the law 
had been written. Thus began the next phase of 
her career, devoted to social activism in pursuit 
of equality for women and men under the law. 
Ginsburg attributes her conversion to femi-
nism to Simone de Beauvoir’s The Second Sex, 
published in 1949. The timing of her feminist 
awakening coincided with major advances in 
women’s equality under federal statute includ-
ing adoption of the EQUAL PAY ACT of 1963 and 
TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 
Ginsburg took up the challenge of taking such 
laws and making them real for women through 
enforcement in the courts. By 1969, the legal sta-
tus of women had become the primary focus of 

Ginsburg’s academic career. She helped women 
law students create a new journal, the Women’s 
Rights Law Journal, and helped to organize one 
of the first academic conferences on women and 
the law held in 1970.

Ginsburg’s career highlights include assist-
ing the New Jersey affiliate of the American 
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) in litigating sex 
discrimination cases. Her association with the 
ACLU led to her involvement in the case of REED 
V. REED (1971). The case involved an Idaho law 
that stated, “Where there are several persons 
equally entitled to administer the estate of a 
person dying intestate, males must be preferred 
to females.” Sally Reed had applied to be the 
administrator of her late son’s estate, but was 
rejected because of this law. Reed sued, argu-
ing that the law violated the equal-protection 
clause of the Fourteenth Amendment and was 
therefore unconstitutional. The Idaho Supreme 
Court found the law constitutional, setting up 
an appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court. Ginsburg 
was added to the team of ACLU lawyers work-
ing on the case, and she became the principal 
author of the amicus curiae brief. The brief 
argued that under the equal-protection clause of 
the Fourteenth Amendment, all classifications 
by sex were “suspect” and should be subject to 
the same “strict scrutiny” that courts gave to 
classifications based on race. Under this reason-
ing, classifications based on sex could only be 
valid if they were found necessary to promote a 
“compelling state interest.” Sex discrimination 
cases were being decided using the “rational 
basis” test. Under this line of reasoning, laws 
and practices that treat men and women differ-
ently would be upheld unless they were found to 
be “wholly irrational or arbitrary.”

Ginsburg’s ACLU brief, referred to as the 
“grandmother brief” because so many of its 
arguments were repeated in subsequent sex 
discrimination cases, argued that it was no 
longer credible to assume that women as a class 
were necessarily less able than men to perform 
any number of duties. Any automatic prefer-
ence of men to women where the preference 
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was totally unrelated to the task, she argued, 
was a violation of “the equal protection of the 
laws.” On November 21, 1971, the U.S. Supreme 
Court ruled in favor of Sally Reed and declared 
the Idaho statute unconstitutional. Although 
the court did not aopt “strict scrutiny” as the 
standard in sex discrimination cases, it did 
announce that all statutes that classify by sex 
were to be “subject to scrutiny.”

Even while the Reed decision was pending 
with the Court, the ACLU organized a perma-
nent project dedicated to women’s rights. The 
ACLU Women’s Rights Project was founded in 
1972, and Ruth Bader Ginsburg and Barbara 
Feigen-Fasuteau were selected as codirectors. 
The goal of the organization was to establish 
precedent on the basis of carefully chosen litiga-
tion in order to end discrimination on the basis 
of sex and eradicate sex stereotypes that lim-
ited women’s opportunities. Key to Ginsburg’s 
strategy was the concept of gender equality as 
including both men and women. Nearly two out 
of every three cases the Women’s Rights Project 
pursued had a male as a plaintiff.

In 1972, Ginsburg became the first female 
full professor at Columbia University School 
of Law and the first woman ever to receive 
tenure. She divided her time between academia 
and the Women’s Rights Project. Her first 
appearance before the U.S. Supreme Court was 
in the case of FRONTIERO V. RICHARDSON (1973). 
The case offered an opportunity to challenge 
classifications by sex in federal law. Sharon 
Frontiero was a married lieutenant in the air 
force. When she applied for increased benefits 
to cover her husband, she was refused. Under 
federal law, wives were automatically defined 
as a dependent, while husbands of active-duty 
females were required to prove that over half 
his support came from her earnings. Ginsburg 
argued that the different treatment of men 
and women in the military arbitrarily and 
unreasonably discriminated against them and 
therefore violated the due-process clause of the 
Fifth Amendment. Ginsburg again appealed 
to the justices to apply “strict scrutiny” where 

classifications were based on sex. Although the 
Court ruled in favor of Frontiero, only four jus-
tices joined in the majority opinion, declaring 
that “classifications by sex, like classification 
based on race, alienage, and national origin, 
are inherently suspect and must therefore be 
subjected to close judicial scrutiny,” meaning 
that the standard was not adopted as prec-
edent. In all, Ginsburg argued six cases before 
the Supreme Court between 1972 and 1978, 
and lost only one (Kahn v. Shevin, 1974). In 
CRAIG V. BOREN (1976) the Court finally adopted 
Ginsburg’s language of “heightened scrutiny” 
in reviewing gender-based classifications in 
the law.

In 1980, President Jimmy Carter appointed 
Ginsburg to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Dis-
trict of Columbia Circuit. Martin Ginsburg moved 
to Washington, D.C., and became a professor at 
Georgetown University Law Center. The resigna-
tion of Justice Byron White in 1993 created an 
opening on the U.S. Supreme Court. In appoint-
ing Ruth Bader Ginsburg to fill the seat, President 
Bill Clinton referred to her as the “Thurgood Mar-
shall of gender equality law.” The Senate voted 
97-3 to confirm Ginsburg, and she took the oath 
of office on August 10, 1993. On the bench, she is 
a persistent questioner during oral argument and 
prolific in the number of opinions she writes. She 
is the author of the 1996 majority opinion admit-
ting women to the Virginia Military Institute 
(UNITED STATES V. VIRGINIA, 1996). Relying on many 
of the very cases she had won as a litigator, Justice 
Ginsburg declared, “A government policy that 
treats the sexes differently must have an exceed-
ingly persuasive justification. . . . Women seeking 
and fit for a VMI quality education cannot be 
offered anything less under the Commonwealth’s 
obligation to afford them genuinely equal protec-
tion.” On October 5, 2002, Ruth Bader Ginsburg 
was inducted into the National Women’s Hall of 
Fame in Seneca Falls, New York.

Further Reading
Bayer, Linda. Ruth Bader Ginsburg. Philadelphia: Chel-

sea House Publishers, 2000.
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Ginsburg and the ACLU Women’s Rights Project. 
Philadelphia: Xlibris Corporation, 2004.

—Thea Lapham

Glaspie, April (April Catherine Glaspie) 
(1942– ) American diplomat April Glaspie 
made her mark in the U.S. diplomatic core as a 
veteran of 25 years in the foreign service and 
the first American woman appointed ambassa-
dor to an Arab country. She gained notoriety as 
U.S. ambassador to Iraq during the events lead-
ing up to the Gulf War and later on as senior 
advisor to the United Nations mission to Soma-
lia in 1993.

Born in Vancouver, Canada, on April 26, 
1942, and educated in the United States in 
California and later at John Hopkins Univer-
sity in Maryland, Glaspie joined the U.S. State 
Department in 1966. The State Department 
culture at the beginning of her career dictated 
that the upper-level jobs, such as ambassado-
rial postings, were limited to men. Despite 
this barrier to women’s advancement, Glaspie 
worked diligently to compile an outstanding 
dossier while serving at the Middle East desk. 
Her first field service was a posting to Cairo, 
where her expertise of the Middle East region 
came to the attention of visiting Secretary of 
State Henry Kissinger. She was subsequently 
promoted to the position of deputy chief of 
mission to Syria. While posted in Damascus, 
she was instrumental in getting the Syrian 
government to aid in freeing American hos-
tages from a highjacked TWA plane. She was 
later called “a genuine heroine” by Secretary of 
State George Shultz and awarded a top political 
reporting officer citation.

In 1989, Glaspie was appointed U.S. ambas-
sador to Iraq, becoming the first female U.S. 
ambassador to the Arab world. Her historic 
appointment was soon tainted by Iraq’s invasion 
of Kuwait in 1990. Iraq produced a transcript of 
a conversation between Iraqi president Saddam 
Hussein and Ambassador Glaspie in which, on 

behalf of the U.S. government, she allegedly 
sanctioned Iraq’s actions by leading the presi-
dent to believe that the United States would do 
nothing to intervene if he invaded Kuwait. This 
became a major embarrassment for the United 
States, and officials distanced themselves from 
Glaspie, claiming that her version of U.S. policy 
on Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait was incorrect.

Glaspie was next assigned to the UN Mis-
sion in New York and later to South Africa as 
consul-general in Cape Town. She held the post 
until her retirement from the State Department 
in 2002. Glaspie now lives as a private citizen 
and has consistently refused to comment on her 
actions in Iraq.

Further Reading
Blumenthal, Sydney. “April’s Bluff: The Secrets of Ms. 

Glaspie’s Cable,” New Republic 5 August 1991, 
8–11.

Cockburn, Alexander. “Women in the News.” Nation 
18 October 1993, 415.

—Hollis France

glass ceiling The glass ceiling has been defined 
as an invisible, artificial barrier that determines 
the level to which a woman or other member of 
a demographic minority can rise in an organiza-
tion. The first reference in print to the “glass 
ceiling” has been attributed to a 1984 quote 
from Working Woman editor Gay Bryant: “Women 
have reached a certain point—I call it the glass 
ceiling. They’re in the top of middle manage-
ment and they’re stopping and getting stuck.” 
The organized women’s movement and academi-
cians moved quickly to document examples of 
the glass ceiling as an explanation for why there 
were so few women in the highest political 
offices, in top corporate jobs, and in the profes-
sions. In 1991, the GLASS CEILING COMMISSION 
was created by the CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1991. 
The secretary of labor was charged with study-
ing the problem and preparing recommenda-
tions for combating the limitations imposed by 
the glass ceiling.
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and Success. Newbury Park, Calif.: Sage Publica-
tions, 1991.
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Discrimination. St. Paul, Minn.: West Publishing, 
1993.

Glass Ceiling Commission Created by the 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1991, the Glass Ceiling 
Commission was charged with studying the 
problem known as the GLASS CEILING, the invisi-
ble barrier to the advancement and other minor-
ities. Secretary of Labor Robert Reich convened 
and chaired the 21-member body appointed by 
the president and congressional leadership. The 
commission worked to identify glass-ceiling 
barriers and identify practices and policies that 
promote employment advancement opportuni-
ties for women and minorities.

In November 1995, the commission issued 
its final report, “A Solid Investment: Making Full 
Use of the Nation’s Human Capitol.” The report 
begins: “The glass ceiling is a reality in corporate 
America. Glass ceiling barriers continue to deny 
untold numbers of qualified people the oppor-
tunity to compete for and hold executive level 
positions in the private sector.” For example, 
97 percent of managers of Fortune 1000 Indus-
trial and Fortune 500 companies are white, and 
95–97 percent are male; African-American men 
with professional degrees earn 21 percent less 
than their white counterparts holding the same 
degrees in the same job categories. Commis-
sion recommendations focused on business and 
government, calling on CEOs to make a visible 
commitment to workforce diversity throughout 
their organizations and government agencies to 
lead by example through a careful examination of 
their practices for promoting qualified minorities 
and women to senior management and decision-
making positions. A summary of the specific rec-
ommendations can be found in the commission’s 
final report, A Solid Investment: Making Full Use 
of the Nation’s Human Capital (1995).

Further Reading
Falk, Erica. The Glass Ceiling Persists. Philadelphia: 

The Annenberg Public Policy Center of the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania, 2004.

U.S. Glass Ceiling Commission. A Solid Investment: Mak-
ing Full Use of the Nation’s Human Capital (Final 
Report of the Commission). Washington, D.C.: 
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1995. Available 
online. URL: http://digitalcommons.ilr.cornell.edu/
key_workplace/120/. Accessed June 26, 2007.

Goldman, Emma (1869–1940) anarchist 
author, lecturer, feminist, birth control advocate 
Best known as an extreme activist who was 
deported from the United States, Emma Gold-
man considered anarchism a natural vehicle for 
women’s rights, particularly rights to birth con-
trol, workplace equality, and sexual freedom. 
She argued that “every love relation should by 
its very nature remain an absolutely private 
affair. Neither, the State, the Church, morality, 
or people should meddle with it” (from “Jeal-
ousy: Causes and a Possible Cure,” 1912). 

Born in Russia on June 27, 1869, Goldman 
immigrated to the United States when she was 
15, settling with two of her sisters in Rochester, 
New York, in 1885. She began work in a garment 
factory and married, thus attaining U.S. citizen-
ship, in 1886—also the year of the Haymarket 
affair. In that incident in Chicago, seven anar-
chists were sentenced to death after a bomb was 
thrown at a group of police officers during a pro-
test concerning strikebreakers at a nearby factory. 
The men were sentenced for justifying the use of 
violence in bringing about revolutionary change, 
although it is clear, in retrospect, that none of the 
men charged had thrown the bomb. This event 
helped to awaken Goldman’s radical conscience 
and instigated her shift toward political activism. 
In 1889, she abandoned her husband and moved 
to New York City, where she began work with 
an anarchist newspaper (Freiheit) and found 
work at another factory. She became involved 
with a variety of trade union activists, includ-
ing Alexander Berkman, her lover and lifelong 
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friend who was later convicted of trying to kill 
Henry Frick of Carnegie Steel (because of the 
company’s labor practices and its response to the 
Homestead strike). Goldman and Berkman were 
convinced that the right kind of violence would 
help to awaken the minds of workers and compel 
them to revolution. Goldman believed that vio-
lence could be justified to bring about change. 
She lectured extensively after Berkman’s arrest 
and was jailed herself in 1893 for her claim in 
public lectures that workers could steal bread if 
they needed it. During this time, she also studied 
nursing and considered studying to be a doctor, 
but she rejected this idea when it became clear 
that her political activities would not be viewed 
positively.

In 1901, Goldman was arrested again 
because Leon Czolgosz, who assassinated Presi-
dent William McKinley, claimed he had been 
influenced by Goldman’s speeches. She was 
acquitted and continued her lecturing, branch-

ing out by the early 1900s to the topics of free 
speech, sexual freedom, and birth control (the 
1873 COMSTOCK ACT had made the presentation 
of all contraceptive information illegal). In 1906, 
Goldman started a new anarchist magazine, 
Mother Earth, which pursued a variety of top-
ics: free speech, birth control, women’s rights, 
worker’s rights, objections to the draft, and edu-
cation reform. Jailed again in 1916 for passing 
on information about birth control, Goldman 
entered her most famous period of activism with 
the start of World War I and the subsequent suc-
cess of the Russian Revolution. She was arrested 
and imprisoned in 1917 because of her antidraft 
activism, and after her release from jail she was 
deported to the USSR. She left the Soviet Union 
in 1921, publishing an account of her dissat-
isfaction with the Bolshevik Revolution in My 
Disillusionment with Russia.

In 1921, she settled in Britain and contin-
ued lecturing. Fearing deportation, she married 
Welsh miner James Colton in order to gain Brit-
ish citizenship. Goldman was not allowed to 
visit the United States until 1934, when she was 
granted a visa for a lecture tour. She traveled to 
Spain in 1936 in support of the revolution there, 
although she was once again disillusioned by 
the anarchists’ willingness to side with commu-
nists. After the Spanish Civil War, she moved 
to Toronto. She died on May 14, 1940, and was 
buried in Chicago, near the site of the Hay-
market affair, although she had not lived in the 
United States since her deportation in 1919.

Further Reading
Falk, Candace. Love, Anarchy and Emma Goldman. New 

Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 1990.
Goldman, Emma. Living My Life. New York: AMS 

Press, 1970.
———, and Alix Kates Shulman, ed. Red Emma Speaks: 

An Emma Goldman Reader. New York: Schocken 
Books, 1982.

—Claire Curtis

Gonzales v. Carhart (550 U.S.___) (2007) 
See ABORTION.Emma Goldman, 1910 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Granger, Kay (1943– ) congressperson Kay 
Granger was born on January 18, 1943, in 
Greenville, Texas, and earned a B.S. degree from 
Texas Wesleyan University in 1965. She was 
elected to the Fort Worth city council in 1989 
and she was elected mayor of Fort Worth in 
1991.

After the retirement of Congressman Pete 
Geren in 1996, both the Democratic and Repub-
lican parties worked to recruit Granger. Eventu-
ally, after declaring that she was a Republican, 
she won the seat by a narrow margin. In the 
106th Congress, she was given a seat on the 
Appropriations Committee, and in the 107th, 
she added the Budget Committee to her duties. 
She was reelected in 1998 by a surprisingly safe 
margin given that the district is former Demo-
cratic House Speaker Jim Wright’s old district. 
She has not had a serious challenge to her seat 
yet, and she ran unopposed in 2002.

Granger is a member of the Republican 
Main Street Partnership (which supports stem 
cell research), the Republican Majority for 
Choice, Republicans for Choice, and the WISH 
LIST (all support ROE V. WADE). She has generally 
supported legislation favoring women’s inter-
ests, including backing the Food Drug Admin-
istration’s approval of the RU-486 abortion pill. 
In 2003, she proposed a national gynecological 
cancer detection program. In January 2005, she 
toured Iraq. With ELLEN TAUSCHER, Granger con-
ducted a training session for women candidates. 
She was reelected in 2006 and will serve as the 
vice chair of the House Republican Conference 
in the 110th Congress.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Granger, Kay.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/
scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=G000377. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.

“Representative Kay Granger (TX).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BC032299. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Grant, Julia (Julia Dent Grant) (1826–1902) 
first lady Julia Dent was born on January 26, 
1826, at White Haven Plantation, near St. Louis, 
Missouri, into a wealthy slaveholding family. 
Her father, Frederick Dent, was a farmer and her 
mother, Ellen Bray Dent, the daughter of Meth-
odist missionaries. Julia was the fifth of eight 
children and the first daughter. She was largely 
educated at home or in a log cabin school 
nearby. She preferred the outdoors to study.

In 1844, the Dents invited soldiers stationed 
near their home to visit. Ulysses S. Grant, a 
former West Point classmate of Julia’s brother, 
was among them. He visited her frequently, and 
they enjoyed riding, fishing, and social occa-
sions with her family. Although Julia’s mother 
supported the relationship, her father opposed 
Grant’s antislavery position and his opposition 
to the Mexican War. Grant’s parents, ardent 
abolitionists, objected to his marriage into a 
slaveholding family. Ulysses proposed, but the 
marriage was postponed for three years while 
he fought in the Mexican War. The couple were 
married on August 22, 1848. Their honeymoon 
was a boat trip down the Mississippi and a trip 
to Ohio to meet his parents. From there, she 
accompanied him to his post at Sackett’s Har-
bor, establishing the pattern that characterized 
the rest of their marriage. The birth of their 
first child, Frederick Dent, sent her back to St. 
Louis while he continued in a series of army 
postings. His desire to rejoin his family led him 
to resign his commission in 1854. As a civil-
ian, he took up farming on 60 acres that Julia’s 
father had given her as a wedding gift. Daughter 
Ellen (Nellie) was born on the farm in 1855. By 
all accounts, the Grants had an exceptionally 
happy family life. A national economic depres-
sion and illness forced Ulysses Grant to sell the 
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farm and look for less physical work. In 1858, a 
second son, Jesse Root, was born.

The onset of the Civil War in April 1861 
split the Dent and Grant families as Julia and 
Ulysses were solidly pro-Union. In August 1861, 
he was commissioned a brigadier general in the 
U.S. Army; she remained behind as he moved 
from post to post. In November 1861, Julia 
made her first of many battlefield visits with the 
children. She believed that the family’s presence 
gave morale to Ulysses and the other soldiers 
and did no harm to the children. She urged her 
husband on and offered advice, which histori-
ans argue he most often ignored. Julia became 
nearly as recognizable a public figure as General 
Grant himself. Following the fall of Vicksburg, 
she and the children joined him once more. 
When a horse injured him, she was there to tend 
to his convalescence, and she briefly moved to 
Washington when Ulysses was named supreme 

commander of the Union forces. Following the 
war, he was named general in chief, a largely 
ceremonial position created especially for him. 
The Grants enjoyed support from President 
Andrew Johnson, and Julia Grant opened their 
home for receptions and dinner parties.

Ulysses S. Grant was elected president in 
1868 and inaugurated on March 4, 1869. Julia 
looked forward to her life as first lady and 
found the public and press alike receptive to her 
overtures. She entertained regularly and quite 
elaborately in the White House, and unlike 
nearly all of her predecessors, she enjoyed her 
life as first lady. She hoped for a third term in 
office, although Ulysses did not. Without her 
knowledge, he mailed a letter to the Republican 
Convention announcing his decision not to 
run. The Grants welcomed Rutherford and Lucy 
Hayes to the White House with a state dinner 
and an informal luncheon on inaugural day.

The Grants traveled around the world after 
leaving the White House and settled in New 
York two years later. To earn money following 
a financial disaster, Grant worked on his mem-
oirs, completing them just before he succumbed 
to throat cancer on July 23, 1885. Julia wrote her 
own memoirs, making her the first first lady to 
do so, although they were never published. As a 
widow, she lived in New York and Washington, 
traveling often to see her children and grand-
children. She died on December 14, 1902.

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Porter, Horace. Campaigning with Grant New York: 
Bison, 2000.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Julia Dent 
Grant” First Ladies: A Biographical Dictionary. 
New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 112–123.

Grasso, Ella (Ella Rosa Giovanna Oliva Tam-
bussi Grasso) (1919–1981) politician Born on 
May 10, 1919, in Windsor Locks, Connecticut, 

Julia Dent Grant, ca. 1870 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Ella Rosa Giovanna Oliva Tambussi graduated 
from Mount Holyoke College with honors in 
1940 and received an M.A. there in 1942. In 1942, 
she married Thomas A. Grasso, with whom she 
had two children. During World War II, she 
served as assistant director of research for the 
Connecticut office of the War Manpower Com-
mission and became active in local Democratic 
politics. In 1952, she was elected to the Connecti-
cut state legislature and served two terms. Between 
1956 and 1958, she served on the Democratic 
National Committee. In 1958, she was elected to 
the first of three terms as Connecticut’s secretary 
of state. In 1970 and again in 1972, she was elected 
to the U.S. Congress. In order to be accessible to 
her Connecticut constituents, Grasso installed a 
24-hour toll-free “Ella-Phone” remarking, “It’s my 
way of bringing government closer to the people 
and the people closer to government.”

In 1974, Grasso was elected governor of 
Connecticut, making her not only the first 
female governor of Connecticut but also the 
first woman to hold a state governorship having 
been elected in her own right (previous women 
governors had been wives of former governors). 
She was reelected by a large majority and began 
a second four-year term, but resigned on New 
Year’s Eve in 1980 because of illness. She died on 
February 5, 1981.

Although holding the distinction as the first 
woman elected governor, Grasso did little to 
advance feminist causes. She opposed legalized 
ABORTION and did not actively support affirma-
tive action. Although she personally supported 
the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT, she did not cam-
paign for it. Throughout her public life, she was 
known for her plain style and commitment to 
using government to serve people.

Further Reading
Bysiewicz, Susan. Ella: A Biography of Ella Grasso. Old 

Saybrook, Conn.: Peregrine Press, 1984.

Griffiths, Martha Wright (1912–2003) con-
gressperson Martha Wright was born on Janu-
ary 29, 1912, in Pierce City, Missouri. While at 

the University of Missouri, she met and married 
Hicks W. Griffiths. They attended the University 
of Michigan Law School and in 1940 were the 
first married couple to graduate in the same 
year. They practiced law in Detroit, Michigan, as 
Griffiths and Griffiths. 

Martha Griffiths won her 1948 Democratic 
bid to the Michigan House of Representatives. 
She subsequently failed in an attempt to gain a 
U.S. congressional seat in 1952, but Governor 
G. Mennen Williams appointed her as the first 
woman judge to the Detroit Recorder’s Court. 
She served until 1954, when she was elected to 
the U.S. House of Representatives as the first 
Democratic woman from Michigan. In Congress, 
she was a member of the Joint Economic Com-
mittee of Congress, chair of the House Subcom-

Martha Griffiths, in Washington, D.C., 1970 (LIBRARY 
OF CONGRESS)
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mittee on Fiscal Policy, and the first woman on 
the powerful Ways and Means Committee. One 
of Griffiths’s most important contributions was 
her fight to include the word sex in TITLE VII OF 
THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. She is also known 
for spurring the congressional vote on the EQUAL 
RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA). Griffiths mounted a 
discharge petition drive to free the ERA from the 
House Judiciary Committee, chaired by the very 
powerful Emanuel Celler. A discharge petition is 
a procedural mechanism for circumventing com-
mittee inaction and bringing a resolution directly 
to the floor of the House of Representatives. It is 
a bold move and rarely successful. Of the 829 
petitions filed prior to Griffith’s, only 24 bills 
were ever successfully discharged, and of those, 
only 20 passed the House. Of those 20, only two 
were enacted into law. Not only did Griffiths 
manage to convince 218 House members to sign 
the discharge petition, but she also got 332 of the 
435 members to vote for the discharge resolution 
on the floor, effectively removing the ERA from 
the Judiciary Committee’s grasp. The House and 
Senate approved the amendment, but eventually 
the ERA fell three states short of the 38 needed 
for ratification.

Griffiths left Congress in 1974 and subse-
quently served on several corporate boards. In 
1984, she became the first woman lieutenant 
governor of Michigan and thus was the first 
woman to serve in all three state government 
branches (legislative, judicial, executive). On 
April 22, 2003, Martha Wright Griffiths died of 
pneumonia in Armada, Michigan.

Further Reading
Brett Harley, Rachel, and Betty McDowell. Michigan 

Women: Firsts and Founders, vol. II. Lansing: 
Michigan Women’s Studies Association, 1995.

Commission on the Bicentenary by the Office of the 
Historian, U.S. House of Representatives. “Martha 
Wright Griffiths.” In Women in Congress, 1917–
1990. Washington, D.C.: GPO, 1991, 358–63.

George, Emily. Martha W. Griffiths. Washington, D.C.: 
University Press of America, 1982.

—Jolanta Macek

Grimké, Angelina (Angelina Emily Grimké 
Weld) (1805–1879) abolitionist, activist Born 
on February 20, 1805, in Charleston, South 
Carolina, and raised, by her sister, SARAH GRIMKÉ, 
Angelina Grimké’s life was deeply impacted by 
her abhorrence of slavery and her sister’s con-
version to Quakerism. Growing up in a family of 
slave owners, Angelina witnessed firsthand the 
degradations of slavery. At a young age, she wit-
nessed the whipping of a female slave her age, 
and from that point she sought to challenge her 
father’s view about slavery. Left behind after 
Sarah moved to Philadelphia in 1829, Angelina 
converted to Quakerism and moved to Philadel-
phia to be with her sister. In 1835, she sent a let-
ter to William Lloyd Garrison’s abolitionist 
newspaper the Liberator concerning her knowl-
edge of the reality of slavery and her stance 
against it (“it is my deep, solemn, deliberate con-
viction, that this is a cause worth dying for”). As 
she was the daughter of a slave owner and a 
southerner, Grimké’s letter had great impact. 
Angelina and Sarah were asked by the members 
of the ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT to deliver a series 
of public lectures on the horrors of slavery. The 
sisters began to publish antislavery pamphlets 
(An Appeal to the Christian Women of the South, 
An Epistle to the Clergy of the Southern States, and 
An Address to Free Colored Americans); however, 
they were criticized by the Quaker community, 
both for their stance on the need for immediate 
abolition (Quakers at this time were arguing for 
a gradual route to emancipation) and for the 
public nature of their demand. As Quakers (not 
simply as women), they were not supposed to 
publicly present their views.

Angelina left the Quakers to become active 
in the abolitionist movement, but as a woman 
who wanted to link the wrongness of slavery to 
the wrongness of women’s subordination, she 
was criticized by the abolitionist community. 
Furthermore, Angelina and Sarah’s speaking 
tour attracted criticism from many quarters 
because they were female.

In 1838, Angelina appeared before the Mas-
sachusetts State Legislature with antislavery 
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petitions signed by 20,000 women. In the same 
year, she married abolitionist and social reformer 
Theodore Weld, with whom she worked to 
publish American Slavery As It Is, a collec-
tion of firsthand accounts of slavery. Angelina 
bore three children, and in the early 1850s 
Weld started a utopian community, Raritan Bay 
Union, which included a boarding school where 
the children of ELIZABETH CADY STANTON were 
educated. Grimké’s public life largely ended 
with the birth of her children (although she and 
Weld did find and help raise and educate their 
nephew born of a Grimké brother and one of his 
slaves). She died on October 26, 1879.

Further Reading
Browne, Stephen H. Angelina Grimké: Rhetoric, Identity 

and the Radical Imagination. East Lansing: Michi-
gan State University Press, 2000.

Lerner, Gerda. Grimké Sisters from South Carolina: 
Pioneers for Women’s Rights and Abolition Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 1998.

—Claire Curtis

Grimké, Sarah Moore (1792–1873) abolition-
ist Sarah Grimké was born on November 26, 
1792, and raised in Charleston, South Carolina, 
in a family of wealthy slave owners. After the 
death of her mother, Sarah took over the duties 
of raising her younger sister, ANGELINA GRIMKÉ. 
At an early age, Sarah recognized the wrongness 
of slavery, and on a trip to Philadelphia with her 
father, she first encountered the Quakers. She 
was then in her 20s, and after her return to 
Charleston she decided to move to Philadelphia 
and convert. Angelina and Sarah both started 
writing antislavery pamphlets (An Appeal to the 
Christian Women of the South, An Epistle to the 
Clergy of the Southern States and An Address to 
Free Colored Americans) and were asked to 
deliver a series of public lectures. Both sisters 
were criticized for speaking out publicly—some-
thing women of the time did not do—and they 
saw the parallel between their work on abolition 
and the issue of women’s rights. Sarah also 

wrote Letters on the Equality of the Sexes, arguing 
that reference to biblical arguments concerning 
female inferiority merely reflected the patriar-
chal society in which the Bible was written: “I 
ask no favors for my sex. . . . All I ask our breth-
ren is, that they will take their feet from off our 
necks, and permit us to stand upright on that 
ground which God designed for to occupy.”

Both sisters were criticized virulently for 
associating abolition with what was termed “the 
woman question.” Abolitionists accused them of 
diluting the essential focus on slavery, and the 
mainstream press and many churches demon-
ized them as unmarried, unnatural women who 
were engaged in un-Christian work by violat-
ing the strictures that a woman stay at home. 
Despite these criticisms, both sisters continued 
speaking out on both issues, arguing in essence 
that the issue at hand was the Constitution, and 
whether one was a woman or a slave, the Con-
stitution protected the rights of all. Sarah moved 
to the Raritan Bay Union in Raritan Bay, New 
Jersey, with her sister and her sister’s husband, 
Theodore Weld, and helped raise Angelina’s 
children and a nephew from Charleston. The 
Union established a progressive boarding school 
that promoted co-education. Sarah and Ange-
lina worked as teachers. Sarah died on Decem-
ber 23, 1873.

See also ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Lerner, Gerda. Grimké Sisters from South Carolina: 

Pioneers for Women’s Rights and Abolition Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 1998.

———. The Feminist Thought of Sarah Grimké Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 1998.

—Claire Curtis

Griswold v. Connecticut (381 U.S. 479) 
(1965) Two Connecticut criminal laws were 
challenged in this landmark case. The first pro-
hibited the use of contraceptives by married 
couples and the second made “assisting or abet-
ting” the use of contraceptives illegal. After 
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examining a female patient, a doctor made a 
recommendation for appropriate contraception. 
This physician worked for the Connecticut 
chapter of the PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA. Both the physician and the head of 
the chapter were found guilty and fined, and 
this lawsuit followed. In a heated opinion, the 
Supreme Court found that there was a right to 
privacy in the marital relationship and that con-
traceptives and contraceptive information 
should be available under the First Amendment. 
One cannot make informed decisions without 
information, and thus the dissemination of that 
information is protected.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Moskowitz, Ellen H., and Bruce Jennings, eds. Coerced 

Contraception? Moral and Policy Challenges of 
Long-acting Birth Control. Washington, D.C.: 
Georgetown University Press, 1996.

McFarlane, Deborah R., and Kenneth J. Meier. The 
Politics of Fertility Control: Family Planning and 
Abortion Policies in the American States. New York: 
Chatham House Publishers, 2001.

The OYEZ Project. “Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 
479 (1965).” Available online. URL: http://www.
oyez.org/cases/case?case=1960–1969/1964/1964_
496. Accessed on January 5, 2007.

—Marsha Hass

Grove City College v. Bell (465 U.S. 555) 
(1984) Grove City College is a private institu-
tion that refused to accept federal financial aid 
so that it would not be subject to federal legisla-
tion and control. However, students accepted 
Basic Educational Opportunity Grants. The 
Department of Education sent Grove City a fed-
eral form to certify that there was no discrimi-
nation in its programs. Grove City refused to 
sign the certification, saying none of its pro-
grams received federal funds and therefore it 
was not subject to the nondiscrimination 
requirements under TITLE IX OF THE EDUCATION 
AMENDMENTS OF 1972. This case significantly, 

albeit briefly, undermined the effectiveness of 
Title IX as an antidiscrimination tool. In this 
decision, the Supreme Court removed the appli-
cability of Title IX in athletics programs by stat-
ing that only those programs or activities that 
receive direct federal financial assistance are 
under the umbrella of Title IX. Since most ath-
letics programs do not directly receive federal 
money, they would be free of the requirement 
that they provide gender equity in university 
athletics. Congress overturned the action in 
1988 with passage of the Civil Rights Restora-
tion Act (over the veto of President Ronald 
Regan). The law mandates that all educational 
institutions that receive any type of federal 
financial assistance, whether direct or indirect, 
be bound by Title IX legislation.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Grove City College v. Bell, 465 U.S. 

555 (1984).” Available online. URL: http://www.
oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980–1989/1983/1983_
82_792. Accessed on January 05, 2007.

—Marsha Hass

Guerrilla Girls The Guerrilla Girls are a 
group of anonymous women who use pseud-
onyms (names of women artists), gorilla cos-
tumes, and vibrant pop art to reinvent FEMINISM 
in the arts. Beginning in 1985, the Guerrilla 
Girls began working to subvert the patriarchal 
systems evident in visual art, lobbying to see 
women and people of color included in what is 
viewed and taught as “great art,” and exhibited 
in more venues. The group formed as a response 
to a Museum of Modern Art exhibition called 
“An International Survey of Painting and Sculp-
ture,” which included only 13 women out of the 
169 artists represented. Using political posters 
and stickers strategically placed in havens for 
traditional art (such as behind the scenes at 
Sundance and throughout famous museums) 
and protests staged in gorilla masks, the Guer-
rilla Girls have created media events that raise 
awareness for women artists. They have also 
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published a number of books such as Bitches, 
Bimbos and Ballbreakers: The Guerrilla Girls’ 
Illustrated Guide to Female Stereotypes; The Guer-
rilla Girls’ Bedside Companion to the History of 
Western Art; and Confessions of the Guerrilla Girls, 
and their posters have appeared on billboards 
and in magazines such as the Nation. They tour 
college campuses and attend conferences to lobby 
for their agenda, which includes such wide-
 ranging issues as the war on terror, representa-
tion of women at film awards ceremonies, 
representation of women and people of color 
within the visual art world, ABORTION, ACQUAIN-
TANCE RAPE, and stereotypes. Many of the proj-
ects, posters, and stickers that the Guerrilla Girls 
have developed since their inception can be seen 
on their Web site at www.guerrillagirls.com.

Further Reading
Guerrilla Girls. Bitches, Bimbos and Ballbreakers: The 

Guerrilla Girls’ Illustrated Guide to Female Stereo-
types. New York: Penguin Books, 2003.

———. The Guerrilla Girls Bedside Companion to the 
History of Western Art. New York: Penguin Books, 
1998.

—Lynda L. Hinkle

Guinier, Lani (Carol Lani Guinier) (1950– ) 
legal scholar, professor Born on April 19, 1950, 
to a Jamaican father and a Jewish mother, Lani 
Guinier grew up in a working-class neighbor-
hood in Queens, New York. Her father served as 
chair of the Afro-American Studies department 
at Harvard University. Guinier attended public 
schools before receiving her bachelor’s degree 
from Radcliffe College in 1971. She attended Yale 
Law School, graduated with her J.D. in 1974, and 
immediately thereafter clerked for Damon J. 
Keith, the chief judge of the U.S. District Court 
in the Eastern District of Michigan. In 1977, 
Guinier took a position with the Civil Rights 
Division of the U.S. Department of Justice. From 
1981 to 1988, she served as assistant counsel for 
the Legal Defense and Educational Fund of the 
National Association for the Advancement of 

Colored People (NAACP). In 1988, she was 
appointed associate professor at the University of 
Pennsylvania Law School. As a legal scholar, 
Guinier researched and wrote extensively about 
ways to expand minority rights (particularly 
minority voting rights) within a democracy gov-
erned by the majority. James Madison’s essays 
warning against the dangers to democracy when 
any majority tyrannizes a minority guide much 
of this work. In 1998, she moved to Harvard 
University, where she became the first black 
woman tenured professor.

On April 29, 1993, President Bill Clinton 
nominated Professor Guinier for head of the Jus-
tice Department’s Civil Rights Division. Imme-
diately, conservative opponents seized upon 
her scholarly writing to characterize Guinier 
as “the quota queen,” a reference to a number 
of reform proposals included in her scholarship 
to change the “winner-take-all” electoral sys-
tem in the United States. Most Americans did 
not get a chance to really learn about Guinier’s 
ideas because President Clinton withdrew her 
nomination before Senate hearings could even 
get started. Guinier used a 1994 book to articu-
late her ideas and to comment on the political 
controversy surrounding her nomination. In 
The Tyranny of the Majority, she spoke of a “cen-
sorship imposed against me [that] points to a 
denial of serious public debate or discussion 
about racial fairness and justice in a true democ-
racy.” Although Guinier’s ideas about fairness 
in a democracy often use race as an example, 
her theoretical framework and reform proposals 
are designed to assure any numerical minority 
group a fair chance at representation.

Professor Guinier’s achievements have been 
recognized with numerous awards, including 
the Champion of Democracy Award from the 
National Women’s Political Caucus; the Marga-
ret Brent Women Lawyers of Achievement Award 
from the American Bar Association (ABA) Com-
mission on Women in the Profession; the Rosa 
Parks Award from the American Association of 
Affirmative Action; the Sacks-Freund Award for 
Teaching Excellence from Harvard Law School; 
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and the Harvey Levin Teaching Award, given to 
her by her students at the University of Pennsyl-
vania Law School. Professor Guinier continues 
to write and disseminate her ideas through pub-
lications and two collaborative online projects: 
www.minerscanary.org and www.racetalks.org. 
Both projects are designed to facilitate produc-
tive public discussion about race.

Further Reading
Guinier, Lani. Lift Every Voice: Turning a Civil Rights 

Setback into a New Vision of Social Justice. New 
York: Simon and Schuster, 1998.

———. Tyranny of the Majority. New York: The Free 
Press, 1994.
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Hamer, Fannie Lou (1917–1977) civil rights 
leader The woman known as being “sick and 
tired of being sick and tired,” was born Fannie 
Lou Townsend, on October 6, 1917, Montgomery 
County, Mississippi. She was the youngest of 20 
children in a family of sharecroppers on a cotton 
plantation. Her grandparents had been slaves. 
Because of her fieldwork, she never received more 
than six years of formal education. In 1942, she 
married Perry Hamer, a sharecropper on a neigh-
boring farm. The couple adopted two children.

Fannie Lou Hamer’s civil rights work started 
in 1962 when she attended her first meeting of 
the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Commit-
tee (SNCC) in Ruleville, Mississippi. At that 
meeting, she learned for the first time that Afri-
can Americans had a constitutional right to vote. 
When SNCC leaders asked for a volunteer to go 
to the courthouse to register to vote, Hamer 
agreed to lead a group of 17 people to register. 
At the courthouse, the group was arrested and 
severely beaten by police. Once released, she 
was fired and thrown off of the farm where 
she had worked as a timekeeper for 18 years. 
She said later, “I guess if I’d had any sense, I’d 
have been scared—but what was the point of 
being scared? The only thing they could do to 

me was to kill me, and it seemed like they’d 
been trying to do that a little bit at a time ever 
since I could remember.” Later that same year, 
she took a bus to Indianola, Mississippi, to try 
again to register. Along the way, she led those 
assembled in spiritual hymns (for example, “Go 
Tell It on the Mountain” and “This Little Light 
of Mine”) to bolster their courage and resolve. 
Ultimately, she did register to vote, but was 
harassed by police and received repeated death 
threats by the Ku Klux Klan. Later in 1963, she 
became a field organizer for SNCC and traveled 
extensively around the country speaking and 
registering people to vote. She participated in 
“Freedom Summer” in 1964 and was elected 
vice chair of the newly founded the Missis-
sippi Freedom Democratic Party (MFDP). The 
MFDP was organized to challenge Mississippi’s 
all-white delegation to the Democratic National 
Convention. Hamer, along with others from the 
MFDP, was invited to testify before the Demo-
cratic Party’s Credential’s Committee. There 
she gave an impassioned speech about her own 
voter registration ordeal and equated the Demo-
cratic Party’s willingness to seat the MFDP with 
freedom in America itself. Several television 
networks aired the speech on that evening’s 

H
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newscast, and the Credentials Committee was 
deluged with thousands of calls and telegrams 
urging them to recognize the MFDP. President 
Lyndon Johnson, an incumbent due to the 
assassination of John F. Kennedy, had the most 
to lose if the convention fractured, and he sent 
several operatives to try and negotiate with the 
MFDP. A compromise was brokered that gave 
the MFDP two seats in return for other critical 
concessions. Although the deal was endorsed by 
Martin Luther King, Jr., and the Southern Chris-
tian Leadership Conference, Hamer objected, 
accusing Senator Hubert Humphrey (who was 
then campaigning for the vice presidential nom-
ination) of selling out 400 black people’s lives 
for a job, “Now if you lose this job of Vice-Presi-
dent because you do what is right, because you 
help the MFDP, everything will be all right. God 
will take care of you. But if you take [the nomi-
nation] this way, why, you will never be able to 
do any good for civil rights, for poor people, for 
peace, or any of those things you talk about. 
Senator Humphrey, I’m going to pray to Jesus 
for you.” Hamer was blocked from participating 
in any other negotiations and ultimately the deal 
fell through entirely. Two delegates from MFDP 
were given speaking privileges rather than full 
rights as delegates. However, after the conven-
tion in 1968, the party adopted a requirement 
that the states’ delegation representation be 
proportional to the state’s population in terms of 
race and one-half female. Hamer was a member 
of the Mississippi delegation at this convention.

Hamer’s activism extended beyond voting 
rights to include opposition to the Vietnam War 
and work on behalf of Head Start, farm coop-
eratives, and Martin Luther King, Jr.’s Poor Peo-
ple’s Campaign. She worked with the NATIONAL 
COUNCIL OF NEGRO WOMEN (NCNW) to improve 
life for poor minorities in Mississippi and in the 
1970s, helped to convene the NATIONAL WOMEN’S 
POLITICAL CAUCUS in the state. Fannie Lou 
Hamer died of breast cancer on March 14, 1977, 
at the age of 59. She is buried in her hometown 
of Ruleville, Mississippi. By risking her own life, 
she helped to win full citizenship for countless 

other African Americans through voting rights 
and educational initiatives.

Harding, Florence (Florence Mabel Kling 
Dewolfe Harding) (1860–1924) first lady 
Florence Mabel Kling was born in Marion, Ohio, 
on August 15, 1860, to Amos and Louisa Kling. 
Her wealthy father was a strict disciplinarian 
and did not hesitate to whip Florence when she 
displeased him. However, he saw to it that she 
was educated and learned about business and 
finance from his own experiences. Florence 
became increasingly rebellious as she matured. 
In 1880, she eloped with Henry DeWolfe and 
soon gave birth to a son, Marshall. Two years 
later, her husband abandoned her with the baby, 
and she returned to Marion. Her father, how-
ever, refused to take her back into his home, so 
she supported herself by giving piano lessons. 
Ultimately, her parents offered to adopt her son 
and raise him, but they did not offer to give her 
shelter as well. In 1886, she was divorced from 
DeWolfe. Florence continued to show interest in 
her son, and throughout her life, she kept a 
room available for him. (Marshall died young, 
leaving a wife and two children, and Florence 
looked after them from a distance as well.) 

Sometime during the late 1880s, Florence 
met Warren G. Harding, and they were married 
on July 8, 1891. Harding was publisher of the 
Marion Star at the time, and marriage to Flor-
ence launched a business and political partner-
ship. She believed that he held great potential: 
He was handsome, a good public speaker, and 
attracted followers (particularly women) wher-
ever he went. Her demands on him, historians 
report, forced him to seek refuge at the Kellogg 
Battle Creek Sanitarium in Michigan. While he 
was away, the circulation manager at the paper 
resigned. Florence Harding went into the office 
to help out and ended up taking over business 
operations. Rather than continue to sell the Star 
from the office, she employed newspaper boys 
to deliver it. In the 14 years she worked for the 
paper, she modernized the presses, subscribed 
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to a wire service, made sure customer accounts 
were current, and hired a woman reporter—
reportedly the first in Ohio.

In 1899, Warren Harding announced as a 
candidate for the state senate. Florence Hard-
ing became his campaign manager and courted 
the press to his advantage. He won the seat, 
and Florence accompanied him to Columbus. 
A popular and successful senator, Harding was 
elected as lieutenant governor before winning a 
seat in the U.S. Senate in 1914. While Florence 
was hospitalized for a kidney-related illness, 
Harding reportedly began a long-term affair 
with her best friend, Carrie Phillips. When 
Florence discovered the infidelity, she briefly 
considered divorce but realized that she would 

lose the business and political relationships that 
she had worked so hard to develop and so main-
tained the marriage, even though she was both 
hurt and angered by his betrayal. Nonetheless, 
she stayed by his side and continued to work to 
advance his political fortunes.

As a senator’s wife, Florence Harding 
attended Senate debates on SUFFRAGE, a cause 
she vigorously supported. By all accounts, she 
was the first avowedly feminist first lady, one 
who believed in equality for women and advo-
cated it in her words and deeds. She encouraged 
her husband to use his political positions to 
advance women’s causes as well. She partici-
pated actively in the Ladies of the Senate Club, 
worked with the Red Cross, and adopted the 
cause of wounded American soldiers as her own, 
referring to them as “her boys.” Although she 
did not fit well in the Washington social circle, 
she developed a strong friendship with the min-
ing heiress and socialite Evalyn Walsh McLean. 
One of Florence Harding’s great causes included 
the health and safety of animals. She gave gener-
ously to the Animal Rescue League and the Soci-
ety for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals.

When Warren Harding was mentioned for a 
run for the presidency, Florence consulted with 
astrologer Marcia Champrey, who reportedly 
predicted that Harding would win but die in 
office. Florence spoke publicly against Warren’s 
nomination, fearing that he would succumb to 
the job at the expense of his health. Ultimately 
she was convinced to support his bid for office, 
and on November 2, 1920, she became the first 
woman to vote for her husband for president.

As first lady, Florence continued to work 
on behalf of women’s rights and expanded pub-
lic participation. She hosted the first women’s 
tennis tournament on the White House lawn, 
was the first to hold press conferences for 
women reporters, and was a strong advocate of 
organizations like the Girl Scouts because she 
believed girls should be as active and physically 
fit as boys. She accepted honorary membership 
in the NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY, although she 
maintained she was a firm Republican partisan. 

Florence Kling Harding, ca. 1920 (LIBRARY OF 
CONGRESS)
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Mrs. Harding also brought popular culture to 
the White House by welcoming jazz, musical 
theater, and moving pictures. She reinstated the 
public’s access to the White House, which had 
been closed by EDITH WILSON, and welcomed 
tourists back onto the grounds and into the 
first-floor rooms. Before her husband’s inaugu-
ration, she donned a helmet and goggles and 
took a ride in a “hydro aeroplane”—making her 
the first first lady to fly.

For all of her political acumen, Florence 
Harding did not have good insights into personal 
motives or sense when corruption was brew-
ing. She recommended a number of appoint-
ments to the president that ultimately embroiled 
his administration in scandal as officials were 
charged with profiteering, secret oil lease deals, 
and bootlegging. Warren Harding proved to be 
more formidable as a candidate than as a govern-
ing president. As word of the scandals began to 
leak out, he embarked on a cross-country train 
journey labeled “The Voyage of Understanding.” 
The president’s health deteriorated during the 
journey, forcing Florence to deliver remarks on 
his behalf.

Warren Harding died on August 2, 1923, 
in the Palace Hotel in San Francisco. Florence 
accompanied her husband’s body back to the 
White House, where the president lay in state, 
and then went on to Marion, Ohio, where the 
burial took place. She moved from the White 
House to Evalyn McLean’s home, but took up a 
more permanent residence at the Willard Hotel. 
In the final year of her life, she attempted to 
gather up as many of her husband’s letters and 
papers as she could find. She destroyed most, 
leaving little to tarnish his reputation (or hers). 
Although Congress did not grant her the usual 
presidential widow’s pension, she lived comfort-
ably on the proceeds of her husband’s estate and 
drew an annual salary as a contributing editor 
to the Marion Star.

Florence Harding died on November 21, 
1924, and is buried beside her husband in Marion. 
Her legacy is one of activism and independence 
of mind in an era that did not discredit her for 

either. She was the first presidential wife to vote 
and encouraged other women to do likewise.
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Harman, Jane (1945– ) congressperson Jane 
Harman was born Jane Lakes in New York City 
on June 28, 1945, and grew up in Los Angeles, 
where she attended public school. She earned her 
B.A. degree from Smith College in 1966 and her 
J.D. from Harvard School of Law in 1969. Harman 
worked as an attorney, served as special counsel 
to the Department of Defense, and was deputy 
secretary to the cabinet in the Carter White 
House. Harman began her career on Capitol Hill 
as chief counsel and staff director for the Senate 
Judiciary Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights. 
She is currently a member of the Council of 
Foreign Relations, the Aspen Institute, and the 
University of California–Los Angeles (UCLA) 
School of Public Affairs Advisory Board.

Harman first ran for Congress in 1992, won 
her seat, and served from 1993 to 1999. She left 
Congress to run for governor of California in 
1998 but was defeated in the Democratic pri-
mary by then Lieutenant Governor Gray Davis. 
While out of office, she served as a regent’s 
professor at UCLA, teaching public policy and 
international relations. She won back her House 
seat in 2000 and has been easily reelected in 
each subsequent election, including 2006. She 
is a member of the Blue Dog Coalition, a group 
of conservative congressional Democrats com-
posed mostly of southerners, making her a rar-
ity. She is also the ranking member of the House 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence. 
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Harman was rumored to be on 2004 Democratic 
presidential nominee John Kerry’s “short list” 
for vice president, but Kerry selected North 
Carolina Senator John Edwards instead.

In 2006, although the Democrats regained 
control of the House and Harmon might have 
been in line for chair of the Intelligence Com-
mittee, House Speaker NANCY PELOSI passed her 
over in favor of Texas representative Silvestre 
Reyes. Harmon and Pelosi have been described 
as political rivals, but more likely the choice was 
because of an October 2006 Justice Department 
probe launched to investigate whether Harmon 
had enlisted wealthy donors and the American 
Israel Public Affairs Committee to lobby then 
House Minority Leader Pelosi to retain Harmon 
on the Intelligence Committee. Harmon has 
denied the charges, but since the Democrats can 
attribute some of their 2006 electoral success 
to the ethical lapses of Republican incumbents 
in the 109th Congress, even the allegation was 
enough to remove Harmon from consideration.
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Harriman, Pamela (Pamela Beryl Digby 
Churchill Harriman) (1920–1997) ambassa-
dor, political fundraiser Pamela Harriman’s life 
story, beginning in her homeland of England, 
prepared her for a successful career as a social-
ite, fundraiser, and ambassador. Born Pamela 
Beryl Digby on March 20, 1920, in Hampshire, 
England, she was a member of an aristocratic 

family. Her father was the 11th baron Digby, and 
her mother was the daughter of a baron. From 
the early age of 19, Pamela began eschewing the 
lingering Victorian notions of womanhood that 
limited a woman’s goals to marriage. On Octo-
ber 4, 1939, she married Randolph Churchill, 
and as Winston Churchill’s daughter-in-law, she 
played an essential role in entertaining many of 
the world’s top leaders. As her marriage to Ran-
dolph soured, however, she began romantic liai-
sons with some of the world’s most powerful 
men, many of whom were also married. The 
couple finally divorced, and Pamela subse-
quently had the marriage annulled.

Pamela Churchill had numerous roman-
tic liaisons and another marriage and divorce 
before marrying one of her longtime paramours, 
Averell Harriman, on September 27, 1971. Har-
riman, former governor of New York, lifelong 
Democrat, and millionaire, died in 1986, leaving 
his wife Pamela $75 million. Pamela Harriman 
used her wealth and accumulated political con-
nections to continue her husband’s passion to 
elect Democratic Party candidates.

Key Democratic Party leaders like President 
Bill Clinton credit Harriman with the rebirth of 
the Democrats in the 1990s. She began a politi-
cal action committee (PamPAC) and established 
her house in Georgetown as the epicenter for 
Democratic Party strategy sessions. She also 
engineered the successful campaigns of key 
black Democrats and aided Clinton’s presiden-
tial victory in 1992. As a sign of gratitude, the 
Clinton Administration awarded her the ambas-
sadorship to France. The French embraced Har-
riman with open arms, welcoming her fluent 
French skills and her efforts to soothe tension 
in Franco-American over issues such as NATO 
expansion, the Middle East, and trade. Harriman 
died on February 5, 1997, while still serving as 
U.S. ambassador to France.

Further Reading
Smith Sally B. The Life of Pamela Churchill Harriman: 

Reflected Glory. New York: Simon & Schuster 
Inc., 1996.

—Hollis France
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Harris, Katherine (1957– ) congressperson 
Katherine Harris was born on April 5, 1957, in 
Key West, Florida. She received her bachelor’s 
degree from Agnes Scott College and earned an 
executive master’s degree from the Kennedy 
School of Government in 1997. Before entering 
politics, Katherine Harris was vice president of 
a commercial real estate firm and a marketing 
executive at IBM.

Harris entered politics in 1994 by winning 
election to the Florida Senate. As Florida’s sec-
retary of state (1999–2002), she presided over 
the 2000 presidential election controversy, even 
though she had served as candidate George W. 
Bush’s campaign cochair for Florida since Octo-
ber 1999. Prior to the election, the secretary of 
state’s office hired a private firm to purge the 
voter registration rolls of felons. Thousands of 
individuals, many of them African-American 
voters, were incorrectly removed from the voter 
lists and therefore ineligible to vote in 2000. It 
was Harris who certified that Republican can-
didate George W. Bush had defeated Al Gore in 
the popular vote of Florida (based on a series of 
vote counts, some original and some recounts) 
and thus certified the Republican slate of elec-
tors. Her ruling was challenged and overturned 
on appeal by the Florida Supreme Court, but 
this was reversed by U.S. Supreme Court, which 
awarded the presidency to Bush in a 5-4 deci-
sion (Bush v. Gore, 2000).

In 2002, Harris ran for the congressional 
district vacated by retiring Republican represen-
tative Dan Miller and won the seat by a 10-point 
margin; she was reelected in 2004 by a comfort-
able margin. Harris considered running for the 
seat of retiring Senator Bob Graham in 2004 but 
was reportedly urged not do so by staff at the 
Bush White House who were promoting Secre-
tary of Housing and Urban Development Mel 
Martinez to run. (Martinez narrowly defeated 
challenger Betty Castor.)

On June 7, 2005, Harris announced her 
intention to run for the Republican nomination 
to challenge incumbent Democrat senator Bill 
Nelson in the 2006 election. Although the state 

Republican Party did not endorse her candidacy, 
and Florida governor Jeb Bush and White House 
strategist Karl Rove refused to endorse her 
candidacy, Harris persisted. Her campaign was 
plagued by ethics investigations related to alleg-
edly illegal campaign contributions given by 
Mitchell Wade, a defense contractor. Wade pled 
guilty to laundering over $32,000 in campaign 
contributions through his employees in order to 
evade the contribution limits. Harris trailed in 
the polls throughout the 2006 Senate race and 
was soundly defeated in November.
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Harris, Patricia (Patricia Roberts Harris) 
(1924–1985) secretary of health, education, and 
welfare Described by former president Jimmy 
Carter as “a cabinet officer extraordinaire” who 
was “strong, competent, tough, [and] obsessed 
with concern for the poor, the bereft, the inar-
ticulate, the elderly, the homeless, the weak, and 
the student,” Patricia Roberts Harris proved 
many times over to be an able governmental 
administrator, an astute attorney, and a shrewd 
policy maker. Emerging from a humble back-
ground, Harris achieved several historical firsts 
as an African-American woman: the first 
appointed as an ambassador, the first to hold a 
deanship of an American law school, the first to 
serve as a delegate to the United Nations, the 
first to hold an appointment in a president’s 
cabinet, and the first to hold a second presiden-
tial cabinet appointment.

Harris was born on May 31, 1924, in Matoon, 
Illinois, to Bert Fitzgerald, a pullman car waiter, 
and Hildren Brodie Roberts, an actuarial clerk 
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for an insurance company; she was raised by her 
mother. Harris’s passion for those considered 
“marginal” can be partially explained by her 
early exposure to racism. She attended Howard 
University, where she graduated summa cum 
laude with an A.B. degree in political science 
and economics in 1945. While at Howard, Harris 
became involved in the burgeoning civil rights 
movement by leading a group of students to 
stage sit-ins and demonstrations at segregated 
restaurants and department stores. After leav-
ing Howard, Harris enrolled at the University of 
Chicago, earning a master’s degree in industrial 
relations.

In 1949, Harris returned to Washington, 
D.C., to further her graduate studies at Ameri-
can University, during which time she worked 
as assistant director of the American Council on 
Human Rights. From 1953 to 1959, she served as 
executive director of the second oldest national 
black sorority, Delta Sigma Theta. Harris orga-
nized the first national business office for the 
sorority and, as one of its lobbyists, was respon-
sible for the organization’s national lobbying 
campaign that culminated in the passage of the 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 and the Voting Rights 
Act 1965. In 1955, Harris met and married 
attorney William Beasley Harris, who encour-
aged her to pursue a legal career. She entered 
George Washington University’s law school in 
1957 and graduated at the top of her class three 
years later. After graduation, she worked briefly 
in the Criminal Division of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice and later as a faculty member of 
Howard University’s law school. Harris’s advo-
cacy work on behalf of blacks, women, and the 
poor intensified as she began serving as cochair 
of the National Women’s Committee for Civil 
Rights—an appointment made by President 
John F. Kennedy in 1963.

Beginning an impressive list of firsts, in 
1965 Harris was named U.S. ambassador to 
Luxembourg and became the first African-
American woman named an American envoy. 
In 1966, she became the first African-American 
woman to serve as a delegate to the United 

Nations. After completing her diplomat duties, 
Harris returned to Howard University as the 
dean of the law school—another first for an 
African American woman—but resigned within 
30 days after unresolved tensions between 
protesting law students and the university’s 
president. She later joined a prestigious D.C. 
law firm and simultaneously held several board 
appointments, including service on the board 
of directors of the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) 
Legal Defense Fund, the American Civil Liber-
ties Union, the national YWCA, the Twentieth 
Century Fund, and Chase Manhattan.

In 1971, Harris was appointed chair of 
the Democratic Party’s Credentials Committee 
for its 1972 convention and was charged with 
the responsibility of enforcing newly adopted 
rules designed to encourage greater participa-
tion from the young, minorities, and women. 
In 1977, President Jimmy Carter appointed her 
secretary of housing and urban development 
(HUD), making Harris the first African-Ameri-
can woman to hold a cabinet-level position. 
During her tenure as secretary of HUD, Harris 
instituted several new policy initiatives that 
were designed to fulfill the promises made to 
the poor under President Lyndon Johnson’s 
Great Society program. Specifically, she was able 
to increase subsidized housing for the poor and 
provide millions of dollars for renovating and 
upgrading neighborhoods that were scheduled 
for “slum clearance.” She also instituted the 
Urban Development Action Grant program as an 
incentive for bringing economically stable busi-
nesses to urban areas. Harris addressed housing 
discrimination by establishing regulations with 
the Federal Mortgage Association that would 
allow millions of low-income families to obtain 
first-time mortgages.

In 1979, Patricia Roberts Harris was 
appointed to the largest cabinet post, secretary 
of the Department of Health Education and 
Welfare (HEW), becoming the first African-
American woman appointed to two cabinet-level 
positions. As secretary of HEW, she was able to 
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protect many of the social programs that were 
targeted for budget cuts. In addition, it was 
during Harris’s tenure that HEW became more 
attentive to women’s colleges and the concerns 
of women students. She assigned a special assis-
tant to serve as a liaison with women’s colleges, 
and through her work with those colleges she 
became instrumental in pushing for the passage 
of funding for women’s sports under TITLE IX 
OF THE EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1972. HEW 
was renamed the Department of Health and 
Human Services (HHS) in 1980 when Congress 
established a separate Department of Education. 
Because of this reorganization, Harris was the 
first to serve as secretary of HHS. To her credit, 
she was noted for restoring order and direction 
to two disorganized and demoralized federal 
agencies. She served as secretary of HEW until 
Carter’s loss to Ronald Reagan in the 1980 presi-
dential election.

In 1982, Harris made an unsuccessful bid 
for the mayorship of Washington, D.C. Despite 
a long career of advocating for blacks, the poor, 
and women, Harris was characterized as an 
aloof, middle-class black whose real concern 
was achievement, not social change. As a result, 
she lost to incumbent Marion Barry after a bitter 
campaign. In 1983, Harris returned to George 
Washington University law school as a full-time 
law professor. She held this position until her 
death from cancer on March 23, 1985.
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Harrison, Anna Symmes (Anna Tuthill 
Symmes Harrison) (1775–1864) first lady 
Anna Tuthill Symmes was born to John Cleves 
and Anna Tuthill Symmes on July 25, 1775, in 
Sussex County, New Jersey; her mother died the 
following year. Her father, an officer in the Con-
tinental Army, determined that he could not raise 
her himself, and so she was raised by her mater-
nal grandparents on Long Island. She received an 
excellent education and is the first first lady to be 
formally educated. When she was 14, she rejoined 
her father on his land near Cincinnati. In 1795, 
at the age of 20, she met and married William 
Henry Harrison, an officer in the American Revo-
lutionary War; together they had 10 children. 

William Henry Harrison rose to the rank of 
general and achieved fame after defeating Chief 
Tecumseh at the Battle of Tippecanoe in 1811. At 
the time, he was serving as the governor of the 
Indiana Territory. In 1814, the Harrisons’ oldest 
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child was married, and their last child was born. 
Harrison was elected to Congress in 1816 and 
departed for Washington leaving, Anna and the 
children behind. He returned to the territories 
with his election to the Ohio state legislature in 
1819, but left again for Washington in 1824 after 
being elected to the U.S. Senate from Ohio. Har-
rison first campaigned for the presidency during 
the election of 1836, but a crowded field left him 
little chance for victory. In 1840, Harrison was 
the sole candidate for the Whig party on a ticket 
with a southern Democrat, John Tyler. Harrison 
was a popular military hero, and his campaign 
emphasized his log-cabin roots.

Anna Harrison was 65 years old when William 
Henry Harrison won the presidency. In relatively 
poor health and despondent over the deaths of 
several of their children over the previous decade, 
she did not immediately accompany her husband 
to Washington for the inaugural. Instead, she des-
ignated her daughter-in-law, Jane Irwin Harrison, 
to serve as hostess until she arrived. However, 
she never assumed her official duties as first lady 
since President Harrison died within a month of 
taking office, the victim of pneumonia contracted 
on the day of his inaugural. In 1855, Anna moved 
in with her only surviving son, John Scott Har-
rison (father to future president Benjamin Har-
rison), in North Bend, Ohio, where she lived until 
her death on February 25, 1864.

Although she never actually assumed the 
duties of first lady, Anna Harrison nevertheless 
achieved many firsts among those holding the 
position. She was the first to be formally edu-
cated as a child, the oldest woman to become 
first lady, and the first to become widowed while 
her husband was in office. As a result, she was 
the first former first lady to receive a pension 
and the first to be the grandmother of a future 
president, Benjamin Harrison (1889–93).

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Shulman, Holly Cowan. “Anna Tuthill Symmes Har-
rison.” In American First Ladies: Their Lives 
and Their Legacy, 2d edition, edited by Lewis L. 
Gould, 57–64. New York: Routledge, 2001.

Harrison, Caroline (Caroline Lavinia Scott 
Harrison) (1832–1892) first lady Caroline 
(Carrie) Lavinia Scott was born on October 1, 
1832, in Oxford, Ohio. She was the third of five 
children born to Miami University professor 
John Witherspoon Scott and Mary Potts Neal 
Scott. The family valued education highly, and 
Carrie loved literature and the arts. She attended 
the Oxford Female Institute in 1852, an institu-
tion founded by her father, and studied music, 
English literature, drama, art, and painting. She 
took over for a piano teacher who fell ill mid-
semester and continued teaching at Oxford after 
she graduated in 1853.

Carrie Scott met Benjamin Harrison, one of 
her father’s students and the grandson of Presi-
dent William Henry Harrison, while she was in 
college. Following his graduation in 1852, he 
moved to Cincinnati to study law but returned to 
marry Caroline on October 20, 1853. They began 
their married life on the Harrison family farm in 
North Bend, Ohio. In early 1854, Benjamin was 
admitted to the bar, and they moved to Indianap-
olis, where he set up a practice. Times were lean 
until he was asked to join a practice with Wil-
liam Wallace, a candidate for the Marian County 
clerkship who needed help in the office while 
he campaigned. The partnership prospered, and 
the Harrisons moved to a larger house and hired 
help for Caroline, her physical condition some-
what weakened by two births (Russell Benjamin, 
b. 1854; Mary Scott, b. 1858). Caroline devoted 
increasing attention to her activities with First 
Presbyterian Church, where she taught Bible 
study and directed the choir, and to charitable 
causes such as the Indianapolis Orphan’s Asy-
lum. In 1860, she was appointed to the board of 
managers, a seat she held until her death.

As Benjamin Harrison’s law practice flour-
ished, he turned his attention to politics. In 
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quick succession, he was elected city attorney in 
1857, secretary of the Republican State Central 
Committee the following year, and reporter of 
the state supreme court in 1860. The onset of the 
Civil War brought changes to both Harrisons. 
Benjamin became a colonel in the Indiana regi-
ment of the Union army in the summer of 1862, 
while Caroline supported the war effort through 
the Ladies Patriotic Association and the Ladies 
Sanitary Commission. On at least two occa-
sions, she and the children visited Benjamin’s 
encampment in Tennessee and Kentucky. On 
an extended furlough and visit with family in 
Pennsylvania in 1864, all four of the Harrison 
family fell ill with scarlet fever. They recovered, 
but Caroline took the children back to India-
napolis, and Benjamin rejoined his troops. He 
returned to Indianapolis to a hero’s welcome in 
June 1865, but Caroline worried that his reputa-
tion would lead to progressively higher political 
office and lengthier separations. Harrison prom-
ised to turn his attentions to his law practice 
and his family, and he did so. Within five years, 
he was one of the most prominent attorneys in 
the state. They built a larger house, and Caroline 
Harrison supervised its design and construc-
tion. She entertained, founded a literary circle 
for intellectual stimulation, took art classes, and 
continued her painting.

In 1872, when Benjamin expressed inter-
est in seeking the Indiana state governorship, 
Caroline supported his decision. Although he 
lost the nomination, he was tapped as the 
Republican nominee in 1876, ultimately losing 
in the general election. By this time, Caroline 
had made her peace with Benjamin’s extended 
absences during campaigns and had grown to 
enjoy her own public role as the “candidate’s 
wife.” On a vacation in 1877, the couple called 
upon President and Mrs. Rutherford B. Hayes, 
and two years later, the Hayes enjoyed the Har-
risons’ hospitality on a visit to Indiana. Benja-
min Harrison later stumped for James Garfield 
and earned a cabinet post, but declined in favor 
of the U.S. Senate seat he had won in 1880. 
Caroline and daughter Mary (now 22) moved to 

Washington and took up residence in a board-
ing house. Her position as a senator’s wife gave 
Caroline access to Washington society, even 
though she did not entertain much herself due 
to her health. Benjamin Harrison lost his bid 
for reelection to Democratic-engineered gerry-
mandering, but he emerged two years later as a 
contender for the Republican presidential nomi-
nation. Presidential election strategies of this 
era were characterized as “front-porch” cam-
paigns, as the candidate and his wife received 
guests and potential voters at their home rather 
than stumping around the country. Thousands 
of people trooped through their Indianapolis 
home.

Benjamin Harrison’s election as president 
in 1888 focused press and public attention on 
Caroline. Although she had been entertain-
ing within political circles for some time, she 
was unprepared for the volume of requests and 
visitors that followed them to Washington and 
relied on her daughter Mary and her daughter-
in-law to assist as hostesses in the White House. 
She ended the custom of handshaking in her 
reception lines and brought dancing and drink 
back to the White House. Substantively, she 
divided her attentions beyond the White House 
to Washington charities such as the Garfield 
Hospital and the Washington City Orphan 
Asylum. She undertook a campaign to renovate 
and enlarge the White House with an overtly 
political strategy, lobbying for support by invit-
ing congressmen and journalists to inspect the 
White House and soliciting the help of former 
first ladies in making the case. Architect Fred 
Owen drew three plans—one for an entirely 
new building, one for changes to the pres-
ent structure, and one that called for two new 
wings to be added with a botanical conservatory 
connecting the two. Unsuccessful in getting 
Congress to agree with her choice of the third 
set of plans, Caroline was forced to undertake 
more modest restorations to the existing build-
ing. She focused on ridding the building of rats, 
modernizing the kitchen facilities, installing 
bathrooms, and, most controversially, adding 
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electric lights. In addition, she created an inven-
tory of the contents of the White House, detail-
ing the history of each piece of furniture and art. 
She restored as much of the White House china 
as she could find and started the extensive col-
lection of china of former first ladies that still 
exists today.

On matters social and political, Caroline 
Harrison was more active with regard to wom-
en’s interests than any of her predecessors. She 
worked to expand educational opportunities for 
women, including raising funds for a medical 
school at Johns Hopkins University on the con-
dition that it admit women. She helped to found 
the DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION 
(DAR) in 1890 and served as its first president-
general. In this capacity, she gave a number of 
public lectures urging people to remember the 
essential role that women had played in the 
founding of the nation. The DAR promoted citi-
zenship education and worked to perpetuate the 
memory of the American Revolution.

During much of her stay in the White 
House, Caroline suffered from a variety of ill-
nesses, many respiratory in nature. In spring 
1892, she was diagnosed with tuberculosis. 
Although she briefly recovered at a retreat in the 
Adirondack Mountains, she suffered a setback 
in September and asked to be returned to the 
White House. She died on October 25, 1892. 
It was an election year, and out of respect for 
the president’s lady, neither Benjamin Harrison 
nor Grover Cleveland actively campaigned for 
the presidency. Two weeks following her death, 
Harrison lost his bid for reelection.

Although not an activist in the women’s 
movement, Caroline Harrison nonetheless was 
willing to lend her name and her position to 
various causes in the advance of women’s educa-
tion and recognition of their role in building the 
nation. This has given her an enduring legacy.
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Harris v. Forklift Systems, Inc. (510 US 17) 
(1993) In 1986, Teresa Harris sued her former 
employer, Forklift Systems, Inc., under TITLE VII 
OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 for an abusive 
and hostile environment that she alleged was 
created by the company president, Charles 
Hardy. She charged that Hardy often insulted 
her because of her gender and made her the tar-
get of unwanted sexual innuendos. For example, 
Hardy had told Harris on several occasions, in 
the presence of other employees, “You’re a 
woman, what do you know” and “We need a 
man as the rental manager.” Hardy occasionally 
asked Harris and other female employees to get 
coins from his front pants pocket, and he threw 
objects on the ground in front of Harris and 
other women and asked them to pick the objects 
up. Harris claimed that Hardy’s sexually harass-
ing conduct caused her to suffer psychological 
distress, with symptoms similar to post-trau-
matic stress disorder. When Harris threatened 
to resign, Hardy said he “was only kidding” and 
apologized. However, when the behavior contin-
ued, Harris left the company and filed suit with 
the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISION. 
The company maintained that while Hardy’s 
actions were boorish, Ms. Harris had not suf-
fered any material damages and therefore did 
not have cause to sue under Title VII.

The issue was whether the actions were suf-
ficiently severe and pervasive to constitute an 
impermissible hostile environment under Title 
VII. The district court, while agreeing that Hardy 
was vulgar, that Harris had been the subject of a 
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continuing pattern of sex-based harassment, that 
Harris had been offended by the conduct, and that 
the conduct would have offended a “reasonable 
manager,” nonetheless concluded that Harris had 
not suffered a serious psychological injury and 
therefore Hardy’s conduct did not create a hostile 
work environment. The case was dismissed. Upon 
appeal, the Sixth Circuit Court affirmed the dis-
trict finding. However, the U.S. Supreme Court, in 
a unanimous decision, ruled that while conduct 
that is merely offensive does not violate Title VII, 
the law does provide protection long before the 
impermissible conduct leads to severe psycho-
logical distress. In other words, the protections 
afforded by Title VII begin before the harassment 
leads to a psychological break. Therefore, a plain-
tiff alleging SEXUAL HARASSMENT need not demon-
strate any psychological harm. The conduct must 
be shown to create an objectively hostile environ-
ment, one that a “reasonable person” would find 
hostile or abusive. The Court did not go so far as 
to adopt the “reasonable woman” or “reasonable 
victim” standard promoted by some feminists.

Further Reading
Gregory, Raymond F. Unwelcome and Unlawful: Sexual 

Harassment in the American Workplace. Ithaca, 
N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 2004.

MacKinnon, Catherine. Sexual Harassment of Work-
ing Women. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University 
Press, 1979.

—Marsha Hass

Harris v. McRae, (448 U.S. 297) (1980) In 
1976, Congress passed the HYDE AMENDMENT, 
which prohibited using federal Medicaid funds 
to pay for abortion except to save a woman’s life. 
Cora McRae, a pregnant Medicaid recipient who 
wished to terminate her pregnancy, challenged 
the amendment and took action against PATRICIA 
ROBERTS HARRIS, secretary of health and human 
services. McRae, on behalf of other indigent 
women similarly situated and several hospitals 
providing abortion services, sued on the grounds 
that the Hyde Amendment violated the right to 

privacy, the due-process clause of the Fifth 
Amendment, and the religion clauses of the 
First Amendment. Medicaid is a cost-sharing 
program involving the states and the federal 
government. After Congress refused to pay the 
federal share, the question evolved into whether 
the state could do the same.

In a 5-4 ruling, the U.S. Supreme Court held 
that the Hyde Amendment was constitutional 
and that states participating in the Medicaid 
program were not obligated to fund medically 
necessary abortions under Title XIX of the 
Social Security Act. The Court found that a 
woman’s freedom of choice did not carry with 
it “a constitutional entitlement to the financial 
resources to avail herself of the full range of 
protected choices.” The Court further ruled 
that because the equal-protection clause was 
not a source of substantive rights and because 
poverty did not qualify as a “suspect classifica-
tion,” the Hyde Amendment did not violate the 
Fifth Amendment. Finally, the Court held that 
the coincidence of the funding restrictions of 
the statute with tenets of the Roman Catholic 
Church did not constitute an establishment of 
religion. Feminists decried the decision as one 
that created two classes of women: those enti-
tled to rights under the Constitution because 
they could afford to pay for them and those 
who were not entitled to the freedom of choice 
because they were not using their own monies.

—Marsha Hass

Hart, Melissa (1962– ) congressperson  
Me lis sa Hart was born on April 4, 1962, in 
North Hills, Pennsylvania, and graduated from 
North Allegheny High School and Washington 
Jefferson College. After earning her J.D. from the 
University of Pittsburgh School of Law (1987), 
she practiced law for a major Pittsburgh law 
firm. Hart is the first Republican woman to rep-
resent Pennsylvania at the federal level. Prior to 
her election to the U.S. House of Representatives 
in 2000, she served in the Pennsylvania State 
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Senate (1991–2000), where she chaired the 
Finance Committee.

Widely viewed as an upcoming star within 
the new class of Republicans, Hart had a con-
servative voting record in Congress, particularly 
on reproductive rights issues. She was a sponsor 
of the Unborn Victims of Violence Act and the 
original sponsor of the Born-Alive Infants Pro-
tection Act. In 2005, Hart won an appointment 
on the House Ways and Means Committee. She 
also played an active role in the race for House 
majority leader following the resignation of Con-
gressman Tom Delay. As a top whip for Rep. John 
Boehner (R-OH), she worked to secure votes for 
him in the race in his successful bid for the posi-
tion in February 2006. Hart has also played a 
leadership role within the Republican National 
Party. In 2004, she was appointed cochair of the 
Platform Committee for the Republican National 
Convention. With U.S. senator Bill Frist, she 
helped to craft the Republican Party platform.

In 2006, Hart was challenged by Democrat 
Jason Altmire, a 38-year-old health care profes-
sional. Hart’s seat was considered “safe” going 
into the election, but as the election neared, 
her poll numbers sagged and her challenger’s 
popularity surged. Altmire defeated Hart for the 
seat, by a margin of 52 to 48 percent. Hart has 
recently been mentioned as a candidate for the 
U.S. Senate when Senator Arlen Specter retires.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 
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biodisplay.pl?index=H001033. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Hartford Accident and Indemnity Co. v. 
Insurance Commissioner of the Common-
wealth of PA (482 A.2d 542) (1984) This 
is an important case because it challenged the 

notion that gender could be the basis for insur-
ance premiums in the automobile casualty 
realm. The challenge was brought initially by a 
26-year-old male who objected to being charged 
$148 more than a similarly situated female 
based on actuarial data that showed men had 
more accidents than females. The Supreme 
Court pointed out that using gender as the main 
criterion for setting rates was unjust discrimina-
tion and had nothing to do with actual risk of 
any particular driver. The Court observed that 
how often and how far a car was driven could be 
much more predictive than the driver’s gender. 
While insurance companies are allowed to set 
rates based on risks, those rates may not unjustly 
discriminate. This case was the beginning of a 
series of cases challenging gender-based rates 
and payouts.

Further Reading
Hoff, Joan. Law, Gender, and Injustice: A Legal History of 

the United States. New York: New York University 
Press, 1991.

—Marsha Hass

Hayes, Lucy (Lucy Ware Webb Hayes) 
(1831–1889) first lady Lucy Ware Webb was 
born on August 28, 1831, in Chillicothe, Ohio, 
to Dr. James Webb and Maria Cook Webb; she 
was the only daughter of three children born to 
the couple. The family was prosperous, and both 
parents were strong temperance advocates. In 
1833, James Webb died of cholera. In 1844, the 
family moved to Delaware, Ohio, where Lucy 
attended prep school and sat in on college 
classes at Ohio Wesleyan University, even 
though women were not officially permitted to 
enroll. She graduated from Cincinnati Wesleyan 
Female College in 1850. She met Rutherford B. 
Hayes shortly before her graduation, and they 
were married on December 3, 1852. The couple 
remained close to both their families and lived 
with various family members until moving into 
their own home in 1854. The Rutherfords had 
seven children, five surviving to adulthood. 
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Lucy Hayes’s temperance background and 
her college degree both suggest that she might 
have become active in the movement for wom-
en’s rights, but she did not play that role. Her 
sister-in-law, Fanny Platt, encouraged her to 
become active in public affairs and took her to 
a lecture by LUCY STONE. (Platt died in child-
birth two years later.) Lucy’s interest in politics 
was stimulated by the antislavery principles 
of the Republican Party, and she encouraged 
her husband to enter politics, but the Civil 
War delayed this. Rutherford joined the Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry and was wounded in active 
duty several times over the course of the war. In 
1863, he was posted to West Virginia, and the 
family followed. Lucy mothered the officers and 
enlisted men, mending their clothing and writ-
ing for those with limited educations. In 1864, 
Colonel Hayes’s Ohio supporters nominated 
him for Congress; although he did not cam-
paign, he was elected in October 1864. Hayes 
left the army a brigadier general and took his 
seat in Congress in 1865. Lucy did not accom-
pany him to Washington but visited as often as 
she could. In 1867, she encouraged him to run 
for the governorship of Ohio. Lucy was actively 
involved in her husband’s career and in reform 
movements. She actively worked to raise money 
to found a home for soldier’s orphans and sup-
ported her husband’s efforts at prison reform but 
declined to speak publicly in favor of temper-
ance or women’s SUFFRAGE. Activists and social 
reformers saw her as the embodiment of the 
“new woman.” Despite having a college degree, 
however, she refused to advocate for women in 
higher education and the professions.

After Rutherford served two terms as gov-
ernor and conducted an unsuccessful Senate 
campaign, he and Lucy returned to Ohio. A 
third term as governor in 1875 put him in line 
for the Republican nomination for president in 
1876. A crowded field left the outcome of the 
election in doubt for months before Congress 
declared Hayes the president. Lucy and Ruther-
ford learned the news as they were making their 
way to Washington.

Lucy Hayes took up her position as first lady 
at a time when gender roles were in flux. Suffrag-
ists and women’s rights advocates looked expec-
tantly to the White House for support in their 
efforts to expand opportunities for women in all 
spheres of life. Despite Lucy’s obvious interest in 
politics and strong principled convictions, she 
did not use her position to advance the cause 
of women. Instead, she took up the traditional 
duties associated with the president’s lady.

As had been their custom since marriage, 
Rutherford and Lucy Hayes forbade alcohol to 
be served in their home. Although Rutherford 
made the decision, Lucy was labeled “Lemonade 
Lucy” as a result. Card playing and dancing were 
also banned at the White House. Lucy enlisted 
a number of female relatives to assist her in 
entertaining, but the presidential couple ended 
the practice of large evening receptions open 
to the general public that had taken their toll 
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on the White House, replacing these occasions 
with opportunities for the public to tour the 
White House and meet with the president. Lucy 
gave women’s luncheons and began the tradition 
of hosting receptions for the diplomatic corps. 
During the Hayes tenure, indoor plumbing was 
installed in the White House, along with the 
first telephone. Lucy and Rutherford Hayes also 
initiated the annual Easter egg roll, a tradition 
that continues today.

Upon Rutherford’s retirement, he and Lucy 
returned to Ohio, where she continued to serve 
as president of the Methodist Episcopal Wom-
en’s Home Missionary Society. She refused to 
endorse woman suffrage and worked against lib-
eralizing immigration policies. Eight years after 
leaving the White House, Lucy Hayes suffered a 
pair of strokes and died on June 25, 1889. Her 
husband died three years later.
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Height, Dorothy Irene (1912– ) activist, 
president of the National Council of Negro Wom-
en Dorothy Height is best known for her work 
in the civil rights movement. She was born on 
March 24, 1912, in Richmond, Virginia, and 
later quickly established herself as a dedicated 
student. Her oratory skills earned her a scholar-
ship to New York University, where she earned a 
degree in education and a master’s degree in 
educational psychology. She did further post-
graduate work at Columbia University and the 
New York School of Social Work. She is the 

recipient of nineteen honorary doctorates from 
colleges and universities.

While working as a caseworker for the wel-
fare department in New York in 1937, Dr. Height 
joined the NATIONAL COUNCIL OF NEGRO WOMEN 
(NCNW). That same year, she began work with 
the Harlem YWCA and quickly advanced to a 
position with the national YWCA, where she 
was active in developing its leadership training 
and interracial and ecumenical education pro-
grams. During the YWCA’s 1946 convention, 
Height coordinated the introduction of a policy 
to integrate its facilities nationwide, and she was 
elected national interracial education secretary 
of the organization. In 1965, the YWCA named 
Dr. Height the first director of its new Center for 
Racial Justice, and five years later, the YWCA 
National Convention adopted the One Impera-
tive: “To thrust our collective power towards the 
elimination of racism, wherever it exists by any 
means necessary.”

Height served as the president of NCNW 
for over 40 years, from 1957 to 1998. Work-
ing closely with Martin Luther King, Jr., Roy 
Wilkins, Whitney Young, A. Philip Randolph, 
and others. Height participated in virtually 
all of the major civil and human rights events 
throughout the 1950s and 1960s. She has 
received numerous awards in recognition of 
her tireless efforts. In 1989, President Ronald 
Reagan presented her with the Citizens Medal 
Award for distinguished service to the country; 
in 1994, President Clinton presented her with 
the Presidential Medal of Freedom; and in 2004, 
she was awarded the Congressional Gold Medal. 
In honoring Dorothy Height, Senator Hillary 
Clinton said: “So today we honor a hero. A 
hero of the civil rights movement, a hero of the 
women’s movement, a hero on behalf of African 
Americans and particularly the black family 
reunion movement, a woman who embodies 
everything that makes our nation great. We do 
this today in some small measure to thank you 
for a life of service and dedication and to recog-
nize that we are all richer and better because Dr. 
Dorothy Height passed our way.”
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Further Reading
Height, Dorothy. Open Wide the Freedom Gates: A Mem-

oir. New York: Public Affairs Press, 2003.

Herseth Sandlin, Stephanie (1970– ) con-
gressperson Stephanie Herseth was born on 
December 30, 1970, and raised on her family’s 
farm near Houghton, South Dakota. There is a 
legacy of public service in her family: Her pater-
nal grandfather, Ralph Herseth, was governor; 
her paternal grandmother, Lorna Herseth, was 
South Dakota’s secretary of state; and her father, 
Lars Herseth, served for 20 years in the state 
legislature and ran for governor in 1986.

Herseth received her undergraduate, gradu-
ate, and law degrees from Georgetown Univer-
sity. She ran for South Dakota’s lone U.S. House 
of Representatives seat in the 2002 election 
but lost to Bill Janklow. In early 2004, Janklow 
resigned his seat after he was convicted of man-
slaughter in a traffic-accident case, triggering 
a special election. Herseth was selected as the 
Democratic nominee, and she beat GOP can-
didate Larry Diedrich with 51 percent of the 
vote in the election held on June 1, 2004. The 
regular election in November was a rematch, 
and Herseth was elected to a full term with 53.4 
percent of the vote. Herseth is the first woman 
in South Dakota state history to win a full term 
in Congress.

Herseth is widely regarded as a moderate 
in Congress and walks a fine line between the 
positions adopted by the national Democratic 
Party and the more conservative makeup of her 
constituency in South Dakota. She is a member 
of the Blue Dog Coalition and has the support 
of the National Rifle Association. She supports 
ABORTION rights, research into renewable energy 
sources, and farm supports. In the 109th Con-
gress, she served on the House Committee on 
Agriculture, the House Committee on Veterans 
Affairs, and the Committee on Resources. She 
was reelected in 2006. In March 2007, she mar-
ried Max Sandlin, a former congressman from 
Texas, and took the name Herseth Sandlin.
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—Angela Kouters

Hill, Anita Faye (1956– ) lawyer Anita Hill 
was born in rural Oklahoma on July 30, 1956. 
She graduated with honors from the University 
of Oklahoma and received her law degree from 
Yale University School of Law, one of 16 African 
Americans in a class of 160. She worked on the 
staff of the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION (EEOC) in Washington, D.C. (1981–
83), before joining the law faculty of Oral Rob-
erts University and, later, the University of 
Oklahoma.

On October 6, 1991, Anita Hill’s life was 
dramatically and irrevocably changed when 
her charges of SEXUAL HARASSMENT against her 
former EEOC supervisor, Clarence Thomas, 
were made public on the eve of his confirmation 
as a Supreme Court justice. On that date, NINA 
TOTENBERG of National Public Radio alleged 
that the committee had suppressed allegations 
of sexual harassment against Thomas brought 
by Hill. On October 8, Democratic congress-
women marched from the House to the Senate to 
demand an investigation. The Senate relented, 
and new hearings were called with Anita Hill 
as the primary witness. Her testimony before 
the Senate Judiciary Committee was televised, 
giving many voters, particularly female voters, 
their first glimpse of the all-male, all-white com-
mittee. Interest in the hearings was incredibly 
intense. Senator Paul Simon reported receiving 
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nearly 20,000 letters on the subject, compared 
to fewer than 16,000 on the Gulf War. Mil-
lions watched the televised hearings, which 
had a larger audience than the football games 
that were on at the same time. Women were 
outraged at what many perceived as unfair and 
condescending treatment of Hill. Tee shirts 
proclaiming “I Believe Anita Hill,” “He did it,” 
and “She Lied” sprang up across the country. 
A full episode of a prime-time sitcom, Design-
ing Women, was dedicated to the controversy. 
After the show’s airing, CBS received more than 
1,500 phone calls—the largest number in the 
network’s history in response to a single show; 
most were positive. Clarence Thomas was ulti-
mately confirmed by the narrowest margin in 
U.S. Senate history.

The issue of sexual harassment in the work-
place was moved from the private to the public 
sphere because of Anita Hill’s allegations and 
willingness to speak out. Today Hill is a profes-
sor of social policy, law, and women’s studies 
at Brandeis University at the Heller School for 
Social Policy and Management.

Further Reading
Hill, Anita Faye, and Emma Coleman Jordan, eds. 

Race, Gender, and Power in America: The Legacy 
of the Hill-Thomas hearings. New York: Oxford 
University Press, 1995.

Smitherman, Geneva, ed. African American Women 
Speak Out on Anita Hill–Clarence Thomas. Detroit: 
Wayne State University Press, 1995.

Hills, Carla Anderson (1934– ) secretary of 
housing and urban development, trade representa-
tive, lawyer Carla Anderson was born on Janu-
ary 3, 1934, in Los Angeles, California. She 
received her bachelor’s degree from Stanford 
University in 1955 and her law degree from Yale 
University Law School in 1958. That same year, 
she married Roderick M. Hills, with whom she 
has four children.

Carla Anderson Hills entered politics in 
1959 as an assistant U.S. attorney. After a period 

in private practice, she was appointed assistant 
attorney general in the Civil Division of the 
U.S. Department of Justice. In 1974, President 
Gerald Ford appointed Hills secretary of hous-
ing and urban development. She served in the 
cabinet until 1977, when she again returned 
to private law practice. She served as chair of 
the Urban Institute from 1983 until 1988. In 
1989, President George H. W. Bush appointed 
her to be the U.S. trade representative. In this 
capacity, she was the president’s chief advisor 
in international trade policy and was instru-
mental in acting for the United States in the 
drafting of the North American Free Trade 
Agreement.

Since leaving government in 1993, Hills has 
established a consulting firm (Hills & Company, 
International Consultants) that advises compa-
nies on global trade and investment issues in 
emerging markets. She has served as president 
of the National Association of Women Lawyers, 
as vice chairman of the Council of Foreign 
Relations, and as a trustee with the Forum for 
International Policy. She is on the board of 
directors of AOL Time Warner, Chevron Texaco, 
Lucent Technologies, and American Interna-
tional Group, Inc. In 2000, Hills was awarded 
the Aztec Eagle, the highest honor given by the 
Mexican government to a noncitizen of that 
country.

Hill v. Colorado (530 U.S. 703) (2000) In 
1993, Colorado passed a law intended to regu-
late protesters outside of health clinics. One part 
of the law requires that anyone within a zone of 
100 feet of a medical facility’s entrance needs to 
obtain permission of the passersby before 
approaching them within eight feet to pass out 
literature, educate them, or counsel them in any 
way. Leila Hill, Audrey Himmelmann, and Ever-
itt W. Simpson, Jr., were protesters and sidewalk 
counselors at a clinic that performed ABORTIONS 
in Colorado. They filed suit against the state, 
challenging the law as a violation of their First 
Amendment right to free speech.
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This case presented the U.S. Supreme 
Court with the opportunity to revisit the issue 
of free speech and restrictions applied to pro-
testors at health care facilities. In a previous 
case (Schenck v. Pro-Choice Network of Western 
New York, 1997), the Court had distinguished 
between fixed buffer zones and “floating bub-
bles.” Fixed zones were found to be constitu-
tional because it was necessary to allow people 
to enter and exit freely. The question in this 
case was whether the eight-foot provision 
within the 100-foot zone constituted a “float-
ing” or “fixed” area. The Court reviewed the 
First Amendment rights of both sides. In a 6-3 
decision, the Court found the statute constitu-
tional because it was narrowly drawn and bal-
anced the rights of the protestors with those of 
the unwilling listeners. The Court found that, 
rather than speech, the statute was a restric-
tion on “place.” The court noted the disagree-
ment over whether the statute was “content 
related” and held that it was not because it 
applied to all facilities and all kinds of protes-
tors. Furthermore, the buffer zone does not cut 
off communication entirely between protestors 
and passersby, but leaves open “alternative 
communication channels.”

Further Reading
Hull, N.E.H. The Abortion Rights Controversy in Amer-

ica: A Legal Reader. Chapel Hill: University of 
North Carolina Press, 2004.

The OYEZ Project. “Hill v. Colorado, 530 U.S. 703 
(2000).” Available online. URL: http://www.oyez.
org/cases/case?case=1990–1999/1999/1999_98_
1856. Accessed on January 9, 2007.

—Marsha Hass

Hishon v. King & Spalding (467 U.S. 69) 
(1984) Under TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS 
ACT OF 1964, it is unlawful to discriminate in 
employment on the basis of sex. This case 
involves Elizabeth Anderson Hishon, an attor-
ney with King & Spalding in Atlanta Georgia. 
Recruited directly out of Columbia Law School, 

Hishon agreed to join the firm only after being 
assured that she would be considered for part-
nership in the firm “on a fair and equal basis” 
after five or six years of service in which her 
evaluations were satisfactory. After five years of 
more than satisfactory evaluations, she was 
twice rejected for promotion to partnership and 
was terminated. She sued, arguing that she was 
the victim of sex discrimination.

The district court dismissed the case, argu-
ing that Title VII did not cover partnership 
decisions. When the Court of Appeals agreed, 
Hishon appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court 
in order to determine if Title VII provisions 
applied to partnership decisions. The Supreme 
Court ruled unanimously that Title VII protec-
tion did extend to the law firm’s partnership 
decisions. Chief Justice Warren Burger, writing 
for the majority, stated that “the contractual 
relationship of employment triggers the provi-
sion of Title VII governing ‘terms, conditions, 
or privileges of employment.’ ” He went on to 
say that verbal agreements triggered Title VII 
protections just as a formal contract would, and 
therefore if King & Spalding had promised that 
Hishon would be considered for partnership, 
then the firm must do so without discrimina-
tion on the basis of sex. The Court sent the case 
back to the lower courts for trial. Instead, His-
hon settled with King & Spalding for an undis-
closed sum. By that time, she was a partner with 
another firm.

This case, as well as PRICE WATERHOUSE V. 
HOPKINS (1989), raises the issue of the GLASS 
CEILING and demonstrates the difficulty in estab-
lishing clear sex discrimination in cases where 
intangible qualities are a factor in determining 
promotion decisions. In Ann Hopkins’s case, 
the Supreme Court found that sex stereotyping 
had played a role in her partnership denial. The 
Hishon case never made it that far.

Further Reading
Frost-Knappman, Elizabeth, and Kathryn Cullen-

DuPont. Women’s Rights on Trial. Detroit: Gale 
Publishing, 1997.
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Hobby, Oveta Culp (1905–1995) secretary 
of health, education, and welfare Oveta Culp 
Hobby, first secretary of the Department of 
Health, Education and Welfare, first command-
ing officer of the Women’s Army Corps, and 
chairman of the board of the Houston Post, was 
born in Killeen, Texas, on January 19, 1905. She 
attended Baylor Female College and worked as a 
cub reporter on the Austin Statesman. Hobby 
served as the legislative parliamentarian for the 
Texas House of Representatives (1925–31, 1939–
41) and studied at the University of Texas Law 
School. On February 23, 1931, she married for-
mer Texas governor William P. Hobby, when she 
was 26 and Hobby was 53. The couple had two 
children, each born on her birthday. Hobby 
authored a handbook on parliamentary law and 
helped her husband run the Houston Post, review-
ing books, editing copy, and writing editorials. 
Her colleagues took note of her organizational 
skills, tenacity, and political savvy, and nick-
named the young editor “Miss Spark-Plug.”

In 1941, Hobby went to Washington, D.C. to 
take charge first of the Women’s Interest Section 
of the War Department Bureau of Public Rela-
tions then the WOMEN’S ARMY CORPS (1942–45). 
Hobby commanded more than 200,000 women 
at more than 200 posts in every theater of 
wartime operations and successfully fought for 
legislative action giving WACs the rights and 
privileges of soldiers.

In 1953, President Dwight D. Eisenhower 
named Hobby as chair of the Federal Security 
Agency. Later that year, the post was elevated 
to a cabinet position and renamed the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare. Hobby 
became its first secretary (the only woman in 
Eisenhower’s cabinet) and during her tenure 
announced the development of the Salk vaccine. 
She resigned in 1955 and resumed her career 
with the Post. She died on August 16, 1995.

Further Reading
Handbook of Texas Online. “Hobby, Oveta Culp.” 

Available online. URL: http://www.tsha.utexas.
edu/handbook/online/articles/HH/fho86.html. 
Accessed on January 9, 2007.

—Jennifer Davis McDaid

Hodgson v. Minnesota (497 U.S. 417) 
(1990) This case involved a challenge to a 
Minnesota statute that set up requirements for 
an abortion by a minor under the age of 18. The 
statute required a 48-hour waiting period after 
the notification of both parents. The district 
court found that this requirement served no 
useful purpose and made the section over-broad 
and, as such, unconstitutional. As to the other 
section providing a judicial bypass of the 48-
hour notification requirement, the Appeals 
Court found that section constitutional, saving 
the entire statute. Since the section required a 
thoughtful decision, an expedited court hearing 
before a judge, and the help of an attorney, the 
U.S. Supreme Court determined that Minnesota 
had overcome the defective section requiring 
48-hour notice to both parents. The decision of Oveta Hobby, ca. 1953 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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the Court of Appeals was upheld. Both the 
majority and dissenting opinions show a divided 
Court and concern about abortions by minors.

Further Reading
Hull, N. E. H. The Abortion Rights Controversy in 

America: A Legal Reader. Chapel Hill: University 
of North Carolina Press, 2004.

The OYEZ Project. “Hodgson v. Minnesota, 497 U.S. 
417 (1990).” Available online. URL: http://www.
oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980–1989/1989/1989_
88_1125. Accessed on January 09, 2007.

—Marsha Hass

Hoey, Jane (Jane Margueretta Hoey) (1892–
1968) social worker, government official A 
social worker, welfare administrator, and gov-
ernment official, Jane Margueretta Hoey was also 
a pioneer for women as director of the Bureau of 
Public Assistance and, later, the Bureau of Fam-
ily Services of the Social Security Administra-
tion. Born in 1892, she received a B.A. from 
Trinity College, Washington, D.C., in 1914 and 
earned a master’s degree in political science from 
Columbia University and a diploma from the 
New York School of Philosophy, both in 1916. 
Her career began in local government in 1916 
when she was appointed assistant secretary of 
the Board of Child Welfare of New York City. Her 
superior was Harry Hopkins. By 1935, Hopkins 
and other close associates had gone to Washing-
ton to work in President Franklin Roosevelt’s 
New Deal administration. In 1934, the president 
created the Committee on Economic Security, 
whose members included Hopkins and FRANCES 
PERKINS. Hoey joined the Committee on Child 
Welfare, and after the enactment of the Social 
Security Act in 1935, she became director of the 
Bureau of Public Assistance within the Social 
Security Administration. She held this position 
until she was dismissed when Dwight D. Eisen-
hower and the Republicans took control of the 
executive branch in 1953. After leaving the 
bureau, she became director of social research 
for the National Tuberculosis Association. In 

1967, a year before her death, the Columbia 
School of Social Work established the Jane M. 
Hoey Chair in Social Policy.

Further Reading
Social Security Online History. “Jane Hoey.” Available 

online. URL: http://www.ssa.gov/history/janehoey.
html. Accessed on January 9, 2007.

Hoffman, Anna Rosenberg See ROSENBERG, 
ANNA.

Holm, Jeanne (Jeanne Marjorie Holm) 
(1921– ) major general in the U.S. Air Force 
Jeanne Holm served the United States with 
honor, becoming the first woman in American 
military history to be promoted to the rank of 
major general. During her career, Holm believed 
that as one of America’s major institutions for 
protecting its core values and security, the U.S. 
military needed to change its practice of exclud-
ing women from combat.

Holm was born in Portland, Oregon, in 
1921. In 1942, during the height of America’s 
involvement in World War II, Holm enlisted in 
the army. Her military career parallels efforts by 
the U.S. military to promote gender integration. 
Advances in technology and communications 
during World War II led to the need for more 
support personnel for combat troops and led the 
military to open up some positions to women. 
Women served primarily in voluntary positions 
and were housed in separate military service 
units for women. Holm’s initial enlistment in 
the army was in the Women’s Army Auxiliary 
Corps (WAAC). She demonstrated her leader-
ship skills early and, following officer candidate 
school, received a commission as a third officer, 
or WAAC second lieutenant.

After serving in numerous command posi-
tions in the army, Holm took advantage of the 
Women’s Armed Services Integration Act signed 
by President Truman in 1948 to make the transi-
tion to the air force. As director of women in the 
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Air Force (1965–1973) she worked to strengthen 
and expand job opportunities and assignments 
for women in the military. She consistently 
questioned the traditional roles of women in 
the military being limited to ministering to the 
wounded or administrative positions, and she 
called upon the military to eliminate the artifi-
cial line between “combat” and “noncombatant” 
positions. Holm posed the question: “Is it right 
to expect military men to face the risks inherent 
in the military profession, while attempting to 
protect or shield the women who take the same 
oath and draw the same pay, get the same train-
ing and wear the same uniform?”

In 1973, she was promoted to Major General 
and named Director of the Air Force Personnel 
Council and Assistant Secretary for Manpower. 
She served as Special Assistant to the President 
for women from 1976 until 1977 when she 
returned to the Pentagon as undersecretary of 
the Air Force.

See also WOMEN’S ARMY CORPS.

Further Reading
Holm, Jeanne. Women in the Military: An Unfinished 

Revolution. New York: Random House, 1992.

—Hollis France

hooks, bell (Gloria Jean Watkins) (1952– ) 
author, scholar bell hooks is a leading public 
intellectual who provides provocative critiques 
of American politics and culture. hooks’s schol-
arship contributes to the national conversation 
on diversity in American politics. She provokes 
and encourages critical thinking about the inter-
connectedness of race, class, gender, and sexual-
ity in contributing to a more diverse America.

Born Gloria Jean Watkins on September 25, 
1952, in Kentucky, hooks changed her name to 
pay homage to both her mother and maternal 
grandmother. She adopted the lower-case spell-
ing of her name to draw attention to her message 
rather than to her as the author. Growing up 
in a patriarchal, working-class, black south-
ern household, hooks became acutely aware 

at an early age of the convergence of class 
and race. She received her B.A. from Stanford 
University in 1973, her M.A. in 1976 from the 
University of Wisconsin, and her Ph.D. in 1983 
from the University of California–Santa Cruz. 
hooks’s scholarship invites readers to explore 
how access to resources in a capitalist society 
affects various groups based on both race and 
gender. Her book Feminist Theory: From Margin 
to Center (1984) examines what it means to be 
a feminist and what it takes to end sexism and 
sexist oppression. hooks eschews the notion 
that only women can be feminists. She believes 
that it is necessary for both men and women to 
be feminists in order to end sexist oppression. 
Currently hooks is making an effort to reach 
out to younger working-class populations. She 
writes articles for popular magazines that have 
a younger African-American audience. Topics 
addressed by hooks include hip hop, the images 
of black women, the O. J. Simpson case, and 
images of black masculinity.

hooks has been a professor of African and 
Afro-American studies and English at Yale Uni-
versity, an associate professor of Women’s Stud-
ies and American Literature at Oberlin College, 
and a distinguished lecturer of English Litera-
ture at the City College of New York.

See also BLACK FEMINISM; FEMINISM.

Further Reading
hooks, bell. Ain’t I a Woman: Black Feminism. Boston: 

South End Press, 1981.

—Hollis France

Hooley, Darlene (1939– ) congressperson 
Darlene Hooley was born on April 4, 1939, on 
the family farm in Williston, North Dakota. Her 
family moved to Salem, Oregon, when she was 
eight. After graduating from high school in 
Salem, Hooley went on to receive a B.S. degree 
from Oregon State University and subsequently 
became a reading, music, and physical educa-
tion teacher. She served on the Park District 
Board before her election to the West Linn City 
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Council (1976–80). This was followed by her 
election to the Oregon State Legislature (1980–
86) and to the Clackamas County Board of 
Commissioners (1986–96).

First elected to the U.S. House of Represen-
tatives in 1996, Hooley was selected president of 
the class of freshman House members in 1997. 
She serves on the House Committee on Science, 
the Financial Services Committee, and the 
House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. She also 
serves as a senior whip for the Democrats. She 
tends to have a moderate, liberal-leaning voting 
record. A supporter of Oregon’s assisted suicide 
law, she has championed consumer credit rights 
and opposed the use of military force in Iraq. 
Hooley has been consistently reelected, includ-
ing in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Hooley, Darlene.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=H000762. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Darlene Hooley (OR).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BC033437. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Hoover, Lou (Lou Henry Hoover) (1874–
1944) first lady Lou Henry was born on March 
29, 1874, to Florence Weed and Charles Delano 
Henry, in Waterloo, Iowa; her father had wanted 
a boy and so had named her Lou. Her mother 
was trained as a teacher, and her father worked 
in banking. In 1884, the family moved to Whit-
tier, California, and Lou joined her father in his 
love of outdoor activities. They enjoyed camp-
ing, hiking, riding horses, and studying rocks 
and flowers together. As she matured, he 
included her in his banking business and taught 

her how to keep the books, while her mother 
taught her cooking and sewing. After graduating 
from high school, Lou studied to be a teacher, 
earning her certificate at 19. She worked for a 
time as a cashier in her father’s bank and then as 
a substitute teacher in the Monterey schools 
until a lecture by Stanford University geology 
professor, John Casper Branner, changed her 
life. In the fall of 1894, she enrolled at Stanford, 
majoring in geology (the first woman to do so). 
She studied Latin and participated actively in 
sports on campus. In the geology lab, Dr. Banner 
introduced Lou to one of his most promising 
senior students, Herbert Hoover. The two were 
instantly compatible, and although Hoover 
graduated in 1895, they maintained their court-
ship through letters as he established his career 
in mining. Lou graduated in 1898, becoming the 
first woman to earn a degree in geology. She 
searched in vain for employment in the field of 
geology, but nobody would hire a woman. 

Herbert had been offered a position in 
Australia that resulted in his appointment as 
head of all mining operations in China. The 
position came with a significant increase in pay, 
and he wired Lou a marriage proposal, which 
she accepted by return cablegram. The couple 
were married as soon as Herbert returned to the 
United States, on February 10, 1899, and they 
immediately set off for China. During their pas-
sage, Lou studied the Chinese language, and she 
and Herbert immersed themselves in the study 
of Chinese history and culture. They settled in 
Tientsin, and Lou set up their household, but 
the outbreak of the Boxer Rebellion, a violent 
reaction to foreign intervention in the Chinese 
economy, led to a siege on Americans and other 
foreigners living in Tientsin. Lou armed herself 
with a revolver, took her turn on watch, and 
rolled bandages and cared for the injured in a 
makeshift hospital.

In late 1900, the Hoovers left China for 
London. Herbert’s work required him to travel 
around the world, and Lou most often accom-
panied him; because of her training in geology, 
she served as his unpaid assistant. Together 
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they studied mining law and cataloged the min-
ing laws of the world. The birth of their son, 
Herbert Clark Hoover, in 1903 did not slow Lou 
and Herbert’s collaboration. With a nurse will-
ing to travel, the baby accompanied them, and 
by the time he was one year old, he had circled 
the globe twice. When Allen Henry Hoover was 
born in 1907, he was added seamlessly to the 
family’s travels, always with London as their 
home base.

In 1908, Herbert established his own min-
ing consulting firm, through which he earned 
a considerable income. The couple collaborated 
on a translation of a 16th-century mining text, 
De Re Metallica, which had been lost to the min-
ing industry. For five years, Lou and Herbert 
worked on the project together: She researched 
the language translation while he replicated the 
lab experiments to verify the correct interpreta-
tion of the text. They published the translation 

in 1912 at their own expense, and in 1914 the 
Mining and Metallurgical Society of America 
bestowed a gold medal upon the Hoovers for 
this major scientific accomplishment.

The couple had decided to educate their sons 
in the United States and made plans to return 
to California and build a house near the Stan-
ford campus. The onset of the war meant that 
only Lou and the two boys took up residence in 
California. At the outbreak of World War I, when 
Herbert Hoover was tapped to oversee U.S. relief 
efforts in Belgium and northern France, Lou 
Hoover left her sons in California and returned to 
Europe to help. She served as the president of the 
American Women’s War Relief Fund, and assisted 
Americans stranded in Europe in securing pas-
sage to America. Within three weeks, more than 
40,000 U.S. citizens were sent home. Initially the 
Hoovers were able to serve as brokers with the 
Germans in arranging economic development and 
relief efforts in Belgium. Once the United States 
became a combatant, Lou focused her efforts on 
raising money in the United States for overseas 
relief efforts. She embarked on a speaking tour, 
raising hundreds of thousands of dollars for the 
cause. President Woodrow Wilson appointed 
Herbert Hoover as director of the Food Adminis-
tration in the United States. The family took up 
residence in Washington and developed incen-
tives for Americans’ to conserve scarce food items 
by adopting meatless and wheatless meals—a 
campaign known as “Hooverizing.” Lou Hoover 
opened her home to the Ladies Home Journal 
to assure a skeptical public that they, too, were 
conserving. As the size of the federal government 
expanded as a result of the war, Lou Hoover took 
an interest in the influx of young single women 
drawn to Washington’s jobs. She helped establish 
the Food Administration Women’s Club, provid-
ing housing, good nutrition, and opportunities 
for recreation to women; she rented a large house 
for the club. At war’s end, Lou devoted the same 
care and attention to returning injured veterans, 
making sure they had medical care during their 
passage home, through a program called Canteen 
Escort Service.

Lou Henry Hoover, ca. 1930 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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In 1921, President Warren G. Harding 
appointed Herbert Hoover secretary of com-
merce, lengthening their stay in Washington. As 
a cabinet wife, Lou Hoover conspired with other 
wives to end the practice of leaving calling cards 
and hosting teas in favor of more substantive 
activities. She encouraged young women to com-
bine motherhood with a career and urged girls 
and teenagers to educate themselves for a career. 
Her work with the Girl Scouts stemmed from 
her belief in the importance of outdoor activities 
for girls. From 1922 to 1925, Lou Hoover served 
as the national president of the Girl Scouts, 
embarking on a fund-raising initiative to support 
expanded programming and leadership training 
for girls. In 1922, she helped found the National 
Amateur Athletic Federation and was selected as 
its only female vice president. Within that orga-
nization, she founded the Women’s Division to 
advance the ideals of sports for the sake of play 
rather than competition.

In 1928, when Herbert Hoover won the 
Republican nomination for president, Lou cam-
paigned by his side but remained largely silent 
about political issues featured in the campaign. 
Upon her husband’s inauguration in March 
1929, Lou Hoover entered the White House as 
one of the most accomplished first ladies to hold 
the position. As first lady, she became the first 
to deliver regular radio broadcasts, to be identi-
fied with civil rights issues, and to undertake 
the development of specific programs to combat 
poverty associated with the Great Depression. 
Her entertaining was somewhat constrained by 
the economy, but the Hoovers regularly spent 
their own money to cover the costs. She sparked 
a controversy when, in hosting the traditional 
tea for congressional wives, she included Jessie 
DePriest, wife of Oscar DePriest, the first Afri-
can American elected to Congress since Recon-
struction. Several southern state legislatures 
publicly berated Mrs. Hoover for this action, but 
President Hoover signaled support for his wife 
by inviting the presidents of Hampton Institute 
and Tuskegee Institute to the White House. In 
another break with precedent, Lou included 

pregnant women in the White House receiving 
line and encouraged gender-neutral hiring poli-
cies for civil service appointments.

A spirit of voluntarism and generous philan-
thropy characterized much of Lou Hoover’s life, 
and this continued while she was in the White 
House. The volume of requests for assistance 
exceeded her ability to reply, so she employed 
a staff and granted nearly every request. At her 
death, her private papers revealed hundreds of 
uncashed checks sent as repayment for “loans” 
to people she never knew. Working with several 
organizations, she encouraged economic relief 
efforts to take the form of war relief. She mobi-
lized the girls active in Girl Scouts in the relief 
efforts at the local level, steadfastly believing that 
voluntarism could solve the nation’s economic 
woes, even as the nation had begun to blame her 
husband for its misery. The election of 1932 con-
firmed that attribution of blame, and Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt was swept into office.

For the Hoovers, life after the White House 
continued to center on voluntarism, this time 
using their Palo Alto home on the Stanford 
University campus as their base. Lou and Her-
bert enjoyed time with their family and treated 
their grandchildren to the same outdoor adven-
tures they had experienced as children. She 
continued her association with the Girl Scouts 
and was elected president of the National Girl 
Scouts Council. When World War II broke out, 
the Hoovers moved to New York and devoted 
themselves to war relief efforts. Lou helped 
Herbert to establish Dutch and Norwegian relief 
committees and worked with the Salvation 
Army to clothe European war refugees. While 
in New York, she died of a heart attack on Janu-
ary 7, 1944. She was buried in Palo Alto, but her 
body was moved to West Branch, Iowa, follow-
ing Herbert Hoover’s death and burial in 1964. 
Their house in Palo Alto was deeded to Stanford 
University and now functions as the president’s 
residence.

Lou Hoover was a feminist to her core. She 
was educated in a nontraditional field only to 
face discrimination when she tried to find a 
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job. Her marriage to Herbert Hoover offered her 
an opportunity to work in mining and geology 
in spite of her sex. She was a devoted partner 
who maintained independent positions and 
pursuits. Her dedication to advancing the status 
of women was unmatched by any previous first 
lady and set the tone for her successor, ELEANOR 
ROOSEVELT.

Further Reading
Allen, Anne Beiser. An Independent Woman: The Life of 

Lou Henry Hoover. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood, 
2000.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Lou Henry 
Hoover” First Ladies: A Biographical Dictionary. 
New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 220–229.

Howe, Julia Ward (1819–1910) author, suf-
fragist Julia Ward Howe, now best known as 
author of “The Battle Hymn of the Republic,” 
was famous in her lifetime as a poet, essayist, 
lecturer, reformer, and biographer. She worked 
to end slavery, helped to initiate the women’s 
movement in many states, and organized for 
international peace. 

Born on May 27, 1819, in New York City, 
Julia Ward was the third of six children of Julia 
Rush Cutler and Samuel Ward. While in Boston, 
she visited the New England Institute for the 
Blind (later the Perkins Institute) where met Dr. 
Samuel Gridley Howe, who became her husband 
in 1843. She published poetry in two antholo-
gies in 1848 and a play and a volume of poems 
in 1857. During the Civil War, both Julia and her 
husband worked with the Sanitary Commission 
in Washington. Hearing the popular song “John 
Brown’s Body,” she wrote the words to “The 
Battle Hymn of the Republic,” later published by 
The Atlantic in February 1862.

A believer in woman SUFFRAGE, Howe was 
a founder of the New England Woman’s Club 
and served as the president of the New En gland 

Woman Suffrage Association (1868–77 and 
1893–1910). She also led the formation of 
the AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION 
when its members separated from the National 
Association, and she presided over the Mas-
sachusetts Suffrage Association from 1870 to 
1878 and 1891 to 1893. In 1872, she initiated a 
Mothers’ Peace Day observance on the second 
Sunday in June, which later became the popular 
Mother’s Day holiday now celebrated in May. 
She was the first woman elected to the Ameri-
can Academy of Arts and Letters in 1908. After 
she died on October 17, 1910, services were held 
in Boston at the Church of the Disciple and at 
Symphony Hall, where there were overflowing 
crowds.

Further Reading
Clifford, Deborah. Mine Eyes Have Seen the Glory: 

A Biography of Julia Ward Howe. Boston: Little, 
Brown, 1979.

Julia Ward Howe, ca. 1908 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Grant, Mary Hetherington. Private Woman, Public Per-
son: An Account of the Life of Julia Ward Howe from 
1819–1868. Brooklyn: Carlson Publishing, 1994.

Howe, Julia Ward, and Carrie Chapman Catt. Reminis-
cences, 1819–1899. Boston and New York: Hough-
ton Mifflin, 1899.

—Cynthia Melendy

Hoyt v. Florida (368 U.S. 57) (1961) The 
issue in this case involved a Florida statute that 
allowed women to opt out of jury service. This 
was accomplished by exempting all women unless 
they registered and asked to serve on juries. The 
state rationale was that women should be allowed 
to decide for themselves if their lifestyles and 
family responsibilities made jury service possi-
ble. Men, of course, were not given this choice 
and were all subject to jury duty unless granted 
an exemption. Mrs. Hoyt challenged the statute 
on the two grounds that she was entitled to a jury 
of her peers and, because she had been accused of 
murdering her husband, that women would be 
more understanding. The Supreme Court rejected 
both challenges, noting first that women could 
serve if they so wished, and thus Florida had not 
denied women the right to participate. As to the 
second issue, that a jury containing women 
might be more amenable to her defense, the 
Court pointed out that this was not required by 
the Constitution. The state could not impermis-
sibly exclude classes of jurors but had only to 
offer a pool of jurors from which a particular jury 
might be empanelled. The Court pointed out that 
this statute was part of an enlightened viewpoint 
addressing the issue of women’s rights. This deci-
sion would ultimately be overturned by TAYLOR V. 
LOUISIANA in 1975.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Hoyt v. Florida, 368 U.S. 57 

(1961).” Available online. URL: http://www.oyez.
org/cases/case?case=1960–1969/1961/1961_31. 
Accessed on January 9, 2007.

—Marsha Hass

Huerta, Dolores (Dolores Clara Fernandez 
Huerta) (1930– ) cofounder of United Farm 
Workers, labor organizer, social activist Dolores 
Clara Fernandez was born on April 10, 1930, in 
Dawson, New Mexico. Her father, Juan Fernan-
dez, was a migrant farmworker, a coal miner, 
and union activist. In 1938, he was elected to 
the New Mexico state legislature. Her parents 
were divorced when Dolores was three, and she 
grew up with her mother, Alicia Chavez, in 
Stockton, California. Her mother supported the 
family by working as a cook, though later she 
purchased two hotels and a restaurant business. 
Dolores and her four siblings were often cared 
for by their grandfather, Herculano Chavez, a 
disabled miner. As a girl, Dolores and her sib-
lings learned the importance of community 
activism from their mother. Dolores was active 
in her community through her Girl Scout troop, 
a diverse collection of African-American, Chi-
nese, Filipino, Latina, and Anglo girls, at a time 
when segregation and racism were prevalent. 
Dolores graduated from Stockton High School 
and married Ralph Heal. They had two daugh-
ters, but divorced within a few years. Dolores 
earned a teaching certificate at Stockton Com-
munity College in 1955 but only taught for one 
year, believing she could do more for the chil-
dren of migrant farmers as an activist than she 
could as a teacher. She married Ventura Huerta, 
and together the couple had five children before 
divorcing. Dolores later entered a long-term 
relationship with Richard Chavez, brother of 
activist Cesar Chavez. Huerta is the mother of 
11 children.

Dolores Huerta began work as an activ-
ist with the Community Service Organization 
(CSO), cofounding the Sacramento chapter in 
1955. In 1960, she co-founded the Agricultural 
Workers Association. In each case, the organi-
zation was dedicated to improving the lives of 
Chicano workers by offering language classes, 
assistance in obtaining citizenship, advocating 
for old-age pensions for noncitizens, and the 
right to take licensing tests in Spanish. Dur-
ing this time she met Cesar Chavez, then the 
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executive director of the CSO. In 1962, she and 
Chavez founded the National Farm Workers 
Association, which later became the United 
Farm Workers (UFW) of America. Their first 
major action was a grape picker’s strike and 
nationwide boycott in order to win a labor con-
tract for the farmworkers. Huerta negotiated 
on behalf of the workers a three-year collective 
bargaining agreement with the UFW. Her pick-
ets, strikes, and boycotts resulted in her being 
arrested more than 20 times. In 1974, she helped 
to found the Coalition of Labor Union women 
(CLUW) in recognition of the extra challenges 
women workers, particularly women working in 
the fields, often face. Huerta-led boycotts of let-
tuce, grapes, and Gallo wine were instrumental 
in pressuring state lawmakers to adopt the Cali-
fornia Agricultural Labor Relations act of 1975, 
the first law to grant farmworkers the right 
to collectively organize and bargain for better 
wages and working conditions.

Huerta has lobbied on behalf of numerous 
laws in support of farmworkers and migrant 
rights, including the Immigration Act of 1985, 
which extended some rights to guest workers 
who lacked citizenship yet worked and paid 
taxes in the United States. In 1988, she was 
severely injured in a police beating she received 
while protesting in San Francisco against then 
Vice President George H. W. Bush. In a settle-
ment, the City of San Francisco paid her a 
reported $825,000 in damages. Huerta is the 
recipient of numerous awards in recognition for 
her lifetime of dedication to labor and worker’s 
rights. She is the recipient of more than six hon-
orary doctorates, including one from Princeton 
University in 2006. Five California elementary 
schools and one high school are named in her 
honor. She has been awarded the Woman of 
Courage award from the NATIONAL ORGANIZA-
TION FOR WOMEN (NOW) and the American Civil 
Liberties Union Bill of Rights Award. In 1993, 
she was inducted into the National Women’s 
Hall of Fame.

Dolores Huerta continues to work on behalf 
of farmworker’s rights and women’s rights as the 

president of the Dolores Huerta Foundation. She 
is an officer in the United Farm Workers, the 
Coalition for Labor Union Women, and the Cali-
fornia AFL-CIO. She serves as a board member 
for the FEMINIST MAJORITY. In 2002, Huerta was 
awarded the Puffin Foundation/Nation Institute 
Award for Creative Citizenship. The grant of 
$100,000 allowed her to establish the Dolores 
Huerta Foundation’s Organizing Institute. The 
foundation focuses on community organizing 
and leadership training in low-income commu-
nities and with underrepresented populations.

Further Reading
Ferriss, Susan, Ricardo Sandoval, and Diana Hembree, 

eds. The Fight in the Fields: Cesar Chavez and 
the Farmworkers Movement. New York: Harcourt 
Brace, 1997.

Hull-House Hull-House, founded in 1889 in 
Chicago by JANE ADDAMS and Ellen Gates Starr, 
was the first midwestern social settlement. 
Housed in a rundown mansion in the middle of 
Chicago’s slums, it was designed to bring vari-
ous segments of society together by crossing 
boundaries of class and ethnicity. Addams’s and 
Starr’s simply stated mission was to be “good 
neighbors.” The United States was rapidly diver-
sifying in the mid- to late 1800s as it began 
absorbing a large influx of European immi-
grants attracted to the opportunities offered by 
industrialization. One of the chief aims of Hull-
House was to ameliorate the accompanying 
dehumanizing conditions, such as overcrowd-
ing and sweatshop labor. In addition, Addams 
and Starr wanted to create an environment 
where college-educated women could engage in 
legitimate work as an alternative to the tradi-
tional roles of wives and mothers. Hull-House 
thus became a gathering place not only for 
immigrants but also for thinkers and activists of 
every political stripe.

Addams and other women residents inserted 
themselves into the political sphere by fighting 
for woman’s SUFFRAGE and sponsoring legislation 
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to limit the hours of working women, recog-
nize labor unions, abolish child labor, establish 
juvenile courts, make school attendance com-
pulsory, and ensure safe working conditions in 
factories. The Progressive Party adopted many 
of these reforms as part of its platform in 1912. 
The residents also helped to influence and 
administer the programs of the New Deal. Hull-
House closed in 1963, but its work continues at 
several community centers.

See also SETTLEMENT HOUSE MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Brown, Victoria Bissell, ed. Twenty Years at Hull-House: 

With Autobiographical Notes. Boston: Bedford/St. 
Martin’s, 1999.

Bryan, Mary Lynn McCree, and Allen Freeman Davis, 
eds. 100 Years at Hull-House. Bloomington: Indi-
ana University Press, 1990.

—Jana Brubaker

Hutchinson, Anne (Anne Marbury Hut-
chinson) (1591–1643) religious leader Born 
in England in July 1591, Anne Marbury was 21 
when she married William Hutchinson, a cloth 
merchant and Puritan. The couple immigrated 
to Massachusetts Bay Colony in 1634, one year 
after John Cotton, their minister. After they 
arrived in Massachusetts Bay, they were admit-
ted to membership in Cotton’s Boston church 
(despite a brief dispute that Anne had with one 
of the religious elders on her ship during her 
passage). Anne Hutchinson began to work in the 
colony as a midwife and also began to offer spir-
itual support to women in childbirth. This 
turned into a biweekly series of expositions on 
the sermons given by the ministers of the Bos-
ton church. The popularity of Hutchinson’s 
expositions grew, and soon her audience 
included men as well as women.

Hutchinson’s teachings concerned the dis-
tinction between the covenant of grace and the 
covenant of works. A covenant of works argues 
that one’s saved status can be judged by one’s 

works, or good deeds; these works are an out-
ward manifestation of an inward state. A cov-
enant of grace, on the other hand, argues that 
emphasis on works denies the singular nature 
of God’s grace. Hutchinson believed fervently 
in the covenant of grace, and she issued criti-
cisms of ministers who did not adhere to her 
understanding of that grace. Hutchinson, and 
those who agreed with her, were termed antino-
mians, since denying a doctrine that espoused 
the necessity of good works would be to claim 
that we need not obey any laws of the state (anti-
nomian means “against the law”).

Hutchinson was publicly criticized for her 
meetings, and after she persisted in maintaining 
them she was brought in front of the General 
Court and charged with disturbing the peace 
of the colony. She was banished after being 
declared “a woman not fit for our society.” She 
and her husband went with their children to 
Rhode Island, where they founded the town of 
Pocasset and established the colony’s first civil 
government. After William died in 1642, Anne 
took a number of her children to the Dutch 
colony in New York. There, in August 1643, she 
and five of her children were killed in an Indian 
raid, but she left behind a legacy for future gen-
erations of American women. Her influence, 
both on the government of the Massachusetts 
Bay Colony itself and on certain individuals, 
such as MARY DYER, was as a woman willing to 
speak against authority in defense of what she 
believed to be right.

Further Reading
Battis, Emery J. Saints and Sectaries: Anne Hutchinson 

and the Antinomian Controversy in Massachusetts 
Bay Colony. Chapel Hill: University of North 
Carolina Press, 1962.

Hall, David D., ed. The Antinomian Controversy 1636–
1638: A Documentary History. Durham, N.C.: 
Duke University Press, 1990.

LaPlante, Eve. American Jezebel: The Uncommon Life of 
Anne Hutchinson, the Woman Who Defied the Puri-
tans. New York: HarperCollins, 2004.

—Claire Curtis
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Hutchison, Kay Bailey (Kathryn Ann Bailey 
Hutchison) (1943– ) U.S. senator Kathryn 
Ann (Kay) Bailey was born in Galveston, Texas, 
on July 22, 1943. She graduated from the Uni-
versity of Texas in 1962 and received her law 
degree from the University of Texas in 1967. Fol-
lowing her graduation from law school, she was 
the legal and political correspondent for a local 
TV station.

In 1972, Bailey was elected to the Texas 
State House of Representatives marking the first 
time a Republican woman had done so in the 
history of the state. She remained a member of 
the Texas State House of Representatives until 
1976, when she was nominated to become the 
vice chairman of the National Transportation 
Safety Board, a post she held until 1978. In 1978, 
Kay Bailey married Ray Hutchison, a lawyer, 
and moved to Dallas, where she was named 
senior vice president and general counsel of 
Republic Bank Corp. She later cofounded Fidel-
ity National Bank of Dallas and owned McCraw 
Candies, Inc., a manufacturing company with 
national distribution.

Kay Bailey Hutchison was a candidate for 
the U.S. House of Representative in 1982 but 
was defeated. She temporarily left politics and 
became a bank executive and businesswoman 
until 1991, when she was elected Texas state 
treasurer. This marked the first time a Republi-
can woman had ever been elected to a statewide 
office in Texas.

In 1993, Hutchison was elected as the first 
woman to represent Texas in the U.S. Senate in 
a special election to fill the seat vacated when 
Lloyd Bentsen became secretary of the treasury 
in the Bill Clinton administration. Seven years 
later, more than 4 million Texans reelected her 
to a second full term—at the time the largest 
number of votes ever garnered in the state. 
In 2001, she was elected vice chairman of the 
Senate Republican Conference, becoming one 
of the top five leaders of Senate Republicans 
and the only woman. She has been reelected 
to that post three times. Having been reelected 
in 2006, she was selected as the chair of the 

Republican Policy Committee. In the Senate, 
she serves on the Committee on Appropria-
tions, the Committee on Commerce, Science 
and Technology, the Committee on Rules and 
Administration, and the Committee on Veter-
an’s Affairs.

In February 2006, the WHITE HOUSE PROJ-
ECT named Senator Hutchison one of “8 in ’08,” 
signaling that she is a credible female candi-
date for the presidency in 2008. Hutchison has 
published two books since she was elected to 
the U.S. Senate. The first was written with col-
leagues in 2000 and is titled Nine and Counting: 
the Women of the Senate. The most recent book, 
The Spirited Women who Shaped Our Country, 
was published in 2004.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Hutchison, Kathryn Ann Bailey (Kay).” In Biograph-
i  cal Directory of the United States Congress, 1774–
present. Available online. URL: http://bioguide.
congress.gov/scripts/biodisplay.pl?index= 
H001016. Accessed on January 8, 2007.

“Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison (TX).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=S0852103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Hyde Amendment Named after Representa-
tive Henry J. Hyde, a Republican from Illinois, 
the Hyde Amendment prohibits the federal gov-
ernment from paying for the cost of ABORTIONS 
covered under state Medicaid plans. The origi-
nal language of the amendment attached to the 
Appropriations Act of 1977 stated: “None of the 
funds contained in this Act shall be used to per-
form abortions except where the life of the 
mother would be endangered if the fetus were 
carried to term.” Congress has since passed 
revisions that allow for funding in cases of rape 
or incest, but these provisions vary by year.
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Federal and state restrictions on public 
funding for abortions make it extremely dif-
ficult—often impossible—for Medicaid recipi-
ents to exercise their constitutional right to safe 
and legal abortion. In practice, these women 
do not have the same rights as other American 
women who can finance an abortion out-of-
pocket or through private insurance coverage. 
Nor do Medicaid-eligible women have the same 
rights as men who depend on publicly funded 
health care, since in no case are covered medi-
cal services that men need restricted by the 
federal Medicaid program’s standard for reim-
bursement as it does for abortions. Claims that 
the Hyde Amendment violates the equal-protec-
tion clause of the Fifth Amendment’s due-pro-
cess clause as well as the free-exercise clause 
of the First Amendment, denying women the 
right to choose abortion as established by ROE 
V. WADE (1973), were brought before the U.S. 
Supreme Court in 1980. The Court upheld the 
constitutionality of the Hyde Amendment in 
HARRIS V. MCRAE (1980), holding that the states 
have a right to encourage childbirth and cannot 

be compelled to fund abortions once federal 
funds are withheld. At this time, 17 states allo-
cate funds to maintain abortion coverage for 
Medicaid recipients, while 33 states do not fund 
abortions at all.

A 1984 study conducted by researchers 
from The ALAN GUTTMACHER INSTITUTE showed 
that 44 percent of women on Medicaid who 
obtained abortions that year paid for them with 
money earmarked for living expenses, such as 
food, rent, and utilities. Some women are forced 
to carry unwanted pregnancies to term. Studies 
have shown that 18–33 percent of Medicaid-
eligible women who want abortions but live in 
states that do not provide funding have been 
compelled to give birth. Civil liberties advocacy 
organizations such as the American Civil Liber-
ties Union (ACLU) have established projects 
intended to defeat the Hyde Amendment.

Further Reading
Levy, Dana, Charles Tien, and Rachelle Aved. “Do Dif-

ferences Matter? Women Members of Congress 
and the Hyde Amendment.” Women and Politics 
23 (2001): 105.

Hyde Amendment  253 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   253 11/29/07   12:37:45 PM



254

Immigrants’ Protective League (IPL) The 
Immigrants’ Protective League (IPL) existed as a 
voluntary association headed by white, edu-
cated, middle-class women. The IPL set about 
the task of targeting the concerns and issues of 
newly arriving immigrants, specifically immi-
grant women. The agenda of the IPL served the 
purpose of the larger reform movement in the 
United States during the 19th century that 
sought to address the social ills confronting the 
urban working class. At the end of the 19th cen-
tury, the United States witnessed a large influx 
of eastern and southern European immigrants. 
Many of these immigrants settled in large urban 
centers and were immediately confronted with 
poverty, discrimination, and an unfamiliar cul-
tural landscape. To help alleviate many of the 
problems faced by immigrants, the IPL was 
launched in Chicago in 1908 by such noted fig-
ures as JANE ADDAMS and GRACE ABBOTT.

Immigrant women seeking the IPL’s services 
underwent an “Americanization” process by 
assimilating American values, ideas, and beliefs. 
Embodied in this process were underlining 
themes of patriarchal notions of womanhood, 
nationalism, and sexuality. Instrumental to the 
IPL’s program of Americanization was a wom-

an’s relationship to nation building through her 
reproductive role. The immigrant woman was 
seen as a transmission agent who would pass on 
the lessons she herself learned in language, civ-
ics, and housekeeping classes.

In 1967, the IPL merged with Travelers Aid, 
an organization founded in 1888 to assist young 
and solitary newcomers to the city of Chicago. 
Despite the merger, they continued working as 
two separate organizations until 1980, when 
they incorporated as Travelers and Immigrant 
Aid (TIA), with a mission “to serve the poor and 
vulnerable.” In 1995, TIA was absorbed into 
Heartland Alliance.

Further Reading
Ewen, Elizabeth. Immigrant Women in the Land of Dol-

lars: Life and Culture of the Lower East Side, 1890–
1925. New York: Monthly Review Press, 1995.

Lissak, Rivka Shpak. Pluralism and Progressives: Hull 
House and the New Immigrants, 1890–1919. Chi-
cago: University of Chicago Press, 1989.

—Hollis France

Independent Women’s Forum (IWF) The 
Independent Women’s Forum (IWF) is a conser-

I
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vative, nonprofit, nonpartisan, antifeminist 
organization based in Washington, D.C. Founded 
in 1992, the organization claims: “The Indepen-
dent Women’s Forum was established to combat 
the women-as-victim, pro-big-government ide-
ology of radical FEMINISM. We seek to restore, 
strengthen, and extend that which promotes 
women’s wellbeing by advancing the principles 
of self-reliance, political freedom, economic lib-
erty, and personal responsibility.” IWF offers an 
alternative ideological approach to engaging 
women in politics. The organization supports a 
legal department, programming on college cam-
puses, and specific issue-related projects—many 
aimed at quality of life issues for women sur-
rounding work-family pressures. The organiza-
tion maintains a Web site at: www.iwf.org.

See also ANTIFEMINISM.

International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ 
Union (ILGWU) Founded in 1900 as an 
organization dominated by Jewish and Italian 
immigrants, the International Ladies’ Garment 
Workers Union (ILGWU) was one of the most 
important and progressive unions in the United 
States. In 1909, 20,000 New York shirtwaist 
makers, mostly women, launched a 14-week 
strike called “The Uprising,” followed several 
months later by a strike of 60,000 cloak makers. 
In the negotiations that followed, the ILGWU 
was recognized by the industry and won higher 
wages as well as important new benefits for its 
members, such as health examinations. In 1911, 
146 workers, most of them young women, were 
killed in the TRIANGLE SHIRTWAIST COMPANY FIRE, 
leading to a public call for laws to protect work-
ers. The union’s membership rose and fell with 
the vagaries of the economy and pressures on 
wages created by international trade. In 1995, 
the ILGWU combined forces with the Amal-
gamated Clothing and Textile Workers’ Union 
to form UNITE (Union of Needletrades, Indus-
trial and Textile Employees). In 2004, UNITE 
merged with HERE (Hotel Employees and Res-
taurant Employees International Union) to form 

UNITE HERE, a union representing more than 
450,000 members, as well as more than 400,000 
retirees. 

Further Reading
Bernstein, Irving. Turbulent Years, A History of the 

American Worker 1933–1941. Boston: Houghton 
Mifflin, 1979.

Dubinsky, David and A. H. Raskin. David Dubinsky: 
A Life With Labor. New York: Simon & Schuster, 
1977.

International Women’s Day (IWD) Inter-
national Women’s Day (IWD; celebrated each 
year on March 8) is an occasion marked by wom-
en’s groups around the world. This date is also 
commemorated at the United Nations and is des-
ignated in many countries as a national holiday. 
Women, who are often divided by national bound-
aries and by ethnic, linguistic, cultural, economic, 
and political differences, are encouraged to come 
together to celebrate International Women’s Day 
and reflect on nine decades of struggle for equal-
ity, justice, peace, and development.

The first International Women’s Day was on 
February 28, 1909, the last Sunday of the month. 
The origins of IWD are found in women’s strug-
gle for the vote as well as social and economic 
rights. Demonstrations coinciding with socialist 
labor struggles, the peace movement, and inter-
national gender solidarity formed the early basis 
for IWD. International Women’s Day continued 
to be commemorated in the West into the 1920s 
but faded for several decades until it was revived 
by the growth of FEMINISM in the 1960s and 1970s. 
During International Women’s Year in 1975, the 
United Nations began the tradition of celebrat-
ing IWD on March 8. The growing international 
women’s movement, which has been strength-
ened by four global UN women’s conferences, has 
helped make the commemoration a rallying point 
for coordinated efforts to demand women’s rights 
and participation in the political and economic 
process. Increasingly, IWD is a time to reflect on 
progress made, to call for change.
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The theme for International Women’s Day 
in 2006 was the role of women in decision-mak-
ing. Although progress in meeting the goal of 
full participation has been slow, there have been 
milestones. In January 2006, for example, the 
proportion of women in national parliaments 
reached a new global high (16.4% in both houses 
combined). There are now 11 women heads of 
state or government in countries on every con-
tinent. Chile, Spain, and Sweden have gender 
parity in government.

See also UNITED NATIONS DECADE FOR WOMEN.

Further Reading
United Nations. International Women’s Day. Available 

online. URL: http://www.un.org/events/women/
iwd/2006/history.html. Accessed on January 9, 
2007.

interspousal immunity Interspousal immu-
nity has its common-law origins in COVERTURE, 
the rule that husband and wife were one person 
upon marriage. This meant that as a matter of 
substantive law, a tort committed by one spouse 
against the other could not be a source of liabil-
ity. Second, as a matter of procedure, neither 
spouse could sue the other during the marriage 
because one cannot sue oneself. In criminal mat-
ters, one spouse could not be compelled to testify 
against the other since doing so would constitute 
a form of self-incrimination prohibited by the 
Fifth Amendment. Women were defenseless as 
victims of domestic violence, particularly in 
cases of marital rape. As women gained legal 
independence beginning in the late 1840s and 
the theory of unity dissolved, most states abol-
ished immunity between husband and wife in 
negligence actions. The principle of interspousal 
immunity has been dismantled by the states 
(largely through specific court actions). Pressure 
on the courts to reform this archaic legal princi-
ple came from activists working against domes-
tic violence.

See also MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT 
(1848).

Further Reading
Hoff, Joan. Law, Gender, and Injustice: A Legal History of 

the United States, New York: New York University 
Press, 1991.

Ireland, Patricia (1945– ) women’s rights 
leader Born on October 19, 1945, in Oak Park, 
Illinois, Patricia Ireland began her work life in 
1967 as a flight attendant for Pan American Air-
lines before earning a law degree from the Uni-
versity of Miami in 1975. While working as a 
corporate attorney, Ireland engaged in activism 
centered on a number of political issues, partic-
ularly those that concerned international wom-
en’s rights and human rights causes.

Ireland was active in the NATIONAL ORGANI-
ZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW) programs even before 
she was selected as executive vice president and 
treasurer in 1987. She subsequently served as 
the organization’s president for 10 years (1991–
2001). During her tenure, NOW focused its 
programming and outreach on protecting and 
expanding reproductive rights, electing more 
women to state and national political offices, 
and developing alliances with other civil and 
human rights organizations. In the area of ABOR-
TION rights, Ireland helped to initiate the lawsuit 
NOW v. Scheidler. In 1992, the “Elect Women 
for a Change” campaign provided trained vol-
unteers and organizational support to femi-
nist candidates for Congress. Ireland developed 
closer organizational ties and issue affinities 
with welfare and poor women’s rights activists; 
national civil rights leaders; and lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, and transgender rights groups. Ireland 
was the prime architect of NOW’s Global Femi-
nist Program. During her tenure at NOW, Ire-
land represented the organization and women’s 
interests at six international conferences around 
the world.

In May 2003, Ireland was named to head 
the YWCA of the United States, but in October 
that same year, the organization announced Ire-
land’s termination. Colleagues at NOW argued 
that Ireland had been forced out due to pressure 
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orchestrated by conservative groups such as 
the Traditional Values Coalition. Conservatives 
objected to her abortion rights positions and her 
publicly acknowledged lesbian relationship.

See also FEMINISM.

Further Reading
Ireland, Patricia. What Women Want. New York: Dut-

ton Books, 1996.
Wingfield, Brian. “Y.W.C.A. Chief Dismissed 6 Months 

After Being Hired,” New York Times 20 October 
2003.

iron-jawed angels The term iron-jawed angels 
refers to the suffragists who were jailed for tres-
passing during their White House sidewalk pro-
tests. Once unjustly imprisoned, the women 
refused to eat and were force-fed through 
clenched jaws.

ALICE PAUL organized and coordinated the 
actions of hundreds of women to call on Presi-
dent Woodrow Wilson to pressure Congress to 
consider and pass a federal SUFFRAGE amend-
ment (known by then as the SUSAN B. ANTHONY 
Amendment). On January 10, 1917, the first 
“Silent Sentinels” appeared in front of the White 
House. These were women who stood motion-
less holding banners that read, “Mr. President, 
What Will You Do for Woman Suffrage?” and 
“How Long Must Women Wait for Liberty?” 
These suffragists were the first picketers ever to 
appear before the White House.

At first the pickets attracted sympathy from 
the public, and donations poured in from women 
nationwide. However, in 1917, while other suf-
fragists debated how to respond to the country’s 
war on Germany, Alice Paul’s NATIONAL WOMAN’S 
PARTY (NWP) stepped up efforts to call attention 
to women’s disenfranchisement. Ignoring the 

war, NWP picketers carried signs reading: “Kai-
ser Wilson, have you forgotten your sympathy 
with the poor Germans because they were not 
self-governed? Twenty million American women 
are not self-governed. Take the beam out of your 
eye.” As the rhetoric heated up, police began 
arresting picketers, some of whom were physi-
cally attacked by daily crowds of onlookers. 
Each time police arrested a marcher or a woman 
was felled by attack, another woman was there 
to take her place. States sent delegations to the 
picket lines, and those who could not picket sent 
donations to support those marching in their 
place. When jailed, women refused to pay their 
fines and remained in jail. In an attempt to scare 
off new picketers, prison terms of up to 60 days 
were imposed. The women engaged in several 
hunger strikes to protest their unjust incarcera-
tion. Prison officials responded by force-feeding 
them through the nose, a dangerous and terribly 
painful practice. Public reaction was swift and 
overwhelmingly sympathetic to the suffragists, 
prompting early releases. Women released from 
prison capitalized on the public’s sympathy by 
campaigning for suffrage in their prison garb.

In February 2004, HBO Films premiered 
Iron Jawed Angels starring Hillary Swank as 
Alice Paul, Frances O’Connor as LUCY BURNS, 
Julia Ormond as INEZ MILHOLLAND, and Anjelica 
Huston as CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT. The film won 
praise from reviewers and feminists alike and 
helped millions of men and women “discover” 
the suffrage cause and its leaders and heroines.

Further Reading
Kraditor, Aileen. The Ideas of the Woman Suffrage 

Movement: 1890–1920. New York: Norton, 1981.
Stevens, Doris. Jailed for Freedom: American Women 

Win the Vote. Troutdale, Oreg.: NewSage Press, 
1995.
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Jackson-Lee, Sheila (1950– ) congress per-
son, judge, activist Sheila Jackson-Lee was born 
on January 12, 1954, in Queens, New York, and 
earned a bachelor’s degree in political science 
from Yale University (1972) and a law degree 
from the University of Virginia Law School 
(1975). Jackson-Lee moved to Houston after her 
husband, Dr. Elwyn C. Lee, took a job at the 
University of Houston. Her husband is the vice 
chancellor of the University of Houston System 
and vice president for student affairs at the Uni-
versity of Houston.

Jackson-Lee made two unsuccessful bids for 
local judgeships before becoming a municipal 
judge (1987–90). In 1989, she was elected to an 
at-large seat on the Houston City Council; she 
served until 1994. As a council member, Jack-
son-Lee was an advocate for gun safety and sup-
ported an ordinance that punished parents who 
did not keep their guns away from children. She 
also worked for expanded summer hours at city 
parks and recreation centers as a way to combat 
gang violence.

Jackson-Lee was first elected to Congress 
in 1994. She sits on the House Committee on 
the Judiciary, the Committee on Science, and 
the Committee on Homeland Security. She is 

the ranking Democrat on the Subcommittee 
on Immigration, Border Security, and Claims. 
Sheila Jackson-Lee is the first vice chair of the 
Congressional Black Caucus. She was reelected 
in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Jackson-Lee, Sheila.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=J000032. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Sheila Jackson-Lee (TX).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.org/
bio.php?can_id=. Accessed on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Johnson, Eddie Bernice (1935– ) congress-
person Eddie Bernice Johnson was born on 
December 3, 1935, in Waco, Texas, educated in 
nursing at St. Mary’s College, University of Notre 
Dame, and became a psychiatric nurse and psy-
chotherapist. She received her B.S. degree from 

J
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Texas Christian University in 1967 and her mas-
ter’s in public administration from Southern 
Methodist University in 1976.

Johnson was the first African-American 
woman ever to win elected public office in Dal-
las. In 1972, she began her career in public ser-
vice when she was elected to the Texas House of 
Representatives. She chaired the Labor Commit-
tee, becoming the first woman in Texas history 
to lead a major Texas House committee, and 
subsequently was an administrator for the U.S. 
Department of Health, Education and Welfare 
from 1977 to 1981. Johnson was elected to the 
Texas State Senate in 1986. As a state senator, 
she was on the redistricting committee, where 
she was instrumental in shaping the district she 
represents. She was subsequently elected to the 
U.S. House of Representatives in 1992.

As the chair of the Congressional Black 
Caucus (2000–01), Johnson was a leading voice 
in opposition to the Authorization for Use of 
Military Force Against Iraq Resolution of 2002. 
She sits on the House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee and serves as the ranking 
Democratic member of the Subcommittee on 
Water Resources and Environment. Johnson has 
sponsored legislation designed to reauthorize 
federal welfare programs with stronger antidis-
crimination provisions, remedy environmental 
injustice, and reform the tax code and the 
payroll tax. She was reelected in 2006 with 80 
percent of the vote.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Johnson, Eddie Bernice.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=J000126. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Eddie Bernice Johnson (TX).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=H3985103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Johnson, Eliza (Elizabeth [Eliza] McCardle 
Johnson) (1810–1876) first lady Elizabeth 
McCardle was born on October 4, 1810, in 
Greeneville, Tennessee, the only child of John 
and Sara Phillips McCardle. Her father, a shoe-
maker by trade, died in 1826, leaving Eliza and 
her mother to support themselves by sewing 
quilts. Home-schooled by her mother, she was a 
voracious reader and may have received some 
formal education at Rhea Academy.

Andrew Johnson was serving as a tailor’s 
apprentice in North Carolina, but fled to Ten-
nessee on foot to avoid completing his appren-
ticeship. He set up a tailor’s shop in Greeneville, 
and a year after the two met, Eliza and Andrew 
were married on May 17, 1827. As he estab-
lished his tailoring business, she reportedly 
taught him to write and read. He was anxious 
to improve himself, and she read to him as he 
worked, encouraged him to join the debating 
society to learn public speaking, and supported 
his quest for his first political position as local 
alderman.

Between 1828 and 1852, Eliza Johnson had 
five children; all survived to adulthood. Andrew 
Johnson was first elected to the state legislature 
in 1835 and to the U.S. House of Representatives 
in 1842. She did not join him in Washington, 
nor did she move to Nashville upon his election 
as governor of Tennessee in 1853. In 1857, John-
son was elected to the U.S. Senate, and Eliza 
joined him briefly in Washington 1861, but she 
returned to Greeneville as the Civil War began. 
Tuberculosis weakened Eliza Johnson’s health, 
and alcoholism in her two oldest sons distracted 
her attention. Andrew Johnson’s public position 
against secession had resulted in threats against 
his life and endangered the family. President 
Lincoln appointed Johnson military governor 
of Tennessee, making him responsible for the 
territory held by Union forces. The Johnsons’ 
Greeneville home was confiscated by Confed-
erate forces; his papers were scattered and his 
assets frozen. Eliza Johnson was ordered to 
leave the area, but she requested and received 
a reprieve until her health improved enough 
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to allow her to travel. She made her way to 
Nashville accompanied by family, but they were 
regarded as the enemy and harassed by Confed-
erate forces such that they had difficulty finding 
accommodations.

On March 4, 1865, Andrew Johnson was 
rewarded by his loyalty to the Union and sworn 
in as Abraham Lincoln’s vice president. The 
assassination of President Lincoln a month later 
elevated Johnson to the presidency. Eliza John-
son had no desire to serve as First Lady. Perhaps 
because of the difficulties suffered by Mary Todd 
Lincoln at the hands of the public and press, but 
more likely because of her own private nature 
and fragile health, she shunned any public role 
as first lady and appointed her daughter, Martha 
Johnson Patterson, to serve in her place. Like 
other wives before her, she created a private 
space for herself on the second floor of the White 
House and occupied herself with her family 
rather than the affairs of the country.

Johnson’s presidency was beset with prob-
lems. Although Republicans controlled the Con-
gress, they doubted Johnson’s allegiance to the 
Union based on his decisions to pardon Con-
federates and move toward Reconstruction. The 
standoff between the executive and legislative 
branches over issues related to civil rights of 
freed slaves and reconstruction of southern states 
led to an effort to impeach President Johnson 
and remove him from office. Johnson retained 
office by a single Senate vote and completed 
his term. In March 1869, the family turned the 
White House over to Julia and Ulysses S. Grant 
and returned to Greeneville. Andrew Johnson 
ultimately returned to politics, being elected to 
the U.S. Senate in 1875. However, while visiting 
his wife and daughter in Tennessee, he suffered 
a stroke and died on July 31, 1875. Eliza was too 
infirm to attend his funeral. She died six months 
later on January 15, 1876.

Further Reading
Anthony, Carl Sferrazza. First Ladies: The Saga of the 

President’s Wives and Their Power, 1789–1961. 
New York: William Morrow, 1990.

Bendict, Michael Les. The Impeachment and Trial of 
Andrew Johnson. New York: Norton, 1999.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Eliza 
McCardle Johnson.” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 
107–111.

Trefousse, Hans Louis. Andrew Johnson: A Biography. 
New York: Norton, 1997.

Johnson, Lady Bird (Claudia Alta Taylor 
Johnson) (1912–2007) first lady Claudia Alta 
Taylor was born on December 22, 1912, in Kar-
nack, Texas, to Thomas Jefferson (“TJ”) Taylor 
and Minne Lee Patillo Taylor. Claudia was the 
Taylors’ third child and only daughter. Legend 
has it that she acquired her nickname Lady Bird 
as a child when an African-American cook com-
pared her beauty to that of an East Texas beetle, 
the ladybird. Lady Bird’s mother was from an 
influential family and felt trapped by the isola-
tion of Texas. She read constantly to her daugh-
ter and traveled to Chicago to attend the opera. 
When Lady Bird was five, her mother, pregnant 
again at age 44, fell down a flight of stairs and 
died from the complications of a miscarriage. 
Her father called in her mother’s Aunt Effie 
Patillo to help raise his daughter. From that 
point, Lady Bird spent the academic year in 
Texas and summers with her mother’s family in 
Alabama.

Although her love of reading made school 
easy for her, Lady Bird was shy. When the one-
room school in Karnack closed, she was edu-
cated by a tutor and then attended high school 
in Marshall, Texas. High school was painful 
since no one had helped her transition from 
a tomboy to a young woman. She graduated 
third in her class at 15 years old, too young 
to enroll in college, so she spent the next two 
years at St. Mary’s Episcopal School for Girls. 
In 1930, Lady Bird enrolled at the University of 
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Texas at Austin and flourished. She majored in 
history, wrote articles for the Daily Texan, and 
served as publicity manager for the University 
of Texas Sports Association, a group of female 
athletes. She earned a B.A. degree in 1933, but 
stayed an extra year to complete a major in 
journalism.

By 1934, Lady Bird was ready to embark on 
a career, but the Great Depression limited her 
options. Around this time, she was introduced 
to Lyndon Baines Johnson, an aide for a Texas 
congressman in Washington. Johnson proposed 
on their first date, but Lady Bird declined. 
They began a correspondence, however, and 
Johnson returned to Texas to meet with her 
father. Her father approved of the couple, but 
still Lady Bird refused his proposal. Finally she 
agreed to travel with Johnson to visit friends 
in Austin, and on the way Johnson persuaded 
her to marry him—a marriage he arranged 
immediately by calling upon friends to obtain 
a marriage license on short notice. After a brief 
honeymoon in Mexico, the couple returned to 
Washington. For a month, they lived in the 
basement of the Dodge Hotel before taking a 
one-bedroom apartment.

Lady Bird found Lyndon to be demanding, 
short-tempered, and consumed by politics. She 
didn’t complain but instead applied her energies 
to learning how to be a congressional wife from 
other wives and learning about her husband 
from her mother-in-law. In 1935, they returned 
to Texas when Lyndon was appointed director 
of the Texas National Youth Administration 
(NYA), a Great Depression program that created 
meaningful work opportunities for young peo-
ple. In Texas, the Johnsons decided together that 
the works projects would focus on beautifying 
the roadways and building roadside parks. In 
1937, Lyndon decided to seek a seat in Congress. 
Lady Bird worked diligently on his election, 
contributing $10,000 from her mother’s estate 
to finance the successful campaign. Lyndon’s 
next attempt was for a Senate seat in 1941, but 
the popular Texas governor Pappy O’Daniel 
defeated him.

When the country entered World War II, 
Lyndon Johnson left his congressional office to 
Lady Bird to run and went on active duty with 
the Navy Reserves. By all accounts, Lady Bird 
ran the office efficiently and was sensitive to the 
needs of Texas constituents under duress due 
to rationing and other war efficiency measures. 
Johnson returned home in 1942 when President 
Roosevelt urged all elected members of Con-
gress to resume their domestic political duties. 
The couple had two children in the mid-1940s: 
Lynda Bird (b. 1944) and Lucy Baines (b. 1947). 
(Both daughters would later be married in the 
White House.)

In 1943, the Johnsons purchased radio sta-
tion KTBC in Lady Bird’s name with $17,000 
from her mother’s estate. While Lady Bird tended 
to the daily management and rebuilding efforts 
in Texas, Lyndon used his influence with the 
Federal Communication Commission to expand 
transmission strength and win permission to 

Lady Bird Johnson, ca. 1962 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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broadcast 24 hours a day. By the mid-1950s, the 
station was a powerful political tool and a finan-
cial success.

In 1948, Lyndon attempted another run 
at the Senate with Lady Bird by his side. This 
time, Lyndon won by a suspect 87-vote margin 
in the primary and took the November election 
by a wide margin. In Washington, he quickly 
mastered the politics of the Senate, emerging as 
the youngest minority leader in history; in 1954, 
the same year he was reelected to the Senate, he 
became majority leader. Lady Bird supported his 
climb by hosting dinner parties at all hours and 
welcoming visitors on a moment’s notice. After 
a heart attack in 1955, Lyndon took a brief rest 
at the LBJ Ranch before resuming his political 
climb. Lady Bird helped him lose weight and 
eliminate a lifetime smoking habit. When he 
returned to Washington, he had his eye on the 
presidency. Although he did not win the nomi-
nation in 1956, it was clear to Lady Bird that 
more would be expected of her, and she enrolled 
in a public speaking class through the Capital 
Speakers Club to lessen her fears of appearing 
in public.

When John F. Kennedy asked Johnson to 
join the ticket in 1960 as a way to heal the rift 
in the Democratic Party, Lady Bird encouraged 
her husband to accept even though she knew he 
did not relish playing second fiddle to Kennedy. 
During the 1960 campaign, Lady Bird proved 
to be a real asset campaigning in the South, 
making several whistle-stop tours through the 
region. As wife of the vice president, she often 
filled in for First Lady JACQUELINE KENNEDY, who 
did not like the ceremonial duties associated 
with the role. Lady Bird traveled extensively 
with Lyndon as he made several foreign tours on 
the president’s behalf. The Johnsons were with 
the Kennedys on November 22, 1963, when 
the president was assassinated, and Lady Bird 
watched as her husband was sworn into office 
on Air Force One.

As first lady, Mrs. Johnson made a number 
of important contributions. She developed a staff 
that went well beyond a social secretary, hired 

a staff director and press secretary, and brought 
professional staff from the Department of the 
Interior to oversee the continuing restoration 
of the White House begun under the Kennedy 
administration. Lady Bird kept a formal diary 
of her activities and later published a portion 
of her entries as A White House Diary (1970). 
She enjoyed a positive relationship with the 
press, although she did not hold formal press 
conferences. During the campaign for the presi-
dency in 1964, she again helped the ticket in 
the South by campaigning from the “Lady Bird 
Special.” Once assured that they would occupy 
the White House for the next four years, Lady 
Bird turned to identifying the causes she most 
favored. Although her efforts were many and 
varied, the two causes to which she devoted the 
most energy included Head Start and a national 
beautification campaign. Working directly with 
Sargent Shriver, head of the Office of Economic 
Opportunity, she visited Head Start classrooms 
and lobbied Congress for funding to continue 
the program. Her efforts dedicated to beauti-
fication of the natural environment, however, 
proved to be her lasting legacy.

Working with the president and various 
advisors, Lady Bird first turned her attention 
to the city of Washington itself. She worked 
directly with Walter Washington, head of the 
national Capitol Housing Agency, on identify-
ing projects for local neighborhoods. In summer 
1965, youth and local residents were enlisted in 
a clean-up campaign. The first lady called on a 
network of friends to donate the money needed 
to support the local efforts and employ youth in 
the process. During the summer of 1966, 250 
African-American young people were employed 
to clean up playgrounds and beautify neighbor-
hoods. Lady Bird’s later efforts included the area 
surrounding the Capitol and incorporated urban 
planners and architects. Her collaboration with 
Walter Washington helped him become the first 
African-American mayor of Washington, D.C.

Lady Bird Johnson’s efforts nationally 
involved her directly in policy formation and 
passage of the Highway Beautification Act of 

262  Johnson, Lady Bird 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   262 11/29/07   12:37:46 PM



1965. This legislation sought to limit billboard 
advertising along America’s roadways, but it 
encountered stiff opposition from industry. 
Lady Bird directly lobbied members of Congress 
and participated in strategy sessions to get the 
legislation passed. Critics denounced the law 
as the “president’s wife’s bill,” but for his part, 
Lyndon made no secret of his promise to her 
to pass the bill if at all possible. In the end, it 
was passed and signed into law on October 22, 
1965. A subsequent bill passed in 1968 severely 
weakened the anti-billboard provisions, but by 
that time Johnson’s term was ending, and the 
Vietnam War had sapped much of the power 
from his presidency.

The emerging women’s and civil rights move-
ments placed even greater pressures on the White 
House. Lady Bird encouraged Congress to take 
up legislation to help women balance the compet-
ing demands of work and family. She was horri-
fied at the violence perpetrated against African 
Americans protesting discrimination. As a south-
erner who had been raised with blacks, she was 
somewhat confused by the new fury expressed 
over their oppression. Johnson’s Great Society 
efforts were dwarfed by the incredible poverty 
in inner cities and the despair it induced. War 
protesters heckled her at public appearances. She 
was therefore not disappointed when the presi-
dent announced that he “would neither seek nor 
accept the nomination of his party” for reelection 
in 1968. When they left the White House for 
Texas in early 1969, she continued to pursue her 
interests and found much in life to satisfy her. 
Lyndon, on the other hand, was not well-suited 
to private life, and he experienced a rapid decline. 
He died on January 22, 1973.

Following her husband’s death, Lady Bird 
carried on her work in conservation and gave 
the LBJ Ranch to the National Park Service 
(although retaining a lifetime interest). In 1982, 
she donated 60 acres in East Texas for the 
National Wildflower Research Center, which 
she founded with actress Helen Hayes. She 
continued to advocate for conservation and for 
planting native plants and wildflowers along the 

nation’s highways. When her son-in-law, Charles 
Robb, sought elective office in Virginia, she cam-
paigned on his behalf while continuing to run 
the family businesses. In 1982, she announced 
that she was retiring from public life.

Lady Bird Johnson continued to live at the 
LBJ Ranch in Stonewall, Texas, spending her 
final years at her home in Austin. Her legacy as 
first lady grows from, but dramatically expands 
on, the political work accomplished by ELEANOR 
ROOSEVELT. Lady Bird was a policy maker and an 
influential lobbyist on matters that interested 
her, and she effectively used her role to accom-
plish improvements in environmental legislation 
and support for Head Start programs. She died on 
July 11, 2007, and was buried next to her husband 
in the family cemetery in Stonewall, Texas.
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Books, 2001, 280–291.

Johnson, Nancy (Nancy Lee Johnson) 
(1935– ) congressperson Nancy Elizabeth Lee 
was born on January 5, 1935, in Chicago, Illi-
nois. She earned a bachelor’s degree from Rad-
cliffe College (1957) and attended the University 
of London’s Courtauld Institute (1957–58). She 
married Dr. Theodore Johnson, with whom she 
has three daughters. Nancy Lee Johnson was 
active in community affairs as a volunteer before 
entering electoral politics. She was elected to the 
Connecticut State Senate in 1976 and served for 
three consecutive terms before being elected to 
the U.S. House of Representatives in 1982, rep-
resenting first the sixth district and then the 
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fifth district of Connecticut (following the elim-
ination of the 6th district).

Nancy Johnson is a member of various 
moderate/liberal Republican groups such as the 
WISH LIST, the Republican Main Street Partner-
ship, and Republicans for Choice. In the 109th 
Congress, Johnson was a senior member of the 
House Ways and Means Committee and the first 
woman to chair one of its subcommittees. She 
also served on the Joint Committee on Taxa-
tion. Johnson lost her seat in November 2006 
to challenger Chris Murphy. A prominent issue 
in the campaign was Johnson’s support for the 
Iraq War and her support for the invasion in 
2003. Although she vastly outspent Murphy, she 
lost the election by over 12 points. After she left 
Congress, she became a resident fellow at Har-
vard University’s Institute of Politics.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
Johnson, Nancy Lee. Biographical Directory of the 

United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=J000163. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Johnson v. Calvert (5 Cal. 4th 84; 851 P.2d 
776) (1993) This case involved an unsuccess-
ful claim of parental rights by a gestational sur-
rogate in California. By contract, Anna Johnson 
was implanted with an embryo created by the egg 
and sperm of a husband and wife, Crispina and 
Mark Calvert. Johnson ultimately gave birth to a 
child and sued to claim her parental rights. The 
California Supreme Court ruled that a gestational 
surrogate does not have the rights of a biological 
mother. A woman who, by agreement, has a 
zygote implanted in her and carries the fetus to 
term “provides a necessary and important ser-
vice” but has no rights or status as “birth mother.” 
The court refused to consider arguments chal-
lenging the constitutionality of SURROGACY itself, 

based on the contention that it is a form of invol-
untary servitude, tends to degrade women, and is 
rife with race and class exploitation issues.

Further Reading
Robertson, John A. Children of Choice: Freedom and 

New Reproductive Technologies. Princeton, N.J.: 
Princeton University Press, 1996.

Saetnan, Ann Rudinow, Nelly Oudshoorn, and Marta 
Kirejvzyk. Bodies of Technology: Women’s Involve-
ment With Reproductive Medicine. Columbus: Ohio 
State University, 2000.

Jones, Mary Harris (“Mother” Jones) (1837–
1930) labor activist The woman who became 
known as “Mother” Jones for her intense involve-
ment in the labor movement, was born Mary 
Harris in Cork, Ireland, on August 1, 1837 
(although she claimed a birthdate of May 1, 
1830). Her father, a tenant farmer in Ireland, 
immigrated to the United States and sent for his 
family in 1838. Mary was the first in her family 
to graduate from high school. She enrolled in a 
teacher’s college and found work as a teacher in 
Toronto, Canada, and Monroe, Michigan. She 
left teaching when she moved to Chicago in 
1859 and instead opened a dressmaking shop. In 
1861, she moved to Memphis, Tennessee, and 
resumed work as a teacher. There she met 
George E. Jones, a member of the Iron Molder’s 
Union. They were married in 1861, and Mary 
gave birth to four children in six years. Tragi-
cally, George and her four children died in a 
yellow fever epidemic in 1867, leading Mary to 
dress in black for the rest of her life. 

Jones returned to Chicago that year and 
resumed her work as a seamstress until the Great 
Chicago Fire in 1871 claimed her shop. In search 
of community and a sense of belonging after so 
much personal tragedy, she joined the Knights 
of Labor, a progressive reform organization 
dedicated to organizing all workers regardless of 
their race, sex, or trade. The Knights advocated 
an eight-hour workday and better living condi-
tions. In 1894, Mary Jones began to work as an 
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organizer for the United Mine Workers and trav-
eled extensively throughout Colorado, Arizona, 
Michigan, Minnesota, West Virginia, and Penn-
sylvania. She was involved in strikes and had a 
knack for attracting the attention of the media 
with the power of her speeches, public protests, 
and symbolic gestures. For example, in 1903, she 
organized a march of more than 100 child mill 
workers to President Theodore Roosevelt’s resi-
dence in New York. She worked undercover in 
mills in the South to expose abusive child labor 
practices. In 1913, she was present for the Colo-
rado Coal Strike and the Ludlow Massacre where 
20 women and children living in a miner’s tent 
colony were killed by the Colorado militia. Jones 

testified before Congress and lobbied President 
Wilson to bring an end to the violence and estab-
lish grievance committees for the mines.

Although Mary Jones urged women to par-
ticipate actively through labor organizations in 
promoting their own welfare and their families’ 
interests, she did not support woman’s SUFFRAGE. 
The reasons for her opposition are not entirely 
clear. It may have stemmed from her general dis-
trust of government and politicians. More likely, 
however, it had to do with class interests. She 
saw the world as divided into those who created 
wealth and those who owned it, with all other 
distinctions, such as race and gender, insignifi-
cant. She wrote in 1925, “The plutocrats have 
organized their women. They keep them busy 
with suffrage and prohibition and charity.”

A self-described “hell raiser” she was often 
at odds with the establishment, particularly 
with the law. Approaching her eighties, she con-
tinued to participate in strike actions with street 
car, garment, and steel workers. She was jailed 
during a mine strike in West Virginia in 1913, 
but an outpouring of support led to her release. 
She wrote an autobiography, published in 1925 
by the Charles Kerr Company. A few months 
before she died, she was captured speaking 
on film by the Movietone News. Mary Jones 
died on November, 30, 1930, and was buried at 
Mount Olive Hill, a miner’s cemetery in Mount 
Olive, Illinois. Miners later erected a granite 
monument at her gravesite in her honor. There 
are numerous tributes to her life and work, 
including a progressive magazine named for her 
(Mother Jones, available at www.motherjones.
com). In 1992, she was inducted into the U.S. 
Department of Labor’s Hall of Fame, located in 
Washington, D.C.

Further Reading
Gorn, Elliott J. Mother Jones: The Most Dangerous 

Woman in America. New York: Hill and Wang, 
2001.

Jones, Mary Harris. The Autobiography of Mother Jones. 
Chicago: Charles Kerr Company, 1925.

—Caryn E. Neumann
Mary Harris Jones (“Mother” Jones), ca. 1902.
(LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Jones, Stephanie Tubbs (1949– ) congress-
person Stephanie Tubbs was born in Cleve-
land, Ohio, on September 10, 1949. She received 
her undergraduate degree in social work from 
Case Western Reserve University in 1971 and 
earned a law degree from Case Western Reserve 
University School of Law in 1974. In 1976, she 
married Mervyn L. Jones, Sr. Her career in pub-
lic service began in 1981 when she won election 
to a municipal judgeship for Cleveland. She sub-
sequently served on the Court of Common Pleas 
of Cuyahoga Country from 1983 to 1991. In 
1991, she became the first African-American 
and female Cuyahoga County prosecutor.

In 1998, Jones was elected to the U.S. House 
of Representatives for Ohio’s 11th district, suc-
ceeding Congressman Louis Stokes. She has 
been active with the National Democratic Party, 
serving as a cochair of the Democratic National 
Committee and, in 2004, as chair of the plat-
form committee at the Democratic National 
Convention. Her legislative agenda includes 
advocacy for wealth development, equitable 
access to health care and quality education, and 
legal restriction on predatory lending. On Janu-
ary 6, 2005, she joined Senator BARBARA BOXER 
in objecting to the certification of the 2004 U.S. 
presidential election results for Ohio because of 
a number of irregularities at the polls.

Jones was the sponsor of the “Count Every 
Vote” Act of 2005. As the first African-Ameri-
can woman to serve on the Ways and Means 
Committee, she has worked against any efforts 
to privatize Social Security. Although she was 
encouraged by Democratic leaders to run for 
Ohio governor in 2002, she declined. She was 
reelected to Congress in 2006 with 83 percent of 
the vote and now chairs the House Committee 
on Standards of Official Conduct (known also 
as the Ethics Committee).

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Jones, Stephanie Tubbs.” In Biographical Directory of 

the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 

online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay/pl?index=J000284. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Stephanie Tubbs Jones (OH).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=C0H45325. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Jordan, Barbara Charline (1936–1996) con-
gressperson, activist Barbara Charline Jordan 
was born to Arlyne and Reverend Benjamin Jor-
dan on February 21, 1936, in Houston, Texas, 
and attended Houston’s segregated public 
schools. She graduated magna cum laude from 
Texas Southern University, where she won hon-
ors for her debate talents. When she enrolled in 
law school at Boston University, she was the 
only woman in her class of 128. She received her 
law degree in 1959 and returned to Houston to 
establish her practice.

Elected to the Texas Senate in 1966 after 
two unsuccessful runs for a seat in the Texas 
House of Representatives in 1962 and 1964, 
Jordan became the first black woman elected to 
that position in U.S. history, as well as the first 
black person since 1883. During her second 
term (1968), Jordan was elected president pro 
tem of the Senate. In the tradition of the Texas 
Senate, she served a day as governor of Texas, 
becoming the first black female governor in the 
United States. She was the primary sponsor of 
Texas’s first minimum-wage law, written broadly 
to cover farmworkers and others not included in 
the federal minimum-wage statute. 

In 1972, elected as the representative of 
a newly created congressional district, Jordan 
became the first black Texan in the U.S. Con-
gress. Her intellect and forceful personality 
propelled her to powerful positions as a member 
of the House Judiciary Committee, the House 
Committee on Government Operations, and the 
Steering and Policy Committee of the Demo-
cratic Caucus. The general public got their first 
close look at Jordan when, in 1974, she made 
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the opening statement during the televised 
impeachment hearings of President Richard M. 
Nixon. (See the appendices of this volume for 
the text of this speech.) So began one of many 
statements that are now routinely quoted in 
textbooks, collections of historical speeches, all 
in acknowledgment of Jordan’s extraordinary 
ability to make words connect with ordinary 
people. When she made a riveting speech at the 
1976 Democratic National Convention, there 
began political speculation about the possibility 

of a future run for the White House. However, 
she retired after three terms in Congress due to 
the onset of multiple sclerosis.

After leaving Congress, Jordan turned to edu-
cation and was a professor for 16 years, teaching 
at the Lyndon B. Johnson School of Public Affairs 
at the University of Texas at Austin. She was the 
recipient of 25 honorary doctorate degrees from 
colleges and universities, including Tuskegee 
Institute, Princeton, and Harvard. She continued 
to serve on special political commissions and 
spoke at political gatherings and symposiums. 
Sixteen years after delivering her first keynote 
address at the Democratic National Conven-
tion, she again was invited to give the keynote 
address at the 1992 convention. In 1994, she was 
awarded the Presidential Medal of Freedom, the 
highest civilian award in the United States.

Barbara Jordan’s talent for speech and debate, 
fostered in high school and continued during 
four years on the debate team of Texas State Uni-
versity, helped take her to record heights in her 
life. Through her words and actions, she became 
a renowned champion of equal opportunity and 
equal legal rights for everyone. When she spoke, 
people listened and reacted. The sound of her 
voice commanded attention, the tone garnered 
respect. Jordan died at the age of 59 on January 
18, 1996, in Austin, Texas, from viral pneumo-
nia as a complication of leukemia.

Further Reading
Jordan, Barbara, and Shelby Hearon. Barbara Jor-

dan—A Self-Portrait. New York: Doubleday & 
Co., 1979.

Safire, William, ed. Lend Me Your Ears: Great Speeches 
in History. New York: W.W. Norton & Co., 1997.

—Maria Elena Raymond

Barbara Jordan, giving the keynote address at the Dem-
ocratic National Convention, July 12, 1976 (LIBRARY 
OF CONGRESS)
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Kaptur, Marcia (Marcia [Marcy] Carolyn 
Kaptur) (1946– ) congressperson Marcia 
Kaptur was born on June 17, 1946, in Toledo, 
Ohio, and graduated from St. Ursula Academy in 
Toledo in 1964. She received a B.A. degree from 
the University of Wisconsin in 1968 and an 
M.A. from the University of Michigan in 1974. 
She attended the University of Manchester in the 
United Kingdom in 1974 and did postgraduate 
study in urban planning at the Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology in 1981. Kaptur served 
on the Toledo-Lucas County Planning Commis-
sion from 1969 to 1975 and was director of plan-
ning for the National Center for Urban Ethnic 
Affairs from 1975 to 1977. From 1977 to 1979, 
she served in the Carter administration as a 
domestic policy advisor.

Kaptur was first elected to the U.S. House 
of Representatives in 1982. She serves on the 
House Committee on Appropriations and has 
pushed for more portraits and statues of women 
throughout the U.S. Capitol. Kaptur repre-
sented Ohio as a delegate to the 2000 and 2004 
Democratic National Conventions. When one of 
her constituents, Roger Durbin, suggested the 
creation of a World War II memorial in Wash-
ington, D.C., Kaptur spearheaded the project, 

and the memorial opened in 2004. In 2006, she 
received over 70 percent of the vote and won 
reelection to her 13th consecutive term in office. 
Kaptur is now the senior woman in the House of 
Representatives.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Kaptur, Marcia Carolyn (Marcy).” In Biographical 
Directory of the United States Congress, 1774–pres-
ent. Available online. URL: http://bioguide.con-
gress.gov/scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=K000009. 
Accessed on January 8, 2007.

“Representative Marcy Kaptur.” In Project Vote Smart. 
Available online. URL: http://votesmart.org/bio.
php?can_id=. Accessed on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Kassebaum, Nancy Landon (Nancy Landon 
Kassebaum Baker) (1932– ) U.S. senator 
Nancy Landon Kassebaum (now Baker) is a 
Republican who represented the state of Kansas 
in the U.S. Senate from 1978 to 1997. Born on 
July 29, 1932, in Topeka, Kansas, she is the 

K
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daughter of Alfred M. Landon (1887–1987), who 
was governor of Kansas from 1932 to 1937 as 
well as the 1936 Republican presidential 
nominee. Nancy Landon graduated from the 
University of Kansas in 1954 with a B.S. in 
political science and earned her M.A. in 
diplomatic history from the University of 
Michigan in 1956. In June 1955, she married 
businessman Philip Kassebaum (they divorced 
in 1975).

While raising four children on a farm in 
Maize, Kansas, Nancy Kassebaum was involved 
with the local school board, the Kansas Govern-
mental Ethics Committee, and the Kansas Com-
mittee for the Humanities. In 1975, she joined 
Senator James Pearson’s staff in Washington, 
D.C. Upon his retirement in 1978, she decided to 
run for his seat and defeated eight other Repub-
licans in the primary. The only woman in the 
Senate at the time of her election and the first 
to serve in that body on her own merits rather 
than succeeding a deceased husband, she was 
reelected in 1984 and 1990. In 1996, she did not 
seek reelection.

When the Republicans secured a Senate 
majority after the 1980 election, Kassebaum 
became a member of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, where she focused on African issues. 
Kassebaum was known for her moderate views 
and willingness to oppose the Reagan adminis-
tration when she supported sanctions on South 
Africa to abolish apartheid. She earned a reputa-
tion for building coalitions and for pragmatic 
positions on policy. She supported the EQUAL 
RIGHTS AMENDMENT and the Strategic Arms Limi-
tation Treaty. Kassebaum was an early proponent 
of term limits, supported ABORTION rights and 
gun control, and was the first woman to chair 
a major U.S. Senate committee, the Labor and 
Human Resources Committee in 1995. She is 
noted for her efforts to improve education, child 
care, and health care; promote fiscal responsibil-
ity; and overhaul foreign aid programs.

Since 1996, Kassebaum has been married 
to former senator Howard Baker, Jr. (R-TN), 
who served as chief of staff (1987–89) under 

President Ronald Reagan and was appointed 
by President George W. Bush as ambassador to 
Japan, serving in that post from 2001 to 2005. 
In 1996–97, Nancy Kassebaum Baker served as 
the first Mary Louise Smith chair in woman and 
politics at Iowa State University.

Further Reading
Kassebaum, Nancy Landon. “To Form a More Perfect 

Union.” Presidential Studies Quarterly 18 (1988): 
241–249.

Marshall-White, Eleanor. Women, Catalysts for Change: 
Interpretive Biographies of Shirley St. Hill Chisholm, 
Sandra Day O’Connor, and Nancy Landon Kasse-
baum. New York: Vantage Press, 1991.

—Paula Casey

Kelley, Florence (1859–1932) social reformer, 
labor activist Born in Philadelphia on Septem-
ber 12, 1859, Florence Kelley was the daughter 
of U.S. congressman William D. Kelley (1814–
90), who showed her the conditions under 
which poor and immigrant children worked and 
lived. Kelley graduated from Cornell University 
in 1882 and Northwestern University law school 
in 1894. In, 1884, she married Lazare Wish-
niewski, a Polish doctor with whom she had 
three children. After studying in Europe and 
publishing a translation of Friedrich Engels’s 
The Conditions of the Working Class in England, 
Kelley divorced her husband and, moved to Chi-
cago in 1891. There she moved into JANE ADDAMS’S 
HULL-HOUSE and began work documenting the 
living and working conditions of those within 
one square mile of the settlement house. This 
experience resulted in a constant use of facts 
and data to uphold all of her calls for economic 
and social reform.

In 1893, Kelley was appointed the first 
female factory inspector in Illinois. In this role, 
she worked to document the effects of long hours 
on all workers, paying particular attention to 
women and children. In 1898, she testified at the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION convention on “Working Women’s Need of 
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the Ballot,” arguing that any worker who is disen-
franchised is largely unable to work for changes 
in industry, and that when women lack the vote, 
they are necessarily subordinated in comparison 
with their fellow male workers. “By impairing [a 
woman’s] standing in the community the general 
rating of her value as a human being, and conse-
quently as a worker, is lowered.”

Kelley worked to establish child labor laws, 
and in 1899 (after moving to New York), she 
helped start the National Consumer’s League 
(NCL), which worked to establish a minimum 
wage and a limited workday. The NCL also 
started a “white label” initiative, which resulted 
in the display of an NCL white label on all 
products from companies with progressive labor 
practices (no child labor and following work-
day regulations). In 1905, Kelley started the 
Inter-Collegiate Socialist Society with Upton 
Sinclair and Jack London. She traveled exten-
sively throughout the United States to speak to 
students on college campuses and was criticized 
in the Congressional Record for her influence 
among young people.

With the help of the lawyer (and future 
Supreme Court justice) Louis Brandeis, Kelley 
sought to challenge the argument that limited 
working hours were unconstitutional. To do 
this, she gathered data in support of the claim 
that extended working hours were harmful to 
the health of women and children. This case, 
MULLER V. OREGON (1908), established that laws 
limiting women to a 10-hour workday were 
constitutional. Kelly also fought for the estab-
lishment of a U.S. Children’s Bureau. In 1909, 
she helped found the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), 
and in 1921 she was instrumental in the passage 
of the SHEPPARD-TOWNER MATERNITY AND INFANCY 
PROTECTION ACT. Florence Kelly died in Philadel-
phia on February 17, 1932.

Further Reading
Sklar, Kathyrn K. Florence Kelley and the Nation’s Work: 

The Rise of Woman’s Political Culture. New Haven, 
Conn.: Yale University Press, 1997.

———. Notes of Sixty Years: The Autobiography of Flor-
ence Kelley. Chicago: Charles H. Kerr, 1986.

—Claire Curtis

Kelly, Sue (Susan Weisenbarger Kelly) 
(1936– ) congressperson Susan Weisenbarger 
was born on September 26, 1936, in Lima, Ohio, 
where she attended public schools and gradu-
ated from Lima Central High School. She 
attended Denison University in Granville, Ohio, 
earning a B.A. degree in 1958, and then earned 
her master’s degree from Sarah Lawrence Col-
lege in 1985. Kelly started her career as a bio-
medical researcher in Boston, Massachusetts, 
for the New England Institute for Medical 
Research. After marrying Edward Kelly and 
moving to New York State, she owned busi-
nesses renovating buildings and selling flowers 
while raising four children.

In 1994, Sue Kelly decided to run for 
Congress. She won her seat in a crowded field 
and was subsequently reelected to five con-
secutive terms. In January 2001, Rep. Kelly 
was appointed as chair of the House Financial 
Services Oversight and Investigations Subcom-
mittee. In this role, she was an active proponent 
for corporate reform and increased federal 
oversight of corporate affairs. Kelly held the 
first congressional hearings on the Enron and 
Global Crossing bankruptcies as well as on the 
WorldCom accounting fraud. Following these 
hearings, she was an author of the Sarbanes-
Oxley corporate reform bill, which has helped 
ensure corporate responsibility and restore 
investor confidence.

Kelly initially voted against the Partial 
Birth Abortion Ban bill in 1996 but changed 
her vote in 2003. In 1998, she called on femi-
nists to explain why they were not outraged by 
President Bill Clinton’s personal behavior. She 
voted in favor of two of the four impeachment 
indictments against President Clinton. For a 
brief time, HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON’s residence 
in Chappaqua, New York, was in Kelly’s 19th 
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district (it is now in the 18th district). She called 
the first lady a “carpetbagger” who did not 
understand New York’s issues.

Kelly served as chair of the House Page 
Board from 1998 until 2001. When the scandal 
involving Congressman Mark Foley’s inappro-
priate emails to teenage House pages broke 
in October 2006, questions were raised as to 
whether Kelly knew about Foley’s behavior dur-
ing that time. She refused to participate in a 
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS debate in her district 
(she was represented by an empty chair on stage) 
and refused to appear on the popular television 
program The Colbert Report. Instead, Stephen 
Colbert interviewed her Democratic opponent, 
John Hall. In the November 2006 election, Kelly 
lost her seat to Hall by a margin of 51-49.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Kelly, Sue W.” In Biographical Directory of the United 
States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 
URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/. Accessed on 
January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Kennedy, Jacqueline Bouvier (Jacqueline 
Lee Bouvier Kennedy Onassis, Jackie Ken-
nedy) (1929–1994) first lady Jacqueline Lee 
Bouvier was born on July 28, 1929, in South-
ampton, New York, to stockbroker John and 
Janet Lee Bouvier. Jacqueline and her younger 
sister, Caroline Lee, grew up in a family plagued 
by debt, alcoholism, and the separation of their 
parents. Following a divorce in 1936, the girls 
lived with their mother and her second hus-
band, Hugh Auchincloss. Jacqueline was edu-
cated in private schools, including Miss Porter’s 
School in Farmington, Connecticut. She received 
instruction in social dance, ballet, horseback 
riding, and music. Her own interests were in 
poetry and short stories, and some of her earliest 
work appeared in the local paper. 

Jacqueline, also known as Jackie, enrolled at 
Vassar in 1947 and spent her junior year study-
ing at the Sorbonne in Paris. She returned to 
complete her senior year at George Washington 
University, graduating in 1951. That year, she 
entered a nationwide Vogue Prix de Paris contest. 
The prize was a scholarship to the Sorbonne and 
a year divided between Paris and New York. The 
contest required applicants to design an entire 
issue of the magazine, and Jacqueline emerged 
as the winner among 12 finalists. Her mother 
and stepfather persuaded her to refuse the prize 
in favor of a summer in Europe and a full-time 
job as an inquiring photographer with the Wash-
ington Times Herald. Her daily column involved 
posing a question and running the response 
with a picture. She interviewed average citizens 
and high-profile politicians.

Jackie Bouvier met John Fitzgerald Ken-
nedy in May 1952, as he was completing a third 

Jacqueline Lee Bouvier Kennedy, 1961 (JFK LIBRARY)
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term in the House of Representatives. He was 
elected to the Senate from Massachusetts later 
that year. The couple married on September 12, 
1953, in a large society wedding in Newport, 
Rhode Island, and lived with family for much 
of their early marriage. Jackie had an uneasy 
relationship with the Kennedy clan, but Joseph 
Kennedy saw her as an asset to his son’s chances 
for the presidency. With Jack Kennedy serving 
in the U.S. Senate, the couple rented a row house 
in Georgetown, where Jacqueline entertained 
and studied to be a Washington hostess. She 
supported her husband’s career by tending to his 
wardrobe and attending Senate debates when he 
spoke. She did not care for women’s groups but 
joined the Senate wives in Red Cross work and 
in fund-raising for the arts.

In 1956, two disappointments coincided. 
Jack failed in his bid to be the Democratic 
nominee for vice president, and Jacqueline gave 
birth to a stillborn daughter. In 1957, however, 
she gave birth to a healthy daughter, Caroline. 
Jackie joined Jack in his campaign for reelection 
to the U.S. Senate, using her language skills and 
social graces to attract voters. In 1959, she again 
campaigned actively with him as he sought 
the Democratic nomination for president. She 
granted television interviews and wrote a news-
paper column titled “Campaign Wife.” Toward 
the end of the campaign, she withdrew from 
most public campaigning due to her advanc-
ing pregnancy. However, she continued to be 
photographed and brought style to maternity 
fashion, rescuing the condition of pregnancy 
from isolation women often experienced. As 
Jack Kennedy’s election appeared more certain, 
the Kennedy family hired Letitia Baldridge to 
serve as Jacqueline’s assistant and to shape her 
image as first lady. Kennedy was elected on 
November 4, 1960, and son John Kennedy, Jr., 
was born prematurely by Caesarean section on 
November 21.

Upon Jack’s election, Jacqueline Kennedy 
announced that she would devote her time 
to restoring the White House to its original 
splendor. She secured an extra appropriation 

from Congress to renovate the family quarters 
to accommodate a young family and appealed 
to the public for additional funds for the res-
toration effort, producing a television tour of 
the restored mansion. She also created a White 
House guidebook that sold millions of copies 
and is still updated in every administration, 
and she succeeded in acquiring museum status 
for the White House along with a permanent 
curator. Thanks to her efforts, White House 
property may only be removed to the Smithso-
nian Institute, ending a longstanding practice 
among past presidents of distributing contents 
of the White House as mementos to friends and 
supporters. After the restoration of the White 
House was complete, Jackie extended her reach 
to the Blair House, Lafayette Square, and the 
Victorian homes that surrounded the White 
House. She consulted urban planning experts 
in how best to revitalize Pennsylvania Avenue 
and extended her interest in historic preserva-
tion to treasures around the world.

Jacqueline Kennedy worked to protect the 
privacy of her children and to guarantee as 
much normalcy in daily life as possible. Security 
concerns dictated that Caroline be educated in 
the White House, but Jacqueline invited other 
children to join the school there. She main-
tained a distant and difficult relationship with 
the press, even though she herself had worked 
as a journalist. The public hungered for details 
about the urbane Kennedy couple and their pho-
togenic children, but Jackie insisted that some 
aspects of their life were off-limits. Her experi-
ence, however, had also taught her the value of a 
well-placed quote or article, and so she allowed 
Press Secretary Pierre Salinger to coordinate 
public relations efforts and made overtures to 
the press by including a small press pool at 
White House dinners.

As first lady, Jackie Kennedy was extraor-
dinarily popular throughout the United States 
and abroad. Enthusiastic crowds led President 
Kennedy to introduce himself to Parisians as 
“the man who accompanied Jacqueline Kennedy 
to Paris.” Travel to Venezuela and Columbia 
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offered the chance for her to speak Spanish to 
gathered crowds. At home, she introduced a 
number of innovations in executive entertain-
ing. She brought renowned entertainers into 
the White House to perform for guests, adopted 
round tables to encourage conversation at for-
mal dinner parties, and abolished the formal 
receiving line in favor of a small cocktail gather-
ing before dinner. She raised money for the arts 
and cultural community in Washington and 
throughout the nation.

The death of the Kennedys’ infant son Pat-
rick, born on August 7, 1963, brought a state 
of mourning to the White House. Jacqueline 
departed for a tour of the Greek Isles and when 
she returned she agreed to accompany Jack to Dal-
las, Texas. On November 22, 1963, as they rode 
together in an open motorcade through the streets 
of Dallas, John F. Kennedy was shot and killed. 
Jacqueline Kennedy stood next to Vice President 
Lyndon Johnson as he was sworn in as president 
on Air Force One and stayed with her husband’s 
body as it was flown back to Washington. In the 
days that followed the assassination, she worried 
about where she and her children would go upon 
leaving the White House and participated actively 
in planning a funeral that would befit Kennedy’s 
legacy. Following the funeral, she and her chil-
dren moved to a house in Washington owned by 
Averell Harriman. They lived there until 1964, 
when they moved to New York City.

Jacqueline Kennedy devoted herself to rais-
ing her children and promulgating the legacy 
of her husband’s presidency as a promise cut 
short. The Camelot myth provided a way to 
raise funds in support of the Kennedy Library 
in order to continue the work and promote the 
ideals of John F. Kennedy. She supported Jack’s 
brother Robert’s candidacy for the Senate from 
New York but recoiled when he was assassinated 
in 1968: “I hate this country. I despise America 
and I don’t want my children to live here any 
more. If they’re killing Kennedys, my kids are 
number-one targets.”

In October 1968, Jacqueline married wealthy 
Greek shipping magnate Aristotle Onassis. The 

Onassis children disliked her, and the Kennedy 
camp disapproved. The relationship required 
her to be away from her own children in school 
in New York. After Onassis died in 1975, she 
returned to New York City and took an edito-
rial job with Viking Press and, later, Doubleday, 
producing a number of best-selling books. She 
continued to promote the arts and raise money 
for preservation efforts. Her daughter Caro-
line graduated from law school, married Edwin 
Schlossberg, an exhibit designer, and together 
they had three children. John F. Kennedy, Jr., 
ultimately passed the bar in New York on his 
third attempt but gravitated toward publishing 
interests.

In January 1994, Jacqueline was diagnosed 
with non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma; she died at home 
on May 19 that year. John and Caroline defined 
the themes of her life as “her love of words, her 
emphasis on family, and her desire for adven-
ture.” She is buried in Arlington National Ceme-
tery near John F. Kennedy and their two children 
who died in infancy. Her son, John F. Kennedy, 
Jr., was killed in a plane crash on July 16, 1999.
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Kilpatrick, Carolyn Cheeks (1945– ) con-
gressperson Born on June 25, 1945, in Detroit, 
Carolyn Jean Cheeks graduated from the Detroit 
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High School of Commerce, attended Ferris State 
University from 1968 to 1970, and received a 
B.S. degree from Western Michigan University 
in 1972. After earning an M.S. from the Univer-
sity of Michigan in 1977, she worked as a teacher 
and was a member of the Michigan State House 
of Representatives (1979–96). She is currently a 
member of the Detroit Substance Abuse Advi-
sory Council. A marriage to Bernard Kilpatrick 
ended in divorce.

In 1996, Kilpatrick defeated incumbent U.S. 
representative Barbara-Rose Collins in the Dem-
ocratic primary. She was subsequently elected to 
the 105th Congress and in every election since, 
including November 2006. Kilpatrick serves on 
the House Committee on Appropriations. In 
December 2006, Kilpatrick was unanimously 
selected as chair of the Congressional Black 
Caucus for the 110th Congress. She is the 
mother of Kwame Kilpatrick, who was elected 
to fill his mother’s seat in the Michigan State 
House and was subsequently elected mayor of 
Detroit in 2001.

Further Reading
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—Angela Kouters

King, Coretta Scott (1927–2006) civil rights 
activist Born in Marion, Alabama, on April 27, 
1927, Coretta Scott spent her childhood on a 
farm owned by her parents, Obie Leonard and 
Bernice McMurray Scott. As a young child, 
Coretta walked five miles every day to attend a 

one-room schoolhouse. The only high school 
was nine miles away, too far to walk, so her 
mother hired a bus and drove all of the African-
American children in the area to Lincoln High 
School, a private black institution with an inte-
grated faculty. After graduation, Coretta 
attended Antioch College in Ohio, where she 
received her B.A. in music and elementary edu-
cation in 1949. Her older sister, Edythe, had 
been the first full-time black student to live on 
campus.

Coretta Scott joined the Antioch chapters of 
the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People (NAACP) as well as the Young 
Progressives, attending the Progressive Party 
convention in 1948 as a student delegate. In 
1951, she enrolled at Boston’s New England Con-
servatory of Music and subsequently met Martin 
Luther King, Jr., a doctoral candidate at Boston 
University School of Theology. They married on 
June 18, 1953. Coretta shocked Martin’s father, 
the Reverend Martin Luther King, Sr., who pre-
sided over the wedding, by demanding that the 
promise to obey her husband be removed from 
the ceremony.

The Kings had four children: Yolanda 
Denise (1955), Martin Luther III (1957), Dex-
ter Scott (1961), and Bernice Albertine (1963). 
Although supportive of Martin’s work, Coretta 
focused on raising children and teaching music. 

Coretta Scott King, at the Democratic National Conven-
tion in New York, 1976 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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She accompanied Martin to major civil rights 
events and raised funds for the Southern Chris-
tian Leadership Conference (SCLC) by perform-
ing at “freedom concerts.” In 1962, Coretta King 
served as a Women’s Strike for Peace delegate 
to the 17-nation Disarmament Conference in 
Geneva, Switzerland. She struggled to find a 
balance between her desire to be active in the 
movement and the desire (and expectation) that 
she stay at home and raise her four children. 
“Martin was a very strong person, and in many 
ways had very traditional ideas about women,” 
she said in a 1982 interview with the New York 
Times Magazine. “He’d say, ’I have no choice, I 
have to do this, but you haven’t been called.’ And 
I said, ‘Can’t you understand? You know I have 
an urge to serve just like you have.’ ”

Martin Luther King, Jr., was assassinated 
on April 4, 1968. Following his death, Coretta 
King committed herself to the civil rights move-
ment and worked to promote his message of 
nonviolent resistance. Just four days after her 
husband’s death, she led a march of 50,000 
people through the streets of Memphis, and later 
that year she took his place in the Poor People’s 
March to Washington. Although she used his 
words in an effort to keep his spirit alive in 
the movement, she gradually inserted her own 
decidedly feminist voice. When she spoke at the 
Lincoln Memorial on June 19, 1968, she called 
upon women to “unite and form a solid block 
of woman power to fight the three great evils 
of racism, poverty, and war.” She also served on 
the board of directors of the NATIONAL ORGANI-
ZATION FOR WOMEN.

In 1969, Coretta Scott King published her 
autobiography, My Life with Martin Luther King, 
Jr. While her activities within the movement 
continued, she focused most of her energy 
toward building the Martin Luther King, Jr., 
Center for Nonviolent Social Change in Atlanta, 
Georgia. The center’s responsibilities include an 
exhibition hall, King’s boyhood home, a library 
containing King’s papers, and a museum. Coretta 
Scott King was instrumental in the adoption of 
a national holiday in honor of her husband and 

in encouraging communities to honor Martin 
Luther King, Jr., with a day devoted to service. 
The first holiday in honor of King was celebrated 
on January 20, 1986.

Loretta Scott King remained active in civil 
rights and women’s rights and continued to be 
the driving force behind the expansion of the 
King Center. She died on January 30, 2006, in 
Mexico, where she was seeking nontraditional 
treatment for advanced ovarian cancer. She was 
the first woman and the first African American 
to lie in state in the Georgia Capitol, where more 
than 40,000 people filed past her body. More 
than 115,000 waited in line to pay their respects 
at a wake held at the historic Ebenezer Baptist 
Church, where Martin Luther King, Jr., and 
his father had both preached. The funeral was 
held at New Birth Missionary Baptist Church, 
where Bernice, the youngest of the King’s four 
children, is pastor. The six-hour service featured 
remarks from President George W. Bush and 
three former presidents (Carter, Bush, and Clin-
ton) as well as countless politicians and leaders 
in the civil rights movement past and present. 
Many who spoke challenged mourners to carry 
on the Kings’ legacy. In November 2006, the 
bodies of Coretta Scott King and Martin Luther 
King, Jr., were laid to rest in a new mausoleum 
at the King Center.

Further Reading
Carson, Clayborne. “King, Coretta Scott” Black Women 

in America, A Historical Encyclopedia, edited by 
Darlene Clark Hine, 205–206. New York: Carlson 
Publishing Inc., 1993.

King, Coretta Scott. My Life With Martin Luther King, 
Jr. New York: Henry Holt & Co., 1969.

Kirkpatrick, Jeane J. (Jeane Duane Jordan 
Kirkpatrick) (1926–2006) United Nations 
ambassador Jeane Duane Jordan was born on 
November 19, 1926, in Duncan, Oklahoma, the 
daughter of Welcher F. and Leona Jordan. Her 
father was an oil wildcatter. She attended Ste-
phens College in Missouri for two years and 
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then moved to New York, where she earned a 
bachelor’s degree from Barnard College (1948) 
and a master’s degree from Columbia Univer-
sity (1950). After working as a research analyst 
with the Office of Intelligence Research at the 
U.S. State Department, she studied at the Insti-
tute de Science Politique in Paris from 1952 to 
1953. In 1955, she married Evron M. Kirkpat-
rick, also a political scientist. She worked 
intermittently for the U.S. Department of 
Defense. In 1968, she earned a doctorate in 
political science at Columbia University and 
was appointed assistant professor at George-
town University. She was promoted to full pro-
fessor in 1973.

Dr. Kirkpatrick was the first woman 
appointed to serve as permanent representative 
of the United States to the United Nations and 
as a member of Ronald Reagan’s cabinet and 
National Security Council. She served as a mem-
ber of the president’s Foreign Intelligence Advi-
sory Board (1985–90) and the Defense Policy 
Review Board (1985–93), and she also chaired 
the Secretary of Defense Commission on Fail 
Safe and Risk Reduction of the Nuclear Com-
mand and Control System (1992). Kirkpatrick 
headed the U.S. delegation to the Human Rights 
Commission in 2003. She received numerous 
awards and recognitions, including the Medal of 
Freedom in 1985 and the Department of Defense 
Distinguished Public Service Medal in 1992. In 
1993, she cofounded Empower America, a con-
servative public policy organization. She was 
the author of several books and monographs, 
including The Withering Away of the Totalitarian 
State (1992), and was the Leavey professor of 
government at Georgetown University as well as 
a senior fellow at the American Enterprise Insti-
tute, a conservative think tank in Washington, 
D.C. Dr. Jeane Kirkpatrick died at her home in 
Bethesda, Maryland, on December 7, 2006. She 
was 80 years old.

Further Reading
Harrison, Pat. Jeane Kirkpatrick. New York: Chelsea 

House, 1991.

Kreps, Juanita (Juanita Morris Kreps) 
(1921– ) economist, secretary of commerce, 
director of the New York Stock Exchange Juanita 
Morris was born in Lynch, Kentucky, on Janu-
ary 11, 1921. She received a B.A. from Berea Col-
lege (1942), an M.A. in economics from Duke 
University (1944), and a doctorate in economics 
from Duke (1948). She married Clifton H. 
Kreps, a fellow economist, in 1944. Kreps taught 
economics at Denison College in Ohio as well as 
at other institutions, returning to Duke in 1955. 
There she served as the last dean of the Woman’s 
College and facilitated the merger of the wom-
en’s and men’s programs. In 1972, she was the 
first woman to be appointed a James B. Duke 
professor, the university’s highest academic 
honor. The next year, she was named Duke’s 
first female vice president.

Kreps served as the first woman director 
of the New York Stock Exchange. In 1977, she 
became the first woman to serve as U.S. sec-
retary of commerce, having been appointed by 
President Jimmy Carter. She served as secretary 
from January 23, 1977, to October 31, 1979. 
Kreps is the author of numerous scholarly arti-
cles and books, including Sex in the Marketplace: 
American Women at Work (1971).

Further Reading
Grossman, Mark. Encyclopedia of the United States 

Cabinet, 3 vols. Santa Barbara, Calif.: ABC-CLIO, 
2000, 183–189.

—Hollis France

Kunin, Madeleine May (1936– ) governor of 
Vermont Born on September 28, 1933, in Zurich, 
Switzerland, Madeleine May Kunin immigrated to 
the United States with her family in 1940. She 
earned a bachelor’s degree from the University of 
Massachusetts in 1956, a master’s degree from 
Columbia University in 1957, and a second 
 master’s degree from the University of Vermont 
in 1967. She married Dr. Arthur Kunin, with 
whom she had four children. Taking note that 
there were no women on the Burlington Board of 
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Aldermen, Kunin announced herself as a candi-
date in 1972; she lost that election by 16 votes. The 
next fall, she won a seat in the Vermont House of 
Representatives and served three terms. In 1978, 
she was elected lieutenant governor.

After an unsuccessful run for governor in 
1982, Kunin was elected Vermont’s first woman 
governor in 1984. She won reelection twice, 
making her the first woman in the country to 
win three terms in office. Kunin’s focus in the 
legislature and as governor included environ-
mental issues, education, and poverty. As gover-
nor, she was praised for her fiscal responsibility 
and for education reform. She made a point to 
hire women in her administration.

In 1992, Kunin served as a member of 
President Bill Clinton’s transition team and was 
rewarded with appointment as deputy secretary 
of education in 1993. In this position, she estab-

lished the Office of Educational Technology, 
chaired the National Science and Technology 
Council’s Committee and headed efforts to sim-
plify the national student loan system. Within 
the Clinton administration, she also served on 
the President’s Council on Sustainable Develop-
ment and the board of the National Environmen-
tal Education and Training Foundation. Kunin 
was a member of the President’s Interagency 
Council on Women and took part in the U.S. 
delegation to the World Conferences on Women 
in Copenhagen and Beijing. Knopf published 
her political memoir, Living a Political Life, in 
1994. Today Kunin has dual appointments at 
the University of Vermont in Burlington and St. 
Michael’s College in Colchester, in the depart-
ments of political science, as a distinguished 
visiting professor. She divorced Arthur Kunin in 
1995 and married John Hennessey in 2006.
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Ladies Association of Philadelphia The 
Ladies Association of Philadelphia was founded 
in 1780 as a way to raise money and supplies for 
General George Washington’s army and aid the 
patriots’ efforts in the Revolutionary War. Esther 
De Berdt Reed was the first president. Through 
a door-to-door campaign that marked the first 
example of direct canvassing, the women raised 
well over $300,000 to support the war effort. 
The Ladies Association stipulated, however, that 
the money was to be used to provide “an 
extraordinary bounty” instead of the things the 
soldiers should “receive from Congress or the 
states.” George Washington took exception to 
the women’s intention and tried to negotiate 
directly with several of the women’s husbands in 
order to direct the use of the funds himself. Ulti-
mately, at least part of the money was used to 
purchase linen, which the ladies then sewed 
into shirts for the troops. When Esther Reed 
died suddenly of dysentery, Sarah Franklin 
Bache (daughter of Benjamin Franklin) took 
over leadership of the group. So that the soldiers 
knew whom to thank for their bounty, Bache 
directed each woman to sew her name into the 
collar of each shirt.

Further Reading
Roberts, Cokie. Founding Mothers: The Women Who 

Raised our Nation. New York: HarperCollins, 
2004.

LaHaye, Beverly (1929– ) religious activist 
Beverly LaHaye was born Beverly Jean Ratcliffe 
on April 30, 1929. While attending Bob Jones 
University in the late 1940s, she married Tim 
LaHaye at the age of 18. The shy mother of four 
followed her husband as he pastored different 
Baptist churches. The LaHayes eventually landed 
in San Diego, where Beverly began to participate 
with her husband in public speaking events. In 
1971, the couple joined the Family Life Semi-
nars to tour the country and educate Christians 
about family life. Six years later, Beverly LaHaye 
saw a Barbara Walters television interview with 
feminist BETTY FRIEDAN. LaHaye asserts that she 
resented the fact that Friedan claimed to speak 
for all American women. In response to the 
interview, LaHaye organized a female prayer 
group to discuss the women’s movement, spe-
cifically the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT (to which 
she objected). Her organizing efforts grew, and 
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in 1979 she founded CONCERNED WOMEN FOR 
AMERICA (CWA).

CWA claims to be the nation’s largest pub-
lic policy women’s organization with the goal 
to protect and promote biblical values in all 
levels of government. CWA’s pro-family agenda 
opposes homosexuality, ABORTION, and UN con-
ferences on the rights of women and children. 
Agendas are driven at the local level by Prayer 
Action Chapters that telephone and write legis-
lators while also praying for them. In addition 
to chairing CWA, LaHaye broadcasts Beverly 
LaHaye Live, a daily radio show that encourages 
men and women to lead the fight in culture wars 
by taking political action. LaHaye’s numerous 
books, television appearances, and advocacies 
instruct women to be submissive wives, mothers 
and leaders within a context of family life.

See also ANTIFEMINISM.

Further Reading
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University of Chicago Press, 1986.

—Howell Williams

Landrieu, Mary (Mary Loretta Landrieu) 
(1955– ) U.S. senator Mary Landrieu was 
born on November 23, 1955, in Arlington, Vir-
ginia, and grew up in an old New Orleans politi-
cal family. The eldest of nine children born to 
Moon Landrieu, mayor of New Orleans during 
the 1970s, she attended Ursuline Academy and 
then went on to earn B.A. in sociology from 
Louisiana State University (1977).

In 1979, at the age of 23, Landrieu became 
the youngest woman ever elected to the Loui-
siana state legislature. She once noted that she 
was “greeted with whistles the first time she 

addressed the chamber and [her colleagues] 
once put rubber snakes in her desk.” In the state 
legislature, she focused on protecting victims 
of domestic abuse and strengthening child-sup-
port laws. After eight years as a state represen-
tative, Landrieu was elected state treasurer on 
a platform of reform and fiscal responsibility. 
As treasurer, she opened up the state contract 
system, which had long been criticized for cro-
nyism, and she was a critic of Governor Edwin 
Edwards’s attempt to legalize gambling.

Landrieu decided to run for governor in 
1995. She lost in her first defeat by only 8,983 
votes. Almost immediately, she began cam-
paigning for the Senate seat being vacated by 
Bennett Johnson. In one of the closest elections 
in Louisiana history, Landrieu won (1996).

During her tenure in the Senate, Landrieu 
has compiled a moderate to conservative voting 
record. She supports elimination of the estate 
tax and better fiscal management of resources. In 
2004, she was one of only six Democrats to vote 
against renewing the ban on assault weapons. 
In 2005, she was among the “Gang of 14” who 
forged a compromise to avoid a showdown over 
the issue of Senate filibusters on judicial nomina-
tions. She voted to support the appointment of 
John Roberts as chief justice of the U.S. Supreme 
Court, but against the nomination of Samuel 
Alito as justice. In the wake of the devastation of 
Hurricane Katrina, Senator Landrieu has become 
a national spokeswoman for victims of the hur-
ricane and the rebuilding of New Orleans. She 
attracted some criticism early for her seemingly 
detached understanding of the scale of devasta-
tion along the Gulf Coast. She was quoted as 
praising the Bush administration for its handling 
of the situation early in the disaster, but has since 
become a harsh critic of the federal response.

In the Senate, Landrieu serves on the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, Committee on Natu-
ral Resources, the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs, and on the 
Committee on Small Business and Entrepre-
neurship. Reelected in 2002, when her margin 
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of victory was largely dependent on Orleans Par-
ish, she will face election again in 2008.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 
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2006.
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ary 8, 2007.
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—Angela Kouters

League of Women Voters (LWV)
(Na tion al League of Women Voters) The 
National League of Women Voters (NLWV) was 
established in 1920 following successful ratifi-
cation of the Nineteenth Amendment granting 
women the right to vote. Women associated 
with the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
ASSOCIATION (NAWSA) under CARRIE CHAPMAN 
CATT’s leadership had been persuaded to act as 
nonpartisans in the battle for SUFFRAGE, and 
many remained active in the organization in its 
new nonpartisan incarnation as the NLWV. 
Rather than directly entering electoral politics, 
the NLWV dedicated its efforts to educating 
newly enfranchised women, studying national 
legislation and social policy, and participating 
in local civic matters. Catt’s earlier admonition 
against allegiance to any one party held, and the 
league separated itself from partisan politics en-
tirely, even refusing to endorse specific candi-
dates or to promote women from within its own 
ranks as candidates. “Naturally, this course has 
failed to please extremists of either brand,” said 
the league’s first president, Maud Wood Park, in 
1924. “The partisan radicals call the League 
conservative, the thorough-going reactionaries 
are sure that it is radical or worse.”

Today the League of Women Voters (LWV, 
the name adopted in 1946) continues in a 
strictly nonpartisan fashion. The LWV’s work is 
based on the philosophy that citizens who have 
well-researched and unbiased information will 
make wise decisions. The league helps citizens 
ensure that their voices are heard at the local, 
state, and national levels and through coalition-
building around shared issues. As it has from its 
founding, the LWV adopts an annual national 
platform of issues through a process of consen-
sus building. Delegates from state-based affili-
ates convene in even-numbered years to select 
issues for the league’s attention. The first issues 
the LWV adopted included support for collec-
tive bargaining, child labor laws, minimum 
wage, a joint federal-state employment service, 
compulsory education, and equal opportunity 
for women in government industry. One of 
its early legislative successes was passage of 
the SHEPPARD-TOWNER MATERNITY AND INFANCY 
PROTECTION ACT (1921), a bill that provided fed-
eral aid for maternal and child care programs. 
More recently, the LWV was instrumental in 
winning passage of the National Voter Registra-
tion Act (1993) as a means of registering more 
Americans to vote, simplifying procedures in 
the states and reshaping government’s role in 
the registration process. Contemporary issues 
include campaign finance reform, gun control 
legislation, and health care reform. The League 
of Women Voters maintains a Web site at www.
lwv.org.

Further Reading
Fowler, Robert Booth. Carrie Catt: Feminist Politician. 

Boston: Northeastern University Press, 1986.
Stuhler, Barbara. For the Public Record: A Documentary 

History of the League of Women Voters. Westport, 
Conn.: Greenwood Press, 2000.

Lease, Mary Elizabeth (Mary Ellen Eliza-
beth Clyens Lease) (1853–1933) populist re-
former Activist, writer, and member of the 
Populist Party, Mary Elizabeth Clyens was born 
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in Ridgeway, Pennsylvania, on September 11, 
1853. After moving to Kansas to work as a 
teacher, she met and married Charles L. Lease in 
1873. The couple lost their farm in the Panic of 
1873, and in 1874 they moved to Denison, 
Texas, where four of their five children were 
born and Mary studied law.

In 1883, the Lease family moved back to 
Kansas, where Mary pursued her interest in 
the SUFFRAGE and labor movements. Following 
her admission to the Kansas bar in 1885, Lease 
entered politics, running in 1888 for a local 
office on the Union Labor party ticket. She lost 
the election and soon switched to the Populist 
ticket. Populism sought to organize farmers in 
order to pursue economic and social change, 
including the popular election of senators, gov-
ernment control of railroads, woman suffrage, 
free silver, and prohibition. A gifted and pow-
erful public speaker, Lease gave more than 
160 speeches for the Populist cause during the 
campaigns of 1890 alone. Newspapers mocked 
Lease with the nicknames “Yellin’ Mary Ellen” 
and “Mary Yellin’ Lease.”

Lease fought the fusion of the Populist and 
Democratic parties in the election of 1896 but 
did reluctantly stump for fusion candidate Wil-
liam Jennings Bryan. Following the Populists’ 
1896 defeat, Lease moved to New York City, 
where she worked as a writer and lecturer. She 
divorced her husband in 1902. Lease faded from 
political life after 1918 but is today remembered 
as one of the most influential figures in Ameri-
can populism. Mary Elizabeth Lease died in 
Callicoon, New York, on October 29, 1933.

Further Reading
Lease, Mary Elizabeth. The Problem of Civilization 

Solved. Chicago: Laird & Lee, 1895.
McNall, Scott G. The Road to Rebellion: Class Forma-

tion and Kansas Populism, 1865–1900. Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 1988.

Stiller, Richard. Queen of Populists: The Story of Mary 
Elizabeth Lease. New York: Crowell, 1970.

—Eileen V. Wallis

Ledbetter v. Goodyear Tire and Rubber 
Co. (550 U.S. ___) (2007) Lilly Ledbetter, 
the lone female supervisor at a tire plant in 
Gadsden, Alabama, filed suit alleging that her 
pay was substantially less than that of the male 
supervisors employed in the same plant owing 
to illegal sex discrimination and, therefore, con-
stituted a violation of Title VII of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964. Ledbetter argued that as a 
result of poor performance evaluations because 
of her sex, her pay raises over time did not keep 
pace with those of her male counterparts such 
that upon her retirement in 1998, her salary was 
substantially lower. Goodyear disputed her 
characterization of the performance evaluations 
as a form of sex discrimination but maintained 
that Ledbetter’s suit was time barred. Title VII 
requires that an individual wishing to bring suit 
must do so within 180 days after the alleged 
unlawful employment practice occurred. Led-
better argued that she was discriminated against 
over the course of her entire 19-year career with 
Goodyear and that each subsequent paycheck 
was a separate act of discrimination.

The Supreme Court’s 5-4 majority decision 
(May 29, 2007), written by Justice Samuel Alito 
(joined by Chief Justice Roberts and Justices 
Scalia, Kennedy, and Thomas), held that the 
effects of past discrimination do not restart the 
clock for filing claims with the EEOC and that 
Ledbetter’s suit was therefore not timely because 
she could not demonstrate specific acts of dis-
crimination within the proscribed time period. 
Justice Alito wrote that “current effects alone 
can’t breathe life into prior, uncharged discrimi-
nation. We apply the statute as written, and this 
means that any unlawful employment practice, 
including those involving compensation, must 
be presented within the period described by the 
statute.” Ledbetter argued that discrimination in 
pay is different from other types of employment 
discrimination and thus should be governed by 
a different rule. However, Alito responded that 
“because a pay-setting decision is a discrete act 
that occurs at a particular point in time, these 
arguments must be rejected.”
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Justice RUTH BADER GINSBURG (joined by 
Justices Stevens, Souter, and Breyer) countered 
in dissent that “pay disputes often occur, as 
they did in Ledbetter’s case, in small incre-
ments; only over time is there strong cause to 
suspect that discrimination is at work.” She 
further claimed that women may be reluc-
tant to file suits in federal court over small 
amounts, particularly when they are trying to 
succeed in a “male-dominated workplace, in 
a job filled only by men before she was hired, 
understandably may be anxious to avoid mak-
ing waves.” For the second time in the 2006 
term, Ginsburg read aloud her dissent from the 
bench, a significant statement for a justice and 
a rare occurrence. The first instance came with 
her dissent in GONZALES V. CARHART, when the 
majority upheld the 2003 Partial Birth Abor-
tion Ban Act. Ginsburg is the only female jus-
tice on the Supreme Court since Alito replaced 
Justice SANDRA DAY O’CONNOR in January 2006. 
Since O’Connor’s departure and the result-
ing conservative shift in the Court, Ginsburg 
has been far sharper in her criticism that the 
majority is undermining hard-fought gains in 
women’s rights, many won by Ginsburg her-
self while a practicing attorney for the ACLU’s 
Women’s Rights Project.

Women’s rights organizations joined Gins-
burg in characterizing this opinion as a major 
setback for women and for civil rights, while 
business groups such as the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce called it a “fair decision” that “elimi-
nates a potential wind-fall against employers 
by employees trying to dredge up stale pay 
claims.”

Lee, Barbara (1946– ) congressperson  Bar-
bara Lee was born on July 16, 1946, in El Paso, 
Texas. She was educated at Mills College and 
earned an M.S.W. from the University of Califor-
nia–Berkeley in 1975. Lee was a staff member 
for Representative Ron Dellums from 1976 to 
1986 and a member of the California State 
Assembly (1990–96) and the California State 

Senate (1996–98) before entering the U.S. House 
of Representatives in a special election to fill the 
seat of retiring congressman Ron Dellums. She 
was elected in 1998.

Lee is the most senior Democratic woman 
on the House International Relations Com-
mittee, where she serves on the Africa and the 
Western Hemisphere Subcommittees. She also 
serves on the House Financial Services Commit-
tee, where she sits on the Housing and Domestic 
and International Monetary Policy Subcommit-
tees. She is the cochair of the Congressional 
Progressive Caucus, whip for the Congressional 
Black Caucus (CBC), and a aenior Democratic 
whip. She also serves as chair of the CBC Task 
Force on Global HIV/AIDS and is cochair of the 
CBC Haiti Task Force.

In 2001, Congresswoman Lee cast the only 
vote against the U.S. invasion of Afghanistan. 
The daughter of a retired lieutenant colonel in 
the U.S. Army, Lee said on the House floor: “I am 
convinced that military action will not prevent 
further acts of international terrorism against 
the United Sates. There must be some who say, 
‘Let’s step back for a moment and think through 
the implications of our actions today—let’s 
more fully understand the consequences.’ ” The 
price for Lee’s vote of conscience was 24-hour 
police protection in the face of numerous death 
threats. In her office, the phone lines shut down 
under the weight of thousands of phone calls 
from all over the country—many irate, some of 
them threatening. She responded: “Some people 
are calling me un-American and all that. I know 
that I’m unified with our country. . . . I know 
that my actions are as American as anyone 
else’s. I’m trying to preserve the people’s right 
to have some kind of oversight and some say in 
the cycle of violence that could occur if we go 
into war without an end in sight. The Congress 
has a responsibility to provide the checks and 
balances and to exercise some oversight. I don’t 
believe we should disenfranchise the people of 
America in the war-making decision-making 
process.” Congresswoman Lee was reelected to 
office in 2006.
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—Angela Kouters

Lemons v. City and County of Denver (620 
F.2d 228, 229 [10th Cir.]) (1980) This case 
was an early attempt to use the concept of COM-
PARABLE WORTH to challenge pay inequities in the 
field of nursing under TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. The suit was based on the 
proposition that nurses were underpaid in city 
positions and in the community in comparison 
with other, different jobs which they asserted 
were of equal worth to the employer. The claim 
was made on the basis of disparate impact anal-
ysis, an approach that the courts viewed with 
some skepticism in the 1980s. The U.S. District 
Court ruled that Title VII was not meant to be 
applied to entire fields of employment (nursing 
in this case) and noted that the idea of compara-
ble worth applied in this sense was “pregnant 
with the possibility of disrupting the entire eco-
nomic system of the United States.” In order to 
demonstrate wage discrimination in a compara-
ble-worth claim under the EQUAL PAY ACT or 
Title VII, the court held that the act in question 
must be a specific discretionary practice (for 
example, the use of hiring tests or the configu-
ration of fringe benefits) rather than a wide-
ranging, economically constrained policy such 
as paying market wages. The U.S. Supreme 
Court denied certiorari.

Further Reading
Burstein, Paul. Discrimination, Jobs, and Politics: The 

Struggle for Equal Employment Opportunity in the 

United States Since the New Deal. Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1998.

Lenroot, Katherine (Katherine Frederica 
Lenroot) (1891–1982) activist Katherine Len-
root was born on March 8, 1891, in Superior, 
Wisconsin, to Clara Pamela Clough and Irvine 
Luther Lenroot, an influential Republican sen-
ator who served the state in a number of elected 
positions. Katharine Lenroot is best known for 
her long association with the U.S. Department 
of Labor’s Children’s Bureau, joining the Bureau 
in 1915 as a special investigator and retiring in 
1951 as its third chief. Her commitment to pub-
lic service likely grew from her father’s exam-
ple and her connections to prominent scholars 
at the University of Wisconsin. There she stud-
ied social science with Richard Ely and John 
Commons, graduating in 1912 with a B.A. in 
economics. Upon graduation, Lenroot took a 
position with the Industrial Commission of 
Wisconsin, where she conducted cost-of-living 
surveys to assess the effectiveness of the state’s 
new minimum-wage law. A project of the Chil-
dren’s Bureau Social Service Division, Lenroot’s 
involvement kept her in touch with her lifelong 
friend, Emma O. Lundberg, a fellow Wisconsin 
graduate and director of the surveys. In Janu-
ary 1915, she moved to Washington, D.C., to 
join Lundberg and the Children’s Bureau as one 
of 26 special agents employed in its social ser-
vice division. For a brief period from 1921 to 
1922, Lenroot directed the bureau’s editorial 
division, but when GRACE ABBOTT became the 
Bureau’s second chief in 1921, she appointed 
Lenroot as her assistant chief. In 1934, Lenroot 
succeeded Abbott to become the third chief of 
the Children’s Bureau, retiring from that posi-
tion in 1951. Her policy development work on 
both the Social Security Act (passed in 1935) 
and the FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT (passed in 
1938) centered on maternal and infancy health 
concerns as well as establishing expanded ser-
vices for disabled, neglected, and dependent 
children.
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Lenroot served as president of the National 
Conference of Social Work in 1935, executive 
secretary of the White House Conference on 
Children in Democracy in 1940, and secretary 
of the United Nations’ Temporary Social Com-
mission in 1946. Tulane University bestowed 
an honorary law degree upon Lenroot in 1948. 
Always speaking for the children, her speech 
to the graduating class noted: “We are prodigal 
in our dreams for children but often miserly in 
our deeds.”

Further Reading
Gordon, Linda. Pitied But Not Entitled: Single Mothers 

and the History of Welfare. New York: Free Press, 
1994.

Lindenmeyer, Kriste. “A Right to Childhood”: The U.S. 
Children’s Bureau and Child Welfare, 1912–46. 
Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1997.

Muncy, Robyn. Creating A Female Dominion in Ameri-
can Reform, 1890–1935. New York: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1991.

Ware, Susan. Beyond Suffrage: Women in the New Deal. 
Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 
1981.

—Kyle E. Ciani

lesbian separatism In the early 1970s, after 
encountering misogynistic attitudes and prac-
tices in the gay liberation movement and anti-
lesbian discrimination in the women’s liberation 
movement, some lesbian feminists opted for a 
strategy of separation. In seeking to minimize 
their contacts with men, lesbian separatists cre-
ated women-only communes and houses, 
political groups, and businesses, as well as 
women-only events such as music concerts and 
poetry readings. Lesbian separatists subscribed 
to a radical feminist philosophy that views gen-
der differences in terms of essentialism. Unlike 
the liberal feminists of the mainstream women’s 
movement, who argued that gender was a social 
construction, lesbian separatists contended that 
the differences between men and women are 
rooted in nature. Thus, women naturally pos-

sessed a female energy characterized by its 
warmth, nurturing, and pacifist qualities. Men, 
on the other hand, were aggressive, competi-
tive, and destructive. Because men could not, or 
would not, ever change their ways, lesbian sep-
aratists believe that it was necessary for women 
to exclude them from their lives.

See also FEMINISM.

Further Reading
Seidman, Steven. The Social Construction of Sexuality. 

New York: Norton, 2003.

Liliuokalani (1838–1917) queen of Hawaii 
Queen Liliuokalani was the last reigning mon-
arch of Hawaii. First settled by Polynesian voy-
agers sometime in the 8th century, Hawaii saw a 
massive influx of American settlers during the 
19th century, most coming to exploit the islands’ 
burgeoning sugar industry. In 1887, under pres-
sure from U.S. investors and American sugar 
planters, King Kalakaua (Liliuokalani’s brother) 
agreed to a new constitution that stripped him of 
much of his power. However, in 1891, Liliuoka-
lani ascended to the throne and refused to recog-
nize the constitution of 1887, replacing it instead 
with a constitution that restored the monarchy’s 
traditional authority. Two years later, a revolu-
tionary “committee of safety,” organized by San-
ford B. Dole, a Hawaiian-born American, staged 
a coup against Queen Liliuokalani with the sup-
port of U.S. minister John Stevens and a division 
of U.S. Marines. On February 1, 1893, Stevens 
recognized Dole’s new government on his own 
authority and proclaimed Hawaii a U.S. protec-
torate. Dole submitted a treaty of annexation to 
the U.S. Senate, but Democrats largely opposed 
it, especially after it was revealed that most 
Hawaiians did not want annexation. President 
Grover Cleveland sent a new U.S. minister to 
Hawaii to restore Queen Liliuokalani to the 
throne under the 1887 constitution, but Dole 
refused to step aside and instead proclaimed the 
independent Republic of Hawaii, which was 
organized into a U.S. territory in 1900.
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In 1895, Liliuokalani was arrested and 
forced to reside in Iolani Palace after weapons 
were found in the gardens of her home. In 1896, 
she was released and returned to her home at 
Washington Place, where she lived for the next 
two decades and composed many Hawaiian 
songs, including the popular “Aloha Oe.” Liliuo-
kalani died on November 11, 1917.

Further Reading
Allen, Helena G. The Betrayal of Liliuokalani: The Last 

Queen of Hawaii 1838–1917. Honolulu: Mutual 
Publishing, 1991.

Lincoln, Blanche (Blanche Lambert Lincoln) 
(1960– ) U.S. senator Blanche Lincoln was 
born on September 30, 1960, in Helena, Arkansas, 
attended Arkansas public schools, graduated from 
Randolph-Macon Woman’s College in 1982. She 
worked as staff assistant to Congressman Bill 
Alexander after graduation and served in his 
office until 1984. In 1992, Lincoln challenged her 
former boss in the Democratic primary, won, and 
took his seat in the House, where she served until 
1997. She did not seek reelection in 1996 because 
she was pregnant with twin boys, but she returned 
to politics in 1998 with a bid for the U.S. Senate 
seat being vacated by incumbent Democrat Dale 
Bumpers. She won and became the youngest 
woman ever elected to the United States Senate, as 
well as the second woman ever to represent 
Arkansas in that body.

In the Senate, Lincoln serves on the Finance 
Committee; the Special Committee on Aging; 
and the Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
committee. She also chairs the Forestry, Conser-
vation, and Rural Revitalization subcommittee, 
and in the past, she has served on the Select 
Committee on Ethics. She is a member of the 
Rural Health Caucus, the Senate Social Security 
Task Force, and the New Democrat Coalition. 
Lincoln is also a founding member of the Senate 
Centrist Coalition, a bipartisan group of sena-
tors who advocate governing from the center.

Lincoln is often discussed as a presidential 
contender for the Democratic Party. She is a 

coauthor of Nine and Counting: The Women in the 
Senate, published in 2000. Senator Lincoln won 
reelection in 2004 and will run again in 2010.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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—Angela Kouters

Lincoln, Mary Todd (Mary Ann Todd 
 Lincoln) (1818–1882) first lady Mary Ann 
Todd was born in Lexington, Kentucky, on 
December 13, 1818, the fourth of seven children 
born to businessman Robert Smith Todd and 
Elizabeth Parker Todd. Her early childhood was 
happy and relatively privileged, but that changed 
upon her mother’s death when she was six. Her 
father remarried, but an increasingly large sec-
ond family distracted her stepmother. Mary 
Todd was well educated and excelled at school. 
As she matured, she developed a sharp tongue 
and a habit of mimicking people. As a young 
woman, she expressed her opinions “rather 
than asking questions and listening raptly to 
men’s answers.”

In 1836, Mary traveled to Springfield, Illi-
nois, to live with a married sister. There, in 
1839, she met Abraham Lincoln, an attorney. 
Although their differences were great in many 
ways, they fell in love and planned to be mar-
ried. She had brushed off other suitors, includ-
ing Stephen Douglas, whom she reportedly told, 
“I can’t consent to be your wife. I shall become 
Mrs. President, or I am the victim of false proph-
ets, but it will not be as Mrs. Douglas.” Neither 
Mary nor Abraham was in any hurry to marry. 
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She feared losing her civil and legal rights when 
she married, and he worried whether he could 
make her happy and about his ability to sup-
port her. An argument at a party in 1841 broke 
off their engagement and plunged Lincoln into 
a severe depression. Mary, too, had regrets and 
wanted to resume the relationship. In 1842, 
Lincoln’s depression lifted and the couple were 
married almost immediately.

Lincoln practiced law (often riding cir-
cuit for a month at a time), and he and Mary 
resided in a boarding house in Springfield. On 
August 1, 1843, she gave birth to the first of four 
sons (Robert Todd). With money from Mary’s 
father, the Lincolns built a house where three 
more sons were born (Edward, William, and 
Thomas). After one term in the Illinois state 
legislature, Abraham Lincoln was elected to the 
U.S. Congress in 1846. Mary and their two sons 
moved to Washington with him, but they moved 
back to Springfield after one term.

In 1850, Edward died of tuberculosis. Mary 
Lincoln suffered from migraine headaches and 
frequent episodes of aberrant behavior. Even 
so, she never faltered in her support for her 
husband’s political career. She prodded him to 
run for successively higher offices and worked 
to bolster his fragile self-confidence. The Repub-
lican Party nominated Lincoln as a candidate for 
the U.S. Senate in 1858. Although he was little 
known and lost the race, the debates with his 
opponent, Stephen A. Douglas, attracted wide-
spread favorable attention. In 1860, the Republi-
can National Committee came to Springfield to 
notify Lincoln of his nomination for the presi-
dency. Mary campaigned for him actively, writ-
ing letters to clarify his positions, speaking with 
reporters who came to Springfield, and making 
“speeches” (the New York Times characterization 
of her explicitly political conversations) on his 
behalf. She was thrilled when he came home 
calling, “Mary, Mary, we were elected.”

Mary and the children made the train trip 
from Springfield to Washington alone. Fear-
ing assassination attempts, the newly elected 
president entered the city separately and with-

out fanfare. Mary enjoyed the attention of the 
crowds along the route. She did not exhibit a 
very complex understanding of the impending 
Civil War or what it would mean for Lincoln’s 
presidency or her time as first lady. Although 
the war broke out soon after the inaugural, 
Mary Todd Lincoln made her first priority seek-
ing and receiving an allowance from Congress 
to refurbish the White House. She made several 
trips to New York and Philadelphia to select 
furnishings and other decor, quickly exhaust-
ing the four-year allowance in under a year. The 
ensuing scandal embarrassed the president, 
and he threatened to cover the expenses from 
his own salary. Chastened but not deterred, 
Mary sold White House furniture and reduced 
the staff to cut expenses. Measures of econ-
omy did not extend to her clothing, however. 
She employed seamstress Elizabeth Keckley 
to design her gowns, favoring elaborate styles, 
bright colors, and striking patterns. In these 
pursuits, Mary did not earn the admiration of 
the press or public that she sought. As a host-
ess, however, Mary Lincoln was well regarded 
in Washington. She entertained enthusiasti-
cally, regularly hosting gatherings of as many 
as 4,000 guests. Mary viewed entertaining as a 
sign of Union stability and as a way to raise the 
morale of union troops.

Mary’s extravagance in dress and design 
was not the only point of criticism during her 
time as first lady. As a native of Kentucky, 
her allegiance to the Union was questioned, 
especially as most of her family supported the 
Confederacy. Her southern accent and public 
mourning over the death of her brother-in-
law, a soldier in the Confederate forces, even 
led some to raise charges of treason. But Mary 
was an ardent abolitionist who encouraged her 
husband’s antislavery disposition and actions. 
She considered the Emancipation Proclamation 
of 1863 a personal victory as she had lobbied the 
president vigorously. Meanwhile, southerners 
viewed her as a traitor. To counter these accusa-
tions, Mary extended her official activities as 
first lady to review troops, comfort the wounded 
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in local hospitals, and raise funds in support of 
the Union effort.

In February 1862, William and Tad fell 
seriously ill, most likely from typhoid con-
tracted through contaminated drinking water. 
Tad eventually recovered, but William died. 
Her grief was inconsolable, drawing even more 
criticism for her “indulgence.” William’s death 
increased her aberrant behavior. She refused 
to leave her room, avoided spending time with 
Tad, and sought out spiritualists whom she 
believed could reunite her with her favorite son. 
Although Abraham Lincoln campaigned for a 
second term, he believed it would bring more 
misery. Both he and Mary had forebodings of 
his death as the second term began. On April 
14, 1865, as the couple sat holding hands in the 
balcony of Ford Theater, assassin John Wilkes 
Booth bullet’s ended any hope Mary might have 
held for happiness. She blamed herself for the 
president’s death and took to her bed for more 
than a month. She did not vacate the White 
House for the new administration until May 
23, in part because she felt she had nowhere to 
go. Finally she departed for a series of Chicago 
hotels, burdened by her grief, hysteria, and con-
siderable debt.

The remainder of Mary Lincoln’s life was 
a series of tragedies and personal indigni-
ties. Crushing debt accumulated during her 
years in the White House dwarfed the income 
from Abraham Lincoln’s estate and led Mary to 
embark on a series of money-raising schemes. 
She enlisted the help of Elizabeth Keckley to 
sell her clothing (referred to as “Mrs. Lincoln’s 
Secondhand Clothing Sale”), petitioned friends 
for money, and lobbied Congress for a pension 
in the amount of her husband’s salary had he 
served a second term. Although she was suc-
cessful in raising funds, they were not sufficient 
to cover her debts or to purchase a home for 
herself and her sons. Her bizarre behavior dur-
ing this time ended most of her friendships and 
strained her relationship with Robert, her oldest 
son. Intermittently, Mary sought refuge from 
creditors and medical relief of her ailments in 

Europe. When Congress awarded her an annual 
widow’s pension of $3,000 in 1871, she returned 
to the United States with Tad. On July 15, 1871, 
Tad died suddenly, and Mary was again plunged 
into depression and more bizarre behavior.

In 1875, Robert Lincoln swore out a warrant 
against his mother, charging her with lunacy. 
With an incompetent defense attorney selected 
by her son, she was forced to defend her sanity 
before an all-male jury and a series of medical 
witnesses paid by Robert to certify that she was 
insane. Her eccentricities and independence 
worked against her by 19th-century standards 
of womanhood. The jury verdict was insanity, 
and she was committed against her will to an 
asylum in Batavia, Illinois. She lost all of her 
property and the balance of her inheritance to 
Robert. Robert’s motivations are impossible to 
discern. Mary’s behavior and profligate spend-
ing were no doubt an embarrassment, but there 
is little evidence that she was a danger to herself 
or to society.

Within four months, Mary managed to 
free herself with the help of MYRA BRADWELL 
(the first woman lawyer in the United States). 
Released to the care of her sister, Elizabeth 
Edwards, she sued Robert for return of her 
property, and on June 15, 1876, another court 
found her mentally competent. Mary demanded 
that Robert return every gift she had ever given 
him and all of the property he had gained as 
a result of her institutionalization. Robert, 
now President Garfield’s secretary of war and 
politically influential in his own right, began 
to spread rumors about his mother’s hysteria. 
Once again she fled to Europe, only to return 
when blindness left her unable to care for her-
self. She spent the last year of her life in a New 
York medical hotel, urging Congress to raise 
her annual pension to that awarded Lucretia 
Garfield ($5,000). Although Congress agreed, 
it was Robert who was the beneficiary. Mary 
Todd Lincoln died intestate on July 16, 1882, 
and Robert inherited $84,000.

Mary Todd Lincoln’s political ambition and 
independence of thought and action made her 
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an easy target since she refused to be wholly gov-
erned by the gender expectations of her times. In 
other respects, her ego and lack of self-control led 
her to view entering the White House as a per-
sonal triumph to be enjoyed irrespective of the 
Civil War gripping the nation. Social conventions 
stifled her personal ambition, forcing her to work 
through her husband. In doing so, she no doubt 
played an essential role in fostering the political 
career of one of the nation’s most important pub-
lic figures. Her obvious affection for her husband 
led her to support him through the darkest days 
of the Civil War, in many cases rising above her 
own limitations and infirmities to do so.
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pp. 95–106.
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In American First Ladies: Their Lives and Their 
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York: Routledge, 2001, pp. 113–129.

Lockwood, Belva (Belva Ann Bennett 
McNall Lockwood) (1830–1917) lawyer, wom-
en’s rights advocate Born on October 24, 1830, in 
Royalton, New York, to Lewis Johnson and Han-
nah Green Bennett, Belva Ann Bennett began 
teaching at the age of 15. In 1848, she married 
Uriah H. McNall, with whom she had a daughter 
before he died in 1853. To support herself, Belva 
returned to teaching and also attended Genesee 
College, from which she graduated in 1857. After 
a period of teaching in New York, she moved to 
Washington, D.C., where she set up her own 
school. In March 1868, she married Ezekiel 
Lockwood, who eventually took over running 

her school to allow her to attend law school. In 
1871, she finally won admission to National Uni-
versity Law School after being rejected by George-
town University, Howard University, and what is 
now George Washington University.

In 1873, following her graduation from 
National University Law School, Belva Lock-
wood was admitted to the bar of the District 
of Columbia and opened a small law office out 
of her home. After being twice denied admis-
sion to the Supreme Court bar on account 
of her gender, Lockwood successfully lob-
bied Congress to strike down that barrier 
in 1879. The following year, she became the 
first woman to argue before the Court. In her 
most important case, United States v. Cherokee 
Nation (1906), she won long-overdue payment 
promised to the Cherokee people in numerous 
land treaties.

A champion of women’s political and eco-
nomic rights, Lockwood was a local leader of 
the NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION and 
was later an officer in the NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION. She delivered 
lectures across the country and was involved in 
the International Council of Women. In 1884 
and 1888, the Equal Rights Party nominated her 
for president of the United States on a platform 
of “equal and exact justice to every class of 
our citizens, without distinction of color, sex, 
or nationality.” Lockwood traveled throughout 
Europe on behalf of the pacifist movement in 
the years leading up to World War I. In 1912, she 
was selected as attorney general of the American 
Woman’s Republic, a suffrage organization and 
theoretically independent nation governed from 
its capital in St. Louis by a female president, 
cabinet, and congress. She died in Washington, 
D.C., on May 19, 1917.

Lockwood’s most important legacy lies in 
the legal opportunities she helped open for 
women, especially the right to argue before 
the nation’s highest court. Her many efforts on 
behalf of the rights of women and racial minori-
ties and against war, however, highlight the 
diversity of causes for which activist women 
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fought in the Gilded Age and Progressive Era, 
and which a few feminists managed to combine 
in one career.

Further Reading
Norgren, Jill. “Before It Was Merely Difficult: Belva 

Lockwood’s Life in Law and Politics.” Journal of 
Supreme Court History 23 (1999): 16–42.

Winner, Julia Hull. Belva A. Lockwood. Lockport, N.Y.: 
Niagara County Historical Society, 1969.

—Michael David Cohen

Lofgren, Zoe (1947– ) congressperson Origi-
nally named Sue, Zoe Lofgren was born on 
December 21, 1947, in San Mateo, California. 
She attended Gunn High School in Palo Alto, 
earned her B.A. at Stanford University (1970), 
and a J.D. from Santa Clara University (1975). 
She was a staff assistant to Congressman Don 
Edwards and worked on the impeachment of 
President Richard Nixon. After two years as 
partner at a law practice in San Jose, she was 
elected first to a community college board and 
then to the Santa Clara County Board of Super-
visors, where she served for 13 years.

In 1994, Don Edwards decided to retire 
after 32 years in Congress. Lofgren won the 
Democratic nomination against the predictions 
of many and went on to win overwhelmingly 
in the general election. She is currently the 
chair of the 33-member California Democratic 
Congressional Delegation. She serves on the 
Judiciary Committee and as a ranking member 
of a subcommittee of the Homeland Security 
Committee. She rarely faces opposition and has 
won each reelection easily, including in 2006. 
She is married to John Marshall Collins, with 
whom she has two children.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Lofgren, Zoe.” In Biographical Directory of the United 
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org/bio.php?can_id=CNIP5803. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Loving v. Virginia (388 U.S. 1) (1967) Rich-
ard and Mildred Loving were married in 1958 
in Washington, D.C., because their home state 
of Virginia still upheld the antimiscegenation 
law which stated that interracial marriages 
were illegal. After their wedding, they returned 
to Caroline County, Virginia, to live together. In 
1959, they were prosecuted and convicted of 
violating the state’s antimiscegenation law. They 
were each sentenced one year in jail, but the 
judge promised them that the sentence would 
be suspended if they agreed to leave the state 
and not return for 25 years. Forced to move, 
they returned to Washington and, in 1963, ini-
tiated a suit challenging the constitutionality of 
the antimiscegenation law. In March 1966, the 
Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals upheld the 
law, but in June 1967, the U.S. Supreme Court 
unanimously ruled it unconstitutional.

In a unanimous decision, the Court held 
that distinctions drawn according to race were 
generally “odious to a free people” and were 
subject to “the most rigid scrutiny” under 
the equal-protection clause of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. The Virginia law, the Court found, 
had no legitimate purpose “independent of 
invidious racial discrimination.” The Court 
rejected the state’s argument that the statute 
was legitimate because it applied equally to both 
blacks and whites and found that racial classifi-
cations were not subject to a “rational purpose” 
test under the Fourteenth Amendment. Thus, in 
1967, the 16 states which still had ANTIMISCEGE-
NATION STATUTES laws on their books were forced 
to erase them.
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Low, Juliette (Juliette “Daisy” Magill Kinzie 
Gordon Low) (1860–1927) activist, founder of 
the Girl Scouts Juliette Gordon Low is known 
for founding the Girl Guides, subsequently the 
Girl Scouts of the USA, one of the first programs 
aimed directly at developing self-reliance in 
girls. Born Juliette Magill Kinzie Gordon on 
October 31, 1860, in Savannah, Georgia, she was 
known as Daisy from an early age. In her teens, 
Daisy attended boarding school in Virginia and 
a French school in New York City. She traveled 
extensively and developed a lifetime interest in 
the arts.

In 1886, Daisy Gordon married William 
Mackay Low, and the couple moved to England. 
As every Girl Scout knows, Juliette Low suffered 
from profound hearing loss—a result of chronic 
ear infections as a child and a punctured ear-
drum suffered on her wedding day when a grain 
of rice lodged in her ear. Historians speculate 
that Low’s disability led to her interest in 
including girls with disabilities in Girl Scouts. 
In 1911, six years after her husband’s death, she 
met Sir Robert Baden-Powell, founder of the Boy 
Scouts and Girl Guides. She quickly returned 
to the United States and dedicated her energy 
to establishing an American version of the Girl 
Guides. On March 12, 1912, Low gathered 18 
girls in Savannah, Georgia, and formed the first 
troop. A year later, the incipient organization 
was renamed Girl Scouts of the United States, 
and it was incorporated in 1915.

In developing the Girl Scout movement 
in the United States, Low brought girls of all 
backgrounds into the outdoors, giving them 
the opportunity to develop self-reliance and 
resourcefulness. She encouraged girls to prepare 
not only for traditional homemaking but also 
for possible future roles as professional women 

in the arts, sciences, and business and for active 
citizenship outside the home. Girl Scouts wel-
comed disabled girls at a time when they were 
excluded from many other activities. In 1947, 
the organization was renamed Girl Scouts of the 
United States of America, and it was chartered 
by Congress in 1950. Today Girl Scouts of the 
USA has a membership of nearly 4 million girls 
and adults, and more than 50 million women in 
the United States are Girl Scout alumnae.

Juliette Low died of breast cancer on Janu-
ary 17, 1927, and was buried in her Girl Scout 
uniform in Savannah. After her death, she was 
recognized in many ways for her contributions 
to girls’ development. In 1948, President Harry 
S. Truman authorized a stamp in her honor, 
one of the first to honor a woman. On October 
28, 1979, Juliette Low was inducted into the 
National Women’s Hall of Fame in Seneca Falls, 
New York. In 1983, President Reagan signed a 
bill naming a new federal building in Savannah 
in honor of Low, only the second federal build-
ing to be named after a woman. Her birthplace 
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in Savannah is now known as the Juliette Gor-
don Low Girl Scout National Center.

Further Reading
Brown, Fern. Daisy and the Girl Scouts: The Story of 

Juliette Gordon. New York: Whitman, 1996.
Girl Scouts of the USA. Girl Scout History. Available 

online. URL: http://www.girlscouts.org/who_we_
are/history. Accessed on January 4, 2007.

Lowell, Josephine Shaw (1843–1905) activ-
ist, philanthropist Josephine Shaw Lowell was a 
philanthropist and reformer who led the charity 
organization movement in New York. She was 
born on December 16, 1843, in Roxbury, Massa-
chusetts. The Civil War took the lives of both 
her brother, Robert Gould Shaw, commander of 
the 54th Massachusetts regiment, and her hus-
band, Charles Russell Lowell, who died less 
than a year after they wed in 1863. Their daugh-
ter Carlotta was born weeks later and became 
her mother’s companion for life. The young 
widow subsequently made the problem of pov-
erty her life’s work. She began by inspecting 
conditions at prisons, poorhouses, and other 
charitable institutions in New York. Her reports 
advocated a more professional, depoliticized 
approach to state welfare. Lowell helped found 
such institutions as the Charity Organization 
Society of the City of New York in 1881 and the 
state’s first reformatory for women, in addition 
to the Consumer’s League of New York. Increas-
ingly drawn into politics, the groups she joined, 
formed, and led successfully challenged the 
Tammany political machine during the 1894 
mayoral election in New York City. Lowell later 
joined the Anti-Imperialist League to oppose 
the annexation of the Philippines. Illness 
encroached on her activism, however, and she 
died in New York City on October 12, 1905.

Josephine Shaw Lowell believed there was 
a need for both private and public institutions, 
in that the government should reserve public 
relief for the truly helpless and deserving while 
private charity would cover the rest. She sought 

to replace sentimentality with social science 
and fought for greater social responsibility and 
accountability in the government. While an 
antebellum moral zeal characterized her reform 
work, Lowell’s career marks a turning point in 
the 20th-century transition to professionalism.

Further Reading
Lowell, Josephine Shaw. Public Relief and Private Char-

ity. New York: G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 1884.
Stewart, William Rhinelander. The Philanthropic Work 

of Josephine Shaw Lowell. New York: The Macmil-
lan Co., 1911.

Waugh, Joan. Unsentimental Reformer: The Life of Jose-
phine Shaw Lowell. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard 
University Press, 1997.

—Laura R. Prieto

Lowey, Nita (1937– ) congressperson Nita 
Lowey was born on July 5, 1937, in New York 
City and graduated from Mount Holyoke Col-
lege with a bachelor’s degree in marketing in 
1959. From 1975 to 1985, she served as the dep-
uty director of the Division of Economic Oppor-
tunity, and from 1985 until 1988, she was the 
assistant secretary of state for New York. Lowey 
was first elected to the House of Representatives 
in 1988. In 2001, she was chosen as the first 
female chair of the Democratic Congressional 
Campaign Caucus. She is currently a member of 
the House Homeland Security Committee and 
the House Appropriations Committee and is 
also the ranking member of the Foreign Opera-
tions Appropriations Subcommittee.

Lowey has consistently been a strong sup-
porter of public broadcasting, and she appeared 
at a congressional hearing with Sesame Street 
characters Bert and Ernie in support of fund-
ing for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting. 
She has not faced much political opposition 
in her elections and strongly considered run-
ning for the Senate in 2000, but stepped aside 
when HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON announced her 
candidacy. Lowey is a strong supporter of ABOR-
TION and reproductive rights and has cochaired 
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the CONGRESSIONAL CAUCUS FOR WOMEN’S ISSUES. 
Lowey was reelected to her seat in 2006.

Further Reading
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—Angela Kouters

Luce, Clare Boothe (Ann Clare Boothe 
Brokaw Luce) (1903–1987) congressperson, 
writer, diplomat Clare Boothe Luce had success 
in life as an editor, a playwright, politician, jour-
nalist, and diplomat. She was born Ann Clare 
Boothe in New York City, to William Franklin 
and Ann Snyder Boothe, who separated when 
Clare was 8 years old. Although initially inclined 
to pursue a life in the theatre, Boothe developed 
an interest in SUFFRAGE after meeting a New York 
suffragist while on a European tour with her 
parents; she was then in her early 20s. In 1930, 
after a brief and violent marriage to George Tut-
tle Brokaw that produced one daughter (Ann 
Clare Brokaw), she joined the staff of Vogue 
magazine. In 1931, she became associate editor 
of Vanity Fair and served until 1934. In 1935, 
Clare Boothe married Henry Luce, founder and 
publisher of Time magazine and Fortune. In the 
latter half of that decade, she wrote a number of 
plays that opened to fairly cool reviews on 
Broadway. 

During World War II, Henry and Clare Luce 
traveled extensively, reporting on the war and 
conditions in Germany, China, Africa, India, 
and Burma for Life magazine. In 1942, Clare 
traded on this international experience and 

sought a seat in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives from Connecticut. Campaigning as an 
anti-Roosevelt conservative, she won the seat 
and began a political career characterized by her 
fervent anticommunist rhetoric and calls for iso-
lationism. After serving two terms in the House, 
she returned to writing as solace for the loss of 
her only child, Ann, to an automobile accident 
in 1944. She converted to Catholicism and wrote 
a series of articles describing her conversion.

In 1952, Luce campaigned for Eisenhower 
and was rewarded with an appointment as 
ambassador of Italy; illness forced her to resign 
in 1956. When Eisenhower tried to appoint her 
ambassador to Brazil in 1959, the nomination 
met with opposition among some Democrats. 
Luce never assumed her position, being forced 
to withdraw over some ill-chosen remarks about 
her Senate opponents. She remained active in 
Republican Party politics at the national level, 
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supporting archconservative Barry Goldwater 
for president in 1964.

In 1967, Henry Luce died and Clare retired 
from the public eye. In the last years of her life, 
she returned to Washington, D.C., when Ronald 
Reagan appointed her to the President’s Foreign 
Intelligence Advisory Board. In 1983, she was 
honored with the Presidential Medal of Free-
dom. She died of a brain tumor on October 9, 
1987.

Further Reading
Morris, Sylvia. Rage for Fame: The Ascent of Clare Booth 

Luce. New York: Random House, 1997.

Lyon, Mary (1797–1849) educator Mary Lyon 
was born on a farm in Buckland, Massachusetts, 
on February 28, 1797. She attended the village 
school from age four until 13. With no formal 
training, but with a reputation as a good student, 
Lyon accepted her first teaching job at the age of 
17. Despite economic hardships, she furthered 
her education by attending lectures and sitting in 
on classes, and through practical experience, she 
developed a philosophy for teaching and learned 
to run a school.

In 1834, Lyon turned her attention to found-
ing an institution of advanced learning for 
females. After tireless fund-raising, travel, build-
ing, and organizing, Mary Lyon opened Mount 
Holyoke Female Seminary in South Hadley, Mas-
sachusetts in November 1837. Lyon’s school was 
distinctive in providing tough entrance exams, 
a curriculum equivalent to men’s colleges (sci-
ence and math classes were required), affordable 

tuition, and an institution free of denomina-
tional control or a wealthy founder’s influence. 
She expanded traditional Victorian expectations 
for women as maternal moral exemplars and 
religious educators by asserting that female pub-
lic education should build well-rounded, disci-
plined, and strong-minded citizens to mold the 
future and transform society. Lyon’s education 
system exemplified the Christian principles of 
domestic labor, benevolence, and cooperation, 
all of which she assumed necessary for women 
to contribute to the public good.

Lyon’s seminary was a great success, and 
attendance grew over the years. Twelve years 
after its founding, Lyon died, on March 5, 1849; 
she was buried on the school grounds. Her 
legacy was enormous. Lyon linked women with 
public life through women’s higher education. 
Mount Holyoke graduates taught and founded 
schools from Georgia to Japan. The school 
received its collegiate charter in 1888, when it 
became Mount Holyoke Seminary and College. 
In 1893, Mary Lyon’s seminary assumed its pres-
ent name of Mount Holyoke College. One of its 
most famous graduates was Secretary of Labor 
FRANCES PERKINS.

Further Reading
Gilchrist, Beth Bradford. The Life of Mary Lyon. Bos-

ton: Houghton Mifflin, 1910.
Lansing, Marion, ed. Mary Lyon through Her Letters. 

Boston: Books, 1937.
Porterfield, Amanda. Mary Lyon and the Mount Holyoke 

Missionaries. New York: Oxford University Press, 
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—Howell Williams
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MacKinnon, Catharine Alice (1946– ) 
attorney, feminist scholar Catherine Alice 
MacKinnon was born in Minneapolis, Minne-
sota, on October 7, 1946. She studied at Smith 
College, receiving her B.A. in Government in 
1969, and went on to study law, earning a J.D. 
from Yale in 1977. A social activist and feminist 
during her graduate school days, MacKinnon 
became interested in gender inequality in the 
workplace, particularly with regards to SEXUAL 
HARASSMENT and women’s rights. While still a law 
student, she expanded a paper into book form 
and published Sexual Harassment of Working 
Women: A Case of Sex Discrimination (1979), her 
first book. A landmark study, MacKinnon’s argu-
ment was simple: Workplace sexual harassment 
was a violation of women’s civil rights. In 1986, 
her argument materialized in the Supreme Court’s 
decision in Mentor Savings Bank v. Vinson ruling 
that sexual harassment was indeed sex discrimi-
nation, effectively proving MacKinnon right.

While working toward a Ph.D. in political 
science from Yale University Graduate School 
(which she received in 1987), MacKinnon 
actively engaged in public discussions of social 
and legal rights and issues; practiced law; and 
taught at a number of prestigious American law 

schools, including the University of Chicago, 
Harvard, Stanford, and Yale. By the time she 
received a tenured position at the University 
of Michigan’s law school, she had joined forces 
with ANDREA DWORKIN, a noted feminist writer, 
to take on issues of pornography and the exploi-
tation of women. Together they wrote Pornog-
raphy and Civil Rights: A New Day for Women’s 
Equality (1988) and edited In Harm’s Way: The 
Pornography Civil Rights Hearings (1997). Con-
troversial in both focus and stance, MacKinnon 
and Dworkin’s work on pornography—grounded 
in the idea that it was another form of sex dis-
crimination and should be legally recognized 
as such—led to their draft of an ordinance that 
would deem pornography a violation of women’s 
civil rights. Although it was adopted by a couple 
of city councils, it was never enacted.

MacKinnon’s other books, Feminism Unmod-
ified (1987), Toward a Feminist Theory of the State 
(1989), and Only Words (1993), further articu-
lated her arguments against sexual harassment, 
the patriarchal structure of the law, and por-
nography. While inciting heated debates among 
feminists and nonfeminists alike, MacKinnon’s 
ideas played a significant role in the transfor-
mation of American educational institutions by 
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bringing feminist theory and ideology into the 
curriculum of legal studies. Not surprisingly, 
her work also permeated other women’s issues, 
including rape, ABORTION, and women’s rights 
both at home and abroad. A lawyer, professor, 
writer, activist, and public speaker, MacKinnon 
has earned her reputation as an aggressive and 
provocative theorist and feminist iconoclast. In 
2005, she was elected a fellow of the American 
Academy of Arts and Sciences. She is the Eliza-
beth A. Long professor of law at the University 
of Michigan.

See also FEMINISM.
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Madison, Dolley (Dorothea Dandridge 
Payne Todd Madison) (1768–1849) first 
lady Dolley Madison was born Dorothea Dan-
dridge Payne, the eldest of nine children, on 
May 20, 1768. Her Quaker parents, John and 
Mary Coles Payne, settled their family in Vir-
ginia. The family lived as pacifists during the 
Revolutionary War, forbidden by the Quaker 
religion to participate in any form of combat. 
Upon the conclusion of the war in 1783, John 
Payne emancipated his slaves and sold his plan-
tation. In search of a stable Quaker community 
and a new start in business, the family moved to 
Philadelphia, where John Payne established 
himself as a merchant in laundry starch. In 
1789, Payne’s business failed and the Quaker 
community disowned him because he could not 
pay his business debts; he died a recluse in 1792. 
Immediately following her husband’s death, 

Mary Payne supported the family by opening a 
boarding house for the leaders of the new 
nation. Dolley loved the sophistication and style 
of Philadelphia and did not want to return to 
Virginia. After turning down several proposals 
for marriage, she accepted a proposal from 
Quaker John Todd, Jr., a lawyer. They were mar-
ried on January 7, 1790. 

John Todd was successful in his law prac-
tice, and the couple were financially secure and 
able to purchase many luxuries. The couple had 
two sons: John Payne Todd (b. 1790) and Wil-
liam Temple Todd (b. 1792). In autumn 1793, 
a devastating epidemic of yellow fever struck 
Philadelphia, claiming 5,000 lives within a few 
weeks. Dolley Todd took her sons to a resort 
outside the city, but John Todd stayed in the 
city to care for his afflicted parents. Within one 
week, Dolley Todd lost her infant son William, 
her husband, and her in-laws to the plague. At 
age 25, she was a widow with a young son. She 
returned to Philadelphia and resettled with the 
help of a large circle of friends and the close-
knit Quaker community. The custom of the 
day anticipated the quick remarriage of young 
widows.

In May 1794, Aaron Burr, a boarder with her 
mother and a close family confidant, introduced 
Dolley to his friend, James Madison. Madison 
was 43 years old and had never married. He 
was well known for his role in framing the U.S. 
Constitution and the Bill of Rights, as well as 
for his work as an elected representative from 
Virginia and a leader of the Republican Party. 
Dolley wrote to her friend Eliza Collins: “In the 
course of this day I give my Hand to the Man 
who of all others I most admire.” On September 
15, 1794, the couple were married at Harewood, 
her sister Lucy Washington’s estate. The Quak-
ers disowned Dolley for marrying outside the 
faith, thus freeing Dolley to enjoy the fashions, 
theater, music, and books that she had been 
denied previously. She took easily to managing 
the affairs of the Madisons’ two households: a 
three-story brick home in Philadelphia and the 
Montpelier estate in Virginia. The Madisons 
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entertained constantly and opened their home 
to politicians of all factions.

When John Adams assumed the presidency 
in 1797, the Madisons left Washington in favor 
of Montpelier. However, Thomas Jefferson’s elec-
tion in 1801 returned them to Washington 
when James Madison was appointed secretary 
of state. Both Jefferson and his vice president, 
Aaron Burr, were widowers, and so when Jef-
ferson entertained he often asked Dolley or her 
sister Anna to serve as hostess. This began Dol-
ley Madison’s nearly 16-year role as America’s 
first lady. Jefferson eschewed the formality 
introduced by MARTHA WASHINGTON and ABIGAIL 
ADAMS in favor of small, highly informal gather-
ings. Although she actively followed politics, 
even visiting the congressional gallery and the 
Supreme Court, Dolley expressed no political 
opinions of her own. She carefully avoided any 
appearance of influencing what she called the 
“public business.”

On March 4, 1809, James Madison became 
the nation’s fourth president, and Dolley offi-
cially assumed the role of first lady. She is widely 
recognized for her accomplishments as a hostess 
and for decorating the White House, thus pro-
viding a public social space for the executive 
branch. In both aspects, she was conscious of 
defining new rules of etiquette appropriate to 
a new republic. With her husband’s approval 
and a small allowance from Congress, she and 
architect Benjamin Henry Latrobe decorated 
the presidential mansion during the first two 
years of the administration. Thomas Jefferson 
had furnished the White House with personal 
furnishings from his home, Monticello. When 
Jefferson retired, he took everything with him, 
leaving the Madisons to inhabit a large and 
virtually unfurnished executive mansion. In 
past administrations, the president’s home was 
also a public arena and therefore the presi-
dent himself often made decisions regarding 
decoration and furnishing. Madison turned the 
enterprise over to Dolley completely. Work-
ing with Latrobe, Dolley carefully skirted the 
conflicting pressures of a populist Republican 

constituency and the Federalist preference for 
formality and elegance befitting the power of 
the office. Biographer Holly Shulman described 
her accomplishment: “She molded a presidential 
palace just fine enough for Federalist ideas, just 
sophisticated enough for the new nation’s inter-
national image, and yet simple enough to soothe 
Republican fears.”

This victory was to be short-lived. On 
August 24, 1814, the British invaded Washington 
and burned the White House to a shell. In the 
month preceding the attack, while the president 
was away inspecting the army, Dolley packed 
up trunks of cabinet papers, silver, the crimson 
curtains from the Oval Room, a few books, and, 
most famously, the Gilbert Stuart portrait of 
George Washington. Even as late as the after-
noon of August 23, Dolley stayed in Washington 
awaiting the return of the president. Finally she 
fled the city, stopping at a series of homes along 
the way. By August 28, she and James Madison 
had returned to Washington, only to find it 
devastated and smoldering. She wrote a friend: 
“Everything belonging to the publick, our own 
valuable stores of every description, and a part 
of my clothers had burned. I confess that I was 
so unfeminine as to be free from fear, and will-
ing to remain in the Castle. If I could have had 
a cannon through every window, but alas! those 
who should have placed them there, fled before 
me, and my whole heart mourned for my coun-
try!” In the aftermath of the siege, Dolley helped 
a group of women establish an orphanage in 
Washington and resumed public entertaining 
in the Octagon House. She and James never 
returned to the White House.

In March 1817, James Madison retired from 
office, and James Monroe was inaugurated. At 
the end of Madison’s second term, the entire Dis-
trict of Columbia honored the president and his 
wife with a series of farewell parties. James lived 
for another 20 years and never once returned 
to Washington. Streams of guests, however, 
came to visit them at Montpelier. Entertaining 
such large numbers of guests took money, and 
the Madison’s assets steadily dwindled due to 
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economic hardships for Virginia planters and 
sizable gambling debts incurred by Dolley’s only 
son, Payne Todd. James Madison spent a good 
portion of his final years organizing his papers 
both as a public service and in the hope that 
their sale might provide for his wife.

James Madison died on June 28, 1836. In 
1837, Congress bought part of his papers for 
$30,000, including his meticulous accounts of 
the debates at the Constitutional Convention of 
1787. In October 1837, Dolley Madison returned 
to Washington, hoping that residence there 
might speed the publication of the remainder 
of her husband’s papers. She resumed her 
active social life, even on a restricted income, 
while her son continued to drain her assets as 
administrator of Montpelier in her absence. 
Eventually she was forced to sell the estate, 
retaining only “the family burial place, some 
of the furniture, and some few of the black 
people.” James Madison’s body servant Paul 
Jennings, who stayed on with her even in her 
impoverished widowhood, was eventually sold 
to Daniel Webster, who agreed to let him earn 
his freedom. Jennings later wrote about tak-
ing Dolley Madison groceries and giving her 
money from his own pocket.

In 1844, the House of Representatives unan-
imously passed a resolution “that a committee 
be appointed on the part of this house to wait on 
Mrs. Madison, and to assure her that, whenever 
it shall be her pleasure to visit the House, she 
be requested to take a seat within the Hall.” In 
1847, Dolley sold the remainder of her husband’s 
papers to Congress for $25,000. Her son’s repu-
tation led Congress to issue $5,000 immediately 
to pay off her loans and to invest the other 
$20,000 in a trust from which she would receive 
the income. Her will divided the trust fund 
equally between her son Payne and sister Anna 
but left all of her material possessions (includ-
ing her slaves) to Payne. Dolley Madison died on 
July 12, 1849, and was buried in Congressional 
Cemetary. In 1858, her nephew Richard Cutts, 
had her body transferred to the family burial 
ground at Montpelier.

As the leading lady of Washington before 
and after her formal period as first lady, Dolley 
Madison served with grace and distinction. She 
helped the nation develop a distinctively Ameri-
can style in the presidential mansion that lives 
on today.

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Dolley 
Payne Todd Madison.” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 
pp. 23–34.

Shulman, Holly Cowan. “Dolley Payne Todd Madi-
son.” In American First Ladies: Their Lives and 
Their Legacy, 2nd ed., edited by Lewis L. Gould. 
New York: Routledge, 2001, pp. 21–36.

Malcolm, Ellen R. (1947– ) political activist 
Ellen R. Malcolm is founder and president of 
EMILY’S LIST. She was born in Montclair, New 
Jersey, in 1947. Her father, William Reighley, 
was cofounder of International Business 
Machines Corporation (IBM) and a Republican. 
Malcolm changed her political orientation while 
in college and became an active Democrat. 
While a student at Hollins College in 1968, she 
campaigned for Senator Eugene McCarthy and 
worked for Common Cause throughout the 
early 1970s. She served as press secretary for 
the NATIONAL WOMEN’S POLITICAL CAUCUS 
(NWPC) and as press secretary for ESTHER 
PETERSON, then President Jimmy Carter’s spe-
cial assistant for consumer affairs. Frustrated 
by the lack of support for women candidates 
and the low numbers of women in political 
office, Malcolm organized a group of friends 
and established EMILY’s List in 1985. The acro-
nym EMILY stands for “early money is like 
yeast” (it makes the dough rise).

As a political action committee (PAC), EMI-
LY’s List raises money for Democratic, pro-
choice women candidates. Members of EMILY’s 
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List pay $100 to join and then commit to con-
tributing at least another $100 to a minimum 
of two candidates per election cycle. Instead 
of writing the check to EMILY’s List, members 
write checks directly to the campaigns of their 
chosen candidates identified on the list. The 
checks are mailed to EMILY’s List and then 
“bundled” and send directly to the candidate. In 
this way, the organization is able to facilitate the 
donation of larger sums of money than current 
Federal Election Commission regulations would 
allow a PAC to contribute. According to the 
organization’s Web site, EMILY’s List has helped 
send 11 pro-choice Democratic women to the 
U.S. Senate and 60 to the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives, and it has helped elect eight gover-
nors since its founding. EMILY’s List is now the 
largest PAC, with over 73,000 members.

The recipient of numerous awards and 
honors, Malcolm was named one of America’s 
most influential women in 1998 by Vanity Fair 
magazine and, in 1999, one of the 100 Most 
Important Women in America by Ladies’ Home 
Journal. In 1992, Malcolm was among Glamour 
magazine’s Women of the Year.

Further Reading
EMILY’s List Web site. Available online. URL: http://

www.emilyslist.org/. Accessed on January 10, 
2007.

Maloney, Carolyn (Carolyn Bosher Malo-
ney) (1948– ) congressperson Carolyn Malo-
ney was born on February 19, 1948, in 
Greensboro, North Carolina, and graduated 
from Greensboro College in 1970. She relocated 
to New York City and worked as an administra-
tor with the New York City Board of Education 
and as teacher in the city schools. From 1977 
until 1982, she worked on the staff for the New 
York Legislature. She was elected to the New 
York City Council in 1982 and served as a coun-
cil member for 10 years.

In 1992, Maloney was elected to the U.S. 
House of Representatives, upsetting 14-year 

Republican incumbent Bill Green. Despite being 
heavily outspent, she rode Bill Clinton’s coat-
tails into office. She is the first woman ever to 
represent the district and has been reelected in 
each cycle with no significant Republican oppo-
sition, including the November 2006 election. 
Maloney serves on the Committee on Financial 
Services, the Committee on Government Reform 
and Oversight, and the Joint Economic Commit-
tee, and she is the chair of the Democratic Task 
Force on the Homeland Security Department. In 
December 2006, Maloney was named vice chair-
woman of the Joint Economic Committee for the 
110th Congress.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Maloney, Carolyn Bosher.” In Biographical Directory 
of the United States Congress, 1774–present. Avail-
able online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/
scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=H000087. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.

Project Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://
vote smart.org/bio.php?can_id=H2681103. Ac-
cessed on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Mankiller, Wilma (Wilma Pearl Mankiller) 
(1945– ) principal chief of the Cherokee 
Nation As a result of Wilma Mankiller’s elec-
tion as principal chief of the Cherokee Nation, 
she became the first woman in modern history 
to lead a major Native American tribe. Born in 
Tahlequah, Oklahoma, on November 18, 1945, 
she studied sociology and worked as a social 
worker in California in the 1960s. In the mid-
1970s, she returned to Oklahoma to reclaim her 
ancestral property, Mankiller Flats. In 1977, she 
took a position in economic development with 
the Cherokee Nation. In 1983, she was asked by 
principal chief Ross Swimmer to run as his dep-
uty chief. When he resigned in 1985 to become 
head of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Mankiller 
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assumed the duties of the chief. She won the 
post in her own right in 1987 and was reelected 
in 1991 with 82 percent of the vote. “Prior to my 
election,” says Mankiller, “young Cherokee girls 
would never have thought that they might grow 
up and become chief.”

Mankiller’s administration brought renewed 
attention to the tribe as she focused on the high 
unemployment rate and low educational attain-
ment of her people. She worked to improve 
community health care and emphasized the 
necessity of retaining Cherokee traditions by 
founding the Institute for Cherokee Literacy. 
After being diagnosed with cancer, she did not 
seek reelection in 1995. She was inducted into 
the National Women’s Hall of Fame in 1993, 
and in 1998 President Clinton awarded her the 
Presidential Metal of Freedom. She is the recipi-
ent of 18 honorary degrees and she serves as a 
trustee of the Ford Foundation.

Further Reading
Mankiller, Wilma P., with Michael Wallis. Mankiller: 

A Chief and Her People. New York: St. Martin’s 
Press, 1993.

Mansell v. Mansell (490 U.S. 581) (1989) 
The parties in this case were divorced in 1979. 
The divorce decree incorporated a separation 
agreement that divided the husband’s veteran’s 
disability pay. The issue of the state court’s 
authority to divide such pay was never raised in 
the divorce case, and the divorce decree became 
final. Several years later, the husband filed a 
collateral attack on the divorce decree, arguing 
for the first time that the court lacked authority 
to divide his disability pay. There were two 
issues presented. First, could the judgment be 
reopened since the issue was not raised in the 
original agreement; and second, could the state 
rule that federal disability pay be divided. Ulti-
mately, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled on the 
merits that federal law supercedes state law, 
and therefore the benefit could not be divided. 
The Uniform Service Former Spouse Protection 

Act (USFSPA) was passed in 1983 to govern in 
these situations.

Further Reading
Justia.com U.S. Supreme Court Center. “Mansell v. 

Mansell, 490 U.S. 581 (1989).” Available online. 
URL: http://supreme.justia.com/us/490/581/case.
html. Accessed on January 10, 2007.

Mansfield, Arabella (Belle Aurelia Babb 
Mansfield) (1846–1911) attorney The nation’s 
first woman lawyer, Arabella Mansfield was born 
Belle Aurelia Babb on May 23, 1846, at Sperry 
Station in Des Moines County, Iowa. After gradu-
ating from Iowa Wesleyan College in 1866, she 
taught political science, English, and history at 
Simpson College in Indianola, Iowa, until her 
marriage in 1868 to John M. Mansfield, a profes-
sor at Iowa Wesleyan. She joined the Iowa Wes-
leyan faculty in that year as a teacher of English 
and history. Mansfield studied law with her hus-
band, and together they applied for admission to 
the Iowa bar in 1869. Sympathetic examiners 
certified Arabella Mansfield as the first female 
lawyer in the country. Although she joined the 
National League of Lawyers in 1893, she never 
practiced law but instead returned to academia, 
where she remained until her death on August 2, 
1911, in Aurora, Illinois.

March for Women’s Lives (1992, 2004) The 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW) has 
organized a number of public demonstrations to 
raise awareness about issues affecting women 
and most especially threats to ABORTION rights. 
NOW began organizing the marches in the mid-
1980s, but the March for Women’s Lives in 1992 
and 2004 were collaborative efforts with other 
organizers to draw attention to antiabortion law 
cases pending before the Supreme Court. NOW’s 
estimate for the 1992 March in Washington, D.
C., was 750,000 supporters. Organizers also 
hoped to mobilize pro-choice voters in anticipa-
tion of the 1992 presidential election.
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The 2004 March for Women’s Lives was 
organized by seven sponsors: the Feminist 
Majority, NOW, NARAL Pro-Choice Amer-
ica, the PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF 
AMERICA, the Black Women’s Health Imperative, 
the National Latina Institute for Reproductive 
Health, and the American Civil Liberties Union. 
Organizers estimated that 1.15 million women 
and men participated in the April 25, 2004, 
march. The demonstration was in protest of the 
Bush administration’s actions limiting women’s 
rights, particularly in the area of reproductive 
choice.

Upon taking office in 2001, President Bush 
issued an executive memorandum reinstating 
the global GAG RULE on international family-
planning assistance. Bush timed his action to 
coincide with the 28th anniversary of the ROE 
V. WADE decision. Under the global gag rule, for-
eign family-planning agencies may not receive 
U.S. assistance if they provide abortion services, 
including counseling on abortion or referrals 
to other clinics, or lobby to make or keep abor-
tion legal in their own country. On November 
5, 2003, Bush signed the Partial-Birth Abortion 
Ban Act into law. This federal law is the first 
to ban a specific kind of abortion procedure 
known as dilation and extraction.

Organizers of the 2004 march believed that 
by calling attention to the Bush administration’s 
actions, particularly the strong measures under-
taken to criminalize abortion and restrict access 
to information and women’s health services, 
they could motivate women to channel their 
anger through electoral politics in November 
and vote Bush out of office. They also hoped 
that the march would energize young women 
to fight to protect rights won by previous gen-
erations of feminists. Senator HILLARY RODHAM 
CLINTON told the crowd, “All the people are here 
today not only to march on behalf of women’s 
lives but to take that energy into the election in 
November.”

Although the 2004 march organizers 
labeled the event an overwhelming success, and 
the sheer size of the turnout sent a powerful 

message about women’s political potential, it 
is impossible to tell whether the event served 
as an effective mobilizing tool for women in 
the November election. President Bush easily 
won a second term in office, and although more 
women voted than in 2000, the GENDER GAP was 
smaller, and more women voted for the Repub-
lican incumbent than they had in 2000. Some 
scholars attribute this shift among women to 
the influence of national security issues and the 
ongoing threat of terrorism, but more research 
on the connections between women’s experi-
ence with demonstrations and their political 
campaign activities and vote choice is necessary 
before any judgments can be reached.

Further Reading
Ford, Lynne E. Women and Politics: The Pursuit of 

Equality. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 2006.
National Organization for Women. “March for Wom-

en’s Lives.” Available online. URL: http://march.
now.org/. Accessed on January 10, 2007.

Married Women’s Property Act of New 
York (1848) Before this law was passed, COV-
ERTURE dictated that a woman could not hold 
property in her own name. A married woman 
could not make contracts, keep or control her 
own wages or any rents, transfer property, sell 
property, or bring any lawsuit. Between 1839 
and 1895, this tradition was gradually reversed 
by a series of married women’s property acts, 
passed in varying forms by every state in the 
Union. In some states, the acts were limited in 
scope, shaped primarily to serve the interests of 
fathers wishing to protect their estates from 
improvident sons-in-law and husbands seeking 
to sequester their own property from seizure for 
debts. The United States’ first Married Women’s 
Property Act, passed in Mississippi in 1839, 
guaranteed the right of married women to 
receive income from their property and pro-
tected it against being seized for their husbands’ 
debts, but the law left husbands in sole charge of 
buying, selling, or managing the property. In 
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other states where women’s rights activists took 
a leading role in the campaigns, more ambitious 
property reform laws were passed. The New 
York State law passed in 1848 served as a model 
for similar acts passed between 1848 and 1895 
across the country. By the mid-1870s, almost all 
the states in the North had passed a Married 
Women’s Property Act, and by the end of the 
century, the southern states had as well. 
Although the scope of these laws varied widely 
from state to state, taken together they repre-
sented a major advance in women’s rights and in 
establishing women’s autonomy. The New York 
Statute was significant due to its scope. It 
included women’s right to maintain control over 
property held upon marriage as well as property 
(including wages and inheritance) acquired dur-
ing marriage.

Further Reading
Cott, Nancy F. Public Vows: A History of Marriage and 

the Nation. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University 
Press, 2002.

Salmon, Marylyn. Women and the Law of Property in 
Early America. Chapel Hill: University of North 
Carolina Press, 1986.

Shammas, Carol. “Reassessing Married Women’s Prop-
erty Acts.” Journal of Women’s History 6 (1994): 
9–30.

Matalin, Mary (Mary Joe Matalin) (1953– ) 
political strategist, consultant Mary Joe Matalin 
was born in Chicago, Illinois, on September 19, 
1953, and received a B.A. in political science in 
1978. In 1981, she moved to Washington, D.C., 
to work at the Republican National Committee. 
She enrolled in Hofstra University Law School 
two years later but dropped out after a year. She 
has held a number of political jobs, including 
serving as political director for President George 
H. W. Bush’s reelection campaign in 1992. Dur-
ing this campaign, Matalin’s relationship with 
James Carville, who held a similar post in Bill 
Clinton’s organization, received much attention 
in the press. After the election, they married and 
wrote a book about politics and their relation-

ship, All’s Fair: Love, War and Running for Presi-
dent, published in 1994 by Random House. 
Matlin works as a political commentator on radio 
and television. She was named senior adviser to 
Vice President Richard Cheney in 2001 and con-
tinued in that role until 2003. In 2004, she pub-
lished the book Letters to My Daughters.

Matsui, Doris (Doris Okada Matsui) 
(1944– ) congressperson Doris Okada was 
born on September 25, 1944, in an internment 
camp at Poston, Arizona, and grew up in Dinuba, 
in California’s Central Valley. She earned a bach-
elor’s degree in psychology from the University 
of California–Berkeley, where she met her hus-
band, Bob Matsui. Doris Matsui was active in 
California politics and was an early supporter of 
Arkansas governor Bill Clinton’s presidential 
campaign. When Clinton won, Matsui served on 
his transition team. Following the inauguration, 
she was appointed deputy special assistant to the 
president and deputy director of public liaison, 
working under Alexis Herman. One of her duties 
was to work with the Asian-American commu-
nity. On December 28, 1996, the lead story on 
the front page of the New York Times reported 
that Doris Matsui had been active in John 
Huang’s Asian-Pacific American Working Group 
to raise campaign donations from Asian Ameri-
cans, which would have been illegal because of 
her White House position. Although Matsui was 
friends with Huang, the administration denied 
she played any role in fund-raising, and the New 
York Times admitted it had made a mistake three 
years after the initial story.

Matsui served in the White House from 
1993 to 1998. President Clinton appointed her 
to the board of the Woodrow Wilson Interna-
tional Center for Scholars in September 2000. 
Matsui also served on the boards of KVIE-TV 
and People for the American Way. After leaving 
government, Matsui was director of govern-
ment relations for the law firm Colleen, Shan-
non, Scott, stepping down in 2005 to take her 
seat in Congress. Following the death of her 
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husband, 26-year incumbent Bob Matsui from 
complications of myelodysplastic syndrome on 
January 1, 2005, Doris Matsui was elected as his 
replacement in a special election on March 8, 
2005. The Matsuis had not disclosed Bob’s ter-
minal illness to the public during his campaign 
for reelection. In the House, Doris Matsui, who 
was reelected in 2006, serves on the Rules 
Committee.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Matsui, Doris Okada.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=M001163. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Doris K. Matsui (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=MCA05731. Accessed on 
January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

McCarthy, Carolyn (1944– ) congressper-
son Carolyn McCarthy was born on January 5, 
1944, in Brooklyn, New York. She earned her 
LPN from Glen Cove Nursing School in 1964 
and worked as a nurse in a suburb of New York 
City. On December 7, 1993, her husband Dennis 
was killed and her son Kevin was injured on a 
Long Island Rail Road commuter train when a 
gunman, Colin Ferguson, randomly opened fire 
on passengers. McCarthy responded to the trag-
edy by launching a campaign against gun vio-
lence that eventually led her to run for Congress 
in 1996. She defeated Republican incumbent 
Dan Frisa, who had a long record of votes 
against gun-control legislation. She has been 
reelected in each subsequent election, including 
the 2006 contest.

In the House, Congresswoman McCarthy 
serves on the Committee on Education and 
Workforce and the Committee on Financial 

Services. She is also one of the most vocal sup-
porters in the House for reinstating a federal ban 
on semiautomatic firearms, commonly referred 
to as the “assault weapons ban.” In addition to 
her efforts to reduce gun violence, McCarthy is 
active on issues relating to education and public 
health.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“McCarthy, Carolyn.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=M000309. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Carolyn McCarthy (NY).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BC38252. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

McCollum, Betty (1954– ) congressperson 
Betty McCollum was born on July 12, 1954, in 
South St. Paul, Minnesota. When her daughter 
was injured on a slide in a city park and the city 
council refused to take action to rectify what 
McCollum considered a dangerous situation, 
her friends urged her to run for city council 
herself. She won a seat in 1986 and served for 
three terms. McCollum served from 1993 to 
2000 in the Minnesota House of Representatives 
and was elected assistant leader three times by 
her Democratic-Farmer-Labor (DFL) Party 
colleagues.

When incumbent Minnesota congressman 
Bruce Vento decided not to seek reelection in 
2000 to the U.S. House due to illness, McCol-
lum won the DFL nomination to succeed him. 
She was endorsed and supported by EMILY’S 
LIST. McCollum has been reelected three times, 
including in 2006, without any serious opposi-
tion. In 2004, she called for Secretary of Educa-
tion Rod Paige to resign after he referred to the 
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National Education Association (NEA) as “a 
terrorist organization.” In the House, Represen-
tative McCollum serves on the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce and the Commit-
tee on International Relations.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“McCollum, Betty.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

“Representative Betty McCollum (MN).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BS021756. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

McGee, Anita (Anita Newcomb McGee) 
(1864–1940) activist Anita Newcomb was 
born on November 4, 1864, in Washington, D.C. 
In 1888, she married scientist William John 
McGee, with whom she had three children. In 
1892, she received her M.D. from Columbian 
University (now George Washington Univer-
sity). She subsequently undertook postgraduate 
studies in gynecology at Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity but stopped practicing medicine in 1896 to 
take on a series of leadership positions in orga-
nizations including the DAUGHTERS OF THE AMER-
ICAN REVOLUTION (DAR).

As chair of the DAR Hospital Corps when 
the United States declared war on Spain (1898), 
McGee persuaded Surgeon General George M. 
Sternberg to let her committee screen nursing 
applicants for the U.S. Army. She was so suc-
cessful that Sternberg subsequently established 
a Nurse Corps Division and appointed McGee 
acting assistant surgeon general in August 
1898. McGee subsequently worked to recognize 
and formalize the contract nurses’ contribu-
tions to the war. She helped to form the Society 

of Spanish-American War Nurses and lobbied 
extensively to establish a permanent U.S. Army 
Nurse Corps, finally succeeding through pas-
sage of the Army Reorganization Act of 1901. 
McGee later joined Spanish-American War vet-
erans in nursing Japanese troops during the 
Russo-Japanese War (1904–5). Japan gave her 
an officer’s rank and awarded her the Imperial 
Order of the Sacred Crown in recognition of 
her service.

After these events, McGee led a more 
private life. She died in Washington, D.C., on 
October 5, 1940, and was buried in Arlington 
National Cemetery with full military hon-
ors. Savvy at navigating political and military 
bureaucracy and committed to equality for 
women, McGee used the wartime need for 
nurses to gain women permanent entry into the 
U.S. armed forces.

Anita McGee, ca. 1940 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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McGrory, Mary (1918–2004) reporter Mary 
McGrory was born on August 22, 1918, in Bos-
ton, Massachusetts, to Mary Catherine and 
Edward Patrick McGrory. She graduated from 
the Girl’s Latin School in Boston and began work 
as a book reviewer with the Boston Herald. In 
1947, she began her career as a journalist with 
the Washington Star, remaining with the paper 
until it folded in 1981. She first attracted critical 
acclaim with her relentless coverage of the Jose-
phy McCarthy hearings on communism in 1954. 
As one of the first of the few women columnists, 
she earned a loyal following with her tribute to 
John F. Kennedy following his 1963 assassina-
tion: “He brought gaiety, glamour and grace to 
the American political scene in a measure never 
known before. That lightsome tread, that debo-
nair touch, that shock of chestnut hair, that 
beguiling grin, that shattering understate-
ment—these are what we shall remember.”

McGrory’s coverage of the Watergate scan-
dal earned her the number 20 spot on the 
“enemies list” that Charles Colson drafted for 
Richard Nixon. President George H. W. Bush 
also complained about McGrory’s columns in 
his private journal, noting: “She has destroyed 
me over and over again.” She was known for her 
tenacity in getting to the heart of a story. She 
won a Pulitzer Prize in commentary in 1974, the 
year Nixon resigned. She continued to work and 
write well into her 80s. In March 2003 she fell 
ill, suffering a stroke. She died in April 2004 at 
the age of 85.

Further Reading
Corn, David. “The Death of Mary McGrory.” Nation, 

23 April 2004. Available online. URL: www.
thenation.com/biogs.capitolgames?pid=1398. 
Accessed on June 15, 2007.

Toner, Robin. “Mary McGrory, 85, Longtime Colum-
nist, Dies.” New York Times, 23 April 2004.

McKinley, Ida (Ida Saxton McKinley) 
(1847–1907) first lady Ida Saxton was born in 
Canton, Ohio, on June 8, 1847, to banker James 
Ashbury Saxton and Katherine DeWalt Saxton. 
Ida was well educated, completing her schooling 
at Brooke Hall Seminary in Media, Pennsylva-
nia. Upon graduation, she embarked on an 
extensive tour of Europe with a group of other 
young women accompanied by a Canton school-
teacher as chaperone. Ida took full advantage of 
the experience, often diverting from the group 
to explore on her own. When she returned, her 
father offered her a position in his bank. It was 
not considered “proper” for women of her social 
position to work, but Ida was comfortable with 
finances and accepted the opportunity. She 
advanced quickly from clerk to cashier, but this 
early experience never led her to advocate for 
women’s rights related to business or nontradi-
tional occupations. 

Ida Saxton probably met William McKinley 
at a church picnic or at the window of the bank, 
but the two shared an instant mutual attraction. 
He was a Civil War veteran and had recently 
been elected county prosecuting attorney. They 
were married on January 25, 1871, and through-
out their marriage she called him “Major.” Their 
first child, Katherine, was born on Christmas 
day 1871. In 1873, Ida survived a difficult labor 
only to see her daughter Ida die soon after birth. 
In that same year, her mother passed away, 
and Ida’s episodes with migraines, convulsions, 
and seizures that had afflicted her throughout 
young adulthood increased in severity. Her will 
and strength of independence waned, and she 
became a semi-invalid. In 1875, her daughter 
Katherine also died, devastating Ida.
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William McKinley was devoted to his wife. 
Even as a member of the House of Representa-
tives, he tended to her needs and assured her 
that he was constantly nearby with a series of 
signals and notes throughout the day. Despite 
the seizures (undoubtledly the result of epi-
lepsy), Ida appeared in public when she was 
well enough to stand. Doctors were helpless to 
prevent the seizures, and the family decided it 
best to simply ignore them whenever possible 
to allow Ida to function with some semblance of 
dignity. Guests were urged to do the same.

Ida encouraged her husband’s political aspi-
rations, avidly following the news from her con-
finement so that they could talk together about 
events of the day. She traveled with him when 
her health permitted. First elected to the House 
of Representatives in 1876, William McKinley 
was defeated in 1890 but elected governor of 
Ohio the following year. The McKinleys typically 
lived in hotels in Washington and Columbus in 
order to limit Ida’s household responsibilities. 
This allowed her to engage in social and chari-
table activities as her health permitted. They 
entertained despite her ailments.

William McKinley’s campaign for the presi-
dency in 1896 included a Women’s McKinley 
Club in Canton, Ohio. Buttons and other memo-
rabilia featured a picture of Ida McKinley and 
represented the first time that women were 
actively courted. McKinley’s opponents tried to 
gain politically from his wife’s public absence by 
accusing her of being a spy, a Roman Catholic, 
and a lunatic. The Republicans countered with 
a biographical pamphlet on Ida McKinley’s life. 
William was elected, and she attended the inau-
gural on March 4, 1897, as well as the ball that 
evening. To accommodate her frailness and his 
habit of directly assisting her, she sat in a chair 
directly beside him at meals and in receiving 
lines. Jennie Hobart, wife of the vice president, 
assisted with the formal hostess duties and tended 
to Ida’s personal needs when called upon.

William McKinley won reelection in 1900 
with Theodore Roosevelt as his running mate. 
Ida’s health worsened at the start of the second 

term, but in 1901 she was well enough to accom-
pany her husband on a cross-country tour. Dur-
ing this trip, an infection in her finger spread to 
her heart, nearly killing her. As she recuperated 
with friends in Buffalo, anarchist Leon F. Czol-
gosz shot William McKinley as he toured the 
Pan-American Exposition on September 5, 1901. 
McKinley urged his friends to be careful in how 
they told Ida of the shooting. He died nine days 
later with Ida by his side. She accompanied 
the body back to Washington and attended all 
of the funeral ceremonies without assistance. 
Historians report that she never again suffered 
another seizure following McKinley’s death. She 
returned to Canton and lived for another six 
years beyond her husband, dying from a stroke 
on May 26, 1907.

Further Reading
Mayo, Edith P. “Ida McKinley.” In The Smithsonian 

Book of First Ladies: Their Lives, Times, and Issues, 

Ida Saxton McKinley, ca. 1900 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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McKinney, Cynthia (1955– ) congressper-
son Cynthia McKinney was born on March 17, 
1955, in Atlanta, Georgia. She earned a bache-
lor’s degree in international relations from the 
University of Southern California (1978) and 
attended the Fletcher School of Law and Diplo-
macy; she is currently working on a Ph.D. at the 
University of California, Berkeley. McKinney’s 
political career began in 1986 when her father, 
state representative Billy McKinney, submitted 
her name as a write-in candidate for a Georgia 
State House district even though she was living 
in Jamaica at the time. She won 40 percent of the 
vote. In 1988, she actually ran for the seat and 
won, making the McKinneys the first father and 
daughter to simultaneously serve in a state 
house. In 1991, her remarks from the floor in 
opposition to the bombing of Iraq during the 
Persian Gulf War resulted in many of her legis-
lative colleagues walking out in protest.

In 1992, McKinney was elected as the first 
congresswoman from Georgia’s newly drawn 
11th district, a majority-minority district that 
stretched from Atlanta to Savannah. She was 
the first African-American woman to repre-
sent Georgia in the House. In 1995, the 11th 
district was declared unconstitutional by the 
U.S. Supreme Court in a case testing racial ger-
rymandering. Her district was renumbered and 
redrawn to take in almost all of DeKalb County. 
The new district included more white voters, 
but it was no less Democratic, and McKinney 
was easily reelected from this district in 1996, 
1998, and 2000.

In 2002, McKinney was defeated in the 
Democratic primary by DeKalb County judge 

Denise Majette. Although McKinney protested 
the result in court, claiming that Republicans in 
the district had participated in the Democratic 
primary specifically to vote against McKinney, 
Georgia has an open primary system allowing 
voters to lawfully participate in whichever pri-
mary election they choose. A major issue in the 
2002 campaign was McKinney’s allegation that 
the Bush administration knew in advance about 
the 9/11 terrorist attacks but failed to prevent 
them. In 2004, Majette did not seek reelection, 
deciding instead to campaign for the U.S. Sen-
ate. McKinney won the Democratic primary and 
regained her seat, but the Democratic leadership 
declined to reinstate her seniority.

In the 109th Congress, McKinney served 
on the House Committee on Armed Services 
and the House Committee on the Budget. She 
was a dogged advocate for victims of Hurricane 
Katrina, at one point suggesting that if employ-
ees of a nursing home were charged with neg-
ligent homicide in the deaths of their patients 
in the rising flood waters, Homeland Security 
secretary Michael Chertoff should be similarly 
charged. On November 18, 2005, Congress-
woman McKinney was one of only three mem-
bers to vote yea on a resolution calling for the 
immediate withdrawal of U.S. forces from Iraq.

Cynthia McKinney lost in the August 2006 
Democratic primary to Hank Johnson. On 
December 6, 2006, just prior to departing from 
the House of Representatives, she introduced 
legislation to impeach President George W. Bush 
for his failure to uphold his oath to defend the 
U.S. Constitution. The legislation failed.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“McKinney, Cynthia Ann.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=M000523. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters
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McMorris Rodgers, Cathy (1969– ) con-
gressperson Cathy McMorris was born on May 
22, 1969, in Salem, Oregon, a descendant of 
pioneers of the Oregon Trail. She earned her 
B.A. in pre-law from Pensacola Christian Col-
lege and an executive MBA from the University 
of Washington. She began her career in public 
service by running for the Washington State 
House of Representatives in 1993 and served 
until 2004. During her time in the state legisla-
ture, she served as the House Republican leader 
from 2003 to 2004, the first female to serve as 
minority leader. McMorris focused on improv-
ing the economy, creating jobs, and reforming 
government. She chaired the House Commerce 
and Labor Committee, the Joint Legislative 
Audit and Review Committee, and the State 
Government Committee.

McMorris was elected to Congress in 2004 
at the age of 35 when George Nethercutt vacated 
the seat in order to run for the U.S. Senate. She 
is pro-life, has established a fairly conservative 
voting record, and was a close ally of former 
Speaker Tim Delay. In the 109th Congress, she 
served on the Committee on Armed Services, 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, and the Committee on Resources. She was 
chosen for the Republic Steering Committee and 
has served as an assistant whip. She married 
Brian Rodgers in August 2006 and won reelec-
tion in November later that year.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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org/bio.php?can_id=. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

—Angela Kouters

Mead, Margaret (1901–1978) anthropologist 
Margaret Mead did more than just study anthro-
pology, she lived it—from wearing the native 
dress of the people she observed to learning their 
language and customs. Her gender and self-
taught methods of fieldwork allowed Mead to 
gain access to the carefully guarded secrets and 
stories of many of the world’s indigenous people: 
from the Manu’a of Samoa to the Omaha Indians 
of Nebraska and the Arapesh of New Guinea.

Born in Philadelphia on December 16, 1901, 
Mead earned her master’s and Ph.D. degrees 
from Columbia University, but she earned her 
reputation as the world’s most innovative and 
significant anthropologist in far corners of the 
world. Like many great women throughout his-
tory, Mead refused to live life as a spectator. 
Instead, she boldly went where few anthropolo-
gists, particularly women, had previously trod. 
Her adventurous nature also led her to become 
an outspoken supporter of progressive educa-
tion, civil rights, economic development, sex, 
religion, and moral issues.

On December 8, 1939, Mary Catherine Bate-
son, Mead’s only child, was born. Catherine’s 
father, Mead’s third husband, was anthropologist 
Gregory Bateson. While that marriage would 
subsequently end, as had the previous two, Mead 
adamantly refused to describe her adventures in 
matrimony as failures. They had simply come 
to an end. Instead of bemoaning their demise, 
the eternal optimist chose to share what she had 
learned along the way with other women.

From 1961 until her death, Mead wrote 
a monthly column for Redbook Magazine that 
offered women common-sense advice on fam-
ily, social and moral issues. The prolific and 
well-respected writer’s books include Growing 
up in New Guinea (1930), The Changing Culture 
of an Indian Tribe (1932), Sex and Temperament 
in Three Primitive Societies (1935), and Twentieth 
Century Faith: Hope and Survival (1973).

Further Reading
Mead, Margaret. Coming of Age in Samoa. New York: 

Perennial Classics, 2001.
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Rice, Edward. Margaret Mead: A Portrait. New York: 
Harper & Row Publishers, 1979.

—Thea Lapham

Meritor Savings Bank v. Vinson (477 US 
57) (1986) The first Supreme Court decision 
on SEXUAL HARASSMENT, Meritor Savings Bank v. 
Vinson found first that both quid pro quo (this 
for that) sexual harassment (where sexual favors 
were requested in exchange for either job 
advancement or nondismissal) and hostile-envi-
ronment sexual harassment were actionable as 
forms of sex discrimination. Meritor stressed 
that sexual harassment concerns unwelcome 
behavior and that sexual relations that were vol-
untary could still be seen as unwelcome. The 
case, which dated from 1974, involved a bank 
teller who had agreed to sexual relations with 
her boss out of a fear that she would lose her job 
if she did not agree. Earlier the courts had 
declared that because she had voluntarily had 
sex with Vinson, and because she was termi-
nated for excessive sick leave, sexual harassment 
had not occurred. The Supreme Court’s decision 
was important because it emphasized, first, that 
if the sexual advances were unwelcome then the 
fact that the sexual relations may have been vol-
untary did not matter. Second, the Court shifted 
the impact of sexual harassment away from 
merely tangible economic loss to the possibility 
of an adverse psychological impact. Third, the 
Court provided the lens of hostile environment 
sexual harassment to a case that had failed as a 
quid pro quo. Finally, the Court declared that to 
determine whether behavior is unwelcome the 
plaintiff’s behavior and possible “sexually pro-
vocative speech or dress” is relevant.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Meritor Savings Bank v. Vinson, 477 

U.S. 57 (1986).” Available online. URL: http://www.
oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980-1989/ 1985/1985_
84_1979. Accessed on January 10, 2007.

—Claire Curtis

Mikulski, Barbara (Barbara Ann Mikulski) 
(1936– ) U.S. senator Born on July 20, 1936, 
the great-granddaughter of Polish immigrants 
who owned a local bakery, Mikulski is the old-
est of three daughters. She was raised in east 
Baltimore, where her parents, William and 
Christine Kutz Mikulski, ran a neighborhood 
grocery store. She received her B.A. degree from 
Mount St. Agnes College in Baltimore in 1958 
and her M.S.W. degree from the University of 
Maryland School of Social Work in 1965. Mikul-
ski began her political career by organizing 
neighbors to stop construction of a 16-lane 
highway through the historic Fells Point area of 
Baltimore. As a result, Barbara Mikulski became 
known as “the street fighter who beat the high-
way.” In 1971, she won a seat on the Baltimore 
City Council. In 1976, she ran for and won a seat 
in the U.S. House of Representatives, serving for 
five terms before she was elected to a U.S. Senate 
seat in 1986.

Senator Mikulski was the first Democratic 
woman to hold a Senate seat not previously held 
by her husband, the first Democratic woman to 
serve in both houses of Congress, and the first 
woman to win a statewide election in Maryland. 
She is unofficially known as the “dean of the 
Senate women” because of her extraordinary and 
successful efforts that led to the election of six 
additional Democratic women in the Senate. In 
1994, Senator Mikulski was unanimously elected 
as secretary of the Democratic Conference. She 
was the first woman to be elected to a Demo-
cratic leadership position in the Senate.

In the Senate, Mikulski serves on the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor and Pensions, and 
the Select Committee on Intelligence. She faces 
reelection in 2010.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Mikulski, Barbara Ann.” In Biographical Directory of 
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Milholland, Inez (Inez Milholland Bois-
sevain) (1886–1916) suffragist, labor lawyer, 
public speaker Inez Milholland literally gave 
her life for the SUFFRAGE cause, collapsing in the 
midst of a speech in 1916. She is most famously 
recalled for her role in the NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION parade held on the 
eve of President Woodrow Wilson’s inauguration 
in 1913. Milholland led the parade on a white 
charger, clad in white and gold, holding a banner 
that read “Forward Into Light.”

Born on August 6, 1886, in Brooklyn, New 
York, Milholland attended grammar school in 
New York, high school in London, and the Wil-
lard School in Berlin before enrolling at Vas-
sar College in 1905. When her efforts to bring 
two national speakers on women’s suffrage to 
the campus met with resistance, she moved 

the event to an adjacent cemetery. She was 
denied admission to several all-male law schools 
(Oxford, Cambridge, Harvard, and Columbia) 
and so enrolled at the New York University 
School of Law. As a law student, she was active 
in a number of progressive causes, including 
women’s suffrage, the Women’s Trade Union 
League, the National Child Labor Committee, 
the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People and England’s Fabian Society. In 
addition, she did legal work in Children’s Court 
and as a probation worker. In 1913, she married 
Eugen Jan Boissevain, a Dutch businessman, 
while in London.

When efforts to lobby Woodrow Wilson to 
support a federal amendment granting women 
the vote failed, Milholland set off by rail on 
a lecture tour, hoping to convince those in 
the Western territories to adopt the suffrage 
cause and reject Wilson in the upcoming 1916 
election. Milholland suffered from pernicious 
anemia, and the strain of travel and her heavy 
lecture schedule proved too much for her. She 
collapsed midway through a stump speech in 
Los Angeles California. Although her sister gave 
blood for two transfusions, Milholland died 10 
weeks after her collapse. Her last public words 
were: “Mr. President, how long must women 
wait for liberty?”

Further Reading
Lumsden, Linda J., and William J. Jackson. Inez: The 

Life and Times of Inez Milholland. Bloomington: 
Indiana University Press, 2004.

military service Perhaps more than any other 
issue, the issue of women serving in the military 
exposes the lingering disagreements over their 
appropriate role in society. For those who believe 
that men and women are naturally disposed to 
occupy different spheres in life, the military is 
the clearest example of a role that only men 
should play. The physical demands of military 
service exclude many citizens from active duty 
but are particularly challenging for the majority 

Inez Milholland at the National American Woman 
Suffrage Association parade in Washington, D.C., 
on March 3, 1913 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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of women. On the other hand, as the military 
has become an all-volunteer force in the United 
States, more women have joined and served with 
distinction. Since women play an ever more vis-
ible role in politics and are increasingly consid-
ered qualified for the office of president and 
commander in chief, the military is likely to see 
more gender integration over time, not less.

Although women’s visible service in the 
military, particularly among active-duty person-
nel in combat zones, is a contemporary phenom-
enon, women have served throughout America’s 
history in unofficial support roles—as nurses 
and doctors in field hospitals; as spies; or as sol-
diers disguised as men during the Revolutionary 
War, the Civil War, and the Spanish-American 
War. It was not until 1901 and the formation of 
the Army Nurse Corps (and 1908 with the for-
mation of the Navy Nurse Corps) that women’s 
roles were made visible.

During World War I, women joined the 
military as enlisted personnel with the navy and 
marines. More than 33,000 women served in 
that war, and more than 400 nurses died in the 
line of duty. Women were permitted to enlist in 
a limited capacity primarily because personnel 
were in such short supply. Administrative tasks 
went unfulfilled as male soldiers were rede-
ployed to the front lines of battle. Although the 
service branches requested that more women 
be recruited to fill desk jobs and support roles 
during World War I, the Pentagon refused. 
World War II and the pressing need for sup-
port changed that attitude somewhat. Women’s 
branches were developed in all services: the 
WOMEN’S ARMY CORPS (WAC), the Navy Women’s 
Reserve (WAVES), the Marine Corps Women’s 
Reserve, and the WOMEN’S AIRFORCE SERVICE 
PILOTS (WASPS). During World War II, more 
than 400,000 women served at home and abroad 
in primarily noncombat roles.

The Women’s Armed Services Integration 
Act of 1948 transformed the auxiliary nature 
of women’s service to permanent status in the 
military. During the Korean conflict, more than 
50,000 women served and more than 7,000 

women were deployed to Vietnam, most as 
nurses. A statue memorial to women’s service 
in Vietnam stands near the entrance to the Viet-
nam War Memorial in Washington, D.C.

As of 2007, women make up 15 percent of 
active-duty personnel in the U.S. military; an 
unprecedented 350,000 women are currently 
serving. Prior to 1967, there was a 2 percent 
cap limiting women’s service in the military. 
By 2000, the proportion of enlisted women 
had risen to 14.7 percent. The air force has the 
highest proportion of women on active duty 
(19.3 percent), and the Marine Corps has the 
lowest (6.1 percent). The army reports 15.5 
percent women and the navy 13.6 percent 
women among enlisted personnel. The Office 
of the Assistant Secretary of Defense identi-
fies four factors that affect the proportion of 
enlisted female members: (1) Women tend to 
have a lower inclination to enlist than men do. 
(2) Combat exclusions restrict the positions in 
which women may serve. (3) The military per-
sonnel system is “closed,” meaning that growth 
comes from the bottom up and from within, so 
the proportion of women depends primarily on 
the proportion of women recruited. (4) Finally, 
women leave the services at a higher rate than 
men. The increase in the proportion of women 
in the military has resulted in changes in nearly 
all aspects of military life: training programs 
and physical fitness regimens, assignments, liv-
ing arrangements, and medical services. New 
policies had to be created to address pregnancy, 
single parents in the military, child care during 
peacetime and deployment, and dual-service 
marriages.

In 1994, Congress repealed the “risk rule” 
barring women from all combat situations and 
allowed each branch of the service to determine 
which positions would he open to women. Sec-
retary of Defense Les Aspin advised, “Women 
should be excluded from assignment to units 
below brigade level whose primary mission is to 
engage in direct combat on the ground.” Com-
bat was defined as “engaging an enemy on the 
ground with individual or crew-served weap-
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ons, while being exposed to hostile fire and to a 
high probability of direct physical contact with 
the hostile force’s personnel.” As a result, thou-
sands of previously restricted positions became 
open to women: 91 percent of positions in the 
army, 96 percent in the navy, 93 percent in the 
Marine Corps, and 99 percent in the air force. 
Although women are still prohibited from cer-
tain assignments in each branch of the service, 
most experts think it is only a matter of time 
until there is full gender integration. Depart-
ment of Defense evidence suggests that mixed 
crews perform as well as or better than all 
male units, and a RAND Research Brief from 
1997 reported that the integration of women 
has not adversely affected military readiness. 
Using interviews, surveys, and focus groups, 
the researchers probed issues of unit cohe-
siveness, readiness, and morale. While gender 
played some role in unit cohesiveness, this 
typically occurred only in units where con-
flict was already a problem. The presence of 
women was also cited as raising the level of 
professional standards. Morale was affected by 
gender in two areas: SEXUAL HARASSMENT and 
a perception of double standards related to 
physical standards.

Female recruits tend to have more educa-
tion and better test scores than men. As tech-
nology continues to advance, women will gain 
more opportunities. “U.S. military superiority is 
in our intelligence and technology. People who 
remain skeptical of having women fight for their 
country act like we’re still attacking with fixed 
bayonets,” says Linda DePaw of the Minerva 
Center (a military think tank). Although preg-
nancy rates, sexual harassment, and sexual 
assault remain problems, the public’s reaction 
to women in combat and female casualties has 
proved milder than predicted. According to 
Carolyn Becraft, a deputy assistant secretary of 
defense under President Bill Clinton, “It’s been 
a non-issue.”

The first Gulf War (Desert Storm, 1991) 
marked the largest deployment of women to a 
combat zone in U.S. history. More than 40,000 

women served in the Gulf, comprising 7 percent 
of the deployed force. Their roles included fly-
ing helicopters on reconnaissance and search-
and-rescue missions, driving convoys, staffing 
Patriot missile placements, piloting planes, and 
guarding prisoners of war (POWs), among oth-
ers. Thirteen women were killed in the line of 
duty, and two were taken as POWs. Deployment 
of women in the current war in Iraq is even 
larger, although there is no official count. As 
of May 2005, more than 155,000 women have 
served or are currently serving “in theater,” 
meaning in Iraq and the countries involved in 
the operation known as Enduring Freedom, 
which includes Afghanistan. According to the 
Pentagon, this number includes 16,000 single 
mothers. The deployment has also stretched 
the limits of the law on women in combat roles. 
According to retired air force brigadier general 
Wilma L. Vaught, “You’ve got more women car-
rying weapons with the possibility that they’ll 
use them to fight or defend themselves. That’s 
one of the big differences between this war 
and others. Women haven’t done this type of 
war before.” Blurred lines between front-line 
positions and combat support have resulted in 
higher female casualties, including the capture 
of army soldiers Jessica Lynch and Shoshana 
Johnson, both ambushed in a supply convoy in 
2003. As of August 2007, 88 military women 
have been killed in Iraq (out of more than 4,060 
deaths).

Events related to Operation Enduring Free-
dom have stimulated the public debate over 
women’s roles in military combat. As CBS News 
reported in October 2004, “The unexpected 
realities of the war in Iraq are forcing the Pen-
tagon to reexamine its longstanding ban on 
women in combat in a guerrilla war fought 
mainly in cities and without front lines.” As part 
of the Pentagon’s effort to reorganize the army 
into a more combat-ready force, mixed-gender 
supply companies will be attached directly to 
combat units.

Those opposed to women in the military, 
particularly in positions likely to face hostilities, 
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often ground their opposition in the essential 
natures of men and women. Allan Carlson of 
the Family Research Council, a conservative 
Washington think tank, says, “Having mothers 
on or near the front lines violates the most basic 
human instincts.” PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY of the EAGLE 
FORUM has written: “The men in our govern-
ment and in the U.S. military lack the courage 
to stand up to feminists and repudiate their 
assault on family and motherhood.” Conserva-
tive commentator Linda Chavez has noted: “No 
matter how much we modernists pretend other-
wise, women are different from men, and their 
roles are not interchangeable. Females are not 
just smaller versions of males; they are also, on 
average, far less aggressive and more nurturing, 
qualities that suit them to be good mothers but 
not warriors.”

Both advocates and opponents of an 
increased role for women in the modem mili-
tary were confronted with the stark gender dis-
sonance created by pictures of women among 
the men involved in the Abu Ghraib prison 
scandal. In April 2004, graphic photographs 
of naked male prisoners in sexualized poses, 
hooded prisoners connected to electrodes, 
and male prisoners piled naked in a jumbled 
human pyramid were made public. Among the 
U.S. military immortalized in the photographs 
was a smiling Private LYNNDIE ENGLAND. Spe-
cialist Sabrina Harman was pictured smiling 
and giving a thumbs-up sign from behind 
a pile of hooded, naked Iraqi prisoners. Of 
the seven reservists from the 372nd Military 
Police Company who ultimately faced criminal 
charges for their actions, three were women. 
The commander of the 800th Military Police 
Brigade, the unit in charge of military prisons 
in Iraq, was army reserve brigadier general 
Janis Karpinski. The notion that women were 
too delicate to face the horrors of war was 
certainly dashed, but so too was the claim that 
women in uniform would behave differently 
than men.

Military women have, for the most part, 
resisted any focus on their gender. Congress 

may well be forced to confront gender in 
any future debates over military conscription. 
When President Jimmy Carter reactivated the 
draft registration process, Congress did not act 
on his recommendation and amend the act to 
include females. In ROSTKER V. GOLDBERG (1981), 
the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that Congress’s 
decision to exempt women from registration 
“was not the ‘accidental by-product’ of a tra-
ditional way of thinking about females” and 
did not violate the due-process clause of the 
Fifth Amendment. The Court reasoned that 
because of the combat restrictions on females 
at the time, men and women were not “similarly 
situated” for the purposes of draft registration. 
With restrictions relaxed and women’s strong 
performance in the 1991 Gulf War and the 2003 
war in Iraq, it is hard to see how the Court 
could use the same reasoning in upholding 
women’s exclusion today.

Further Reading
Sisk, Richard. “Gender Ban Ripped: Congress’s Only 
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New York Daily News 21 May 2005.

Chavez, Linda. “Women in Combat Will Take Toll 
on Our Culture.” Townhall. com, 30 April 2003. 
Available online. URL: http://tinyurl.com/2vtysp. 
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Millender-McDonald, Juanita (1938–2007)  
 congressperson Juanita Millender-McDonald 
was born on September 7, 1938, in Birmingham, 
Alabama. She earned a B.A. in business adminis-
tration from the University of Redlands (1981), a 
master’s in public administration from the Uni-
versity of Southern California (1988), a master’s 
in education administration from California State 
University–Los Angeles, and a Ph.D. in public 
administration from the University of Southern 
California. She was a teacher, a member of the 
Carson, California, city council (1990–92), and a 
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member of the California State Assembly (1992–
96) before entering the U.S. House of Representa-
tives in 1996. Millender-McDonald first won her 
seat in the House in a special election and easily 
won reelection in each subsequent cycle. She was 
returned to the House in 2006.

The congresswoman was the ranking 
Democrat on the House Committee on House 
Administration. She also served on the House 
Committee on Small Business and the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure. 
She was considered a front-runner for the job of 
secretary of transportation had John Kerry been 
elected president in 2004. Millender-McDonald 
has cochaired the Caucus on Women’s Issues, 
where she focused on Social Security reform. 
She led the opposition to the Unborn Victims 
of Violence Act (the bill would make it a crime 
to harm a fetus in an attack on a pregnant 
woman). She spoke out against genocide in 
Cambodia, Darfur, and other regions of the 
world where human rights are in danger or 
ignored, and worked with former Secretary 
of State MADELINE ALBRIGHT and Ambassador 
John Miller on human trafficking and women’s 
rights issues globally. She was also a member 
of the Congressional Black Caucus. Millender-
McDonald died of cancer on April 22, 2007. A 
special election on August 21, 2007, resulted in 
the election of Laura Richardson, former state 
assemblywoman.
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—Angela Kouters

Miller, Candice (1954– ) congressperson 
Candice Miller was born on May 7, 1954, in 
Detroit, Michigan, graduated from Lakeshore 
High School in St. Clair Shores, and attended 
both Macomb County Community College in 
Warren and Northwood Institute for Business 
Management. She served as a trustee on the Har-
rison Township Board (1979–80), as Harrison 
Township supervisor (1980–92), as treasurer of 
Macomb County (1992–94), and as the secretary 
of state of Michigan (1995–2003). She was also 
the chair of the Bush-Cheney campaign in 
Michigan in 2004.

In 2002, Miller was elected as a Republi-
can to the U.S. House of Representatives in the 
seat previously held by Democrat whip David 
Bonior. During the 108th Congress, she was 
admonished by the House Ethics Committee 
for improperly attempting to influence the vote 
of fellow Michigan congressman Nick Smith on 
the floor of the U.S. House. In the 109th Con-
gress, Miller served on the House Committee on 
Armed Services, the Committee on Government 
Reform, and the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. She won reelection in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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—Angela Kouters

Millett, Kate (Katherine Murray Millett) 
(1934– ) feminist writer, activist Katherine 
Murray Millett was born on September 14, 1934, 
in St. Paul, Minnesota. Studying first at University 
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of Minnesota (where she graduated with first-
class honors in 1956), she went on to earn a mas-
ter’s degree (again with first-class honors) at St. 
Hilda’s College, Oxford University, in 1958. After 
teaching in the United States for a few years, she 
moved to Japan to teach English and study sculpt-
ing. While overseas, she met Fumio Yahima, a 
sculptor whom she married two years after return-
ing to America in 1963. She began teaching in 
Barnard College’s department of English a year 
later and became active in feminist politics and 
the civil rights movement.

In 1966, Millett became a committee mem-
ber of the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN 
(NOW). She also returned to studying, com-
pleting a Ph.D. (with distinction) at Colum-
bia University in 1970. Her dissertation, an 
interdisciplinary work that combined religion, 
sociology, psychology, and anthropology with 
literary theory and analysis, also combined 
academic research with grassroots activist prac-
tice and defined the objectives and potential 
strategies of the feminist movement. Published 
the year she was awarded her doctorate, Sexual 
Politics was an overnight success, catapulting 
Millett into the public sphere with national 
prominence in the feminist movement. Attack-
ing PATRIARCHY as the root cause of women’s 
oppression in society and proposing changes 
in personal and sexual attitudes, Sexual Politics 
helped rally the still-burgeoning women’s rights 
movement and was as controversial as it was 
popular.

Millett soon felt the costs of being a celeb-
rity—and a feminist. Just a year after the release 
of her first book, she made a film about women 
called Three Lives, and by 1973 had published 
another book, The Prostitution Papers (1973). 
When her third book, Flying, was published 
in 1974, the aftermath of her best seller was 
revealed. An autobiographical work, Flying out-
lines the distress that followed the success of 
Sexual Politics as well as the ordeals she suffered 
for her radical feminist views and, particularly, 
her coming out as a lesbian. Another autobio-
graphical work followed, and Sita (describing a 

hopeless love affair with another woman) was 
published in 1977.

Millett remained actively involved in femi-
nist politics and activism throughout the 1970s, 
and she participated in demonstrations sup-
porting the enactment of the EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT (ERA) to the Constitution. At the 
end of the decade, she published another work 
of nonfiction, The Basement: Meditation on a 
Human Sacrifice (1979), a harrowing tale of 
the abuse, torture, and subsequent murder of 
a young woman orchestrated by her supposed 
guardian. That same year, Millett left American 
soil again, this time to Iran to join and support a 
campaign for women’s rights after the revolution 
there. She was expelled by the then-new Islamic 
regime shortly thereafter. Her account of that 
experience and her take on the political oppres-
sion in the country under Ayatollah Khomeini 
was documented in Going to Iran, published in 
1981.

While writing, traveling, and teaching, Mil-
lett continued her work as a sculptor and 
showed her pieces in one-woman shows in New 
York, Los Angeles, and internationally. She also 
exhibited in the Women’s Building in Los Ange-
les in 1977 and was one of the founders of the 
Women’s Art Colony. Despite Millett’s seemingly 
endless energy, she fell under increased distress 
and mental strain, and The Loony Bin Trip (1990) 
documents her personal experience of a break-
down, hospitalization, and recovery and her 
story of being a psychiatric patient.

Millett now stands as a recognized name 
of FEMINISM’s past, and her book, Sexual Politics, 
continues to be read as a seminal work in the 
women’s liberation movements in North Amer-
ica and overseas.

Further Reading
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———. The Politics of Cruelty. New York: Norton, 
1994.

———. The Prostitution Papers. New York: Avon, 
1973.

———. Sita. New York: Simon & Schuster, 1992.

—Candis Steenbergen

Mink, Patsy (Patsy Takemoto Mink) (1927–
2002) congressperson Patsy Mink, the first 
Asian-American woman elected to Congress, 
was born Patsy Takemoto on December 6, 1927, 
in Paia, Maui, Hawaii, the second of two chil-
dren. Of Japanese descent, her father, Suematsu 
Takemoto, was a land surveyor, and her mother, 
Mitama Tateyama, was a homemaker. Patsy and 
her brother Eugene grew up in segregated 
Hawaii, where whites and Asians lived sepa-
rately. When the Japanese bombed Pearl Harbor 
on December 7, 1941, life changed for the Minks, 
although not as dramatically as for many Ameri-
cans of Japanese descent living on the mainland. 
Because of the size of the population living on 
the Hawaiian Islands, Japanese Americans there 
were not interned during World War II. How-
ever, Mink’s father was interrogated; school was 
limited to four days per week (with the fifth 
dedicated to war duty); and the Japanese-
 language school Patsy had attended after her 
classes in public school was closed. Mink aspired 
to be a doctor and excelled in school. In 1943, 
she was elected president of the student body at 
Maui High School, the first female to hold the 
office. She graduated valedictorian in 1944 and 
entered the University of Hawaii in Honolulu to 
prepare for medical school. In 1946, she trans-
ferred to Wilson College in Pennsylvania but 
found no pre-med program and, after a semester, 
transferred again to the University of Nebraska, 
Lincoln. She was assigned to the “International 
House,” where all students of color resided. She 
wrote a letter to the editor protesting the segre-
gation policy. She left Nebraska after only a few 
months because of a medical condition that 
required surgery. She completed her degrees in 
zoology and chemistry at the University of 

Hawaii in 1948. Although Mink wanted to 
attend medical school and applied to several 
institutions, she was not accepted, in part, she 
believed, because of her race and gender. Instead, 
Mink enrolled in law school at the University of 
Chicago in 1948. There she met John Mink, a 
geology graduate student, and the two were 
married on January 27, 1951. Patsy completed 
her law degree in the same year.

Finding a job in law proved difficult. In 
addition to race and gender, Mink was hampered 
by her status as a married woman. When she 
gave birth to their daughter, Gwendolyn Rachel 
Matsu Mink, in 1952, a fourth impediment to 
employment in law was added. She found work 
at the University of Chicago Law library, but 
with no prospects for work as a lawyer in sight, 
the family returned to Hawaii in 1952. She 
passed the Hawaii bar that same year, making 
her the first Japanese-American woman to do 
so, and opened her own practice. She first ran 
for office in 1956 and won a seat in the Hawaii 
Territorial House. In 1958, she won election to 
the Hawaii Territorial Senate and was named 
chairperson of the Education Committee. When 
Hawaii was admitted to statehood in 1959, the 
Territorial Houses were dissolved. Mink sought 
the Hawaiian seat in the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives but lost to Daniel Inouye. She contin-
ued her work in the Democratic Party and won 
a seat in the state senate in 1962. Her legislative 
focus was again on education, but she began to 
work explicitly on behalf of women’s rights as 
well by supporting an equal pay law.

In 1964, she was elected to the U.S. House 
of Representatives, making her the first Asian-
American woman elected to Congress (and 
one of only 12 women in the body). Serving 
from 1964 to 1976, Mink worked on promot-
ing federal aid to education, women’s rights, 
civil rights, and poverty issues. In 1972, Mink 
briefly ran for president, appearing only on 
the ballot of the Oregon Democratic primary 
before she withdrew. Like other women before 
her, Mink did not think that she would win 
the nomination, but she wanted to highlight 
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issues important to women and demonstrate 
that the idea of a woman president was serious. 
In Congress, she was a strong feminist voice 
for abortion rights, support for day care, equal 
pay, civil rights, federal aid to families, and 
environmental protection. In 1973, she urged 
the impeachment of Richard M. Nixon and 
promoted hearings on the Watergate scandal. 
She was a primary proponent of TITLE IX of the 
EDUCATIONAL AMENDMENTS of 1974, opening aca-
demic and athletic opportunities to women.

In the election of 1976, Mink ran for a U.S. 
Senate seat but lost. When she left Congress, 
she worked briefly in the Carter administration 
as assistant secretary of state for oceans and 
international environmental affairs (1977–78), 
but returned to her law practice in Hawaii after 
one year. In 1983, she was elected to the city 
council of Honolulu (1983–87), but lost in the 
next two elections (for governor in 1986 and 
for mayor of Honolulu in 1988). She returned 
to Congress as the result of a special election 
in 1990 to fill the vacated seat of Representa-
tive Daniel Akaka. She was again a strong voice 
for women’s rights, objecting to the nomina-
tion of Clarence Thomas for the U.S. Supreme 
Court. By 1996, she was the senior Democratic 
woman serving in the House. In June 2002, 
she was honored as a NOW Woman of Vision 
at the commemoration of the 30th anniversary 
of Title IX. Most recently, she was publicly 
skeptical of the government’s response to the 
September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks. She raised 
concerns about the potential loss of civil liber-
ties and the creation of the new Department of 
Homeland Security. She served continuously 
until her death at the age of 74 on September 28, 
2002, of viral pneumonia brought on by a case 
of chicken pox. A few days before her funeral, 
Congress changed the name of Title IX to the 
Patsy Mink Act. She was elected once more, 
posthumously, in November 2002.

Minor, Virginia (Virginia Louisa Minor) 
(1824–1894) suffragist Virginia Louisa Minor 

was an advocate for women’s SUFFRAGE in Mis-
souri following the Civil War. Born in Virginia, 
on March 27, 1824, she married attorney (and 
distant cousin) Francis Minor in 1843, and they 
moved to St. Louis in 1845. Their only son died at 
the age of 14. In March 1867, Minor petitioned 
the Missouri State Legislature, arguing that citi-
zens taxed by the government were entitled to 
vote. In May that year, she became the first presi-
dent of the Woman Suffrage Association of Mis-
souri (WSA). She resigned her post in 1871 when 
WSA affiliated itself with the AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION rather than the NATIONAL 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, which argued the 
Fourteenth Amendment guaranteed all people 
citizenship and thus the vote. In 1890, Minor was 
elected president of the reunited St. Louis branch 
of the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
ASSOCIATION. She resigned that post in 1892 and 
died in St. Louis on August 14, in 1894.

Minor is best known for her lawsuit against 
the St. Louis registrar for denying her the right to 
register to vote in 1872. Because married women 
could not sue in court, she and her husband 
filed the lawsuit jointly. She argued that the reg-
istrar denied her constitutional right based on 
the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Amendments, 
because by denying her the vote as a citizen, it 
placed her in a position of “involuntary servi-
tude.” The case was dismissed based on explicit 
reference to “male citizens” in the Missouri 
Constitution. Minor’s appeal went to the U.S. 
Supreme Court in March 1875 (MINOR V. HAP-
PERSETT). The Court rejected her claim based on 
citizenship rights, arguing that individual states 
may exclude women from voting because voting 
was not necessarily a right of citizenship.

Further Reading
Corbett, Katharine T. In Her Place: A Guide to St. Louis 

Women’s History. St. Louis: Missouri Historical 
Society Press, 1999.

Wheeler, Marjorie Spruill. One Woman, One Vote: Redis-
covering the Woman Suffrage Movement. Troutdale, 
Oreg.: NewSage Press, 1995.

—Lisa G. Guinn
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Minor v. Happersett (88 U.S. 162) (1875) 
In this case, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that 
the state of Missouri had been within its consti-
tutional rights in denying VIRGINIA MINOR, a 
woman, the right to vote. Feminist VICTORIA 
WOODHULL had urged women to attempt to vote, 
arguing that the Fourteenth Amendment forbade 
the states to limit citizens’ rights. This “new 
departure” was adopted by the NATIONAL WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NWSA), and SUSAN B. 
ANTHONY organized more than 70 suffragists 
nationwide (Minor among them) to vote in the 
1872 elections. Anthony herself voted in Roches-
ter, New York, and was subsequently arrested 
and jailed. At her trial, she gave an impassioned 
speech on the injustices of excluding women 
from political participation. Her case could not 
be appealed to the Supreme Court due to the fact 
that (over her objections) her lawyer had paid 
her fine rather than see her spend time in jail.

Virginia Minor had been denied entrance to 
the Missouri polls by the registrar, Reese Hap-
persett, on the ground that the state constitu-
tion limited voting to males. With her husband 
(because married women could not bring legal 
action on their own), she sued the registrar, 
arguing that her rights of citizenship had been 
unlawfully denied. When the case reached the 
Supreme Court, however, the justices declared 
that voting was not among the privileges guar-
anteed to all citizens and was therefore not pro-
tected by the Fourteenth Amendment. While the 
Court acknowledged that women were citizens, it 
ruled that the Fifteenth Amendment only stated 
conditions that the states could not use to deny 
the vote, thereby leaving them free to erect other 
restrictions on the franchise. This decision con-
vinced the NWSA that woman SUFFRAGE could be 
won only by constitutional amendment.

Further Reading
FindLaw for Legal Professionals. “U.S. Supreme Court: 

Minor v. Happersett, 88 U.S. 162 (1874).” Available 
online. URL: http://tinyurl.com/2sctmn. Accessed 
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1873.” In Famous American Trials. Available 
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on January 10, 2007.

Mississippi University for Women v. Hogan 
(458 U.S. 718) (1982) Joe Hogan wanted to 
get a degree in nursing and applied to Missis-
sippi University for Women, a state-funded all-
women’s college. He was denied admission and 
told that as a male he could attend classes but 
would not receive any official credits. Hogan 
argued that this practice violated his equal-pro-
tection rights. The university, on the other hand, 
argued that its all-female policy was designed to 
compensate for the past discrimination against 
women and that it was essential to the learning 
environment for women.

In determining whether equal-protection 
rights were violated by a policy favoring one sex 
over the other, the U.S. Supreme Court applied 
the standard requiring the policy to further an 
important and legitimate objective of the state. In 
addition, the Court had to find that the practice 
actually met the objective. In this case, the Court 
ruled that the objective was illegitimate because 
it was solely based on sex as a criterion. The jus-
tices further ruled that the admission policy did 
not serve to compensate women for past discrimi-
nation because the nursing profession has always 
been regarded as a female profession. Finally, 
since Mississippi University allowed Hogan to 
attend college without earning credit, the claim 
that it wanted to create a single-sex learning 
environment for women was also void.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Miss. Univ. for Women v. Hogan, 

458 U.S. 718 (1982).” Available online. URL: 
http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980–1989/ 
1981/1981_81_406. Accessed on January 10, 
2007.

Mitchell, Maria (1818–1889) astronomer Ma-
ria Mitchell was born on August 1, 1818, in the 
whaling port of Nantucket, Massachusetts. Her 
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Quaker parents encouraged her educational pur-
suits. Mitchell’s neighbors’ reliance on celestial 
navigation for their livelihoods influenced her 
early interest in astronomy, as did the avid exam-
ple of her father, a teacher. She served as the 
librarian of the Nantucket Atheneum for 20 years 
while also assisting her father in his stellar obser-
vations. In 1847, while helping with his work for 
the U.S. Coast Survey, she discovered a new 
comet, thereafter referred to as “Miss Mitchell’s 
Comet.” Worldwide celebrity ensued, including 
election to prestigious scientific societies. In 
1865, Mitchell accepted an invitation to take 
charge of the observatory at the newly founded 
Vassar College. There she continued her research, 
often inviting students to work with her. She 
became known not only as a pioneering astrono-
mer but also as one of Vassar’s greatest teachers 
and mentors. Mitchell retired from Vassar in 
1888 and died in Lynn, Massachusetts, on June 
28, 1889.

Mitchell is remembered primarily for her 
scientific achievements, which were particularly 
remarkable for a woman of her day. She was 
the first woman elected to the American Acad-
emy of Arts and Sciences and to the American 
Philosophical Society. Both within and outside 
of scientific circles, however, she used her 
public influence to urge that women’s accom-
plishments be recognized and rewarded fairly. 
Feminist concerns of this kind characterized 
the Association for the Advancement of Women 
(1873), of which she was a founder and early 
president.

Further Reading
Kendall, Phebe Mitchell, ed. Maria Mitchell: Life, 

Letters, and Journals. Boston: Lee and Shepard, 
1986.

Rossiter, Margaret. Women Scientists in America: Strug-
gles and Strategies to 1940. Baltimore: Johns Hop-
kins University Press, 1982.
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York: Macmillan Co., 1949.

—Laura R. Prieto

Mitchell, Martha (Martha Elizabeth Beall 
Mitchell) (1918–1976) Watergate whistle-blower 
Born Martha Elizabeth Beall on September 2, 
1918, in Pine Bluff, Arkansas, Martha Mitchell is 
best known for her late-night phone calls to 
Washington journalists to report President Rich-
ard Nixon’s “dirty tricks” during the early days 
of the Watergate scandal. When the Washington 
Post reported that her husband, Attorney General 
John N. Mitchell, had authorized $250,000 to 
pay for bail and to hush up the Watergate bur-
glars, Martha claimed that the White House was 
using John as a scapegoat to protect Richard 
Nixon. John Mitchell reportedly went so far as to 
lock Martha in a closet to keep her from phoning 
the press. White House tapes reveal a campaign 
to discredit Martha with leaked information 
about her alleged drinking problem. The Mitch-
ells ultimately divorced, and when John Mitchell 
was sentenced for his Watergate crimes in Febru-
ary 1975, he said, “It could have been worse. 
They could have sentenced me to spend the rest 
of my life with Martha Mitchell.” Martha Mitch-
ell died of myeloma on May 31, 1976, at the age 
of 57.

Further Reading
Bernstein, Carl and Bob Woodward. All the President’s 

Men. New York: Warner Books, 1974.
Thomas, Helen. Front Row at the White House: My Life 

and Times. New York: Scribner, 2000.

Mofford, Rose (Rose Perica Mofford) 
(1922– ) governor of Arizona Rose Mofford 
served as the first woman governor of Arizona 
following the impeachment of Governor Evan 
Mecham. Born Rose Perica in Globe, Arizona, on 
June 10, 1922, her first job in government was at 
the age of 17, as secretary to the state treasurer. 
She was married to “Lefty” Mofford in 1957. In 
1977, she was appointed Arizona secretary of 
state by Governor Wesley Bolin, and she was 
reelected to that position in 1978, 1982, and 
1986. Following Evan Mecham’s impeachment 
in 1987, she took over as acting governor on Feb-
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ruary 2, 1988, and was sworn in as governor on 
April 4 after Mecham was convicted and removed 
from office. Mofford proved a calming influence 
in Arizona state politics, providing stability and 
removing controversial appointments. Though 
favored to win, she did not run for election in 
1990. Mofford served most recently as an Ari-
zona elector for Democratic candidate John 
Kerry in the 2004 U.S. presidential race.

Further Reading
Myers, John L., ed. The Arizona Governors: 1912–1990. 

Phoenix: Heritage Publishers, 1989.

Monroe, Elizabeth (Elizabeth Kortright 
Monroe) (1786–1830) first lady Born on Nov-
ember 27, 1728, in New York City, Elizabeth 
Kortright was the second of five children born 
to Laurence and Hannah Kortright. Her father 
was a wealthy Tory merchant who remained in 
the United States after the American Revolution. 
Elizabeth grew up in New York City and made 
her debut into the city’s exclusive mercantile 
society. In 1785, she met James Monroe, then a 
Virginia delegate to the Confederation Con-
gress. They were married on February 16, 1786, 
and lived with her father in New York until the 
congressional session ended. The Monroes then 
returned to Fredricksburg, Virginia where James 
somewhat reluctantly took up the practice of 
law to support the family; Eliza Monroe was 
born in 1786. In 1789, James Monroe bought 
Albemarle farm near Jefferson’s Monticello. The 
Monroes spent summers there and winters near 
the Court of Appeals in Richmond or the U.S. 
Senate in Philadelphia following his election as 
a senator in 1790. In 1794, Monroe was appointed 
U.S. minister to France, where they quickly 
adopted French customs and language, enroll-
ing Eliza in a French school. During this two-
year term, Elizabeth performed one notable 
public deed with her visit to Madame de Lafay-
ette, scheduled for execution following the 
French Revolution. The publicity surrounding 
her visit resulted in Madame Lafayette’s release.

In 1797, the Monroes returned to Char-
lottsville, Virginia, where James worked closely 
with Thomas Jefferson and James Madison in 
building the Republican Party. In 1799, he was 
elected governor of Virginia. In May that same 
year, Elizabeth gave birth to a son who died of 
whooping cough 16 months later. A third child, 
Maria Hester, was born in 1803. After three 
terms as governor, James Monroe accepted Pres-
ident Jefferson’s appointment as envoy to France 
to negotiate the Louisiana Purchase. He engaged 
in a number of diplomatic assignments in Paris 
and London from 1803 to 1807 before return-
ing the family to their estate in Virginia. Their 
daughter Eliza married George Hay, a promi-
nent Virginia politician, in 1808. In 1810, James 
Monroe was elected to the Virginia Assembly, 
but he left before his term expired to accept an 
appointment as secretary of state under James 
Madison. Elizabeth’s arrival in Washington did 
not go smoothly as, among other things, she 
retained the French custom of returning but not 
initiating calls and visits.

In 1816, James Monroe was elected as the 
fifth president of the United States. Although 
the Monroes had been residents of Washington 
for several years, biographers describe them 
as strangers to social Washington. In sharp 
contrast to DOLLEY MADISON’s gregarious social 
personality and active calling calendar, Eliza-
beth Monroe did not accept private invitations 
and entertained infrequently. Elizabeth called 
upon her daughter Eliza to help her with social 
commitments, only to find that Eliza’s French 
socialization and manners also alienated Wash-
ington society. Never certain of her formal 
status when she acted in her mother’s place, she 
often appeared dictatorial. The rift eventually 
led James Monroe to call a special cabinet meet-
ing in 1817 to consider the protocol of receiving 
diplomats in Washington.

Ultimately, Elizabeth Monroe’s choices in 
shaping her public role may have had as much to 
do with health problems as with precedent set-
ting. Paying calls was exhausting, and Elizabeth 
suffered from a number of maladies, including 
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rheumatism and headaches, occasional seizures, 
and several serious fevers. While foreign visi-
tors approved of her reserved formality, it stood 
in stark contrast to her immediate predecessor, 
Dolley Madison, and did not sit well with most 
Americans.

Elizabeth Monroe’s health deteriorated con-
siderably during her husband’s second term. 
When John Quincy Adams became president 
in 1825, the Monroes were unable to vacate the 
White House for several weeks until Elizabeth 
was well enough to travel. In June 1825, the 
first couple retired to Oak Hill, a plantation in 
Loudon County, Virginia. On September 23, 
1830, Elizabeth Monroe died. James Monroe 
lived with his daughter, Maria Hester Gou-
verneur, in New York until his death on July 
4, 1831. Almost no historical record regard-
ing Elizabeth and James Monroe remains due 
to a family tradition of burning all personal 
correspondence.
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Moore, Gwen (Gwendolynne Sophia 
Moore)  (1951– ) congressperson Gwen 
Moore was born on April 18, 1951, in Racine, 
Wisconsin, to a father who was a factory worker 
and a mother who was a public schoolteacher. 
Moore attended Marquette University as an 
expectant mother, receiving welfare benefits to 
support herself and her daughter. She graduated 
with a B.A. degree in political science and in 
2000 received a certificate for senior executives 
in state and local government from Harvard 
University. Prior to elective office, Moore worked 
as a housing officer with the Wisconsin Housing 

and Economic Development Authority and as a 
planning analyst with the Wisconsin Depart-
ment of Employment. She also served as a devel-
opment specialist for the City of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, as a representative to the Wisconsin 
State Assembly (1989–91), and in the Wisconsin 
State Senate (1996–2004).

Moore was elected to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives in 2004, earning 70 percent of the 
vote and defeating Republican Gerald Boyle in 
the general election. The first African American 
and the second woman to represent Wisconsin in 
Congress, she has introduced legislation to pro-
vide economic incentives and tax cuts to small 
businesses to promote job creation. She has also 
supported an amendment to the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to prevent so-called predatory lending. 
Moore supports amending the U.S. Constitution 
to provide for uniform national election stan-
dards and to end gender discrimination under 
the law. In the 109th Congress, she served on 
the Committee on Financial Services and the 
House Committee on Small Business. She is a 
member of the Congressional Black Caucus and 
the Working Group on Welfare Reform. She was 
reelected to the House in 2006.
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motherhood bind The term motherhood bind 
has gained prominence in the contemporary 
political lexicon as more women with children 
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seek progressively higher levels of public office. 
Women face a series of questions about their fit-
ness for public service and about their ability to 
hold public office, regardless of whether they are 
mothers or not. Journalist and communication 
scholar Deborah Tannen described the mother-
hood bind in a 1992 New York Times opinion col-
umn: “If you’re not a Mother, you’re a Failed 
Woman. If you are a Mother, you can’t have 
enough attention to pay to serious work. If you 
are paying attention to serious work, you must 
be a Bad Mother.” Childless women candidates 
(or professional women in general) often face 
questions about their “life choices”—that is, they 
must explain why they do not have children. 
Female elected officials with children are pep-
pered with questions about how they will handle 
the duties of their office and maintain their 
responsibilities to their children and home. For 
example, PATRICIA SCHROEDER, former Democratic 
congresswoman from Colorado, had a two-year-
old daughter when she was first elected in 1972. 
She spent the first few days in office fielding 
queries from constituents, colleagues, and report-
ers about how she was going to “do it.”

Almost 30 years later, Jane Swift became 
governor of Massachusetts when Paul Cellucci 
resigned from office to serve as ambassador to 
Canada in 2001. Upon taking office, she became 
the nation’s youngest governor at age 36, and 
she was pregnant with twins. Even feminists 
challenged her ability to govern as a pregnant 
woman and mother of another young daughter. 
Wendy Kaminer, in an article for The American 
Prospect, wrote: “Today it’s difficult to suggest 
that bearing children may even temporarily 
disqualify a woman from high office, or any 
extremely demanding and stressful full-time 
job. It’s hard to ask the question ‘Is Jane Swift 
fit to serve?’ without calling up more than 100 
years of crippling stereotypes about the emo-
tional, moral, and physical attributes of normal 
women. Still, it’s a question that ought to be 
asked. . . . Why would you want to become 
governor and give birth to twins more or less 
simultaneously, anyway? I realize that Swift 

didn’t plan this odd confluence of events, but 
she could easily have anticipated it. . . . If she 
intended to assume the office of governor when 
Cellucci moved on, Swift could have postponed 
her pregnancy.”

Is it reasonable to expect women to post-
pone or forgo having children in order to pursue 
public office? If the PIPELINE THESIS is correct, the 
proportion of women holding public office will 
never reach parity if young women do not enter 
politics early and seek progressively higher lev-
els of responsibility and office.
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Mott, Lucretia Coffin (1793–1880) suffragist, 
abolitionist Lucretia Mott was an advocate of 
equality between women and men, whites and 
blacks. She was simultaneously an abolitionist 
and a suffragist who did not want to favor one 
activity over the other, seeing both as essential 
work for creating a truly free society. She was 
born Lucretia Coffin on January 3, 1793, into a 
Quaker family and grew up among abolitionists 
on Nantucket, Massachusetts. In the Quaker 
tradition, she was educated alongside her broth-
ers and was sent to a Quaker girls’ boarding 
school in New York when she was 13. There she 
met James Mott, her future husband, whom she 
married in 1811; they had six children, five of 
whom survived to adulthood.

Active in the Quaker community, Lucretia 
Mott moved to Philadelphia and became a min-
ister in 1821. In 1833, she founded the PHILA-
DELPHIA FEMALE ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY as women 
were not admitted to traditional abolitionist 
groups. She traveled throughout Pennsylvania 
speaking out against slavery, and she and her 
husband James Mott provided shelter in their 
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home for runaway slaves. She was chosen as 
a delegate to the World Conference against 
Slavery in 1840, but upon her arrival in Lon-
don, she was refused a seat there because she 
was a woman. The debate over the inclusion of 
women in the conference infuriated the female 
delegates. Refused the opportunity to argue on 
their own behalf, men like Wendell Phillips had 
to point out the irony of refusing women (who 
had been duly chosen as representatives) in a 
conference devoted to the abolition of slavery. 
Many men who were against the women’s par-
ticipation used the argument that their inclu-
sion would offend their hosts; yet this appeal 
for respect of customary beliefs was often the 
very argument used by Southern slave owners to 
support slavery.

It was at the World Conference against 
Slavery that Mott first met ELIZABETH CADY 
STANTON, who came to the convention with her 
husband on her honeymoon. After they were 
rejected as delegates, Mott and Stanton vowed 
to work together for the rights of women. Mott, 
like Stanton, was deeply influenced by Mary 
Wollstonecraft’s VINDICATION OF THE RIGHTS OF 
WOMEN, which argued that women had been 
continually degraded throughout history and 
taught to think of themselves as the weaker sex. 
Wollstonecraft’s work argued that the power of 
reason is available to men and women alike, and 
thus women, like men, must be educated in a 
way that best enhances that reason.

Mott and Stanton met again in upstate New 
York in 1848 when they worked together to 
organize the SENECA FALLS CONVENTION for wom-
en’s rights. Mott and Stanton together wrote the 
DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS AND RESOLUTIONS, 
and Mott opened and closed the 1848 conven-
tion. Two years later, she organized another 
conference, in Rochester, New York, and also 
in 1850 met LUCY STONE for the first time at the 
first NATIONAL WOMAN’S RIGHTS CONVENTION in 
Worcester, Massachusetts. That same year, Mott 
published her Discourse on Women, in which she 
drew on Wollstonecraft to argue for the equality 
of woman: “Of what rights is she deprived? What 

privileges are withheld from her? I answer, she 
asks nothing as a favor, but as a right, she wants 
to be acknowledged as a moral responsible 
being. She is seeking not to be governed by laws, 
in the making of which she has no voice. She is 
deprived of almost every right in civil society, 
and is a cypher in the nation, except in the right 
of presenting a petition.”

In 1852, Mott was elected president of the 
Woman’s Rights Convention, and she attended 
every meeting until they were disbanded dur-
ing the Civil War. It was as president of this 
organization that Mott presided over the “Mob 
Convention” of 1853 at the World’s Fair in New 
York City. The crowd had been agitated with 
multiple days of newspaper accounts ridiculing 
both the idea of women’s rights and the public 
display of women as speakers on their own 
behalf. Speakers (including SOJOURNER TRUTH) 
were greeted with howls of rage, catcalls, and 
thrown items. Mott refused to call in the police 
(who were contacted at one point and never 
came) in order to stay true to her pacifist prin-
ciples. As would be seen 100 years later in the 
civil rights movement, the contrast between the 
Quaker simplicity of Mott and the brutishness 
of the mobs who opposed her won many sup-
porters to her cause.

As a Quaker, Mott advocated pacifism and 
did not support the Civil War, although she 
remained staunchly against slavery and did 
hope that it would end as a result of the war. 
She distinguished between pacifism and “pas-
sivism,” remarking that John Brown could be 
admired as a moral hero (for his passionate abo-
litionist stance that ended in the failed attack 
on Harper’s Ferry to instigate a slave uprising). 
“Quakerism, as I understand it, does not mean 
quietism,” Mott remarked in a speech given at 
the Philadelphia Anti-Slavery Society. In 1866, 
she joined Elizabeth Cady Stanton again to 
found the AMERICAN EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION 
(AERA); she was elected its first president. The 
association sent a letter to Congress in 1868 
requesting that the word male not be used in 
the Fourteenth Amendment to define voters. 

322  Mott, Lucretia Coffin

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   322 11/29/07   12:37:57 PM



AERA, whose membership was diverse by race 
and by sex, recognized that limiting the exten-
sion of SUFFRAGE only to black men would ulti-
mately hurt the attainment of equal rights not 
simply by women but by any other group. In 
1870, Mott tried to mend the rift between the 
NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION and the 
AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION over 
the question of suffrage for black men. While 
she understood the tensions between asking 
for votes for black men without demanding an 
extension of suffrage to women, Mott also saw 
the value of reformers working together to bring 
about change. She advocated universal suffrage, 
and when the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT was 
first introduced in 1923, it was referred to as the 
Lucretia Mott amendment (later to become the 
ALICE PAUL Amendment).

The Motts were instrumental in the found-
ing of Swarthmore College, which was coedu-
cational and open to students of all races from 
its inception. In 1867, became involved with the 
Free Religious Association, a group of Quaker 
activists who emphasized an individual’s own 
struggle to come to terms with the divine. In 
1870, she became president of the Pennsylvania 
Peace Society, urging President Ulysses S. Grant 
to work for the abolition of slavery in Cuba. Her 
last public address was in 1878 in Rochester, 
New York, at the 30th anniversary of the Seneca 
Falls Convention. Lucretia Mott died on Novem-
ber 11, 1880.
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Ms. magazine Founded by feminist GLORIA 
STEINEM, the magazine called Ms. made its first 

debut as 30-page insert in the December 1971 
issue of New York Magazine. Its straightforward 
name reflected the feminist movement’s rejec-
tion of the courtesy titles “Miss” and “Mrs.” 
that linked a woman’s identity to her marital 
status.

Supporters praised the first monthly issue 
of Ms. published in July 1972 for its empow-
ering articles and liberating style. Its detrac-
tors, meanwhile, viewed the publication as 
evil incarnate. Instead of recipes and fashion 
advice, Ms. focused on topics that mainstream 
publications usually avoided. From ABORTION 
to the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT and DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, Steinem and Ms. took a front-line posi-
tion. By the end of its first year, the magazine 
had established the Ms. Foundation for Educa-
tion and Communication, a nonprofit organiza-
tion to raise funds benefiting women’s causes in 
the areas of employment, reproductive health, 
violence against women, and issues affecting 
young women.

Katherine Graham, owner of the Wash-
ington Post, was the first person to make a 
major investment in the fledgling publication: 
$20,000. As the 1970s came to a close, however, 
advertising dollars became increasingly harder 
to come by—due largely to the constant scru-
tiny and attack the magazine was under because 
of its “radical views.” From 1978 to 1987, Ms. 
was published as a nonprofit magazine through 
the Ms. Foundation. On December 31, 2001, the 
Feminist Majority Foundation assumed owner-
ship of Ms., which continues to reflect the vision 
of its founder.
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Muller v. Oregon (208 U.S. 412) (1908) 
Social reform was central to the Progressive Era 
(1890s–1920s). Beginning in the states, reform-
ers worked to adopt a variety of statutes, includ-
ing factory safety laws, workmen’s compensation, 
minimum wages, and maximum hours. Conser-
vatives were able to block a number of these on 
the basis that private property was sacrosanct 
and that legislatures should not be able to tell 
people how to use their property. The courts 
also sustained the “liberty to contract,” claiming 
that employers and employees should be able to 
negotiate the terms of employment without state 
interference. The courts did acknowledge that 
the state had an inherent police power, by which 
it could interfere with property and labor con-
tracts in order to protect the health and safety of 
citizens.

In Lochner v. New York (1905) a bare major-
ity of the Supreme Court ruled that a 10-hour 
day workday law was unconstitutional because 
there was no demonstrated relation between 
the law and the workers’ health or safety. The 
Court conceded, however, that such measures 
might be permissible if it could be shown that 
the law did in fact serve to protect health or 
safety.

When the state of Oregon established a 
10-hour workday for women only in laundries 
and factories, business owners attacked it on 
the grounds that, like the New York law at issue 
in Lochner, it bore no relation to the women’s 
health or safety. Future Supreme Court justice 
Louis Brandeis defended the state’s law in Muller 
v. Oregon. In what has come to be known as the 
“Brandeis Brief,” he covered the traditional legal 
precedents in just two pages and then filled 
over 100 pages with sociological, economic, and 
physiological data on the effect of long working 
hours on the health of women. Justice David J. 
Brewer’s opinion for the majority, upholding the 
Oregon law, argued that women were in fact dif-
ferent from men and that these differences made 
the connection between the law and worker 
health and safety clear. Relying on GENDER STE-
REOTYPES, Brewer said:

That woman’s physical structure and the per-
formance of maternal functions place her at a 
disadvantage in the struggle for subsistence is 
obvious. This is especially true when the burdens 
of motherhood are upon her. Even when they 
are not, by abundant testimony of the medical 
fraternity continuance for a long time on her feet 
at work, repeating this from day to day, tends to 
injurious effects upon the body, and, as healthy 
mothers are essential to vigorous offspring, the 
physical well-being of woman becomes an object 
of public interest and care in order to preserve 
the strength and vigor of the race.

Still again, history discloses the fact that woman 
has always been dependent upon man. He 
established his control at the outset by superior 
physical strength, and this control in various 
forms, with diminishing intensity, has contin-
ued to the present. As minors, though not to the 
same extent, she has been looked upon in the 
courts as needing especial care that her rights 
may be preserved. Education was long denied 
her, and while now the doors of the schoolroom 
are opened and her opportunities for acquiring 
knowledge are great, yet even with that and the 
consequent increase of capacity for business 
affairs it is still true that in the struggle for sub-
sistence she is not an equal competitor with her 
brother. Though limitations upon personal and 
contractual rights may be removed by legisla-
tion, there is that in her disposition and habits 
of life which will operate against a full assertion 
of those rights. She will still be where some 
legislation to protect her seems necessary to 
secure a real equality of right. Doubtless there 
are individual exceptions, and there are many 
respects in which she has an advantage over 
him; but looking at it from the viewpoint of the 
effort to maintain an independent position in 
life, she is not upon an equality. Differentiated 
by these matters from the other sex, she is prop-
erly placed in a class by herself, and legislation 
designed for her protection may be sustained, 
even when like legislation is not necessary for 
men, and could not be sustained. 

It was not until the 1970s, in a series of cases, 
that the U.S. Supreme Court declared policy 
based on gender stereotypes unconstitutional.
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Murkowski, Lisa (1957– ) U.S. senator The 
first Alaskan-born senator to serve the state and 
the 33rd female to serve in the U.S. Senate, Lisa 
Murkowski was born in Ketchikan, Alaska, on 
May 22, 1957. She attended public school in 
Fairbanks, graduated from Georgetown Univer-
sity with a degree in economics in 1980, and 
earned her law degree from the Willamette Col-
lege of Law in 1985. Murkowski worked as a 
district attorney in Anchorage for two years and 
then in private practice with a commercial law 
firm for eight years prior to her work as a sole 
practitioner. She has resided in Anchorage for 
more than 25 years.

Lisa Murkowski was elected to three terms 
in the Alaska State House of Representatives, 
beginning in 1998. She won subsequent reelec-
tions in 2000 and 2002, and her State House 
colleagues selected her as house majority leader 
for the 2003–04 term. During her time in the 
State House, Murkowski served on the Alaska 
Commission on Post Secondary Education and 
chaired the labor and commerce committees as 
well as the military and veterans affairs com-
mittee. She was also a member of the National 
Council of State Legislatures, the Council of 
State Governments Executive Committee, and 
the National Order of Women Legislators.

Murkowski, a Republican, was appointed to 
the U.S. Senate on December 20, 2002, to fill the 
vacancy caused by the resignation of her father, 
Frank H. Murkowski. She was subsequently 
elected to the U.S. Senate in 2004 for the term 
ending January 3, 2011. A member of the Sen-
ate Energy and Natural Resources Committee, 
Senator Murkowski chairs its subcommittee on 
water and power and serves on its subcommit-

tees on energy, and public lands and forests. 
Murkowski also is a member of the Senate Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee, serving 
on the subcommittees of transportation and 
infrastructure, and a member of the Fisheries, 
Wildlife, and Water Committee. In addition, 
she serves on the Veterans Affairs Commit-
tee and the Indian Affairs Committee. Senator 
Murkowski assumed leadership roles quickly 
in the 108th session, being selected to serve as 
a deputy whip, assisting the majority whip on 
voting strategy and other leadership functions. 
She was also selected as chair of the class of new 
senators elected in 2002.
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Murray, Judith Sargent (Judith Sargent 
Stevens Murray) (1751–1820) feminist writ-
er Judith Sargent was born on May 5, 1751, in 
Gloucester, Massachusetts into a family increas-
ingly influenced by Universalism, a new strand 
of Protestantism emerging from England. Uni-
versalism (which has today merged with Unitar-
ians to create the Unitarian Universalists) 
declares the universal salvation of souls, in 
direct contrast with the predestinarianism of 
the Puritans. This universalism extended itself, 
for Sargent, to the equality of the sexes. She was 
taught to read and write but was not formally 
educated beyond this. However, her family had 
a large library and she read extensively before 
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her first marriage to John Stevens, a sea captain, 
in 1769. That marriage lasted 18 years until Ste-
vens’s death. She then married John Murray 
(1788), a Universalist minister whom she had 
first met in 1774. They had a daughter, Julia 
Maria, born in 1791.

An extensive letter-writer, Judith Sargent 
Murray began to publish essays and poems after 
her husband went into debt following the Revo-
lutionary War. Her first published essay, “Desul-
tory Thoughts upon the Utility of Encouraging a 
Degree of Complacency in the Female Bosom,” 
published under the pseudonym Constantia 
in 1784, argued that girls should be addressed 
“from the early dawn of reason . . . as a rational 
being.” She stressed the education of girls both 
for their own sakes and also as beings who would 
grow up to raise and educate their own children. 
This began Murray’s lifelong public advocacy 
of education for girls and her argument that if 
women are treated as incapable, then they will 
become incapable; but if they are acknowledged 
as equally capable (and educated to that capabil-
ity), then they will act accordingly.

Judith Sargent Murray published many 
essays and poems in the Massachusetts Maga-
zine, including “On the Equality of the Sexes”: 
“Is the needle and kitchen sufficient to employ 
the operations of a soul thus organized [as cre-
ative and lively]? I should conceive not!” She 
also published two recurring series, The Gleaner, 
later published as a book, and The Repository, in 
addition to a biography of her husband pub-
lished a year after his death in 1815. She wrote 
numerous plays that were produced in Boston 
and was an influential woman in the 18th and 
early 19th centuries at a time when few voices of 
women were heard. Judith Sargent Murray died 
on June 9, 1820, in Natchez, Mississippi.

Further Reading
Kornfeld, Eve. Creating an American Culture, 1775–

1800. Boston: Bedford/St. Martins, 2001.
Schloesser, Pauline. Fair Sex: White Women and Racial 

Patriarchy in the Early American Republic. New 
York: New York University Press, 1992.

Skemp, Sheila L. Judith Sargent Murray: A Brief His-
tory with Documents, vol. I. Boston: Bedford/St. 
Martins, 1998.

—Claire Curtis

Murray, Patty (Patricia Lynn Johns Murray) 
(1950– ) U.S. senator Patty Murray was born 
on October 11, 1950, in Bothell, Washington, 
one of seven children. A graduate of Washington 
State University (1972), she was a preschool 
teacher for several years, taught at Shoreline 
Community College, and married Rob Murray, 
with whom she has two children. In 1986, while 
Murray was working as a citizen-lobbyist for 
education and environmental issues, a state poli-
tician told her she could not make a difference 
because she was only a “mom in tennis shoes.” 
Nonetheless, Murray led a grassroots coalition of 
13,000 parents to save a local preschool program 
from budget cuts and went on to serve on the 
local school board. In 1988, she was elected to 
the Washington State Senate (1988–92); in 1990, 
she was elected to serve as Democratic whip.

In 1992, Murray ran for the U.S. Sen-
ate becoming the first woman to represent 
Washington State. In 1998 and 2004, she was 
reelected by a wide margin, and she is currently 
Washington’s senior senator. Murray serves as 
the highest-ranking Democrat and former chair 
of the Senate Transportation Appropriations 
Subcommittee. She convened Senate hearings on 
port security and cargo security and authored a 
pilot project to improve security at the nation’s 
three largest ports. Murray helped write and 
pass the historic VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 
of 1994 and was a key proponent of its reau-
thorization in 2002. She is also first woman to 
serve on the Senate Veterans Affairs Committee. 
She has been honored for her work by the Viet-
nam Veterans of America, American Ex-POWs, 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Paralyzed 
Veterans of America, and the Washington State 
Department of Veterans Affairs. She has been 
linked to indicted former lobbyist Jack Abramoff 
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through campaign contributions from out-of-
state Indian tribes. She has not returned the 
money and maintains that she has done nothing 
illegal. In December 2006, she was elected secre-
tary of the Senate Democratic Conference.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Murray, Patty.” In Biographical Directory of the United 

States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 
URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/bio 
display.pl?index=M001111. Accessed on January 
8, 2007.

“Senator Patty Murray (WA).” In Project Vote Smart. 
Available online. URL: http://votesmart.org/bio.
php?can_id=S0943103. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

—Angela Kouters

Musgrave, Marilyn (1949– ) congressperson 
Marilyn Musgrave was born on January 27, 
1949, in Greeley, Colorado. She earned a bache-
lors degree in social studies from Colorado State 
University in 1972. Prior to elective office, she 
worked as a teacher and in business. Her career 
in elective office began in 1991 when she served 
one term on the school board of Fort Morgan. 
She has served in the Colorado House of Repre-
sentatives (1993–97) and in the Colorado Senate 
(1997–2002). As a state legislator, she devoted 
her attention to small business and agricultural 
issues, particularly authoring bills to exempt 
farm-equipment dealers from sales tax. She is 
known for her support of the right to keep and 
bear arms and as a social conservative. As a state 
legislator, Musgrave voted to deny marriage 
rights and parental rights for gays and lesbians 
and sponsored a bill to prevent same-sex part-
ners from seeing their partners’ children in the 
hospital during an emergency. Musgrave also 
cast the only vote against legislation to give bat-
tered spouses paid leave from work.

In 2002, when incumbent congressman Bob 
Schaffer retired, Musgrave won the Republican 

nomination to succeed him and went on to win 
the general election. In 2003, Musgrave was the 
lead sponsor of the Federal Marriage Amend-
ment banning same-sex marriage. In the 109th 
Congress, she served on the House Committee 
on Agriculture, the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce, and the Committee on Small 
Business. A close ally to former Speaker Tom 
Delay, she has been accused of a number of ethi-
cal violations. In 2005 and again in 2006, the 
group Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics in 
Washington put Musgrave on their list of most 
corrupt members of Congress. Musgrave won 
reelection in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Musgrave, Marilyn N.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=M001152. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Marilyn N. Musgrave (C0).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BS020598. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Myers, Dee Dee (Margaret Jane Myers) 
(1961– ) White House press secretary Dee Dee 
Myers is the first woman and the youngest per-
son ever to serve as White House press secre-
tary. Born Margaret Jane Myers in Philadelphia 
on September 1, 1961, she graduated from Santa 
Clara University in 1983. Before joining Bill 
Clinton’s campaign for president in 1991, Myers 
worked on a variety of local, state, and national 
campaigns. She served as press secretary for 
Dianne Feinstein in her 1990 bid for governor of 
California and worked on the presidential cam-
paigns of Governor Michael S. Dukakis and Vice 
President Walter F. Mondale. She also worked 
on the staffs of Los Angeles mayor Tom Bradley 
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and California state senator Art Torres. Myers 
served as White House press secretary for most 
of the first two years of Bill Clinton’s adminis-
tration (January 20, 1993, to December 22, 
1994). She was the first woman to serve as 
press secretary, in addition to being the second 
youngest ever. Her first months on the job were 
 overshadowed by Clinton advisor George 
Stephan opoulos, who conducted the daily press 
briefings, but Myers finally took over after 
Stephanopoulos, criticized for poor public rela-
tions skills, was moved to a new position. Myers 
is generally considered to have been a successful 
press secretary. Since leaving the White House, 
Myers has worked as a political analyst, com-
mentator, and writer. She is a contributing edi-
tor to Vanity Fair magazine and had been a 
consultant to the NBC television drama The 
West Wing. Myers is married to Todd S. Purdum, 
a correspondent for the New York Times; they 
live in Los Angeles with their two children.

Myrick, Sue (Susan Wilkins Myrick) 
(1941– ) congressperson Sue Myrick was born 
in Tiffin, Ohio, on August 1, 1941. She attended 
public school and graduated from Port Clinton 
High School in Port Clinton, Ohio. She then 
attended Heidelberg College from 1959 to 1960. 
Myrick is the former president and chief execu-
tive officer of Myrick Advertising and Public 
Relations and Myrick Enterprises. Before enter-
ing Congress, she served on the Charlotte, 
North Carolina, City Council and was a two-
term mayor of the city of Charlotte, the first 
female mayor in Charlotte’s history.

Myrick, a Republican, was first elected 
to Congress in 1994. She is currently in her 

seventh term representing North Carolina’s 
ninth district, which covers portions of Union, 
Mecklenburg, and Gaston counties. One of only 
69 women currently serving in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, Myrick has steadily risen 
in seniority and leadership. In January 2003, 
she was appointed deputy majority whip of the 
108th Congress by Majority Whip Roy Blunt. 
Myrick serves on the Energy and Commerce 
Committee, which is the oldest legislative com-
mittee in the U.S. House of Representatives. 
She is also member of the subcommittees on 
health; environment and hazardous materials; 
and commerce, trade and consumer protection. 
She also serves on the Speaker of the House’s 
Task Force for a Drug-Free America.

Myrick is a breast cancer survivor and 
cochairs the House Cancer Caucus. She spon-
sored a law to provide Medicaid coverage for 
low-income women for mammograms and pap 
smears. She also cosponsored a bill with NITA 
LOWEY to require the National Institutes of 
Health to investigate the connection between 
the environment and cancer.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Myrick, Sue.” In Biographical Directory of the United 

States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 
URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodis-
play.pl?index=M001134. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

“Representative Sue W. Myrick (NC).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=CNIP0698. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters
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Nannygate Zoe Baird, a highly accomplished 
attorney, was nominated by President Bill Clin-
ton in 1993 to serve as the nation’s first female 
attorney general. During her Senate confirma-
tion hearings, evidence was introduced that she 
had employed illegal immigrants to care for her 
children and failed to report and pay taxes for 
these workers. Baird was forced to withdraw 
her candidacy. Her successor, Kimba Wood, 
also a distinguished attorney, faced heightened 
scrutiny and was also forced to withdraw her 
candidacy after disclosure that she too had 
employed undocumented child-care workers. 
The incident became known as “Nannygate” 
and galvanized women’s groups to lobby for 
more attention to the issue of CHILD CARE. 
Women also pointed out that no male appointee 
had been subject to the same line of questioning 
about domestic help. Clinton’s third choice was 
single and childless JANET RENO, who served for 
two terms as the nation’s first female attorney 
general.

Napolitano, Grace (Grace Flores Napoli-
tano) (1936– ) congressperson Grace Napoli-
tano was born on December 4, 1936, and raised 

in Brownsville, Texas. After high school, she 
married and moved with her husband, Frank 
Napolitano, to California, where they raised five 
children, and where she worked as a secretary at 
the Ford Motor Company for 22 years. Napoli-
tano began her political career as a member of 
the Norwalk City Council, winning her first 
election in 1986 by only 28 votes. Four years 
later she won reelection by the largest vote mar-
gin recorded in city history. In 1989, Napolitano 
was selected by the council to serve as mayor. 
She subsequently served in the California Assem-
bly (1993–98), where she focused on interna-
tional trade, environmental protection, 
transportation, and immigration. She was instru-
mental in the creation of a new committee on 
international trade and served as chair of the 
Women’s Caucus and vice chair of the Latino 
caucus.

Due to term limits, Napolitano left the 
California Assembly in 1998, at which time she 
ran for and won a seat in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives. In the 109th Congress, she served 
on the House Committee on International Rela-
tions and the Committee on Resources. In 2005, 
Napolitano was elected chair of the Hispanic 
Caucus. She won re-election in 2006.

N
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“Napolitano, Grace F.” In Biographical Directory of the 

United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=N000179. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Grace Flores Napolitano (CA).” 
In Project Vote Smart. Available online. URL: 
http://votesmart.org/bio.php?can_id=BS026886. 
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—Angela Kouters

National American Woman Suffrage Asso-
ciation (NAWSA) The National American 
Woman Suffrage Association (NAWSA), founded 
in 1890, united two suffragist organizations that 
had pursued opposing policies in the years after 
the Civil War. The NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
ASSOCIATION (NWSA), founded by ELIZABETH 
CADY STANTON and SUSAN B. ANTHONY in 1869, 
had supported a federal constitutional amend-
ment that would grant women the vote, whereas 
the AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION 
(AWSA), organized the same year by LUCY 
STONE, JULIA WARD HOWE, and others, sought 
action through the state legislatures. The two 
policies represented more than differing tactics. 
The NWSA’s insistence on immediate federal 
action brought the women’s movement into 
direct competition with the campaign for black 
male SUFFRAGE. The AWSA recommended that 
women should not seek federal action until the 
campaign for black suffrage had been won. But 
after this goal was achieved with the ratification 
of the Fifteenth Amendment in 1870, it became 
clear that the Republican Party would not take 
up the fight for woman suffrage as the AWSA 
had hoped.

Residual bitterness between the two woman 
suffrage groups kept them apart for another 
20 years, but the primary division over the 
Fifteenth Amendment no longer applied, and 
the two groups united in the NAWSA in 1890. 

Under Anthony and Stanton, the NWSA had 
expressed an assertive FEMINISM, advocating 
a broad range of rights for women. With the 
blending into NAWSA, the women’s movement 
became both more focused and more conserva-
tive, seeking only the vote and often justifying 
it in terms of women’s “purifying” influence 
rather than equality with men. CARRIE CHAP-
MAN CATT, a former NAWSA president, returned 
and gave new life to the suffrage movement, 
aggressively organizing state campaigns that 
reached beyond NAWSA’s traditional middle-
class base to include immigrant and working-
class women.

The suffrage movement was getting broader 
support from national reform groups, and in 
Washington, the CONGRESSIONAL UNION FOR 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE led by Alice Paul was bring-
ing the militant tactics of British suffragists to 
a campaign for a federal amendment. Although 
the Congressional Union’s abrasiveness offended 
the NAWSA leadership, it also spurred them to 
action. Catt herself cultivated President Wood-
row Wilson, ultimately winning his support. 
On June 4, 1919, with 26 state legislatures peti-
tioning Congress on behalf of woman suffrage, 
the Nineteenth Amendment passed by a large 
majority and went to the states for ratification. 
NAWSA disbanded, but many of its leaders were 
active in the founding of the National LEAGUE OF 
WOMEN VOTERS in the same year.

Further Reading
Catt, Carrie Chapman, and Nettie Rogers Shuler. 

Woman Suffrage and Politics: The Inner Story of 
the Suffrage Movement. New York: C. Scribner’s 
Sons, 1923.

Evans, Sara M. Born for Liberty. New York: The Free 
Press, 1989.

—Paula Casey

National Association of Colored Women 
(NACW) The National Association of Colored 
Women (NACW) formed in 1896 at a Boston 
meeting of national leaders of the BLACK WOMEN’S 
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CLUB MOVEMENT, a powerful network of organiza-
tions devoted to eliminating racial inequality by 
expanding economic, social, and political oppor-
tunities for African-American women and men. 
The NACW merged the NATIONAL FEDERATION OF 
AFRO-AMERICAN WOMEN and the COLORED WOM-
EN’S LEAGUE, a group headed by the woman who 
would soon take the helm as the first president 
of the NACW, MARY CHURCH TERRELL.

Faced with segregated financial institutions, 
medical facilities, fraternal organizations, and 
an omission from any form of organized labor, 
African Americans sought their own remedies 
to social welfare and economic inequality within 
their communities. The NACW network of Afri-
can-American women’s clubs facilitated member 
involvement in such social-reform measures as 
the establishment of community hospitals and 
of shelters for young women that catered to an 
African-American clientele. The NACW estab-
lished these institutions not only as a means to 
assist their communities but also as a way to 
provide black women with increased educational 
opportunities. By providing African-American 
women with the tools necessary for improving 
their economic status, NACW members hoped to 
circumvent the risks for sexual exploitation and 
abuse associated with work as a live-in domestic 
worker, the largest employment category for 
black women living in the late 19th century. 
Committed to eliminating the racial double 
standard that held white women to a higher sex-
ual morality than their black counterparts, the 
NACW believed that these stereotypes endan-
gered African Americans, both women and men. 
False allegations of the rape of white women 
were given as the primary justification for the 
lynching of African-American men during this 
period, and the growing problem of lynching 
soon became the primary focus of the NACW as 
it moved into the 20th century.

See also ANTI-LYNCHING MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Davis, Angela Y. Women, Race, and Class. New York: 

Vintage Books, 1983.

Giddings, Paula. When and Where I Enter: The Impact 
of Black Women on Race and Sex in America. New 
York: Bantam Books, 1984.

Guy-Sheftall, Beverly, ed. Words of Fire: An Anthology 
of African-American Feminist Thought. New York: 
The New Press, 1995.

—Kimberly K. Little

National Association of Women Business 
Owners (NAWBO) The National Associa-
tion of Women Business Owners (NAWBO) was 
founded in 1975 by a group of 12 women busi-
ness owners in the Washington, D.C., area. 
Today it includes chapters in almost every U.S. 
metropolitan area. Membership is open to sole 
proprietors, partners, and corporate owners 
with day-to-day management responsibility. 
Active members who live in a chapter area auto-
matically join both their local chapter and the 
national organization. There is also an at-large 
chapter for the women business owners outside 
the chapter areas. The organization is dedicated 
to improving the conditions under which women 
entrepreneurs operate. The organization offers 
members the opportunity to network, build alli-
ances, and participate in professional develop-
ment programming. NAWBO offers a public 
policy presence in Washington, D.C., and an 
international network of contacts through its 
affiliation with Les Femmes Chefs d’Entreprises 
Mondiales (World Association of Women Entre-
preneurs) in 35 countries. The organization 
maintains a Web site at www.nawbo.org.

National Birth Control League See VOLUN-
TARY PARENTHOOD LEAGUE.

National Black Feminist Organization 
(NBFO) The National Black Feminist Organi-
zation (NBFO) was founded in 1973 in New 
York City; its first elected chairman was Marga-
ret Sloan, then editor of MS. MAGAZINE. The or-
ganization was made up of primarily black 
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middle-class professional women. NBFO started 
as an organization seeking an independent iden-
tity for the black woman. Black women often felt 
invisible within the larger women’s movement 
dominated by white women and ignored by the 
black liberation movement occupied primarily 
by black men. By creating the NBFO, black 
women were articulating that they would no 
longer allow any group or organization to define 
their actions, concerns, and needs.

The NBFO’s purpose was twofold: (1) to 
address racism prevalent in the white women’s 
liberation movement, and (2) to combat sexism 
embedded in the black men’s liberation move-
ment. Simultaneously addressing and combat-
ing racism and sexism, two interlocking systems 
of oppression, was viewed as the key to empow-
ering and giving voice to the needs of black 
women. Unlike their white female counterparts 
in the larger woman’s movement and their male 
counterparts in the black liberation movements, 
black women faced double discrimination based 
on their race and gender. As such, they needed a 
separate space, not only to discuss and address 
issues and concerns that directly affected them 
based on their dual oppression, but also to 
assess and establish strategies to connect their 
struggles to the larger political system.

The NBFO spawned chapters in major cit-
ies across the United States. In the Chicago 
chapter, a monthly newsletter was created along 
with consciousness-raising groups and work-
shops addressing specific issues such as repro-
ductive rights, sterilization abuse, equal access 
to ABORTION, health care, CHILD CARE, police bru-
tality, labor organizing, and antiracist organiz-
ing. While some chapters, such as the Chicago 
branch, were successful in creating a sense of 
unity and consistency, other chapters, such as 
the founding New York City branch, were less 
successful. Members of the New York chapter 
were constantly at odds as to what actions 
should be taken on specific issues. Michele 
Wallace, a founding member and author of “On 
the National Black Feminist Organization,” 
suggests that the organization was doomed 

because the membership was so diverse, includ-
ing members from the Socialist Workers Party, 
radical lesbians, and nonfeminists. Wallace 
notes: “It is possible that NBFO was not meant 
to happen when it did. Most of the prime mov-
ers in the organization were representing some 
other organization and whatever commitment 
they might have had to black women’s issues 
took a back seat. Women who had initiative 
and spirit usually attended one meeting, were 
turned off by the hopelessness of getting any-
thing accomplished, and never returned again. 
Each meeting brought new faces . . . so NBFO 
has become an organization of people who actu-
ally seem to enjoy long, pointless meetings and 
endless squabbling.”

The national structure of the NBFO was 
dissolved in 1977. However, independent chap-
ters, such as the COMBAHEE RIVER COLLECTIVE, 
continued to operate at the local and regional 
level. Despite its demise, the NBFO remains one 
of the important black women’s organizations 
to begin the discourse on BLACK FEMINISM in the 
United States.

Further Reading
Gordon, Vivian V. Black Women, Feminism, and Black 

Liberation: Which Way? Chicago: Third World 
Press, 1985.

Sarachild, Kathie, ed. Feminist Revolution. New York: 
Random House, 198l.

Wallace, Michell. “On the National Black Feminist 
Organization.” In Feminist Revolution. New York: 
Random House, 1978, 174–175.

—Hollis France

National Black Women’s Health Project 
(NBWHP) See BLACK WOMEN’S HEALTH 
IMPERATIVE.

National Council of Negro Women 
(NCNW) The National Council of Negro 
Women (NCNW) was founded by MARY MCLEOD 
BETHUNE on December 5, 1935, in New York 
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City at the 137th Street branch of the YWCA. 
The NCNW is considered to be the first Afri-
can-American “organization of organizations.” 
Bethune served as president from 1935 to 1949. 
During World War II, the NCNW sponsored a 
number of patriotic activities, including “We 
Serve America,” encouraging local councils to 
“Buy Bonds and Be Free.” Under the leadership 
of Dorothy Boulding Ferebee from 1949 to 
1953, the NCNW focused on supporting United 
Nations initiatives on human rights as well as 
attempts to end segregation and discrimination 
faced by African Americans in the United 
States. Under the presidency of Vivian Carter 
Mason (1953–57), the NCNW worked primar-
ily with the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People and other 
organizations to implement the landmark 1954 
Brown v. Board of Education decision. From 
1957 to 1997, DOROTHY HEIGHT, a Bethune pro-
tégé, led the organization. One of Height’s 
greatest achievements was securing a tax-
exempt status for the organization in 1966, 
increasing the organization’s financial stability. 
Cheryl R. Cooper, a former AARP executive, 
assumed the presidency in 1997.

The NCNW has consultive status with the 
United Nations and provides important outreach 
to more than 4 million women in the United 
States and Africa. Some of its domestic and 
international projects include the Black Family 
Reunion Celebration; the Excellence in Teach-
ing Award Program; local leadership develop-
ment for women and girls in South Africa; the 
Court Network Project; the Homebuyer’s Assis-
tance Program; and a youth exchange program 
in the United States, South Africa, and Kenya. 
The NCNW has 38 nationally affiliated orga-
nizations and 254 community based-sections. 
The organization maintains a Web site at www.
ncnw.org.

Further Reading
Giddings, Paula. When and Where I Enter: The Impact 

of Black Women on Race and Sex in America. New 
York: Amistad, 1996.

Papers of the National Council of Negro Women 
(1935–1978) can be found at the Bethune Mu-
seum and Archives National Historic Site in 
Washington, D.C.

—Delia C. Gillis

National Federation of Afro-American 
Women (NFAAW) Founded in 1895 by JOSE-
PHINE RUFFIN, the National Federation of Afro-
American Women (NFAAW) was the first 
national organization for African-American 
women arising out of the BLACK WOMEN’S CLUB 
MOVEMENT. Margaret Washington, wife of Booker 
T. Washington, served as the first president. In 
1896, the organization merged with the COL-
ORED WOMEN’S LEAGUE to form the NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF COLORED WOMEN (NACW). The 
NACW adopted the motto “Lifting as We Climb” 
with the intention of demonstrating to “an igno-
rant and suspicious world that our aims and 
interests are identical with those of all good 
aspiring women.” Founders at the merger 
included HARRIET TUBMAN, IDA BELL WELLS-BAR-
NETT, and MARY CHURCH TERRELL. Mary Church 
Terrell was selected as the organization’s first 
president. The NACW focused on job training, 
pay equity, and child care. In addition, the orga-
nization worked to advance civil rights by 
opposing segregation in transportation and 
working visibly in the ANTI-LYCHNING MOVEMENT. 
The organization was an early supporter of the 
woman’s suffrage movement and publicly 
endorsed the federal amendment in 1912. The 
National Association of Colored Women’s Clubs 
is the oldest secular African American organiza-
tion in existence today and maintains a national 
headquarters in Washington, D.C.

National Federation of Business and Pro-
fessional Women’s Clubs (Business and 
Professional Women/USA) (BPW/USA) 
The National Federation of Business and Pro-
fessional Women’s Clubs (BPW), known today 
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as Business and Professional Women/USA 
(BPW/USA), is an advocacy group for working 
women. Unwavering in its commitment to 
equal opportunity from it founding in 1919 to 
the present, the BPW opposed state and federal 
legislation to prohibit hiring married women 
for public service positions during the Great 
Depression in the 1930s, included support for 
the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT in its legislative 
platform beginning in 1937, and proposed a 
federal “equal pay for equal work” act to ensure 
fair wages for women entering the workforce 
during World War II. Increased resources from 
an unprecedented growth in membership dur-
ing the late 1940s and throughout the 1950s 
enabled the BPW to relocate its national head-
quarters to Washington, D.C., from New York 
City, a move that represented a commitment to 
political action in the postwar years, and to 
establish a nonprofit research and educational 
foundation.

In the 1960s, the BPW led efforts to pass 
historic federal antidiscrimination legislation, 
the ground-breaking EQUAL PAY ACT of 1963, 
and contributed to the rise of the modern 
women’s movement as a participant in the 
deliberations of John F. Kennedy’s PRESIDENT’S 
COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN. It also 
served as the primary organizer of state com-
missions on the status of women. In 1992, the 
BPW abandoned its longstanding commitment 
to nonpartisanship when it formed a politi-
cal action committee (PAC) that endorsed Bill 
Clinton and Al Gore for president and vice 
president. Since the early 1990s, BPW/PAC 
has funded voter registration initiatives and 
has endorsed and supported candidates for 
national elective office. BPW/USA maintains a 
Web site at www.bpwusa.org.

See also FEMINISM.

Further Reading
Hartmann, Susan M. From Margin to Mainstream: 

American Women and Politics Since 1960. New 
York: Alfred Knopf, 1989.

—Kathleen Laughlin

National League of Women Voters See 
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS.

National Organization for Women (NOW) 
The National Organization for Women was 
founded in 1966 to “take action to bring equal-
ity for all women.” It is the largest feminist orga-
nization in the United States, with more than 
500,000 contributing members and approxi-
mately 550 chapters organized within all 50 
states and the District of Columbia.

The organization emerged out of the frus-
tration women felt with the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION’s lack of attention to 
sex discrimination in employment. Although 
sex was included in TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, the EEOC considered 
racial discrimination to be a more important 
priority and developed a policy of ignoring 
women’s complaints. Because of this, Represen-
tative MARTHA GRIFFITHS took to the floor of the 
house prior to the Third Annual Conference of 
the Commissions on the Status of Women (held 
in Washington, D.C., June 28–30, 1966) with 
a speech criticizing the EEOC and its willful 
refusal to enforce the law.

From this experience, it became clear that 
women needed an advocacy organization of 
their own that would be as powerful as the 
NAACP was in pressing for rights for African 
Americans, and the National Organization for 
Women (NOW) was born. Twenty-eight women 
contributed $5 each and formed an organization 
that would focus on women’s civil rights. On 
October 29–30, 1966, more than 300 people met 
in convention in Washington to give shape to 
the organization and elect the leadership. BETTY 
FRIEDAN, author of The FEMININE MYSTIQUE, was 
chosen as the first president. The organization’s 
agenda included better education, employment, 
and political opportunities for women. It also 
sought equal pay for equal work. In the liberal 
climate of the 1960s, NOW grew rapidly. It 
pioneered the use of “Ms.” as a salutation and 
helped make two-career families more accept-
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able in middle-class society. In the 1970s, NOW 
focused on preserving a woman’s right to ABOR-
TION established by ROE V. WADE (1973) and was 
a leading force in the ultimately unsuccessful 
effort to ratify the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT.

NOW continues to be a force in contempo-
rary politics in the 21st century. As a measure 
of its success, the organization is often a favorite 
target of anti-feminist and conservative political 
groups. NOW and its activists engage in use of 
both traditional and nontraditional means to 
push for social change, doing extensive electoral 
and lobbying work and bringing lawsuits (see 
NOW v. Scheidler, for example). NOW also orga-
nizes mass marches and rallies and orchestrates 
immediate constituent pressure on the federal 
legislature or president through the use of email 
and the Internet. NOW was a partner in the 
organization of the MARCH FOR WOMEN’S LIVES, 
held in April 2004 on the Mall in Washington, 
D.C. The march attracted more than 500,000 
women from multiple generations and demo-
graphic groups to give voice and express sup-
port for women’s reproductive rights in the face 
of recent setbacks. The organization maintains a 
Web site at www.now.org.

See also ANTIFEMINISM; FEMINISM; YARD, MOLLY.

Further Reading
Barakso, Maryann. Governing NOW: Grassroots Activ-

ism in the National Organization for Women. 
Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 2004.

Rosen, Ruth. The World Split Open: How the Modern 
Women’s Movement Changed America. New York: 
Viking, 2000.

National Organization of Black Elected 
Legislative Women (NOBEL/Women) The 
National Organization of Black Elected Legisla-
tive Women (NOBEL/Women) is a nonprofit, 
nonpartisan organization primarily composed 
of current and former African-American women 
legislators. Founded in 1985 as a national orga-
nization to increase the number of African-
American women serving at every level of 

government, the organization sponsors forums 
and educational programs, and advocates on 
policies affecting the lives of all women. NOBEL/
Women has worked actively to increase the rep-
resentation of black women on corporate boards, 
commissions, and executive offices. The organi-
zation works to ensure the enforcement of 
responsible programs and policies that meet the 
legal, social, political, economic, educational, 
and health needs of women. This is largely 
accomplished by keeping government agencies 
accountable for implementing equitable laws 
and regulations that prohibit discrimination 
against women and promote participation in the 
public and private sector.

NOBEL/Women collaborated with the CEN-
TER FOR AMERICAN WOMEN AND POLITICS (CAWP) 
to create the Leadership Institute, a vehicle to 
recruit, train, and prepare black women for elec-
tive office. The inaugural class of 2002 included 
16 women from 12 states.

Further Reading
The National Organization of Black Elected Legisla-

tive Women (NOBEL/Women). Available online. 
URL: http://www.nobelwomen.org/Organization.
htm. Accessed on January 11, 2007.

National Woman’s Loyal League (NWLL) 
(Women’s National Loyal League) SUSAN 
B. ANTHONY and ELIZABETH CADY STANTON estab-
lished the National Woman’s Loyal League (also 
known as the Women’s National Loyal League) 
in May 1863. In an attempt to bring an end to 
the Civil War with the adoption of a constitu-
tional amendment abolishing slavery, the 
women organized a massive petition drive. The 
NWLL claimed more than 5,000 members, 
many of whom had suspended their campaign 
for SUFFRAGE during the war. In February 1864, 
the women presented Congress with over 
100,000 signatures in support of the Thirteenth 
Amendment. The league submitted another 
300,000 signatures in the following year. The 
organization disbanded when the Thirteenth 
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Amendment was ratified by the states on 
December 18, 1865.

See also ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT, WOMEN IN 
THE.

Further Reading
Venet, Wendy Hamand. Neither Ballots nor Bullets: 

Women Abolitionists and the Civil War. Charlottes-
ville: University Press of Virginia, 1991.

National Woman’s Party (NWP) In 1913, 
suffragists ALICE PAUL and LUCY BURNS organized 
the CONGRESSIONAL UNION FOR WOMAN SUFFRAGE 
as part of the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUF-
FRAGE ASSOCIATION’s (NAWSA) goal to lobby 
Congress for a national amendment granting 
women’s SUFFRAGE. When NAWSA’s efforts 
proved ineffective, Paul and Burns formed the 
National Woman’s Party (NWP) to fight more 
aggressively for an immediate national amend-
ment. NWP began by encouraging women vot-
ers in western states to boycott Democratic 
candidates based on President Woodrow Wil-
son’s refusal to support women’s suffrage. The 
tactics then moved to public displays, such as 
parades and picket lines, to draw attention to 
the issue. NWP continued to fight for women’s 
suffrage until the passage of the Nineteenth 
Amendment in 1920. It then began a crusade for 
an EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA) that would 
eliminate any discrimination against women. 
Although passed by Congress in 1972 and 
finally sent to the states, the ERA fell short of 
ratification by three states. NWP continues its 
fight against discrimination today.

NWP was one of the first groups to use 
nonviolent, unconventional tactics in its protest 
for women’s suffrage. NWP leaders learned mili-
tant protest through participation in the Brit-
ish Women’s Social and Political Union. NWP 
embraced “militancy” as defined by defying and 
resisting authority in defense of minority rights. 
From 1917 through 1919, members picketed 
the Democratic White House. These wartime 
demonstrations were deemed unpatriotic, result-

ing in hundreds of women being arrested and 
imprisoned. They protested their arrests by stag-
ing hunger strikes, which led to force-feedings, 
abuse, and psychological testing. Their request 
to be treated as “political prisoners” was repeat-
edly denied, and word of their treatment resulted 
in public outrage. NWP is credited with influ-
encing the passage of the Nineteenth Amend-
ment based on its direct-action campaign.

Further Reading
Cott, Nancy. “Feminist Politics in the 1920s: The 

National Woman’s Party.” Journal of American His-
tory 71 (1984): 43–68.

Ford, Linda. “Alice Paul and the Politics of Nonviolent 
Protest.” In Votes for Women: The Struggle for Suf-
frage Revisited, edited by Jean H. Baker, 174–188. 
New York: Oxford University Press, 2002.

—Lisa G. Guinn

National Woman’s Rights Convention 
(1850) Two years after the SENECA FALLS CON-
VENTION, the first National Women’s Rights Con-
vention was held in Worcester, Massachusetts, in 
1850. More than 1,000 women and men attended 
the event organized by LUCY STONE, Abby Kelley 
Foster, and Paulina Wright Davis. A “Call to the 
Convention” went out under the signatures of 89 
individuals, including LUCRETIA MOTT and aboli-
tionist William Lloyd Garrison. Those in atten-
dance debated and ultimately passed resolutions 
supporting equal rights for women in the areas 
of education, marriage, and social reforms. 
Annual conventions were held in the decade that 
followed, with the exception of 1857.

Further Reading
Ken, Andrea. Lucy Stone: Speaking Out for Equality. 

New Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 
1992.

National Woman Suffrage Association 
(NWSA) In May 1869, SUSAN B. ANTHONY, 
ELIZABETH CADY STANTON, and other women 
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exasperated at the collapse of the recent EQUAL 
RIGHTS ASSOCIATION convention in New York 
City, founded the National Woman Suffrage 
Association (NWSA). The convention split when 
former abolitionists, such as Frederick Doug-
lass, accused Anthony and Stanton of racism 
because they had campaigned for George Fran-
cis Train, a Democratic candidate for governor 
of Kansas who opposed votes for blacks but 
favored woman SUFFRAGE. Many women dele-
gates also felt that demands for woman suffrage 
should be put aside until blacks received the 
right to vote. Stanton and Anthony strongly 
wanted the Equal Rights Association to concen-
trate its efforts on women’s issues and formed 
the NWSA for that purpose.

The NWSA dealt with many issues of 
interest to women besides suffrage, such as 
the unionization of women workers. In 1872, 
the association supported VICTORIA WOODHULL, 
the first woman candidate for president of the 
United States. In contrast, the AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION limited its efforts to 
securing the right to vote and tied itself closely 
to the Republican Party. After the 1872 elec-
tion, the political differences between the two 
associations began to fade, but the acrimony 
was so great that it was not until 1890 that they 
finally merged (becoming the NATIONAL AMERI-
CAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION). Despite fac-
tionalism and changes in the political climate 
that both delayed the progress of the suffrage 
movement and undermined radical reconstruc-
tion, the NWSA set a precedent for women 
interested in organizing independently of male-
dominated politics.

Further Reading
Evans, Sara M. Born for Liberty. New York: The Free 

Press, 1989.
Stanton, Elizabeth Cady, Susan B. Anthony, and 

Matilda Gage. History of Woman Suffrage, 1848–
1861, vol. 1. Reprint ed. Salem, N.H.: Ayer Co., 
1985.

—Paula Casey

National Women’s Conference (1977) 
Chaired by Representative BELLA ABZUG (D-NY), 
the National Women’s Conference was held on 
November 18–21, 1977, in Houston, Texas. It 
provided an opportunity to evaluate and make 
recommendations on the role of women in this 
country through a discussion of specific issues 
and ideas.

The conference was organized after a 1975 
United Nations conference in Mexico City cel-
ebrating the International Year of the Woman, 
which was later extended to the UNITED NATIONS 
DECADE FOR WOMEN. In the United States, early 
in 1975, President Gerald R. Ford established 
a 35-member National Commission on the 
Observance of International Women’s Year to 
make recommendations to promote equality 
between men and women. Congressional action 
came at the same time with Public Law 94–167, 
which was introduced by U.S. congresswomen 
BELLA ABZUG and PATSY MINK and called for the 
commission to organize and convene a national 
women’s conference in 1977, supported by $5 
million in federal funds. The law stipulated 
that prior to the national conference, meetings 
were to be held in all states and territories to 
elect delegates and to consider recommenda-
tions pertaining to women’s issues that would 
be discussed at the national meeting. These 
state conventions, which drew some 130,000 
participants nationwide, were held from Febru-
ary through July 1977. To represent the bridge 
between this conference and the SENECA FALLS 
CONVENTION of 1848, more than 3,000 relay run-
ners carried a torch, lit in Seneca Falls in Sep-
tember 1977, to Houston. Texas congresswoman 
and Houston native BARBARA JORDAN delivered 
the keynote address. The conference received 
complete coverage on public television.

Delegates at the conference addressed 
26 major topics, including the EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT (ERA), ABORTION, lesbian rights, 
CHILD CARE, minority women, homemakers, bat-
tered women, education, rape, health, and a 
cabinet-level women’s department. As expected, 
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the most heated debates arose over the issues of 
abortion and lesbian rights. The ERA was three 
states short of ratification in 1977, and although 
the debate over the resolution was heated, del-
egates finally approved a call for its ratification. 
The only plank that did not receive action was a 
proposal for a federal women’s department. Near 
the end of the conference, nonfeminist delegates 
walked out in protest over their lack of voice in 
the meeting proceedings.

The Conference’s National Plan of Action 
was submitted to the president and Congress 
in March 1978, and a month later Jimmy Carter 
established the National Advisory Committee for 
Women. While progress on the national agenda 
established by the Houston conference has been 
episodic and remains incomplete, the National 
Women’s Conference represents the last time 
there has been a national dialogue on women’s 
rights endorsed by the federal government.

See also FEMINISM; INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S 
DAY.

Further Reading
Handbook of Texas Online. “National Women’s Con-

ference, 1977.” Available online. URL: http://
www.tsha.utexas.edu/handbook/online/articles/
NN/pwngq.html. Accessed on January 11, 2007.

National Women’s Political Caucus 
(NWPC) The National Women’s Political 
Caucus (NWPC) was founded in 1971 to iden-
tify, recruit, train, endorse, and support women 
seeking office. In part fueled by frustration over 
the Congress’s failure to act on the EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT, founders BELLA ABZUG, GLORIA 
STEINEM, SHIRLEY CHISHOLM, and BETTY FRIEDAN 
called an organizing meeting in Washington, 
D.C. More than 300 women from 26 states 
attended, and the NWPC was founded. Today 
there are NWPC affiliates in 38 states.

The nonpartisan organization is dedicated 
to increasing the number of women serving 
in public office. To this end, the NWPC trains 
women in how to run successful campaigns 

and raise funds. The caucus leadership alter-
nates between a Republican and a Democrat 
every two years. In 1975, the NWPC created 
the Candidate’s Support Committee, a political 
action committee dedicated to funding female 
candidates exclusively. Since 1976, the NWPC 
has expanded its focus to include increasing 
the number of women in appointed positions. 
Through the Coalition for Women’s Appoint-
ments, the caucus reviews the qualifications 
of hundreds of women and submits selected 
names and credentials to each new presidential 
administration for consideration. The National 
Women’s Political Caucus also claims credit for 
advancing the idea of a woman for vice president 
in 1984, when GERALDINE FERRARO was named as 
the Democratic vice-presidential nominee. The 
NWPC has played an active role in advancing 
women’s representation in cabinet-level posi-
tions as well as Congress. The organization 
maintains a Web site at www.nwpc.org, where 
a current list of candidate and policy endorse-
ments can he found.

Nestor, Agnes (1880–1948) suffragist, labor 
activist Born in Grand Rapids, Michigan on 
June 24, 1880, Agnes Nestor rose to prominence 
during a strike at the glove factory where she 
worked. When she was 18, she helped lead her 
fellow workers to demand an end to “machine 
rent” (a process whereby workers had to pay for 
the energy used to run their machines), for an 
end to the practice of charging workers for the 
needles that they used, and for a union shop. The 
women succeeded, and Nestor helped form the 
International Glove Workers Union. She held 
leadership positions within the union until her 
death; served on the board and was president of 
the Chicago Women’s Trade Union League 
(WTUL); and served on the executive board of 
the national WTUL, an organization also sup-
ported by JANE ADDAMS and ELEANOR ROOSEVELT, 
which worked to persuade women to join labor 
organizations. Nestor also lobbied for legislation 
in support of a shorter workday, child labor laws, 
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and women’s SUFFRAGE. She was successful in 
changing Illinois law to achieve a 10-hour work 
day (a compromise from the eight-hour day she 
had sought, which was not achieved until the 
1937). Agnes Nestor died in Chicago on Decem-
ber 28, 1948.

Further Reading
Jacoby, Robin Miller. The British and American Women’s 

Trade Union Leagues, 1890–1925: A Case Study of 
Feminism and Class. New York: Carlson Publish-
ers, 1994.

Nestor, Agnes. Woman’s Labor Leader: An Autobiogra-
phy of Agnes Nestor. Washington: Zenger Publish-
ing Co., 1975.

—Claire Curtis

New Era Club (Women’s Era Club) The 
Woman’s Era Club, also known as the New Era 
Club, began in Boston in 1893 under the lead-
ership of its president, JOSEPHINE RUFFIN. The 
Woman’s Era Club was composed predomi-
nantly of African American women, but it was 
open to all women. The club initially articu-
lated a mission to help all who were subjugated 
“not the Negro alone but the Chinese, the 
Hawaiian, the Russian Jew, the oppressed 
everywhere.” However, almost immediately, 
their attention became focused on building a 
national network of black women’s clubs. The 
New Era Club’s two most notable achievements 
were its publication of Woman’s Era, a monthly 
journal that circulated nationally among black 
club women from 1894 to 1897, and the First 
Conference of Colored Women that the club 
hosted in Boston in 1895. This conference and 
publicity that the BLACK WOMEN’S CLUB MOVE-
MENT received through Woman’s Era led to the 
formation of the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COL-
ORED WOMEN (NACW) in 1896.

Boston women vied without success for 
Ruffin to become the leader of the NACW. 
Ruffin’s vision for the organization differed 
from that of MARY CHURCH TERRELL, who gained 
ascendancy in the national organization. As a 
result of their disagreements, the New Era Club 
withdrew from the NACW in April 1900. That 
same year, Ruffin was refused a seat as a del-
egate of the New Era Club at the national con-
ference of the General Federation of Women’s 
Clubs despite New Era’s earlier admittance into 
that organization. This enforcement of a color 
line created a controversy that was unresolved 
until 1902. Then the organization left the deci-
sion on qualifications for state and, therefore, 
national federation membership up to members 
at the state level. The Woman’s Era club dis-
banded shortly thereafter.

Further Reading
McHenry, Elizabeth. Forgotten Readers: Recovering the 

Lost History of African-American Literary Societies. 
Durham, N.C.: Duke University Press, 2004.

Agnes Nestor (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Streitmatter, Rodger. Raising Her Voice: African Ameri-
can Women Journalists Who Changed History. Lex-
ington: University Press of Kentucky, 1994.

White, Deborah Gray. Too Heavy A Load: Black Women 
in Defense of Themselves, 1894–1994. New York: 
W.W. Norton, 1999.

—Teresa Blue Holden

New York v. Sanger (118 N.E. 637) (1918) 
MARGARET SANGER was working as a home nurse 
in New York City when a woman in her care 
died of a self-induced ABORTION. Sanger left nurs-
ing to promote birth control education full-time. 
In direct violation of the COMSTOCK ACT of 1873, 
she launched a monthly magazine, The Woman 
Rebel, giving women information on birth con-
trol and on female sexuality. Because Sanger 
used the words birth control, language specifi-
cally identified in the Comstock Act as “obscene,” 
and promised to provide information on birth 
control, the U.S. Post Office refused to distribute 
The Woman Rebel through the mail. Sanger was 
arrested in August 1914 but fled to Europe the 
day before her trial was scheduled to begin. 
When she returned the next year, the prosecutor 
dropped the charges.

In 1916, Sanger and her sister, Ethel Byrne, 
opened the first birth control clinic in Brooklyn, 
New York. Within 10 days, police raided the 
clinic, and Sanger and her sister were arrested 
and charged with creating a public nuisance. 
Ethel Byrne was sentenced to 32 days in the 
workhouse for distributing obscene birth con-
trol information; she began a hunger strike and 
was force-fed. Sanger pled her sister’s case with 
Governor Charles Whitman and eventually won 
a pardon, but only in exchange for reluctantly 
agreeing not to reopen the clinic. Sanger her-
self was found guilty at a trial before the Court 
of Special Sessions in Brooklyn, New York, in 
January 1917. She was sentenced to a month in 
a workhouse but served her time at the peniten-
tiary for women in Queens, New York.

Following her release, Sanger filed an appeal 
with the Court of Appeals of the State of New 

York, arguing the Comstock Act violated the fed-
eral and state constitutions by denying women 
information necessary to preserve their health 
and safety. The court ruled that the Comstock 
Act was within the police powers of the state. 
However, the act specifically exempted doctors 
from giving information to a married person 
to cure or prevent a disease. Sanger therefore 
opened a series of birth control clinics staffed by 
doctors (the precursor to PLANNED PARENTHOOD 
FEDERATION OF AMERICA).

Birth control was considered “obscene” 
material under Comstock until a 1936 court 
case, but it was not until the 1965 case of GRIS-
WOLD V. CONNECTICUT that married couples were 
permitted to lawfully use contraceptives, and 
not until 1972 (EISENSTADT V. BAIRD) was birth 
control made legal for all persons, married or 
unmarried.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Chesler, Ellen. Woman of Valor: Margaret Sanger and 

the Birth Control Movement in America. New York: 
Anchor Books, 1993.

Frost-Knappman, Elizabeth, and Kathryn Cullen-
DuPont. Women’s Rights on Trial. Detroit: Gale 
Publishing, 1997.

Nineteenth Amendment See SUFFRAGE.

Nixon, Pat (Thelma Catherine Ryan Nixon) 
(1912–1993) first lady Thelma Catherine Ryan 
was born on March 16, 1912, in Ely, Nevada, to 
copper miner William Ryan and Kate Halber-
stadt Bender Ryan. She was their third child and 
only daughter. Her Irish father nicknamed her 
“Pat” in honor of St. Patrick’s Day, the day after 
her birth, although she was known as Thelma 
throughout most of her childhood.

Life in the Ryan household was difficult. In 
1914, the family moved to California, and every-
one worked in the fields harvesting fruits and 
vegetables. The house had no running water or 
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electricity. Her father was violent when he had 
been drinking, and his temper led Thelma to 
learn to suppress her own emotions and avoid 
confrontation. When she was 14, her mother 
died of cancer, and three years later her father 
died of black lung disease. Pat aspired to be 
more than a farm worker, and so applied herself 
to school; a good student, she graduated at the 
top of her high school class. Throughout the 
Great Depression, she scrambled for money and 
worked at numerous jobs. She enrolled in Ful-
lerton Junior College and paid her tuition by 
working as a cleaning woman and a clerk at a 
local bank.

In 1931, Pat took a leave from school to 
drive an elderly couple across the country to 
New York. Instead of returning immediately, she 
stayed for two years working as a stenographer 
and as an X-ray technician following a class 
on radiology. She returned to Los Angeles to 
finish her education, again supporting herself 
with a range of jobs, including dental assistant, 
telephone operator, retail clerk, and actress in 
the movies. In 1937, she graduated with honors 
from the University of Southern California. She 
took a job teaching typing and shorthand at 
a high school in Whittier, California. She met 
attorney Richard Milhous (Dick) Nixon in 1938 
when both were auditioning with the Whittier 
Community Players. They were married in a 
simple Quaker ceremony on June 21, 1940.

The couple set up house near his law office 
and she continued to teach. After the Japanese 
attack on Pearl Harbor in December 1942, the 
couple moved to Washington, and both Pat and 
Dick worked for the Office of Price Administra-
tion (OPA). In June 1942, in a clash with his 
Quaker upbringing, he resigned to join the 
Navy. Pat joined other wives in following their 
military husbands from base to base, and each 
time she found employment wherever they 
were posted. When Dick was sent overseas, she 
returned to work for the OPA in Washington 
and then in San Francisco.

In 1945, Republican Party leaders in Cali-
fornia invited Dick to run for a House seat in 

the 1946 election. Pat supported his decision 
to accept, although she made it clear that she 
would not make public speeches on his behalf. 
Instead she served as a one-woman office staff, 
appearing at his side only on rare occasions. 
After he was elected, she took up the challenge 
of making a home in Washington and perform-
ing the duties expected of a congressman’s wife. 
During this time, their two daughters were 
born—Patricia (called Tricia) in 1946 and Julie 
in 1948. As Nixon’s electoral career advanced 
with each election cycle, Pat Nixon supported 
his campaigns behind the scenes and increas-
ingly appeared by his side throughout the cam-
paigns for Senate in 1950, the vice presidency in 
1952 and 1956, and the presidency in 1960. Her 
interest in people and her personal warmth is 
said to have humanized Richard Nixon, who as 
a political figure often drew negative reactions. 
Pat Nixon proved to be an expert campaigner, 
although she said that politics produced the 
“most vicious people in the world.” However, 
when ethical questions emerged about Nix-
on’s use of a secret fund collected by wealthy 
donors, she urged him to confront his critics. 
In a speech that saved his candidacy, he said 
that his wife did not have a fur coat but instead 
wore “a good Republican cloth coat.” He denied 
improperly accepting gifts but refused to return 
Checkers, a little dog that had been given to his 
young daughters.

As wife to the vice president, Pat Nixon 
relied upon her experience as a Senate wife in 
fulfilling her duties. She was a regular stand-in 
for MAMIE EISENHOWER, presided over the Ladies 
of the Senate Red Cross organization, and 
entertained frequently. She traveled with Dick 
on numerous foreign trips, and as she did so, 
she consciously broke many barriers to women. 
For example, in Japan she gave the first press 
conference ever held for women reporters. On a 
1959 trip to Moscow, when she took note that no 
other women were attending the first banquet, 
she questioned Premier Nikita Khrushchev, and 
thereafter Mrs. Khrushchev attended. When 
Richard Nixon announced his candidacy for 

Nixon, Pat  341 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   341 11/29/07   12:38:00 PM



the presidency in 1960, the campaign created a 
separate persona for Pat Nixon to appeal to vot-
ers. She was featured in campaign slogans and 
on buttons, bumper stickers, and posters that 
read “Pat for First Lady.”

When Dick narrowly lost the election, the 
family returned to a more private life in Califor-
nia—at least until 1962, when he ran for gover-
nor of California against Pat’s advice and lost. 
In 1963, they moved to New York City, where 
she worked part-time in Dick’s law office. When 
her husband was nominated for the presidency 
in 1968 and won the office, Pat took up the 
role of first lady with energy. Like many first 
ladies before her, she set about refurbishing the 
public rooms in the White House. During the 
time the Nixons occupied the White House, the 
percentage of genuine antiques used to furnish 
the mansion more than doubled. She also sig-
nificantly enhanced the White House art col-
lection. Pat Nixon worked to make the White 
House accessible to the public by installing 
recorded histories of the mansion for people to 
listen to as they waited in the public tour line. 
She instituted evening tours for working people 
and tours for the blind, and she had the White 
House lit at night. She was diligent in her corre-
spondence with Americans who wrote to her. In 
1971, the Nixons’ daughter Tricia was married 
to Edward Cox in a White House rose garden 
ceremony.

Pat Nixon traveled extensively as first lady, 
visiting 29 countries, including China in 1972. 
When she traveled with the president, his advis-
ers considered her a positive diplomatic asset. 
She traveled throughout the United States as 
well, promoting voluntarism and the power of 
individual attention to social problems. When 
she announced a national recruitment program, 
she explained, “Our success as a nation depends 
upon our willingness to give generously of our 
self for the welfare and enrichment of the life 
of others.” Pat used the White House to honor 
community groups and outstanding individual 
volunteers. She was an advocate for the Domes-

tic Services Volunteer Act of 1970, although she 
did not personally lobby legislators.

Pat was tactful but honest in expressing her 
own political views. She was first lady during one 
of the most active periods of the feminist move-
ment’s second wave. She urged Richard Nixon to 
appoint a woman to the U.S. Supreme Court and 
urged the Republican Party to endorse the EQUAL 
RIGHTS AMENDMENT at their 1972 convention. She 
wore pants (even though her husband disap-
proved) and modeled them in a national publica-
tion. Following the decision in ROE V. WADE in 
1973, the first lady publicly disclosed her support 
for ABORTION rights. She encouraged women to 
seek public office and spoke out about the need 
for more women representatives in Congress.

The escalation of the Watergate scandal and 
the persistent pressure from anti-Vietnam war 
and pro-civil rights protesters colored Richard 
Nixon’s second term in office and ultimately 
cut it short when he resigned the presidency 
on August 8, 1974. As the scandal unfolded and 
public scrutiny increased, Pat Nixon withdrew 
from public life. She continued to attend offi-
cial functions but was otherwise rarely seen in 
public. As a disgraced Nixon departed from the 
White House to return to California, Pat was by 
his side. She later said that the saddest day of her 
life was September 8, 1974, the day that Presi-
dent Gerald Ford pardoned her husband. Rich-
ard Nixon’s acceptance of the pardon implied 
his guilt, and she continued to believe that there 
was a conspiracy larger than the president at the 
heart of Watergate.

In July 1976, Pat Nixon suffered a stroke 
that resulted in a temporary loss of speech and 
paralysis on her left side. With physical therapy, 
she recovered. In the 1980s, the Nixons moved 
to New York City and then to Saddle River, New 
Jersey. Pat Nixon’s health continued to deterio-
rate, and she died on June 22, 1993; her husband 
followed her a year later, on April 20, 1994. 
They are buried on the grounds of the Richard 
Nixon Birthplace and Library in Yorba Linda, 
California.
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Books, 2001.

Small, Melvin. The Presidency of Richard Nixon. Law-
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Noonan, Peggy (Margaret Ellen Noonan) 
(1950– ) speechwriter, columnist, author Peggy 
Noonan is best known for her artful political 
phrasing during the Reagan and Bush presiden-
cies. Born Margaret Ellen Noonan on September 
7, 1950, in Brooklyn, New York, she graduated 
with honors from Fairleigh Dickinson Univer-
sity, where she was editor of the school newspa-
per. From 1975 to 1978, she wrote and broadcast 
the editorials and public affairs documentaries 
for an all-news radio station in Boston, Massa-
chusetts. In 1978, she moved to New York and 
taught journalism at New York University before 
taking a job as a writer and producer for the CBS 
Radio Network, writing Dan Rather’s daily radio 
commentary until 1984.

In 1984, Noonan became a special assis-
tant to President Ronald Reagan, for whom 
she wrote speeches until 1986. She was also 
chief speechwriter to Vice President George 
H. W. Bush during his first presidential cam-
paign penning such memorable phrases as “a 
thousand points of light” and a “kinder, gentler 
nation.” She is said to have convinced George 
Bush to issue his now infamous call, “Read my 
lips, no new taxes.”

In 1989, Noonan left Washington for New 
York, where she has completed several books, 
including What I Saw in the Revolution: A Politi-
cal Life in the Reagan Era, published by Random 
House in 1990. Her latest book is a collection 
of her Wall Street Journal columns titled A 

Heart, a Cross, and a Flag (2003). Today Peggy 
Noonan works as a contributing editor for the 
Wall Street Journal, Time magazine, and Good 
Housekeeping.

Norplant Norplant is a long-acting birth 
control method that will last for up to about five 
years. The Norplant sticks are surgically 
inserted into a woman’s arm. Six small little 
sticks containing a hormone called progestin, 
similar to progesterone, is slowly released into 
the blood stream to prevent pregnancies. Within 
the first one and a half years, a high dose of 
progestin is released. After that, the level drops 
down to what a birth-control pill might contain 
for the remaining time. After the five-year 
period, Norplant must be removed. Because 
this method requires surgery for the insertion 
and removal, the total cost for this method of 
birth control can cost between $400 and $1,000 
(over five years).

Norplant was approved for use in the 
United States in 1991 and offered women one 
of the first long-acting but reversible forms 
of contraception. However, many feel that 
it has also been a vehicle for infringing on 
the reproductive autonomy of women. Almost 
immediately after the Food and Drug Admin-
istration (FDA) approved Norplant, judges 
and legislators attempted to mandate its use 
by certain individual women or groups of 
women. Because it works automatically, is eas-
ily monitored, and cannot be removed without 
medical assistance, Norplant can be used more 
readily than other contraceptives to control 
women’s reproduction; therefore some state 
legislatures considered bills that would have 
offered financial incentives to women on wel-
fare to induce them to use Norplant. Kansas, 
Louisiana, and Tennessee all considered leg-
islation either providing Norplant to welfare 
mothers free of charge or offering a one-time 
grant to cover the cost of insertion along with a 
small annual stipend (ranging from $50 to $100 
a year) for each year a woman used Norplant. 

Norplant  343 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   343 11/29/07   12:38:00 PM



Other legislation would have required women 
receiving public assistance either to use Nor-
plant or lose their benefits. Some bills would 
have forced women convicted of child abuse or 
drug use during pregnancy to have Norplant 
implanted (Kansas, Louisiana, Ohio, South 
Carolina, and Tennessee all considered such 
legislation). In Kansas, a bill was introduced in 
1991 that would have set out a new condition 
of probation for women convicted of narcot-
ics possession. The law, never passed, would 
have mandated implantation of Norplant for 
any woman able to become pregnant who had 
been convicted of possession of narcotics. 
Civil liberties advocates objected immediately, 
and none of the invasive legislation was ever 
passed. Examples of coercive contraception 
ordered by the judicial system include a 1991 
case in which, as a condition of probation, a 
judge in Austin, Texas, ordered the implanta-
tion of Norplant in a woman who had pleaded 
guilty to child abuse. Similarly, in California, a 
judge ordered that Norplant be inserted in a 27-
year-old mother of four convicted of child abuse 
and that it remain there for three years beyond 
her term of court-supervised probation. Medi-
cal authorities objected to these court-ordered 
insertions because they expressly ignored con-
traindications to the drug.

Norplant is no longer available to women in 
the United States as of 2000. The FDA recalled 
a specific batch of Norplant manufactured in 
October 1999 because it believed that the cap-
sules in that batch were not releasing enough 
hormones to effectively prevent pregnancy. The 
manufacturer removed Norplant from the U.S. 
market while they investigated the problem. The 
contraceptive has not been available since, and 
there is no information about when it might be 
available again.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Boston Women’s Health Collective. Our Bodies Our-

selves: A New Edition for a New Era. New York: 
Simon and Schuster, 2005.

Northup, Anne (Anne Meagher Northup) 
(1948– ) congressperson Anne Northup was 
born on January 22, 1948, in Louisville, Ken-
tucky, and was educated at Sacred Heart Acad-
emy and Saint Mary’s College. She worked for 
the Ford Motor Company, as a math and eco-
nomics teacher, and for the Kentucky Truck 
plant prior to election to public office. She and 
her husband, Woody Northup, have six chil-
dren. In 1987, Anne Northup was elected to the 
Kentucky House of Representatives, where she 
served until 1996. She was elected to the U.S. 
House of Representatives in 1996.

Northup has close ties to President George 
W. Bush. In 1996, Bush campaigned on her 
behalf in her first race for the U.S. House. In 
1999, Northup was one of eight members of 
Bush’s presidential exploratory committee. Dur-
ing her tenure in Congress, she voted with the 
president 95 percent of the time despite a heav-
ily Democratic constituency. Northup served 
on the House Committee on Appropriations, 
giving her some ability to deliver projects to her 
district. She was the recipient of 2004 campaign 
funds from former House Speaker Tom Delay’s 
political action committee but refused to return 
the money when encouraged to do so. Although 
Northup was reelected in 2004 with 60 percent 
of the vote, she was defeated in 2006 by Demo-
crat John Yarmuth. Her defeat was attributed to 
the combination of a Democratic-leaning district 
and her support for an unpopular president.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Anne Meagher Northup.” In Biographical Directory of 

the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=N000143. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Norton, Eleanor Holmes (1937– ) congres-
sional delegate A native of Washington, D.C., 
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Eleanor Holmes earned a B.A. from Antioch 
College (1960) and both an M.A. in American 
Studies (1963) and a law degree (1964) from Yale 
University. While clerking for a federal judge in 
Philadelphia, she met Edward Norton, and the 
couple married in 1965. For five years, Eleanor 
Holmes Norton worked on freedom-of-speech 
cases for the American Civil Liberties Union 
(ACLU) in New York. In 1970, she became the 
first woman to head the New York City Com-
mission on Human Rights. In 1977, President 
Jimmy Carter appointed Norton chair of the 
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 
(EEOC). During her tenure, the agency became 
more proactive in litigating “patterns and prac-
tice” sex discrimination suits.

In 1990, while a tenured professor at 
Georgetown University Law Center, Norton 
was elected to represent the District of Colum-
bia as a nonvoting delegate to the U.S. House 
of Representatives. Unlike a full representative, 
the delegate from the District of Columbia is 
not permitted a legislative vote. Also, she may 
speak only on behalf of the District and vote 
only in committee, not on the House floor. 
The District of Columbia, which has no Senate 

member at all, shares its limited form of con-
gressional representation with Puerto Rico and 
three other U.S. territories. Unlike those ter-
ritories or any other place in the United States, 
citizens are subject to all federal laws, includ-
ing taxation, despite not being represented in 
Congress. In 1993, Norton successfully lobbied 
for the right to vote on the House floor as a 
representative of the District of Columbia, but 
in 1995 her vote was again denied. Eleanor Hol-
mes Norton is an energetic advocate for women, 
African Americans, and residents of the District 
of Columbia.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Norton, Eleanor Holmes.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=N000147. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Delegate Eleanor Holmes Norton (DC).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BC038592. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.
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Oberlin College Oberlin College is located in 
Oberlin, Ohio. Established in 1833, it was the 
first coeducational institution in the United 
States. The first 15 women admitted were limited 
to “ladies’ courses,” and they were also required 
to perform domestic tasks to support the school 
and the male student population. Over time, 
both requirements were phased out. Within four 
years, women and men took the same curricu-
lum. In 1841, the first three women graduated, 
becoming the first three women in the U.S. to 

earn bachelor’s degrees. Oberlin College also 
admitted students of color. In 1862, Oberlin stu-
dent Mary Jane Patterson became the first Afri-
can-American woman to graduate from college 
in the United States. Advanced education made 
possible women’s entrance into politics and the 
public sphere more generally. One of Oberlin’s 
best-known alumna was suffragist LUCY STONE, 
who graduated in 1847. Another was civil rights 
activist MARY CHURCH TERRELL, an 1884 graduate. 
The college’s Web site is at www.oberlin.edu.

O’Connor, Sandra Day (1930– ) Supreme 
Court justice Sandra Day was born in El Paso, 
Texas, on March 26, 1930, to Arizona rancher 
Harry A. Day and Ada Mae Wilkey Day. She grew 
up on the Lazy B Ranch located in southeastern 
Arizona. The Great Depression strained the fam-
ily’s ability to thrive, but by the late 1930s, the 
ranch was again stable. Sandra’s sister Ann was 
born in 1938 and her brother Alan in 1939. From 
the age of five, Sandra lived with her maternal 
grandmother during the months that school was 
in session in order to attend the Radford School, 
a private academy for girls. She graduated from 
high school at the age of 15 and enrolled at Stan-

O
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ford University, graduating magna cum laude 
with a degree in economics in 1950. While still a 
senior at Stanford, she began to study law, and 
immediately following the completion of her 
undergraduate work, she enrolled in Stanford 
Law School. She served on the Stanford Law 
Review and was elected to the Order of the Coif, 
a legal honor society. In 1952, she married John 
Jay O’Connor, a fellow law student at Stanford.

Graduating third in her class at Stanford 
University Law School should have been enough 
to propel Sandra Day O’Connor into a top-level 
position at any law firm—but it was not. Like 
many women in 1952, her gender outweighed her 
academic achievements when it came to hiring. 
The only law-related job she was offered was that 
of a legal secretary. Deciding to pass on secre-
tarial work, O’Connor became a deputy county 
attorney in San Mateo, California. In 1953, she 
followed her husband to Germany, where he 
served with the U.S. Army Judge Advocate Gen-
eral Corps and she worked as a civilian lawyer for 
the quartermaster. They returned to the United 
States in 1957 and settled in Maricopa County, 
Arizona, not too far from the Lazy B Ranch.

In 1958, Sandra gave birth to the first of 
three sons and opened a private practice with 
one partner. From 1960 to 1965, she did not 
practice law or hold paid employment but 
instead volunteered, worked in politics, served 
on the local zoning commission, and became 
active with the Republican Party in Maricopa 
County. She served as the county precinct offi-
cer from 1960 to 1965 and as district chair from 
1962 until 1965. In 1965, she was employed as 
an assistant state attorney general. In 1969, the 
future Supreme Court justice was appointed to 
the Arizona State Senate to fill a vacancy left by 
another female senator. O’Connor subsequently 
won her own races for the state senate in 1970 
and 1972, becoming the first woman majority 
leader in the state senate’s history in 1972. In 
1974, she was elected judge of the Maricopa 
County Superior Court, where she served until 
1979, the year she was appointed to the Arizona 
Court of Appeals.

On August 19, 1981, President Ronald Rea-
gan fulfilled a campaign promise to appoint a 
woman to the U.S. Supreme Court, nominating 
O’Connor to the seat vacated by Justice Potter 
Stewart. The Senate confirmed her nomina-
tion by a vote of 99-0, and she took the oath 
of office on September 25, 1981, becoming the 
102nd justice of the United States Supreme 
Court and the first woman to be seated on the 
Court. Justice O’Connor has been described as 
a restrained jurist and a cautious interpreter 
of the constitution. On a variety of issues, she 
carefully sought a middle path. O’Connor was 
the swing vote (the fifth vote in a 5-4 decision) 
on numerous issues brought before the Supreme 
Court. Although she raised questions about the 
constitutional basis for the 1973 ROE V. WADE 
abortion decision, she consistently declined 
to provide the vote necessary to overturn the 

Sandra Day O’Connor, ca. 1982 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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controversial decision. In 2003, she cast the 
fifth and deciding vote—in addition to writ-
ing the court’s opinion—upholding the right of 
the University of Michigan Law School to use 
race as a factor in admissions as long as each 
application was processed individually (Grutter 
v. Bollinger, 1993). In Bush v. Gore (2000), she 
voted with the 5-4 majority to end the recount 
effort in Florida, effectively giving George W. 
Bush the presidential election victory.

After nearly 24 years of service on the Court, 
O’Connor announced her intention to retire on 
July 1, 2005, effective upon the confirmation of 
her successor. In her letter to President George 
W. Bush, she indicated that she wanted to spend 
more time with her husband, who was suffering 
from the early stages of Alzheimer’s disease. On 
July 19, 2005, President Bush introduced John 
G. Roberts as O’Connor’s successor. However, 
when Chief Justice William Rehnquist died on 
September 3, 2005, Bush withdrew Roberts’s 
nomination for justice and renominated him 
for chief justice of the United States (he was 
confirmed in September 29, 2005). Meanwhile, 
Justice O’Connor faced the prospect of starting 
a new term with the Court when it reconvened 
in October. On October 3, 2005, President Bush 
nominated White House Counsel Harriet Miers 
to the seat. The reaction to the nomination was 
swift and almost entirely negative, based on her 
lack of previous experience as a judge and her 
close personal ties to Bush. Because her past 
legal experience was as a corporate attorney, 
there was no public record on which to judge 
her views on issues likely to come before the 
Court. Conservatives announced their inten-
tion to fight the nomination. Although the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee scheduled hearings 
to begin on November 7, 2005, President Bush 
withdrew Miers’ nomination at her request on 
October 27, 2005. Bush then nominated Samuel 
Alito on October 31, 2005. He was confirmed by 
the Senate on January 31, 2006, and O’Connor 
could finally step down.

Since her retirement from the Court, Sandra 
Day O’Conner has been appointed to a number 

of important posts. In October 2005, the Col-
lege of William and Mary named her its new 
chancellor. The chancellor is largely a symbolic 
post, serving as adviser to the college president 
and as an advocate for the college. O’Connor was 
appointed to the board of the Rockefeller Foun-
dation in June 2006. In March 2006, she was 
appointed to the bipartisan Iraq Study Group, 
also known as the Baker-Hamilton Commission, 
the only woman among the 10 members. The 
panel was charged with assessing the situation 
in Iraq after the 2003 U.S. invasion and making 
policy recommendations. The panel’s report was 
presented to the president and released to the 
public on December 6, 2006.

See also AFFIRMATIVE ACTION.

Further Reading
O’Connor, Sandra Day. The Majesty of the Law: Reflec-

tions of a Supreme Court Justice. New York: Ran-
dom House, 2004.

———, and H. Alan Day. Lazy B: Growing Up on a 
Cattle Ranch in the American Southwest. Random 
House, 2002.

—Thea Lapham

O’Day, Caroline (Caroline Love Goodwin 
O’Day) (1875–1943) congressperson Born on 
June 22, 1875, in Perry, Georgia, Caroline Love 
Goodwin attended Cooper Union after high 
school and went to Europe to study art. She 
eventually settled in New York City, where she 
married an independently wealthy oilman, Dan-
iel T. O’Day, in 1901. When he died in 1916, 
Caroline O’Day’s social and political interests 
fully emerged and she committed herself to 
issues of social welfare and women’s suffrage. 
She joined the Consumers’ League of New York 
and served on the city’s board of social welfare. 
In 1923, O’Day became chairperson of the 
Women’s Division of the New York State Demo-
cratic Party. For the next five years, she collabo-
rated with social activists ELEANOR ROOSEVELT, 
Marion Dickerman, and Nancy Cook in advanc-
ing progressive reform causes.
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After working in the 1928 and 1932 presi-
dential elections, O’Day ran for New York’s at-
large congressional seat in 1934. She won with 
the personal support of Eleanor and President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt. Successfully reelected in 
the late 1930s and early 1940s, O’Day was a key 
supporter of New Deal measures and became 
involved in immigration issues, particularly 
over the controversial entry of European refu-
gees to the United States. In 1942, illness forced 
O’Day to retire from politics, and she died on 
January 5, 1943.

Caroline O’Day made significant contri-
butions to women’s politics in the 1920s and 
1930s. As the leader of New York’s Democratic 
women, she helped build a formidable political 
organization. O’Day then became an important 
congressperson at a time when few women ran 
for national political office.

Further Reading
McGuire, John Thomas. “Making the Democratic 

Party a Partner: Eleanor Roosevelt, the WJLC, 
and the Women’s Division of the New York State 
Democratic Party, 1921–1927.” Hudson Valley 
Regional Review 18 (2001): 29–47.

Swain, Martha H. “Caroline O’Day.” In American 
National Biography, vol. 16, edited by John A. 
Garraty and Mark C. Carnes. New York: Oxford 
University Press, 1999.

—John Thomas McGuire

Ohio v. Akron Center for Reproductive 
Health (497 U.S. 502) (1990) In this case, 
the U.S. Supreme Court upheld an Ohio law 
requiring physicians to notify or obtain written 
permission from one parent within 24 hours 
prior to performing an ABORTION on an unmar-
ried or unemancipated minor. The requirement 
could be waived if the minor and an adult sib-
ling or relative certified that the minor feared 
physical, sexual, or severe emotional abuse from 
one or the other parent upon notification. The 
statute provides for a judicial bypass option 
whereby the minor could seek a court order 

from a judge in lieu of parental notification. 
Although the Court of Appeals ruled that the 
law violated the Fourteenth Amendment, the 
U.S. Supreme Court, citing the existence of the 
judicial bypass, disagreed and ruled the statute 
constitutional.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Ohio v. Akron Center for Reproduc-

tive Health, 497 U.S. 502 (1990).” Available online. 
URL:http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980–
1989/1989/1989_88_805. Accessed on January 
11, 2007.

O’Leary, Hazel (Hazel Rollins Reid O’Leary) 
(1937– ) secretary of energy Hazel O’Leary 
was born on May 17, 1937, in Newport News, 
Virginia. She earned a bachelor’s degree from 
Fisk University in 1959 and a law degree from 
Rutgers University in 1966. Thereafter, she 
worked as a prosecutor in New Jersey and was 
named a partner in the accounting firm Cooper 
and Lybrand. Her first national government 
appointment came during Gerald Ford’s admin-
istration when she was appointed to serve as 
director of the Office of Consumer Affairs for the 
Federal Energy Administration. During the 
Carter administration, O’Leary served as deputy 
director and then director of the Economic Regu-
latory Administration.

After several years in the private sector 
as counsel for Northern State Power while the 
Republicans were in power, O’Leary returned 
to Washington as secretary of energy under 
President Bill Clinton in 1993. She left the 
administration at the end of its first term, under 
investigation for allegations that she had met 
with Chinese officials in return for a $25,000 
“donation” to a charity she favored, Africare. 
During her tenure in the Clinton administra-
tion, she was accused of overspending on over-
seas travel. In 1996, she was forced to apologize 
to Congress when her spending exceeded the 
amount authorized for travel, and she resigned 
in January 1997.
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O’Leary returned to the consulting firm, 
O’Leary and Associates, established with her 
husband, John F. O’Leary, in 1981. As a con-
sultant, she engaged issues of national security, 
science and technology, energy policy, and sus-
tainable development on behalf of her clients. 
From 2001 to 2002, she served as president and 
chief operating officer at Blaylock and Partners, 
an African-American investment banking firm 
in New York. Since 2004, she has served as 
president of Fisk University, her undergraduate 
alma mater, in Nashville, Tennessee.

Operation Rescue Operation Rescue is an 
anti-abortion group known for its use of con-
frontational civil disobedience in opposing ABOR-
TION. Evangelical Christian Randall Terry started 
the group in 1986 in order to galvanize large 
crowds to blockade the entrances to women’s 
clinics. The group is also known for its “sidewalk 
counseling,” an effort to persuade a woman not 
to enter the clinic or to convince a pregnant 
woman not to seek an abortion. Demonstrators 
often appear at clinics with poster-sized photo-
graphs of aborted fetuses. Members of the group 
have also been known to detain doctors and pre-
vent them from entering health facilities.

After Randall Terry left the organization 
in 1995 to become a radio talk-show host, 
Flip Benham, a Protestant minister, took over 
as head of Operation Rescue. Benham has 
expanded the range of issues his members pro-
test to include pornography and same-sex part-
ner benefits offered by corporations like Disney. 
In part, this change in tactic is due to court 
decisions and recent legislation that limit the 
group’s direct action. In 1994, Congress passed 
the FREEDOM OF ACCESS TO CLINIC ENTRANCES 
ACT, which prohibits blocking access to abortion 
clinics. Operation Rescue refuses to acknowl-
edge the law, and as a consequence, thousands 
of its members have been arrested. Although the 
group denies any participation in clinic violence 
or the murder of abortion providers, member-
ship declines when violence increases. In 2000, 

Benham formed a new group, Operation Save 
America, in order to continue clinic demonstra-
tions unhampered by the costs associated with 
Operation Rescue’s court-imposed restrictions 
and heavy fines.

See also RIGHT TO LIFE MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Risen, James, and Judy L. Thomas. Wrath of Angels: 

The American Abortion War. New York: Basic 
Books, 1998.

opt-out revolution Journalist Lisa Belkin set 
off a firestorm with “The Opt-Out Revolution,” 
an article published in the New York Times Mag-
azine (October 26, 2003). Based on interviews 
with eight fellow Princeton alumni, Belkin 
asked, “Why don’t women run the world?” and 
answered, “Maybe it’s because they don’t want 
to.” In support of her claim, she offered a num-
ber of interview quotes and anecdotal experi-
ences of women educated at elite institutions 
who left high-profile professional jobs to be full-
time mothers and caregivers. Belkin’s article 
generated an overwhelming response from femi-
nists who argued that by “opting out,” women of 
privilege were ignoring the need to fight for the 
institutional and structural changes still needed 
to make the workplace hospitable for women 
and men with family responsibilities. Belkin did 
not include any reactions from the eight fea-
tured women’s spouses.

Studies demonstrate that both men and 
women resent working longer hours at a job 
with increasingly fewer benefits and less job 
security than ever before. A 2000 Harris poll 
reported that more than four-fifths of men in 
their 20s and 30s said that a work schedule that 
allowed for family time was more important to 
them than a high-paying job. In a 2004 article 
in the New York Times Magazine, “Look Who’s 
Parenting,” Ann Hulbert contrasts the parent-
ing values of the baby-boom generation with 
the post-boomer Generation X. According to 
data collected by Reach Advisors, half of the 
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Gen-X fathers devoted three to six hours a day 
to domesticity and complained of too little time 
with their kids. Restructuring the workplace in 
favor of a balanced life and greater long-term 
economic security requires men and women to 
act as agents of change.

What Belkin describes as a steady social 
trend is, in reality, barely a trickle. Workforce 
participation of married women with children 
under age six declined from 63.7 percent in 
1998 to 62.5 percent in 2001. Fifty-two percent 
of women with infants remain in the workforce 
(down from 58.7 in 1998). There have been 
other demographic changes that bear watching, 
though. About 18 percent of women ages 40–44 
today have never had a child, compared with 10 
percent of women in 1976. Women in this age 
group have, on average, 1.9 children, down con-
siderably from the 1976 average of 3.1 children. 
According to the most recent Census Bureau 
report (2003), 44 percent of all women of child-
bearing age (defined by the USCB as 15–44) are 
childless. Seventy-one percent of women with-
out children participate in the labor force.

Further Reading
Belkin, Lisa. “The Opt Out Revolution.” New York 

Times Magazine, 26 October 2003.
Berry, Mary Frances. The Politics of Parenthood: Child-

care, Women’s Rights, and the Myth of the Good 
Mother. New York: Penguin Books, 1993.

Hirshman, Linda. “Homeward Bound.” American Pros-
pect, 20 December 2005.

Orenstein, Peggy (1961– ) author Peggy 
Orenstein is an award-winning author on issues 
affecting girls and women. Born in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, on November 22, 1961, she earned a 
B.A. degree from Oberlin College in 1983. She 
subsequently worked in New York as an editor 
for Esquire, Manhattan, Inc., and 7 Days; and in 
San Francisco as managing editor of Mother 
Jones. In 1995, Orenstein ignited a national dia-
logue about girls and self-esteem with her book, 
School Girls: Young Women, Self-Esteem, and the 

Confidence Gap. This work was a follow-up to a 
1990 AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY 
WOMEN study that found girls enter adolescence 
confident and optimistic, only to emerge as 
adults full of self-doubts and limited expecta-
tions for their futures. Orenstein’s work is based 
on interviews with middle-school-age girls in 
two communities in California and exposes 
classroom bias, the lack of role models, and 
negative peer pressure as factors worthy of com-
munity and national attention.

In much the same way, Orenstein generated 
intense dialogue about the choices and career/
family trade-offs facing women in their 30s 
and 40s with the publication of Flux: Women on 
Sex, Love, Work, Kids and Life in a Half-Changed 
World in 2001. In this work, she argues that 
the advances of the women’s movement allow 
women to grow up with a sense of expanded 
possibilities, only to be confronted with the 
realities of a world in which women still experi-
ence discrimination in pay, struggle with child 
care options, and see little relief on the hori-
zon. Orenstein interviewed hundreds of women 
to understand the personal and professional 
aspects of their lives and the nature of their 
choices. There is an autobiographical quality 
to this work since she is writing about her own 
peer group. Orenstein is a contributing writer to 
the New York Times Magazine, Glamour, Mother 
Jones, Salon, and the New Yorker. She serves on 
numerous boards and as an advisor to HBO 
documentaries.

Further Reading
Orenstein, Peggy. School Girls: Young Women, Self-

Esteem, and the Confidence Gap. New York: Anchor 
Books, 1995.

Orr v. Orr (440 U.S. 268) (1979) In this 
case, the Supreme Court ruled that an Ala-
bama statute requiring males, but not females, 
to pay ALIMONY was unconstitutional under the 
Fourteenth Amendment. Many states had sim-
ilar laws, and these were changed to be gender 
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neutral. Prior to this case, alimony awards 
were nearly always granted to the woman in a 
divorce based on the assumption that she was 
her husband’s dependent. As a result of the 
women’s movement and more women in the 
paid labor force, the courts began to view ali-
mony in terms of need and ability to pay, mak-
ing the sex of the payor or payee less relevant. 
While gender-neutral alimony laws appear to 
be a step toward equality for women, the reali-
ties imposed by a sex-segregated economy, the 
WAGE GAP, and lingering assumptions about 
women’s traditional role in caring for children 
and family mean that women suffer dispropor-
tionate economic hardship relative to ex-
spouses following a divorce.

Further Reading
DiFonzo, J. Herbie. Beneath the Fault Line: The Popular 

and Legal Culture of Divorce in Twentieth-Century 
America. Richmond: University of Virginia Press, 
1997.

Ovington, Mary White (1865–1951) suffrag-
ist, socialist, unitarian, journalist, cofounder of the 
NAACP Mary White Ovington was born on 
April 11, 1865, in Brooklyn, New York, into a 
family that supported women’s SUFFRAGE and 
had been deeply involved in the ABOLITIONIST 
MOVEMENT. Ovington attended Radcliffe College, 
though she was forced to withdraw in 1893 for 
financial reasons. After working as a registrar 
for a few years, she helped to found what came 
to be known as the Greenpoint Settlement in 
Brooklyn. She was head social worker at Green-
point for eight years and then turned her atten-
tion to issues of race. In order to decide what 

needed to be done, Ovington embarked on a 
study concerning the social and economic con-
ditions of African Americans in New York City. 
In 1911, she published Half a Man: The Status of 
the Negro in New York. During her research and 
writing of this book, Ovington met extensively 
with others interested in the intersection 
between issues of race, class, and gender. In 
1909, she was the instigator for (and member of) 
the group that met and founded the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People (NAACP, with JANE ADDAMS and MARY 
CHURCH TERRELL). She was made secretary of the 
NAACP in 1910 and held various positions on 
the organization’s board until she retired due to 
ill health in 1947.

Ovington was vice president of Brooklyn’s 
National Consumer League (founded by FLOR-
ENCE KELLEY) and a member of the left-leaning 
Social Reform Club, but she was also a critic 
of socialist organizations for not doing enough 
to promote the cause of women and of blacks; 
she likewise criticized women’s groups for not 
doing enough for women of color. She founded 
the Lincoln Settlement in Brooklyn and helped 
a variety of organizations raise money for their 
social reform work. She died on July 15, 1951, in 
Newton Highlands, Massachusetts.

Further Reading
Ovington, Mary White, with Ralph E. Luker, ed. Black 

and White Sat Down Together: Reminiscences of 
an NAACP Founder. New York: Feminist Press, 
1995.

Wedin, Carolyn. Inheritors of the Spirit: Mary White 
Ovington and the Founding of the NAACP. Hobo-
ken, N.J.: John Wiley and Sons, 1997.

—Claire Curtis
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Packard, Sophia (1824–1891) educator So-
phia Packard was born in New Salem, Massa-
chusetts, on January 3, 1824. She was educated 
at the Female Seminary of Charlestown, Massa-
chusetts, and after teaching for several years, 
she became a preceptor and teacher at the New 
Salem Academy in 1855. After holding a num-
ber of teaching jobs in the northeast, Packard 
toured the South in 1880 and decided to open a 
school for African-American women and girls 
in Georgia. She persuaded the Woman’s Ameri-
can Baptist Home Mission Society to provide 
support and moved to Atlanta in 1881 with her 
long-time companion, Harriet E. Giles. Enroll-
ment at the Atlanta Baptist Female Seminary 
increased rapidly, and early in 1883 the school 
moved from a church basement to a new facil-
ity. John D. Rockefeller paid the balance due on 
the note in 1884, and the school was named 
Spelman Seminary in honor of Rockefeller’s 
wife and her parents. At Packard’s death on 
June 21, 1891, Spelman Seminary had 464 stu-
dents and a faculty of 34. The seminary became 
Spelman College in 1929 and, along with More-
house College, became affiliated with Atlanta 
University.

Palmer, Alice Freeman (1855–1902) educator 
Alice Elvira Freeman was born on February 21, 
1855, in Colesville, New York. She graduated 
from the University of Michigan in 1876, just six 
years after the institution began to accept female 
students. She later undertook graduate study in 
history there. In 1878, newly founded Wellesley 
College courted her to join its faculty, appointing 
her first as head of the history department, then 
as vice president and acting president, and 
finally, in 1882, as president of the college. Free-
man’s highly successful administration ended 
after six years when she resigned to marry Har-
vard professor George Herbert Palmer. She 
remained professionally active, however, as pres-
ident of the Association of Collegiate Alumnae 
(later renamed the AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF 
UNIVERSITY WOMEN [AAUW]) from 1885 to 1886, 
and as the first dean of women at the nascent 
University of Chicago, 1892–95. She also led the 
campaign to improve the normal school system 
in Massachusetts in the 1890s and contributed to 
the creation of Radcliffe College. She died on 
December 6, 1902.

In raising admissions standards at Welles-
ley, creating a network of academies to prepare 
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young women for college, working to make 
the University of Chicago more hospitable for 
women students, and leading organizations like 
AAUW, Palmer increased both the range and the 
quality of educational opportunities for women 
in the United States. Her professional and 
political influence secured a place for Ameri-
can women in higher education. She was also 
an important role model who deftly combined 
traditional expectations like marriage with a 
vibrant career.

Further Reading
Bordin, Ruth. Alice Freeman Palmer: The Evolution of a 

New Woman. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan 
Press, 1993.

Palmer, George Herbert. The Life of Alice Freeman 
Palmer. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1908.

—Laura Prieto

Parks, Rosa (Rosa Louise McCauley Parks) 
(1913–2005) civil rights leader Rosa Louise 
McCauley was born on February 4, 1913, in 
Tuskegee, Alabama. As a child, she attended the 
Montgomery Industrial School for Girls and 
then Booker T. Washington High School. She 
was a student at Alabama State College for a 
short while and married Raymond Parks, a bar-
ber, in 1932. Working as both a seamstress and 
a housekeeper, Rosa Parks became involved in 
the civil rights movement at a young age and 
joined the Montgomery branch of the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People (NAACP), an organization committed to 
social justice, in 1943. She sat as the branch’s 
secretary until 1956.

On December 1, 1955, Parks did something 
that would lead to her international renown. 
She refused to relinquish her seat on a bus to 
a white passenger. According to Montgomery’s 
racial segregation ordinances, the front seats 
on buses were allotted to white riders only, and 
African Americans were forbidden to take them. 
Should all of the front seats fill, black passen-
gers (although they paid the same fare) were 

required to relinquish their seats. Drivers were 
instructed to uphold the law and have all those 
who disobeyed removed, arrested, and fined. 
Parks’s refusal to yield her seat led to her arrest 
and a $10 fine.

Word of Parks’s defiance spread quickly, 
and officials of the NAACP, Montgomery church 
leaders, and the young Reverend Martin Luther 
King, Jr., believed that her action was a powerful 
impetus for a city-wide boycott of the city’s tran-
sit system. African-American passengers—total-
ing almost 70 percent of all bus riders—were 
asked to stop using the buses until the segrega-
tion policy was revoked. The boycott was an 
overwhelming success, lasting more than 380 
days. It ended on December 20, 1956, when the 
U.S. Supreme Court declared Montgomery’s seg-
regated seating unconstitutional. Parks became 
known as the mother of the Civil Rights move-
ment because of her role as the primary impetus 
of the campaign.

The boycott cost Parks her job, and she 
moved to Detroit, Michigan, shortly thereafter. 
Working as a fundraiser for the NAACP, she 
was asked to manage congressman and civil 
rights activist John Conyers’s office in 1965. She 
worked for Conyers for the next 25 years, until 
her retirement in 1988. In 1987, she cofounded 
the Rosa and Raymond Parks Institute for Self 
Development, an organization dedicated to moti-
vating African-American youth toward progres-
sive social change. “There are very few people 
who can say their actions and conduct changed 
the face of the nation,” said Mr. Conyers, “and 
Rosa Parks is one of those individuals.”

Parks’s actions and activism were first rec-
ognized in 1970 when she was awarded the Spin-
garn Medal. Since that time, she has received 
the Martin Luther King, Jr., Nonviolent Peace 
Prize (1980), the ELEANOR ROOSEVELT Women 
of Courage Award (1984), and the International 
Freedom Conductor Award from the National 
Underground Railroad Freedom Center (1998). 
In addition, the Southern Christian Leader-
ship Council established an annual Rosa Parks 
Freedom Award in her honor. She was inducted 
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into the National Women’s Hall of Fame in 1993 
and received the Congressional Gold Medal, the 
United States’ highest civilian honor, in 1999. 
Parks’s autobiography, Rosa Parks: My Story, was 
published in 1992.

Rosa Parks died on October 24, 2005, at her 
home in Detroit, Michigan. She was 92 years old.

Further Reading
Gray, Fred. Bus Ride to Justice: Changing the System by 

the System: The Life and Works of Fred D. Gray. 
Montgomery: NewSouth Books, 1999.

Parks, Rosa, with Gregory J. Reed. Quiet Strength: The 
Faith, the Hope, and the Heart of a Woman Who 
Changed a Nation. Grand Rapids, Mich.: Zonder-
van, 1995.

Siegel, Beatrice. The Year They Walked: Rosa Parks 
and the Montgomery Bus Boycott. New York: Four 
Winds Press, 1992.

—Candis Steenbergen

Parrish, Anne (1760–1800) educator Born 
in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, on October 17, 
1760, Anne Parrish grew up in a Quaker home 
where charitable works were greatly valued. In 
1795, Parrish established the first charitable 
organization for women, the House of Industry, 
to supply employment to poor women in Phila-
delphia. The following year, she founded a 
school for needy girls that provided instruction 
in regular school subjects as well as supplemen-
tary training in domestic skills. Later named the 
Aimwell School, the institution lasted until 
1923. Parrish died in Philadelphia on December 
26, 1800.

Further Reading
Haviland, Margaret Morris. “Beyond Women’s Sphere: 

Young Quaker Women and the Veil of Charity 
in Philadelphia, 1790–1810.” William and Mary 
Quarterly 51, no. 3 (July 1994): 419–446.

patriarchy Patriarchy literally means rule of 
(arch) fathers (patri). More generally, patriarchy 

characterizes the pervasive control men exercise 
over social, economic, and political power and 
resources; this is true not only in the United 
States but throughout the world. Historian 
Gerda Lerner defines the central features of 
patriarchal tradition:

Patriarchy . . . means the manifestation and 
institutionalization of male dominance over 
women and children in the family and the 
extension of male dominance over women in 
society in general. It implies that men hold 
power in all the important institutions of soci-
ety and that women are deprived of access to 
such power. It does not imply that women are 
totally powerless or totally deprived of rights, 
influence, and resources.

Liberal political theorist John Stuart Mill, writing 
in The Subjection of Women (1869), recognized 
that all men were empowered by patriarchy, 
regardless of their individual ability to exercise 
their power and privilege wisely:

Whatever gratification or pride there is in the 
possession of power, and whatever personal 
interest in its exercise, is in this case not con-
fined to a limited class, but common to the 
whole male sex. Instead of being, to most of 
its supporters, a thing desirable chiefly in the 
abstract, or, like the political ends usually con-
tended for by factions, of little private impor-
tance to any but the leaders; it comes home 
to the person and hearth of every male head 
of a family, and everyone who looks forward 
to being so. The clodhopper exercises, or is to 
exercise, his share of the power equally with the 
highest nobleman.

FEMINISM as an ideology and women’s move-
ments as political action directly challenge the 
privileged position of men and demand that 
women be viewed as individuals rather than 
simply derivatives of their relationships to men. 
The longstanding and persistent belief that men 
and women naturally occupy separate spheres 
strengthens the power of patriarchy. The SEPA-
RATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY promotes the belief that 
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due to women’s role in reproduction, they are 
best suited to occupy the private sphere of home 
and family. Alternatively, men are designed to 
occupy the public sphere of work and politics. 
Since power and resources in post-agrarian 
society derive from the public space rather than 
private space, controlling access to the public 
sphere substantially favors men. Until the mid-
1800s, the common law known as COVERTURE 
contributed to women’s lack of power in the 
public sphere by defining married couples as 
one entity represented in civil society by the 
husband. Therefore women could not vote, con-
trol property, or work for wages since they were 
indivisible from their husbands.

Controversies over patriarchal control are 
far from over today. Laws limiting women’s 
reproductive freedom and autonomy are rooted 
in a patriarchal desire to control lineage. The use 
of patronymics (father’s names) was important 
in establishing property rights. The practice of 
a woman adopting her husband’s surname is a 
patriarchal holdover from coverture law, but even 
in 2000, only 9 percent of all women kept their 
birth surnames upon marriage. In some states, 
notably Kentucky and Alabama, married women 
are required by law to use their husband’s sur-
name on state documents like a driver’s license 
or state tax returns. The U.S. Supreme Court 
upheld this sex-based requirement as recently as 
1971 (Forbush v. Wallace). Religious traditions, 
cultural norms, and secular laws are powerful 
forces in preserving patriarchy.

Further Reading
Lerner, Gerda. The Creation of Patriarchy. Oxford: 

Oxford University Press, 1987, p. 239.

Paul, Alice (Alice Stokes Paul) (1885–1977) 
suffragist leader Alice Paul was one of the 
leading figures in the fight for woman suffrage 
and women’s equality. Born on January 11, 
1885, in Moorestown, New Jersey, and raised as 
a Quaker, she graduated from Swarthmore Col-
lege in 1905 and subsequently worked at the 

New York College Settlement while attending 
the New York School of Social Work. In 1906, 
she left for England to work in the settlement 
house movement there for three years. Paul 
studied at university in England and returned 
to get her Ph.D. from the University of Pennsyl-
vania (1912). She was chair of a major commit-
tee (congressional) of the National American 
Woman Suffrage Association (NAWSA) within 
a year, in her mid-20s, but a year later, in 1913, 
she and others withdrew from NAWSA to form 
the Congressional Union for Woman Suffrage. 
This organization evolved into the National 
Woman’s Party in 1917, and Paul’s leadership 
was key to this organization’s founding and 
future.

In England in 1909, Paul had taken part in 
more radical protests for woman suffrage with 

Alice Paul, ca. 1920 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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the founder of the British suffrage movement, 
Emmeline Pankhurst, and her daughters, Sylvia 
and Christabel, participating in hunger strikes. 
Paul, who understood the importance of street 
theater in communicating a political position, 
brought back this sense of militancy, and in the 
United States she organized protests and rallies 
that led to her imprisonment three times. Her 
emphasis on a federal constitutional amendment 
for suffrage was at odds with the NAWSA posi-
tion, which was to work state-by-state as well 
as at the federal level. Despite the often strong 
acrimony between the two groups, their tactics 
actually complemented each other: NAWSA’s 
taking more deliberate action to win suffrage in 
elections meant that more politicians at the fed-
eral level had a stake in keeping women voters 
happy, and the NWP’s militant stands kept the 
issue in the newspapers and at the forefront of 
the political world.

After the 1920 victory for the Nineteenth 
Amendment, Paul became involved in the strug-
gle to introduce and pass an EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT (ERA), which acquired her name. 
(The amendment was finally passed in Congress 
in 1970 and sent to the states to ratify; however, 
the number of states necessary never ratified 
within the specified time limit and the amend-
ment failed). Paul was also active in the peace 
movement, stating at the outbreak of World War 
II that if women had helped to end World War I, 
the second war would not have been necessary. 
Paul died on July 9, 1977, in Moorestown, New 
Jersey, while the heated battle for the ERA was 
still raging.

The Alice Paul Institute (API), a not-for-
profit 501(c)3 corporation based in Mount Lau-
rel, New Jersey, was founded in 1984 by a group 
of dedicated volunteers to commemorate the 
centennial of Alice Paul’s 1885 birth and to 
further her legacy. API has preserved the legacy 
of Paul and her fellow suffragists and launched 
the physical restoration of Paul’s birthplace and 
family home, which was purchased in 1990. The 
restoration of the house began in spring 2001, 
and most of the project was completed during 

summer 2002. The Alice Paul Institute main-
tains a Web site at www.alicepaul.org.

Further Reading
Butler, Amy E. Two Paths to Equality: Alice Paul and 

Ethel M. Smith in the ERA Debate, 1921–1929. 
Albany, N.Y.: State University of New York Press, 
2002.

Lunardini, Christine A. From Equal Suffrage to Equal 
Rights: Alice Paul and the National Woman’s Party, 
1910–1928. New York: New York University 
Press, 1986.

Stevens, Doris. Jailed for Freedom, edited by Carol 
O’Hare. Troutdale, Oreg.: NewSage Press, 1995.

—Paula Casey

pay equity See COMPARABLE WORTH.

Pelosi, Nancy (Nancy Patricia D’Alesandro 
Pelosi) (1940– ) Speaker of the House of 
Representatives Nancy Pelosi was born Nancy 
Patricia D’Alesandro on March 26, 1940, in 
Baltimore, Maryland, to Italian-American 
parents. She became involved in politics at an 
early age as her father, Thomas D’Alesandro, Jr., 
was a U.S. congressman from Maryland and had 
also been mayor of Baltimore. Nancy D’Alesandro 
attended Trinity College in Washington, D.C. 
(graduated 1962), where she met her future 
husband, Paul Pelosi. When the couple married, 
they moved to his hometown of San Francisco; 
they had five children.

Pelosi became involved in Democratic poli-
tics as her children grew older, working her 
way up to becoming party chair for Northern 
California and joining forces with one of the 
leaders of California Democratic Party politics, 
fifth district congressman Phillip Burton. Pelosi 
was first elected to the U.S. House of Represen-
tatives on June 2, 1987, in a special election. She 
was elected to a full term in 1988 and has been 
successfully reelected in every contest since—
including November 2006, when she won over 
80 percent of the vote.
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Pelosi is a very effective fundraiser, netting 
nearly $8 million for Democratic candidates in 
the 2002 midterm cycle. She has served on the 
House Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Intelligence. She was the rank-
ing Democrat on the Intelligence Committee 
for two years. In 2001, she was elected to the 
position of House minority whip, serving as 
second in command to Minority Leader Dick 
Gephardt of Missouri. She campaigned for can-
didates in 30 states and in 90 Congressional 
districts, earning support for future leadership 
positions. In 2002, after Gephardt resigned as 
minority leader to seek the Democratic nomi-
nation in the 2004 presidential election, Pelosi 
was elected Minority Leader. At the time, it was 
the highest leadership position ever held by a 
woman.

Following the Democratic victories in 2006, 
Nancy Pelosi was elected Speaker of the House, 
becoming the first woman to hold the position.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Pelosi, Nancy.” In Biographical Directory of the United 
States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 
URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodis-
play.pl?index=P000197. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

“Representative Nancy Pelosi (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=H022103. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Perkins, Frances (Fannie Coralee Perkins) 
(1880–1965) secretary of labor Fannie Coralie 
Perkins was born on April 10, 1880, in Boston; 
she legally changed her name to Frances as an 
adult. Perkins graduated from Mount Holyoke 
College in 1902 and took a teaching position in 
Lake Forest, Illinois. While there, her interest in 
social service, begun at Mount Holyoke, contin-

ued to develop, and she spent much of her time 
working at HULL-HOUSE. She moved to New York 
in 1909 to study the living conditions of indus-
trial workers and was quickly appointed to the 
Committee on Safety of the City of New York. In 
1913, she married Paul Caldwell Wilson, with 
whom she had a daughter. Unusual for her time, 
she retained her maiden name.

When Franklin Roosevelt became governor 
of New York in 1928, he made Perkins industrial 
commissioner for the state; upon his election as 
president (1932), he appointed her secretary of 
labor. In 1945, she resigned from the cabinet, 
became a member of the Civil Service Commis-
sion, and worked in that agency until 1953. Per-
kins joined the faculty of Cornell University’s 
School of Industrial and Labor Relations in 1957 
and was still teaching at her death on May 14, 
1965.

Perkins was one of Roosevelt’s most trusted 
lieutenants and a key force in pushing FDR 
to protect the rights of American workers. 
One of the more liberal members of the FDR 
administration, she helped shape the policies 
that developed the Social Security Act, the 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT, the National Labor 
Relations Act, and the Civilian Conservation 
Corps. She also utilized her position as sec-
retary of labor to guarantee that employers 
abided by collective bargaining laws and was 
perceived by labor unions as a staunch ally in 
the administration.

As the first woman appointed to a cabinet-
level position, Perkins is a central figure in 
the fight for political equality, but she is also 
an important individual in American labor 
history. She was secretary of labor for slightly 
more than 12 years (the longest tenure ever in 
that position), the Department of Labor head-
quarters were named after her in 1980, and 
she was inducted into the Labor Hall of Fame 
in 1988.

Further Reading
Martin, George Whitney. Madam Secretary, Frances 

Perkins. Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1976.
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Pasachoff, Naomi. Frances Perkins: Champion of the 
New Deal. New York: Oxford University Press, 
1991.

—Scott Beekman

Personal Responsibility and Work Oppor-
tunity Reconciliation Act (1996) Signed 
into law on August 22, 1996, the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconcil-
iation Act (PRWORA) effectively repealed the 
60-year-old federal guarantee of cash assistance 
to families with children (Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children), replacing it with block-
grant funding to states for temporary assistance 
for poor families (Temporary Assistance for 
Needy Families) for up to two years, with a five-
year lifetime limit. Under the new law, recipi-
ents must work after two years on assistance 
(with some exceptions), and the legislation 
establishes benchmarks for states. For example, 
25 percent of all families in each state were 
required to be engaged in work activities or to 
have left the rolls after the first year, increasing 
to 50 percent by 2002. In addition, adults must 
find work or begin performing community ser-
vice work (state option), and the law mandates a 
minimum of 30 work hours per week for parents 
with children over age six. States will be 
rewarded with financial bonuses if they reduce 
caseloads and penalized for not meeting other 
requirements.

Additional CHILD CARE services funding was 
approved, although states were left to create the 
systems for providing care within the parame-
ters of the funds provided. As a result, child care 
has been scarce, and the waiting list for federally 
subsidized child care slots is very long in most 
states. Child support enforcement requirements 
were expanded, and proof of paternity must be 
produced. States may choose to deny aid to fam-
ilies when additional children are born. States 
are given full responsibility for planning and 
administering most assistance programs under 
the new law and must submit new welfare plans 

to the federal government in order to receive 
block-grant funding.

The PRWORA produced a great deal of 
controversy when introduced. Advocates for 
women and children predicted that 2.5 million 
people would be pushed deeper into poverty. 
The NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN and 
the Children’s Defense Fund lobbied against the 
bill’s passage. Women in Congress, particularly 
African-American women, spoke out against 
what they viewed as racist and sexist assump-
tions motivating the new legislation. The results 
of the PRWORA have been somewhat difficult to 
measure, but by most estimates the number of 
individuals and families receiving public assis-
tance has fallen since 1996. Critics attribute 
the early results to a robust economy and point 
to the increasing numbers of families working 
multiple jobs while still unable to rise above the 
federal poverty standard.

See also WELFARE POLICY; WELFARE RIGHTS 
MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Ehrenreich, Barbara. Nickel and Dimed: On (Not) Get-

ting by in America. New York: Owl Books, 2002.
Seccombe, Karen. “So You Think I Drive a Cadillac?”: 

Welfare Recipients’ Perspectives on the System and 
Reform. Boston: Allyn and Bacon, 1998.

Shipler, David K. The Working Poor: Invisible in Amer-
ica. New York: Knopf, 2004.

Peterson, Esther (Esther Eggertsen Peter-
son) (1906–1997) consumer advocate, woman’s 
advocate Born on December 9, 1906, Esther 
Eggertsen grew up in a Mormon family in con-
servative Provo, Utah, where her father was the 
local school superintendent. She earned a bach-
elor’s degree from Brigham Young University in 
1927 and a master’s degree from Columbia Uni-
versity Teachers College in 1930. Her husband, 
Oliver Peterson—with whom she had four chil-
dren—was active in the Farmer-Labor and 
Socialist Parties and introduced her to labor 
issues and leaders within the labor movement of 
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the 1930s. Consequently, Esther Peterson 
became very interested in the rights of working 
people.

From about 1932 to 1937, Peterson taught at 
the Winsor School for Girls in Boston. At night 
she volunteered to teach classes at the Boston 
YWCA for domestic workers and those in the 
garment trades. Each summer, she worked as 
recreation director for the Bryn Mawr Summer 
School for Women Workers in Industry, where 
women learned techniques of speaking and 
organizing, as well as science, literature, history, 
art, and dance. Peterson became the assistant 
director of the Department of Cultural Activities 
of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of Amer-
ica (ACWA) in 1938. After World War II began, 
she codirected the ACWA Committee on War 
Activities. She also organized other nonunion 
workers, trying especially to integrate newly 
hired African-American women into the union.

In 1944, Esther Peterson began her career 
in lobbying as the union’s first legislative rep-
resentative and worked to raise the minimum 
wage. In 1958, she became a lobbyist for the 
Industrial Union Department of the AFL-CIO. 
Three years later, President John F. Kennedy 
appointed her assistant secretary of labor and 
director of the Women’s Bureau. In this capac-
ity, she led the campaign for the EQUAL PAY 
ACT of 1963 and served as the director of the 
first PRESIDENT’S COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF 
WOMEN. From 1964 to 1967 Peterson served as 
President Lyndon Johnson’s special assistant on 
consumer affairs. In 1977, she headed President 
Jimmy Carter’s consumer affairs department, a 
post she held until 1981. Her consumer advo-
cacy resulted in new federal laws requiring the 
labeling of foods with their nutritional value, 
the pricing of food products per unit and the use 
of open dating—labeling with a date by which 
perishable products such as milk must be sold.

Peterson was awarded the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom in 1981. In 1993, she served 
as a Clinton appointee on the U.S. delegation to 
the United Nations. She died on December 20, 
1997, at the age of 91.

Further Reading
Peterson, Esther, with Winifred Conkling. Restless: 

The Memoirs of Labor and Consumer Activist 
Esther Peterson. Washington, D.C.: Caring Pub-
lishing, 1997.

Philadelphia Female Anti-Slavery Society 
James and LUCRETIA MOTT were founding mem-
bers of the Pennsylvania Anti-Slavery Society, 
one of the oldest in the nation, founded in 1833. 
In the same year, Lucretia Mott, Mary Ann 
McClintock, and Harriet Forten Purvis helped 
found the Philadelphia Female Anti-Slavery 
Society. Like other women’s social-reform move-
ments, the purpose of the Philadelphia Female 
Anti-Slavery Society was to raise funds to sup-
port the movement’s speakers (nearly all male). 
The ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT spawned many 
debates among the activists about the proper 
role for women. Ultimately, it was women’s very 
exclusion from the proceedings of the World 
Slavery Conference held in London that 
prompted Mott and ELIZABETH CADY STANTON to 
issue a call for a meeting to consider the rights 
of women. The SENECA FALLS CONVENTION in 
1848 included many of the male and female 
reformers active in the abolitionist movement.

Further Reading
Yee, Shirley J. Black Women Abolitionists: A Study in 

Activism 1828–60. Knoxville: University of Ten-
nessee Press, 1992.

Yellin, Jean Fagan. Women and Sisters: The Anti-Slav-
ery Feminists in American Culture. New Haven, 
Conn.: Yale University Press, 1989.

Phillips v. Martin Marietta Corp. (400 U.S. 
542) (1971) This case is one of the first to 
apply the sex discrimination provisions of TITLE 
VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 to employ-
ment decisions. An employer may not, in the 
absence of a business necessity, refuse to hire 
women with school-aged children. Ida Phillips 
applied for a job with Martin Marietta but was 
informed that the company did not hire women 
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with preschool-aged children; there was no such 
policy regarding employment of men with pre-
school-aged children. Phillips sued under Title 
VII, arguing that she had been denied employ-
ment on the basis of her sex. The district court 
found no bias against women and cited the 
prevalence of women applicants and employees 
at Martin as evidence. The U.S. Supreme Court 
ruled unanimously, however, that applicants 
cannot be subject to different hiring standards 
on the basis of sex.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Phillips v. Martin Marietta Corp., 

400 U.S. 542 (1971).” Available online. URL: 
http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1970–1979/ 
1970/1970_73. Accessed on January 11, 2007.

Phyllis Schlafly Report After losing the race 
for the presidency of the National Federation of 
Republican Women and withdrawing from estab-
lishment politics, PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY needed a new 
way to communicate with her conservative fol-
lowers and gain new supporters. In 1967, there-
fore, she founded the Phyllis Schlafly Report, a 
monthly political newsletter that has been pub-
lished ever since. Though Schlafly has not writ-
ten all articles herself, the newsletter contains 
her conservative ideas, her ideology, and her 
opinions on current events. Initially, she focused 
primarily on foreign policy, national defense, 
military issues, and anticommunism. When she 
turned against the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 
(ERA), the newsletter was an established and 
effective way of communicating her views, 
becoming the mouthpiece of STOP ERA and the 
EAGLE FORUM. With her anti-ERA campaign, a 
report was published in a double issue, one 
focusing on ERA and one on its pre-ERA topics. 
Schlafly informed her readers on her reasons for 
opposing the ERA and FEMINISM. The report pro-
vided anti-ERA activists with arguments and 
strategies to effectively rally against the ERA. It 
contained information and handouts to lobby 
state legislators and appeals for donations.

With the campaign against the amendment, 
subscription rates for the Phyllis Schlafly Report 
went up from 3,000 in 1967 to 35,000 in 1980. 
However, the actual number of readers was 
much higher, as Schlafly asked her subscribers 
to copy the reports and circulate them in their 
community. Schlafly and her followers distrib-
uted her newsletter to state legislatures. Many 
state legislators turned to the Phyllis Schlafly 
Report to inform themselves about the alleged 
effects of the ERA and eventually voted against 
it. The newsletter continues to be a platform for 
her antifeminist and conservative convictions.

See also ANTIFEMINISM.

Further Reading
Felsenthal, Carol. The Biography of Phyllis Schlafly: 

The Sweetheart of the Silent Majority. Garden City, 
N.Y.: Doubleday & Company, 1981.

—Christine Knauer

Pierce, Jane (Jane Means Appleton Pierce) 
(1806–1863) first lady Jane Means Appleton 
was born in Hampton, New Hampshire, on 
March 12, 1806, the third of six children. Her 
father, Jesse Appleton, was a respected Congre-
gationalist minister, and her mother, Elizabeth 
Means Appleton, came from a wealthy family. In 
1807, Jesse Appleton became president of Bow-
doin College in Brunswick, Maine. The children 
were raised on the Bowdoin campus among the 
families of professors in strict Calvinist tradi-
tion. Jane’s father instilled a deep fear of sin in 
his daughter that would shape her reactions to 
events later in life. After he died of tuberculosis 
in 1819, Elizabeth Appleton moved the family 
back to Amherst, New Hampshire. Jane may 
have contracted tuberculosis herself, as she was 
frail and often in ill health. She was a good stu-
dent, however, with an interest in literature.

When Jane Appleton was 20, she met Frank-
lin Pierce, a graduate of Bowdoin, who was plan-
ning to study law as a means of entering politics. 
Although she was retiring and he gregarious, 
they began an eight-year courtship. Her family 
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objected to nearly everything about Pierce, most 
especially his affiliation with the Democratic 
Party. Nevertheless, the couple married on 
November 19, 1834, and immediately departed 
for Washington so that Franklin could take his 
seat in the Congress as a representative for New 
Hampshire. He was subsequently elected to the 
U.S. Senate (1837–42).

Life in Washington appealed to Franklin 
as much as it appalled his wife. She disdained 
the atmosphere of political deal-making and 
the after-hours drinking involved. After eight 
unhappy years, she convinced him to give up 
politics and return to his law practice in Con-
cord, New Hampshire. The birth of her sons 
Frank Robert (b. 1839) and Benjamin (b. 1841) 
after several miscarriages and stillbirths gave 
her even more reason to urge their return to a 
more healthful and stable existence. Although 
they did as she wished and returned to Concord 
in 1842, they were devastated by the death of 
their first son from typhus in 1843.

With the outbreak of the Mexican War 
(1846–48), Franklin felt the call of duty and 
accepted a commission as brigadier general. 
Before he left, he arranged for live-in help for 
his ailing wife and remaining son, Benny. Jane 
concentrated all of her energies on her son, 
raising him in the strict evangelical traditions 
in which she herself had been raised. When 
Franklin returned from the Mexican War, his 
law practice prospered, and Jane’s health began 
to improve. But this hiatus from politics proved 
short-lived; when she heard that Franklin had 
been nominated as the Democratic candidate 
for president, she fainted. She began praying for 
him to lose and offered him no support in his 
active campaign for the job.

When Franklin Pierce won the presidency 
in 1852, Jane resigned herself to life in the White 
House, comforted by the thought that at least she 
would have Benny with her. However, on Janu-
ary 6, 1853, on a train ride back from Boston, the 
train derailed and tumbled over an embankment. 
Neither parent was hurt, but Benny was killed. 
Jane believed that God must have caused Benny’s 

death as punishment for his parent’s sins—espe-
cially the political ambitions of his father. This 
charge devastated Franklin. Jane did not attend 
the inauguration and only moved into the White 
House at the urging of her family. Her husband 
hired a New Hampshire couple with experience 
in managing an inn to manage the daily affairs 
of the White House, and Jane’s aunt, Abby Kent 
Means, served as the official hostess.

The Pierce administration was a politically 
troubled one, but Jane offered no aid or solace to 
her husband. She sank into a deep depression, 
often behaving oddly, such as spending hours 
in the White House sitting room scribbling 
notes to her dead son. The president went out in 
Washington alone, escaping the despondency of 
the White House to visit the theater or galleries. 
Varina Davis, second wife of Jefferson Davis, 
gradually persuaded Jane to participate in more 
public events. In 1855, she attended the New 
Year’s reception, and in 1856 the Pierces held a 
round of official dinners.

When they left the White House in 1857, 
Franklin Pierce took Jane abroad, hoping that 
a change in scenery would improve her health 
and mental state. They returned to Concord 
and planned to build a house. Supporters urged 
Franklin to consider another campaign for the 
White House in 1860, but he declined as Jane’s 
health worsened. She died on December 2, 1863, 
and was buried in Concord beside her children.

Further Reading
Mayo, Edith P. “Jane Pierce.” In The Smithsonian Book 

of First Ladies: Their Lives, Times, and Issues. New 
York: Henry Holt and Company, 1996, 81–83.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Pinchot, Cornelia Bryce (Cornelia Eliza-
beth Bryce Pinchot) (1881–1960) political 
activist Cornelia Elizabeth Bryce was born in 
Newport, Rhode Island, to Lloyd Stevens and 
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Edith Cooper Bryce. Lloyd Bryce was a con-
gressman, political advisor to Theodore Roos-
evelt, and United States minister to the 
Netherlands. Edith Cooper Bryce was the grand-
daughter of iron mogul Peter Cooper. Cornelia’s 
upbringing in Rhode Island and New York pro-
vided her with a elite education, exposure to the 
political arena, and the company of well-placed 
individuals in society. She was an accomplished 
traveler, amateur political activist, and sports-
woman by the time she met and married Gifford 
Pinchot in 1914, at the age of 33; he was 49.

Cornelia spent her honeymoon helping her 
husband campaign for a seat in the U.S. Senate 
from Pennsylvania, which he lost. Her political 
interest was not solely on behalf of her hus-
band; before she married Gifford, Cornelia had 
taken part in picket lines, marches, protests, 
and joined organizations on behalf of workers’ 
interests, female SUFFRAGE, child labor, and other 
Progressive causes. Pinchot herself ran for a 
seat in Congress three times from the state of 
Pennsylvania on the Republican ticket; she failed 
all three times, in 1928, 1932, and 1936. After 
Gifford’s death in 1946, she continued her politi-
cal activism, serving as the U.S. representative 
at the International Women’s Conference (1945), 
as president of the Americans United for World 
Organization, and on the board of the Americans 
for Democratic Action. She lived in Washington, 
D.C., in her later years, entertaining political and 
social figures until her death at the age of 79. Her 
papers are housed in the Library of Congress.

Further Reading
Furlow, John W., Jr. “Cornelia Bryce Pinchot: Femi-

nism in the Post-Suffrage Era.” Pennsylvania His-
tory 43 (1976): 329–346.

Voda, Mary Beth Kennedy. “The Lady in Red: Cornelia 
Bryce Pinchot: Feminist for Social Justice.” Penn-
sylvania Heritage 23 (1997): 22–31.

—Megan Jones

pink-collar ghetto The term pink collar ghetto 
was reportedly first introduced by Louise Kapp 

Howe in her book Pink Collar Workers: Inside the 
World of Women’s Work (1977). Howe’s work 
examined the experiences of women working in 
traditionally “female” occupations such as secre-
tary, beautician, and waitress. Her central claim 
was that the “equal pay” theory on which the 
EQUAL PAY ACT of 1963 was based would never 
alleviate the WAGE GAP for women working in the 
“pink-collar ghetto” because the wages, salaries, 
and prestige of these occupations were systemati-
cally marginalized. Since the majority of working 
women (certainly in 1977, but still today) hold 
jobs in employment sectors consistent with pri-
vate-sphere gender roles, the Equal Pay Act prom-
ised little relief. The law requires that employers 
provide equal pay for equal or substantially equal 
work rather than for comparable work. Three-
quarters of all women who work do so in just 20 
occupations, each of which is nearly 80 percent 
female. Bureau of Labor statistics for 2003 
reported that women made up 98 percent of 
nation’s kindergarten and preschool teachers, 84 
percent of its elementary school teachers, 96 per-
cent of secretaries and administrative assistants, 
and 90 percent of registered nurses. Likewise, 
men constitute 96 percent of the nation’s fire-
fighters, 74 percent of its physicians, 97 percent 
of its construction workers, and 99 percent of its 
auto mechanics. The median income for all full-
time male workers in 2001 was $29,101, com-
pared with $16,614 for all full-time female 
workers.

As long as occupations are segregated 
by gender, the Equal Pay Act will not erase 
pay differentials. Many feminists advocate a 
COMPARABLE WORTH strategy that would pay 
equivalent rates based on equivalent work, 
even when the job title was not identical. Com-
parable-worth legislation would ensure that 
women who work as prison matrons would 
be paid the same as men who work as prison 
guards. A Fair Pay Act, designed to provide 
equal pay for comparable work, has been intro-
duced into Congress repeatedly but has made 
little headway toward passage as of the 109th 
Congress.
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Further Reading
Blum, Linda M. Between Feminism and Labor: The 

Significance of the Comparable Worth Movement. 
Berkeley: University of California Press, 1991.

Howe, Louise Kapp. Pink Collar Workers: Inside the 
World of Women’s Work. New York: G. P. Putnam’s 
Sons, 1977.

pipeline thesis The term pipeline thesis refers 
to the theory that women will only advance to 
higher political office as well as to positions of 
responsibility in science, academia, and the pro-
fessions once more women flood the “pipeline” 
into such jobs. This theory suggests that there is 
a logical progression of advancement and that 
once women comprise sufficient numbers of 
qualified candidates, they will be promoted and/
or elected in proportionate numbers. Propo-
nents of this theory therefore believe that it is 
only a matter of time until women achieve par-
ity. However, given that women have been in 
public life and the workforce in significant num-
bers since the mid-1970s without making equally 
significant advances in the proportion of politi-
cal posts or in the highest echelons in industry, 
critics suggest that sex discrimination clogs the 
pipeline and that direct action through legal 
intervention or policy is the only way to ensure 
that women are advanced. Even when men and 
women are similarly educated and working in 
the same profession, women are likely to be at 
the bottom of the wage and prestige scales. For 
example, women constitute 30 percent of all 
lawyers in the United States, yet they make up 
only 15 percent of the partners in the 250 largest 
law firms and only 5 percent of managing part-
ners in large firms. Women represent 15 percent 
of the senior executives in Fortune 500 compa-
nies (up from 8 percent in 1995) and earn 
roughly two-thirds the salaries of their male 
counterparts.

With regard to electing more women to 
office, the pipeline refers to the characteristics 
of electable candidates. These characteristics 
may depend in part on the level of office in 

question (national, state, or local). The higher 
the office, the more experience, education, and 
professional prestige are required. Candidates 
for the U.S. Senate are drawn from a select pool 
of individuals, many of whom come from cor-
porate boardrooms, the ranks of senior manage-
ment, prestigious law firms, or the U.S. House of 
Representatives. Women have only recently bro-
ken into this select group, and their numbers are 
still very small. In 2004, there were two women 
CEOs of Fortune 500 companies, and women 
held roughly 10 percent of senior management 
positions in the nation’s largest companies, 
constituted only 13 percent of the partners of 
large law firms, held 14.9 percent of the seats in 
the U.S. House, and made up only 18.2 percent 
of full professors at doctoral-granting institu-
tions nationwide. For many, this suggests that 
the reason for women’s lack of representation 
in politics rests with their small numbers in the 
pipeline to elected office. In other words, there 
are simply not enough qualified female candi-
dates. Advocates for more women in office are 
advised to be patient. As more women enter the 
public sphere overall, there will be more female 
candidates and therefore more women elected 
officials.

Critics of the pipeline thesis point to dif-
ferent factors in the relatively small number 
of women seeking and winning elected office. 
While women’s numbers have been growing at 
the local and state legislative levels, the average 
age when first elected to office remains signifi-
cantly higher for women than for men. Women 
often wait to seek office until their children 
are grown, which limits their ability to climb 
the ladder to progressively higher positions. 
In a study released in 1991, only 15 percent 
of women officeholders were 40 years old or 
younger, compared to 28 percent of men. Men 
in office were twice as likely as women to have 
pre-teenage children at home. While father-
hood is seen as compatible with a professional 
career and political office, motherhood is seen 
as a full-time job. Women with small children 
face tough questioning as candidates about how 
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they expect to handle both jobs. Men, how-
ever, are rarely asked whether their political 
responsibilities will take them away from their 
children.

In a study conducted in the spring of 2000 
for the WHITE HOUSE PROJECT Education Fund, 
researchers interviewed young women and men 
to learn more about the pipeline of the future. 
The study found that young people, particularly 
women, are extraordinarily dedicated to their 
communities and to solving problems within 
their communities. Although they hold nega-
tive attitudes about politics and politicians in 
general, more than four in 10 young adults 
would consider running for office themselves. 
Young women are more inclined to get involved 
in politics if they believe they will be able 
to accomplish their goals and address issues 
they care about through political involvement. 
Young women who have held leadership posi-
tions in their school or community and who 
have been encouraged to seek office are far 
more likely than other women to express a 
desire to seek political office. Encouragement 
has twice the power of any other factor in pre-
dicting whether a young woman will consider 
running for office. Presumably then, young 
women could be cultivated to fill the pipeline 
and seek elective office.

However, significant new research in the 
area of women candidates challenges both 
the eligibility pool and the pipeline theses in 
explaining why so few women seek office in each 
election cycle. Research by Richard Fox and Jen-
nifer Lawless suggests that these theories may 
rest on a fundamentally flawed assumption: that 
women will respond to political opportunities 
in the same ways that men traditionally have. 
As the authors point out, little attention has 
been paid to the process by which gender affects 
men’s and women’s emergence as candidates for 
public office. They found that women overall are 
less likely than their male colleagues to consider 
running for office, undertake the steps neces-
sary to declare a candidacy, or actually run for 
public office.

So what explains women’s lack of ambition 
for political office? Fox and Lawless investigated 
a number of factors related to traditional gender 
socialization, political culture, family responsi-
bilities, and self-perceived qualifications. They 
did not find any empirical support for the tra-
ditional barriers to women’s entry into politics; 
women’s ambition is not depressed by political 
culture, family structure, or primary caretaking 
responsibilities, nor by ideological motivations. 
Rather, women’s self-perceptions of their quali-
fications for office and the degree to which they 
receive encouragement to run from a political 
or nonpolitical source are central to predicting 
whether women will seek political office. When 
women perceive themselves as “very qualified” 
for holding an elected position, they are signifi-
cantly more likely to consider running.

For women, the impact of self-perceived 
qualifications on the decision to seek office is 
nearly double that for men. Fox and Lawless 
concluded that although women who run for 
office are just as likely as men to emerge as 
winners, the winnowing process in candidate 
emergence yields a smaller number of female 
candidates. The pool of candidates who actu-
ally run, therefore, looks very different from the 
eligibility pool of potential candidates. Women 
are significantly less likely than men to receive 
political encouragement to run and to assess 
themselves as qualified to run for office, but at 
the same time they are more likely to rely on 
their own assessment when considering whether 
to enter the political arena. Therefore, relying on 
the inevitable advance of women in the profes-
sions, as the pipeline thesis suggests, is neces-
sary but may not be sufficient to produce more 
women candidates or elected officials.

See also GLASS CEILING; SEPARATE SPHERES 
IDEOLOGY.

Further Reading
Fox, Richard L., and Jennifer L. Lawless. “Entering 

the Arena? Gender and the Decision to Run for 
Office.” American Journal of Political Science 48, 
no. 2 (April 2004): 264–280.
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Can and Must Help Run the World. New York: 
Viking Press, 2004.

Pittsburgh Press v. Pittsburgh Commission 
on Human Relations (413 U.S. 376) (1973) 
This case challenged the prevailing practice of 
segregating by sex help-wanted ads placed in 
newspapers. Although TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL 
RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 prohibited employment dis-
crimination on the basis of sex, the EQUAL 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC) 
refused to enforce the law and end this practice 
as it pertained to sex discrimination even though 
it had provided guidelines to end similar segre-
gation of classified ads on the basis of race, reli-
gion, and national origin (the other protected 
classes under Title IV). In 1967, under pressure 
from the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN 
(NOW), the EEOC agreed to hold hearings on 
the issue. As a result, the agency changed its 
guidelines in 1968.

Individual newspapers were slow to com-
ply. NOW dedicated its efforts to drawing 
public attention to those news organizations 
that refused to follow EEOC guidelines and 
integrate their classified job listings. The Pitts-
burgh Press altered its headings from “Male Help 
Wanted” and “Female Help Wanted” to “Jobs—
Male Interest” and “Jobs—Female Interest.” The 
Pittsburgh Commission on Human Relations 
ordered the newspaper to stop the practice of 
separate columns, but it refused. Ultimately the 
case ended up at the U.S. Supreme Court, where 
the Pittsburgh Press argued it required protection 
from interference under First Amendment rights 
of speech and press. Therefore the Court had to 
sort through competing rights. The justices did 
so on the basis of distinguishing between speech 
and commercial speech. Since the job ads were a 
part of the paper’s commercial enterprise, they 

were not subject to the same level of protection 
as the editorial or news content would be. This 
decision effectively ended the practice of male 
and female help-wanted ads—a mere nine-years 
after Title VII made discrimination on the basis 
of sex illegal in employment.

Further Reading
Frost-Knappman, Elizabeth, and Kathryn Cullen-

DuPont. Women’s Rights on Trial. Detroit: Gale 
Publishing, 1997.

The OYEZ Project. “Pittsburgh Press Co. v. Human Rel. 
Comm’n, 413 U.S. 376 (1973).” Available online. 
URL:http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1970–
1979/1972/1972_72_419. Accessed on January 
11, 2007.

Planned Parenthood Federation of Amer-
ica (PPFA) Planned Parenthood Federation of 
America (PPFA) is the oldest family-planning 
organization in the United States. PPFA has its 
roots in the early BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT led 
by MARGARET SANGER. In 1921, Sanger founded 
the first family-planning organization, the 
AMERICAN BIRTH CONTROL LEAGUE (ABCL), offer-
ing an ambitious program of education, legisla-
tive reform, and research on contraceptive 
techniques. Sanger envisioned an organization 
that would consolidate birth control activism, 
family-planning services, and clinic access. In 
1939, the ABCL merged with the Birth Control 
Clinical Research Bureau to form the Birth Con-
trol Federation of America, and in 1942 the 
organization voted to change its name to Planned 
Parenthood Federation of America, Inc.

PPFA has adopted a variety of political and 
social goals. Its early mission was to make con-
traception more accessible to free women from 
unplanned pregnancies. By the 1960s, PPFA’s 
support of the birth control pill made contra-
ceptive access possible to millions of women 
worldwide. PPFA has remained legally active at 
both the state and federal level, supporting such 
cases as GRISWOLD V. CONNECTICUT, which struck 
down state laws prohibiting contraceptive use 
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by married couples, and ROE V. WADE, which 
legalized ABORTION. More recently, Planned Par-
enthood has been at the forefront in the effort 
to overturn a federal ban on third-trimester 
abortions, and the federation helped to organize 
two of the largest marches in Washington, D.C., 
history for abortion rights. Currently, nearly 
21,000 volunteers and staff provide reproduc-
tive health care and education to almost 5 mil-
lion people each year. The Planned Parenthood 
Action Fund remains politically active through 
lobbying, voter education, and electoral work. 
Globally, Planned Parenthood serves the inter-
national community through its involvement 
in Planned Parenthood Global Partners and as 
a member of the International Planned Parent-
hood Federation.

Further Reading
Kennedy, David M. Birth Control in America: The 

Career of Margaret Sanger. New Haven, Conn.: 
Yale University Press, 2001.

McCann, Carole. Birth Control Politics in the United 
States, 1916–1945. New York: Cornell University 
Press, 1994.

—Patricia Walsh Coates

Planned Parenthood of Southeastern Penn-
sylvania v. Casey (505 U.S. 833) (1992) In 
the late 1980s, Pennsylvania amended its ABOR-
TION laws to require informed consent and a 24-
hour waiting period for women seeking 
abortions. Minors would need parental consent, 
and married women would need spousal con-
sent in order to have an abortion in the state. 
Several abortion clinics and abortion-rights 
groups challenged these provisions. In a 5-4 
decision, the Supreme Court reaffirmed the 
basic right of abortion under ROE V. WADE but 
also upheld most of the Pennsylvania provi-
sions. The justices overturned the strict trimes-
ter formula of Roe, claiming that medical 
advances had made the formula obsolete. They 
imposed a new standard to determine the valid-
ity of laws designed to restrict abortions, hold-

ing that state abortion regulations cannot have 
the purpose or effect of imposing an “undue 
burden” on women seeking abortions. The 
Court defined an undue burden as a “substantial 
obstacle in the path of a woman seeking an 
abortion before the fetus attains viability.” 
According to the justices, only the provision 
requiring spousal consent would fail the undue-
burden test, and it was therefore stricken. The 
opinion for the Court was unique in that it was 
crafted and authored by three justices. Neither 
side of the abortion debate was satisfied with 
the ruling.

Further Reading
Casper, Gerhard. Landmark Abortion Cases: Planned 

Parenthood v. Casey. Bethesda, Md.: University 
Publications of America, 1993.

Friedman, Leon. The Supreme Court Confronts Abor-
tion: The Briefs, Argument, and Decision in Planned 
Parenthood v. Casey. New York: Farrar, Straus and 
Giroux, 1993.

Sanger, Alexander. Beyond Choice: Reproductive Free-
dom in the 21st Century. New York: Public Affairs, 
2004.

—J. Celeste Lay

Pocahontas (ca. 1595–1617) peacemaker Po-
cahontas, daughter of Powhatan, the leader of a 
powerful Indian confederacy in Virginia, served 
as her father’s emissary to the settlers in the 
English colony of Jamestown. Pocahontas left no 
written record of her life or her impressions 
about the colonists, so researchers rely largely 
on English sources to tell her story. In what is 
probably an apocryphal story, John Smith 
claimed that when he was captured by Powhat-
an’s brother in 1607, Pocahontas stepped for-
ward to protect his life by offering her own. 
Beginning in 1608, she made frequent trips to 
the settlement, delivering messages from Pow-
hatan and arranging for the exchange of corn, 
fish, and other supplies.

Relations between Powhatan and the James-
town colonists disintegrated after John Smith 

Pocahontas  367 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   367 11/29/07   12:38:05 PM



returned to England in 1609. The following 
year, Pocahontas married an Indian named 
Kocoum. In 1613, she was taken hostage by 
Samuel Argall, who hoped to use her to gain 
bargaining power with the Indians. As a cap-
tive, Pocahontas began religious instruction, 
met widowed tobacco planter John Rolfe, and 
married him on April 5, 1614. Afterward, the 
colonists enjoyed a temporarily peaceful rela-
tionship with the Indians that lasted until Pow-
hatan’s death. Pocahontas gave birth to a son, 
Thomas Rolfe, in 1615. The Virginia Company 
recognized Pocahontas’s contributions to the 
colony that same year and provided her and her 
son with an annual stipend.

In 1616, Pocahontas, her husband and son, 
and several Indian men and women sailed for 
England to encourage support of the Virginia 
Company and the colony. There Pocahontas was 
presented to James I and Queen Anne. She died 
on March 21, 1617, just as the Rolfes were pre-
paring to board a ship bound home for Virginia, 
and was buried in a churchyard in Gravesend, 
England.

Further Reading
Barbour, Philip. Pocahontas and Her World. Boston: 

Houghton Mifflin Company, 1970.
Rountree, Helen. Pocahontas’s People: The Powhatan 

Indians of Virginia through Four Centuries. Nor-
man: University of Oklahoma Press, 1990.

———. “Pocahontas—the Hostage Who Became 
Famous.” In Sifters: Native American Women’s 
Lives, edited by Theda Perdue, 14–28. Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 2001.

Woodward, Grace Steele. Pocahontas. Norman: Uni-
versity of Oklahoma Press, 1969.

—Jennifer Davis McDaid

Polk, Sarah Childress (1803–1891) first lady 
Sarah Childress was born near Murfreesboro, 
Tennessee, to Joel and Elizabeth Whitsett Chil-
dress on September 4, 1803; she was the third 
of six children. The family was prosperous, 
religiously principled, and politically connected. 

Sarah’s parents believed in educating all of their 
children equally. After completing the primary 
grades, Sarah and her sister Susan were tutored 
at home after hours by the principal of Bradley 
Academy, where her brothers attended school. 
She was an avid reader and enjoyed reading the 
newspapers and engaging in conversation about 
the political issues of the day. General Andrew 
Jackson was a frequent visitor. In 1817, the sis-
ters enrolled in Monrovian Female Academy in 
Salem, North Carolina, touted as the best girl’s 
school in the South. Though their enrollment 
was cut short by their father’s death, Sarah’s 
educational foundation allowed her to approach 
the role of first lady as a political partner to the 
president.

Sarah met James Polk, a schoolmate of her 
brothers, at a reception for the Tennessee gov-
ernor. Polk was a lawyer, politician, and clerk 
of the Tennessee court. He courted Sarah for 
four years before she reportedly accepted his 
proposal on the condition that he win a seat 
in the state legislature. They were married on 
January 1, 1824, and in 1825, James Polk was 
elected to the U.S. House of Representatives. 
Sarah stayed in Tennessee during his first year 
in Washington, while he lived in a boarding 
house with other congressmen. The Polks never 
had children, probably because an operation in 
his youth had left him sterile. Without children 
to tend, Sarah was free to follow politics and 
advocate for her husband’s career on a full-time 
basis. In 1826, she joined him in Washington 
and they “messed” in a boarding house with 
congressmen from other states. She enjoyed 
the political life in Washington and frequently 
attended the House of Representatives when 
James Polk spoke. She often agreed with her 
husband’s positions, but when her opinions dis-
sented from his, she felt free to share her views 
openly. Her piety required that they attend 
the Presbyterian Church each Sunday, refrain 
from dancing and the theater, and not conduct 
business of any kind on Sundays. When Polk’s 
loyalty to President Andrew Jackson won him 
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support to become Speaker of the House, Sarah 
served as his personal adviser and correspon-
dence secretary. Later she would draft and 
revise his speeches.

James Polk was nominated as the Democrat’s 
presidential candidate in 1844 and narrowly 
defeated Henry Clay. Sarah Polk eagerly moved 
into the White House in March that year and at 
once instituted her ban against dancing, much 
to the dismay of the social elite in Washington. 
“To dance in these rooms would be undignified,” 
she reportedly said. Sarah enjoyed entertaining, 
though, and gave elegant dinner parties in the 
White House. She talked easily with men and 
women alike and was popular throughout politi-
cal circles. Although she did not publicly par-
ticipate in governing the country, when officials 
came to call on the president, she was always 
present. She read several newspapers each day 
and marked articles she thought he should read. 
She also tended his health carefully and tried 
to prevent him from over-exertion. James rarely 
traveled outside the White House because of his 
health, but Sarah circulated throughout Wash-
ington and returned to him to share what she 
had learned. She did not take up the cause of 
women’s rights, even though the SUFFRAGE move-
ment was beginning and married women were 
advocating for greater control of their wealth 
and property. She is reported to have preferred 
men’s company to that of women, and she had 
few close women companions.

Upon his election, James Polk had promised 
to serve only one term. He and Sarah therefore 
left Washington in 1849, intending to put poli-
tics behind them and enjoy a long retirement 
in Tennessee. They took a four-week tour of 
the South on their return to Nashville, but this 
exacted a toll on James Polk’s health. He died on 
June 15, 1849, just three months after leaving 
the presidency. Sarah Polk outlived him by more 
than 40 years.

As a widow, Sarah Polk lived quietly in the 
house they had planned together in Nashville, 
Tennessee. Although heavily involved in politics 

through her husband, the second half of her life 
was unremarkable. Tennessee politicians and 
visiting dignitaries frequently called upon her, 
and she received them all at her home. During 
the Civil War, she declared herself neutral and 
received both Confederate and Union officers. 
She died at her home on August 14, 1891, at the 
age of 87.

Further Reading
Mayo, Edith P. “Sarah Polk.” In The Smithsonian Book 

of First Ladies: Their Lives, Times, and Issues. New 
York: Henry Holt and Company, 1996, 68–73.

Means, Marianne. The Women in the White House. New 
York: Random House, 1963.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Sarah Childress Polk, 1846 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)

Polk, Sarah Childress  369 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   369 11/29/07   12:38:05 PM



Pregnancy Discrimination Act (1978) 
Passed in response to the Supreme Court’s deci-
sion in GEDULDIG V. AIELLO, which found that 
pregnancy discrimination was not illegal sex 
discrimination under the Fourteenth Amend-
ment, the Pregnancy Discrimination Act law 
amended TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 
1964 to explicitly prohibit discrimination on the 
basis of pregnancy, childbirth, or related medi-
cal conditions. In this sense, discrimination due 
to pregnancy is treated as unlawful sex-based 
discrimination. As a result, employers could not 
question potential hires about their plans to 
have children, and employers had to treat preg-
nancy just like any other temporary disability, 
meaning they had to provide extend benefits 
equally. For example, if the employer allowed 
workers sick time or disability for other medical 
conditions, they had to do so for pregnancy and 
recovery from childbirth as well.

Proponents of the law argued that preg-
nancy was a major force in limiting women’s 
full equality in the workplace because it offered 
employers a way to refuse to hire women or fire 
women once they became pregnant. Opponents 
such as the Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States and the National Association of Manufac-
turers argued that the law would be too expen-
sive for businesses and that women would abuse 
the benefits promised by the legislation. They 
argued that pregnancy, unlike other temporary 
disabilities, was a voluntary condition. Similar 
arguments were made more than two decades 
later in opposition to the FAMILY AND MEDICAL 
LEAVE ACT (1993) allowing employees to take 
unpaid leave to care for a new baby, an adopted 
infant, or a sick family member.

Further Reading
Mezey, Susan Gluck. Elusive Equality: Women’s Rights, 

Public Policy, and the Law. Boulder, Colo.: Lynne 
Rienner, 2003.

President’s Commission on the Status of 
Women (PCSW) President John F. Kennedy 

signed Executive Order 10980 establishing the 
President’s Commission on the Status of Women 
(PCSW) on December 14, 1961. The commission 
was Kennedy’s response to criticism from female 
activists in the Democratic Party for failing to 
appointment women to cabinet-level posts and 
other high-ranking positions. A 20-member 
panel appointed by the president from recom-
mendations by ESTHER PETERSON, the director of 
the Women’s Bureau, U.S. Department of Labor, 
included leaders of national women’s organiza-
tions and labor union representatives. At the 
request of Peterson, who wanted the commis-
sion to be politically and administratively effec-
tive, the president also appointed cabinet 
secretaries from the Departments of Labor; 
Health, Education and Welfare; Commerce; and 
Agriculture, as well as the attorney general and 
the head of the Civil Service Commission. For-
mer first lady ELEANOR ROOSEVELT served as 
chair until her death in 1962.

Seven committees—civil and political 
rights, education, federal employment, home 
and community, private employment, protective 
labor legislation, and social insurance—chaired 
by PCSW members but composed of additional 
consultants from the fields of education, health, 
and business and from the ranks of women’s 
organizations carried out President Kennedy’s 
mandate to make recommendations that would 
remove barriers to women’s full participation 
in public life. The PCSW formalized alliances 
among women’s organizations that until that 
time had managed only tenuous and tentative 
coalitions because of differences over support 
of the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT. Committee 
investigations and subsequent recommenda-
tions published in the commission’s final report 
in 1965, American Women, publicized persistent 
inequality and held out the promise of collective 
action for women’s rights.

Further Reading
Harrison, Cynthia. On Account of Sex: The Politics of 

Women’s Issues, 1945–1968. Berkeley: University 
of California Press, 1988.
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Hartmann, Susan M. From Margin to Mainstream: 
American Women and Politics since 1960. New 
York: Alfred Knopf, 1989.

Laughlin, Kathleen A. Women’s Work and Public Policy: 
A History of the Women’s Bureau, U.S. Department 
of Labor, 1945–1970. Boston: Northeastern Uni-
versity Press, 2000.

—Kathleen A. Laughlin

Price Waterhouse v. Hopkins (490 U.S. 
228) (1989) Ann Hopkins was a senior man-
ager with Price Waterhouse, an accounting firm. 
She was proposed for partnership in 1982, but 
her candidacy was deferred for a year. When the 
partners in her office refused to repropose her for 
partnership, she sued under TITLE VII OF THE 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, charging that the firm 
had discriminated against her on the basis of sex 
in its partnership decisions. As evidence, she 
recounted a number of remarks by the partners 
that described her in stereotypical gender terms.

This case was one of the first to deal with 
subtle forms of sex discrimination in a pro-
fessional setting. The District Court ruled in 
Hopkins’s favor, finding Price Waterhouse had 
engaged in discrimination based on sex ste-
reotyping. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled that 
biased comments were not sufficient proof of 
discriminatory motive, but the justices returned 
the case to the district court for trial to determine 
whether Price Waterhouse would have made the 
same decision based on factors other than sex. 
An employer who has allowed a discriminatory 
motive to play a part in an employment decision 
must prove by clear and convincing evidence 
that it would have made the same decision in the 
absence of discrimination. Price Waterhouse did 
not meet this burden.

See also GENDER STEREOTYPES.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Price Waterhouse v. Hopkins, 490 

U.S. 228 (1989).” Available online. URL: http://
www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980–1989/1988/ 
1988_87_1167. Accessed on January 11, 2007.

prostitution Prostitution is the buying and 
selling of sexual services in exchange for money, 
goods, or other forms of compensation. Prosti-
tution is illegal in the United States (with the 
exception of a few counties in Nevada) and in 
most countries around the world. Even so, there 
are more forms of prostitution available today 
than there have been at any other time in history. 
The modern commercial sex industry includes 
street prostitution, massage brothels, escort ser-
vices, outcall services, strip clubs, lap dancing, 
phone sex, adult and child pornography, video 
and Internet pornography, and prostitution tour-
ism. Increasingly, prostitution involves young 
girls and boys as clients attempt to avoid the dan-
gers of HIV/AIDS and other sexually transmitted 
diseases prevalent among older sex worker popu-
lations. International trafficking in young girls 
and boys has attracted new attention, particularly 
in light of thousands of vulnerable child orphans 
following the tsunami in 2004. The international 
community is currently considering the proposed 
United Nations Convention Against Sexual 
Exploitation.

Perspectives on prostitution differ, with 
some arguing that prostitution is a legitimate 
choice for women and that individual freedom 
requires that the state permit women to engage 
in unfettered economic exchange. Others view 
prostitution as another form of economic sub-
jugation of women, a result of the commodifica-
tion of women’s bodies. Others point to patterns 
of development and regulation as evidence that 
prostitution can only be understood within the 
context of PATRIARCHY. ANDREA DWORKIN, for 
example, writes: “Male dominance means that 
the society creates a pool of prostitutes by any 
means necessary so that men have what men 
need to stay on top, to feel big, literally, meta-
phorically, in every way.” Prostitution tends to 
develop during historical periods when women 
are most excluded from public life. Women in 
the 18th and 19th centuries who were not con-
fined by either slave labor or domestic labor in 
the home were assumed to be prostitutes, even 
though in reality they had few alternative means 
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of survival. A similar pattern is visible in under-
developed countries today, where there are few 
opportunities for economic survival for women 
who labor in the informal domestic sector.

Further Reading
Dworkin, Andrea. “Prostitution and Male Supremacy.” 

In Life and Death: Unapologetic Writings on the 
Continuing War against Women. New York: Free 
Press, 1977.

Guy, Donna J. “Stigma, Pleasures, and Dutiful Daugh-
ters.” Journal of Women’s History 10 (1998): 
181–191.

protective legislation The Progressive move-
ment was begun by a loose coalition of reform-
ers emerging in the late 19th century, lasting 
from the 1890s to the 1920s. Progressives 
tended to be white, educated, middle-class men 
and women who believed society needed to 
respond to the changes wrought by industrial-
ization, urbanization, and immigration. While 
their individual interests varied, all Progressives 
believed in the power of government to solve 
social problems. This interest in reform led 
many Progressives, particularly women, to carve 
out careers in education, public policy, and new 
fields such as public health and social work. 
Although women did not yet have the right to 
vote, they nonetheless shaped public policy by 
acting through such volunteer organizations as 
the Young Women’s Christian Association, the 
National Consumer’s League, professional asso-
ciations, and trade unions.

One of the changes Progressives sought 
was protective legislation for workers. Historian 
Alice Kessler-Harris has identified two types of 
protective legislation: regulatory and restrictive 
or prohibitive. Regulatory protective legislation 
tried to mandate maximum hours, minimum 
wages, and safe working conditions. Restrictive 
or prohibitive legislation tried to keep women 
and children out of some jobs altogether on the 
grounds that those jobs were morally and/or 
physically dangerous. Progressive legislation 
that addressed all workers often ran into fierce 

resistance from the capitals and from the courts. 
Because of this, some reformers chose restrictive 
over regulatory legislation, stressing that women 
and children were particularly vulnerable and 
therefore entitled to special legal protection.

The length of the workday was one of the 
first Progressive targets: between 1909 and 1917, 
19 states passed laws restricting how many 
hours per day a woman might work. Progressive 
reform groups also sought minimum or “living” 
wage regulations for women. In reality, protec-
tive legislation guaranteed that men and women 
were treated differently in the workplace, and 
most often the different treatment was based on 
GENDER STEREOTYPES of women’s physical stamina 
and social stereotypes about women’s proper 
place in society.

Wisconsin was the first state to adopt 
a protective law in 1867, and several states 
followed. Most laws limited women’s hours 
of employment in manufacturing. Practically 
speaking, limiting the women’s workday to 8 or 
8.5 hours also limited their earning potential. 
Since female employees were subject to more 
regulation, employers were often reluctant to 
hire women. Oregon’s statutes were challenged 
before the U.S. Supreme Court in MULLER V. 
OREGON (1908). In upholding the law, the Court 
ignored the precedent set in Lochner v. New York 
(1905), where a bare majority of the Court ruled 
that a 10-hour day workday law was unconsti-
tutional because there was no demonstrated 
relation between the law and the workers’ health 
or safety. The Lochner decision conceded, how-
ever, that such measures might be permissible 
if it could be shown that the law did in fact 
serve to protect health or safety. When the state 
of Oregon established a 10-hour workday for 
women only in laundries and factories, business 
owners attacked it on the grounds that, like the 
New York law at issue in Lochner, it bore no rela-
tion to the women’s health or safety. Louis D. 
Brandeis defended the law for Oregon. In what 
has come to be known as the “Brandeis Brief,” 
he covered the traditional legal precedents in 
just two pages, and then filled over 100 pages 
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with sociological, economic and physiological 
data on the effect of long working hours on the 
health of women. Justice Brewer’s opinion for 
the majority argued that women were in fact dif-
ferent from men and that these differences made 
the connection between the law and worker 
health and safety clear.

Women’s rights advocates differed over 
whether protective legislation advanced women’s 
status in society or hindered them in the labor 
force. The split resulted in organized labor’s 
opposition to the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 
(ERA) when it was first introduced in 1923. The 
passage of TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 
1964, prohibiting discrimination in employment 
practices “because of sex,” essentially ended the 
debate over protective legislation as a strategy 
for advancing women’s rights. Labor interests 
then joined others in support of the ERA.

Further Reading
Kessler-Harris, Alice. Out to Work: A History of Wage-

Earning Women in the United States. New York: 
Oxford University Press, 1982.

Leher, Susan. Origins of Protective Labor Legislation 
for Women, 1905–1925. SUNY Series on Women 
and Work. Albany: State University of New York 
Press, 1987.

Muncy, Robyn. Creating a Female Dominion in Ameri-
can Reform, 1890–1935. New York: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1991.

—Eileen V. Wallis

Pryce, Deborah (1951– ) congressperson 
Born on July 29, 1951, in Warren, Ohio, Deborah 
Pryce earned a bachelor’s degree from Ohio 
State University in 1973 and a law degree from 
Capital University (Columbus, Ohio) in 1979. 
She entered private practice and served as an 
administrative law judge, as first assistant city 
prosecutor, as a senior assistant city attorney, 
and finally as an assistant city manager before 
being elected judge on the Franklin County 
Municipal Court.

Pryce was first elected to the U.S. House of 
Representatives in 1992. She was subsequently 
elected by her colleagues to serve as chair of the 
House Republican Conference, making her the 
fourth-highest ranking member and the highest-
ranking Republican woman ever in the House of 
Representatives. Pryce is considered a moderate 
legislator. She has been a strong supporter of tax 
cuts and voted to give President George W. Bush 
authority to invade Iraq in 2003. As the war has 
gone badly, she has become a more vocal critic. 
She is pro-choice and a member of Republicans 
for Choice and the WISH LIST.

In the 109th Congress, Pryce served on the 
House Committee on Financial Services after 10 
years on the House Rules Committee. The Com-
mittee on Financial Services has jurisdiction 
over the Federal Reserve, U.S. monetary policy, 
financial services technology issues, currency 
and coinage, and economic growth. Pryce is the 
fourth-ranking Republican on the committee 
and also serves as chair of the Domestic and 
International Monetary Policy Subcommittee. 
In 2006, she narrowly won reelection, defeating 
challenger Mary Jo Kilroy by 1,062 votes after 
a mandatory recount. At issue in the campaign 
was her vote on the war, her connection to dis-
graced congressman Mark Foley and the ensu-
ing scandal, and her participation in organizing 
a fundraiser for Congressman Bob Ney (since 
indicted and convicted).

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Pryce, Deborah D.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
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biodisplay.pl?index=P000555. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.
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Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=H3161103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Pryce, Deborah  373 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   373 11/29/07   12:38:06 PM



374

Quinton, Amelia Stone (1833–1926) social 
advocate, activist for Native American rights Born 
into a Baptist family in Jamestown, New York on 
July 31, 1833, Amelia Stone Quinton started the 
Indian Treaty-Keeping and Protective Associa-
tion (later renamed the Women’s National Indian 
Association) with MARY BONNEY. Quinton was a 
teacher and a volunteer in the prison system 
when she joined the WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEMPER-
ANCE UNION (WCTU) in 1874. She worked as a 
state organizer for the WCTU until her marriage 
to the Reverend Richard L. Quinton in 1877. 
The next year, she moved to Philadelphia and 
renewed her friendship with Mary Bonney. 
Through Bonney’s concern over American 
Indian lands being made available to white set-
tlers, Quinton and Bonney together started a 
petition drive to protest the breaking of treaties. 
They formed the Indian Treaty-Keeping and 
Protective Association to help publicize the situ-
ation with tribal lands and to organize a broader 
petition-gathering system.

In 1882, Quinton presented a petition with 
100,000 signatures to Senator Henry Dawes of 

Massachusetts. The petition proposed a system 
of allocation of lands to individuals within tribes 
in order to both strengthen American Indians’ 
legal right to land and to assimilate the Indians 
into white culture through land ownership and 
farming. Quinton’s proposal also included pro-
visions for educational and missionary work on 
tribal lands. Quinton traveled west and spoke 
extensively both to white women concerning 
the situation of Native Americans and to Indian 
women on reservations. During this time, she 
attracted many new members to her organiza-
tion, which had branches in 28 states by 1886. 
In 1887, the Dawes Act was made law, granting 
individuals allotted portions of land and grant-
ing citizenship. Quinton then turned her atten-
tion to educational and missionary work among 
American Indians. She became president of the 
Women’s National Indian Association in 1887 
and served for 18 years, during which time the 
organization admitted men as members and was 
again renamed, becoming the National Indian 
Association. She died on June 23, 1926.

—Claire Curtis
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Rankin, Jeannette (1880–1973) congressper-
son Born in Montana on July 11, 1880, Jean-
nette Rankin ran for Congress in 1916 and in 
winning became the first female elected to the 
House of Representatives. She was a pivotal figure 
who was active in the struggle for women’s rights 
and in the peace movement her entire life.

Rankin was educated at both the Univer-
sity of Montana and the University of Wash-
ington. She worked initially as a teacher and 
subsequently moved to New York City to study 
social work. While in school, she joined the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION (NAWSA) and worked as their legislative 
secretary. In 1913, she marched in the Woman 
Suffrage Parade in Washington prior to Wood-
row Wilson’s presidential inauguration. She 
decided to return to Montana later in 1913 to 
work for SUFFRAGE there. A year later, the Mon-
tana legislature approved the vote for women in 
that state, a victory that made Rankin famous in 
suffrage circles and contributed to her decision 
to run for Congress in 1916. She ran on a plat-
form advocating women’s suffrage, legislation to 
protect children, and pacifism. Rankin’s elec-
tion to the House of Representatives was due in 
large part to her own tireless campaigning and 

also a concurrent prohibition ballot measure 
that energized many of Montana’s women vot-
ers. Upon her victory, Rankin became the first 
woman to be elected to national political office. 
She was hailed by suffragists as their heroine 
and possible savior. After her win, an article in 
the New York Times (November 12, 1916) quoted 
Rankin as saying, “I am going to Washington to 
represent the women and children of the West, 
to work for an eight-hour work day for women 
and for laws providing that women shall receive 
the same wages as men for the same amount of 
work.”

One of Rankin’s first votes as a congress-
woman was her vote against war with Germany 
in 1917. She subsequently introduced a bill 
(which failed) guaranteeing women who mar-
ried foreigners that they could retain their U.S. 
citizenship, and she intervened to help women 
on the job deal with long work hours and dan-
gerous and degrading work environments due 
to SEXUAL HARASSMENT. She attempted to medi-
ate a mining strike in Montana, although she 
was seen not as a neutral party but as a union 
 supporter. This support for Industrial Work-
ers of the World may have done more than her 
pacifism to guarantee her defeat in her bid for a 

R

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   375 11/29/07   12:38:06 PM



U.S. Senate seat in 1918. However, it is as a paci-
fist that Rankin became best known politically. 
Her vote against war with Germany followed 
the platform of Alice Paul’s NATIONAL WOMAN’S 
PARTY and rejected CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT’s 
argument within NAWSA that women looked 
weak when they advocated for peace. Rankin’s 
election to Congress had initially united the 
suffrage groups, but they fell apart over the 
issue of war.

In 1917, Rankin introduced the SUSAN 
B. ANTHONY amendment granting women the 
right to vote. The vote in the House of Rep-
resentatives achieved enough yes votes (274 
yes and 136 no votes) for a two-thirds major-
ity, but the amendment failed in the Senate, 
and it did not pass both houses until 1919. 
While in Congress, Rankin also introduced a 
“maternity bill” providing federal funding for 

prenatal and infancy care. In 1921, this ulti-
mately passed as the SHEPPARD-TOWNER MATER-
NITY AND INFANCY PROTECTION PROTECTION ACT. 
After running unsuccessfully for a Senate seat 
in 1918, Rankin left Congress in 1919 and as 
an independent began work for the Women’s 
International League for Peace and Freedom. 
She subsequently moved to a farm in Georgia 
and started the Georgia Peace Society. During 
the 1920s, she campaigned for child labor laws, 
citizenship reform, and women’s and children’s 
rights.

In 1940, Rankin ran for Congress again 
on another pacifist platform, and again she 
won. Hers was the only vote registered against 
declaring war with Japan after Pearl Harbor; 
she said, “As a woman I can’t go to war, and 
I refuse to send anyone else.” This vote was 
singularly unpopular, although she was hailed 
for standing fast to her convictions. At the end 
of her two-year term, she chose not to run for 
Congress again and returned to Montana to 
care for her elderly mother. Upon her mother’s 
death, her brother granted her the financial 
wherewithal to travel freely. She started a wom-
en’s cooperative in Georgia in the early 1960s 
and traveled to India multiple times to study 
Gandhi’s philosophy of nonviolence. At age 88, 
Rankin protested against the war in Vietnam, 
leading a march of 5,000 women (the “Jeanette 
Rankin Brigade”) on Washington in 1968; she 
was joined by CORETTA SCOTT KING. While in 
Washington, she presented an antiwar peti-
tion to congressional leaders. In her last years, 
she worked to abolish the electoral college and 
advocated at-large congressional elections to 
replace single-member district representation. 
She considered a third run for Congress, but 
poor heath intervened.

Jeannette Rankin’s life bridges the span of 
the women’s movement of the 20th century, 
from the fight for suffrage in the early quarter of 
the century to the rise of second-wave feminism 
in the 1960s. Rankin will always be remem-
bered as the first woman in Congress, and noth-
ing can overshadow that remarkable “first.” She Jeannette Rankin, ca. 1916 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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died in Carmel, California, on May 18, 1973, at 
the age of 92.

Further Reading
Josephson, Hannah. Jeanette Rankin, First Lady in Con-

gress. Indianapolis: Bobbs-Merrill, 1974.
Lopach, James, and Jean A. Luckowski. Jeanette 

Rankin: A Political Woman. Boulder: University 
Press of Colorado, 2005.

Smith, Norma. Jeanette Rankin: America’s Conscience. 
Helena: Montana Historical Society Press, 2002.

—Claire Curtis

Ray, Charlotte (1850–1911) attorney Born 
on January 13, 1850, in New York City, Char-
lotte E. Ray was the first black female attorney 
in the United States. Her father, Reverend 
Charles Bennett Ray, was a Congregationalist 
minister and prominent abolitionist. Ray was 
educated at the Institute for the Education of 
Colored Youth, graduating in 1869. Accepted at 
the Howard University School of Law, she taught 
at Howard’s normal and preparatory school 
while attending law school in the evenings. She 
graduated from Howard in 1872 and was admit-
ted to the bar of Washington, D.C. that same 
year (the D.C. bar had only recently removed the 
term male to describe those qualified for admis-
sion). Ray opened her own practice in Washing-
ton but had to close it for lack of business (likely 
due to the prejudice of possible clients). She 
moved to New York and became a teacher, 
attending conventions of the NATIONAL AMERI-
CAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION and joining 
the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COLORED WOMEN. 
Little is known about Ray after this point. She 
died on January 19, 1911.

—Claire Curtis

Ray, Dixy Lee (Marguerite Ray) (1914–1994) 
scientist, governor of Washington State Margue-
rite Ray was born in Tacoma, Washington, on 
September 3, 1914; in 1930, she changed her 

name legally to Dixy Lee Ray. She was attracted 
to the sciences from a young age and studied at 
Mills College in California, graduating as vale-
dictorian of her class in 1937. She proceeded to 
graduate study in marine biology at Stanford 
University, where she earned a Ph.D. in 1945. In 
1947, Ray entered the faculty of the zoology 
department at the University of Washington in 
Seattle, remaining there until 1972. During that 
period, she also served as director of Seattle’s 
Pacific Science Center, which had been orga-
nized as part of the 1962 World’s Fair in 
Seattle.

Ray was an active proponent of science 
education, especially for girls. She supported 
the expansion of nuclear power production 
in the United States, although she was also 
a critic of the American nuclear industry. In 
1973, she was appointed by President Richard 
Nixon to the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission 
(AEC), becoming its first female commissioner. 
After six months, the president appointed her 
chair of the AEC. In that job, she emphasized 
public awareness of nuclear safety issues and 
defended the AEC’s lengthy power plant licens-
ing procedures.

Ray was chair of the AEC until it was dis-
banded in January 1975. She then served briefly 
as assistant secretary of state for environmental 
and scientific affairs.

Believing that scientists should take a more 
active role in politics, she ran in the Democratic 
gubernatorial primary in 1976. She narrowly 
defeated Seattle mayor Wes Uhlman to win the 
Democratic primary and won the general elec-
tion over King County executive John Spellman 
with 54 percent of the vote. The very qualities 
that made her a compelling “outsider” as a can-
didate rendered her a controversial, one-term 
governor. She campaigned to reduce bureau-
cracy and as governor acted by reducing state 
welfare benefits. She angered environmentalists 
by her support for nuclear power plants and 
pro-development stances. In 1980, although 
she ran for reelection, she was defeated in the 
Democratic primary and retired to her farm on 
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Fox Island, Washington. Even in political retire-
ment, she continued to write and speak out on 
the need for sound scientific knowledge to guide 
policy decisions. Dr. Ray died in Washington on 
January 2, 1994.

Further Reading:
Guzzo, Louis. Is It True What They Say about Dixy? A 

Biography of Dixy Lee Ray. Mercer Island, Wash.: 
Writing Works, 1980.

Ray, Dixy Lee. The Nation’s Energy Future. Washington 
D.C.: Atomic Energy Commission, 1973.

———. Trashing the Planet: How Science Can Help Us 
Deal with Acid Rain, Depletion of the Ozone, and 
Nuclear Waste (Among Other Things). New York: 
HarperPerennial, 1992.

———. Environmental Overkill: Whatever Happened 
to Common Sense? New York: HarperPerennial, 
1994.

—Laura M. Caulkins

Reagan, Nancy (Anne Frances Robbins 
Davis Reagan) (1921– ) first lady Anne 
Frances Robbins was born on July 6, 1921, in 
New York City, to Kenneth and Edith Luckett 
Robbins. Her mother, who called her daughter 
Nancy, was a stage actress, and her father sold 
used cars. Soon after Nancy’s birth, the couple 
separated; they legally divorced in 1928. To 
enable her mother to continue to work, Nancy 
was sent to live with her aunt, Virginia Gal-
braith, in Bethesda, Maryland. In 1929, when 
Edith married neurosurgeon Dr. Loyal Davis, 
Nancy rejoined her mother and the family set-
tled in Chicago, Illinois.

Dr. Davis was a very conservative Repub-
lican, and his views are said to have shaped 
Nancy’s own politics. When Nancy was 14, Dr. 
David adopted her, and she took his name. Edu-
cated at Girls’ Latin School in Chicago, Nancy 
was active in student government, played field 
hockey, and won the lead in the senior class pro-
duction of First Lady. As a student at Smith Col-
lege, she continued to study acting as a drama 
major. Upon graduation in 1943, she returned 

to Chicago, where she worked as a retail clerk 
at Marshall Field’s department store and as a 
nurse’s aid. She pursued her interest in acting, 
aided by her mother’s network of contacts and 
friends, and performed in summer stock theater 
as well as with a touring company. In 1949, a 
screen test arranged by Spencer Tracy resulted 
in a beginner’s contract with Metro Goldwyn 
Mayer. She appeared in several films, 11 in all 
between 1949 and 1958, and typically in a sup-
porting role. In her penultimate movie, Hellcats 
of the Navy (1957), she played opposite Ronald 
Reagan.

In 1950, Nancy Davis met Ronald Reagan, 
who was then president of the Screen Actors 
Guild. The story goes that she discovered her 
name on a list of communist sympathizers in 
late 1949 and contacted Reagan to investigate the 
matter and to help her clear her name. (It turned 
out that there was another actress by the same 
name in Hollywood at the time). Some biogra-
phers dispute such noble motives in requesting 
the meeting and attribute the dinner to Nancy’s 
desire to meet the newly eligible Ronald Reagan, 
whose marriage to actress Jane Wyman had just 
ended in a difficult divorce. The two apparently 
dated sporadically over the next two years, but 
they were eventually married on March 4, 1952, 
with actor William Holden and his wife as their 
only guests. Their first child, Patricia Anne, was 
born on October 22, 1952, and a son, Ronald, 
Jr., was born on May 20, 1958. Reagan had two 
children from his marriage to Wyman: Mau-
reen, born in 1941, and Michael, adopted as an 
infant in 1946.

While Nancy Reagan tended to the chil-
dren, Ronald moved from films to a position as 
the official spokesperson for General Electric, 
hosting a weekly television series called General 
Electric Theater and traveling on behalf of the 
corporation. During this time, he developed as 
a public speaker and as an ideological conser-
vative. In 1962, when he lost his position with 
General Electric, he earned a living delivering 
public speeches. As a liberal Democrat in 1960, 
Reagan had spoken on behalf of Richard Nixon, 
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and in 1962 he officially changed political par-
ties and became a Republican. Politics consumed 
more of his time throughout the early 1960s, 
and he made his political debut in 1964 with a 
televised speech on behalf of conservative presi-
dential candidate Barry Goldwater. Soon after, 
he announced that he would challenge two-term 
incumbent California governor Pat Brown. The 
Brown forces didn’t take the former actor and a 
political novice very seriously until it was too 
late. Ronald Reagan won the 1966 election by a 
wide margin.

Nancy Reagan’s eight years as first lady 
of California were rocky. She stirred contro-
versy almost immediately when she referred 
to the historic governor’s mansion in Sacra-
mento as a “firetrap” unfit for their son, and 
the family rented a house in the Sacramento 
suburbs that friends had purchased for their 
use. Nancy quickly established a reputation 
as an over-protective wife, tending carefully 
and attentively to the governor’s schedule and 
health. When she thought he was overbooked 
and growing tired, she called his staff and had 
items dropped from his schedule. Nancy’s rela-
tionship with the public and the press could 
only be described as “strained.” At very same 
time that second-wave FEMINISM was ascending, 
Nancy Reagan appeared to be retreating into a 
1950s gendered lifestyle with few public causes 
and little expressed interest in public policy 
issues. Reporters wrote about the “gaze,” a 
term coined for the way Nancy sat in rapt atten-
tion when her husband was speaking. Gradu-
ally, however, she found a set of causes she 
could call her own: the Foster Grandparents 
Program and the welfare of former prisoners 
of war returning from Vietnam. Nonetheless, 
the press continued to criticize Nancy Reagan 
for her interest in fashion, her penchant for 
expensive designer clothing “borrowed” but 
not returned, and her elite circle of friends. A 
1968 Saturday Evening Post profile by essayist 
Joan Didion described California’s first lady 
as “full of phoniness and playacting, insincere 
and overly dramatic.”

In 1976, Ronald Reagan unsuccessfully 
challenged President Gerald Ford for the Repub-
lican presidential nomination. Nancy was very 
involved in the campaign, giving speeches and 
press conferences on his behalf. She also mon-
itored her husband’s schedule and weighed 
in with recommendations for staffing changes 
when she felt his interests were not being 
served. This active involvement increased in 
his 1980 campaign for the presidential nomina-
tion and ultimately for the presidency. Publicly, 
Nancy confined herself to the role of Ronnie’s 
companion at rallies, dinners, receptions, and 
speeches. However, insiders attested to the inte-
gral role she played in hiring the campaign staff 
and shaping Reagan’s public image. As in the 
1976 campaign, Nancy sought to offer herself as 
a contrast in style and substance to the incum-
bent first lady. She thought BETTY FORD too 
outspoken on public issues, particularly those 
related to women’s rights and the EQUAL RIGHTS 

Nancy Reagan, ca. 1981 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)

Reagan, Nancy  379 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   379 11/29/07   12:38:07 PM



AMENDMENT, and criticized ROSALYNN CARTER’s 
more direct participation in government and her 
influence over the policy agenda. By contrast, 
Nancy claimed to be merely a sounding board 
for her husband.

In November 1980, Reagan won a deci-
sive victory over Jimmy Carter. The transition 
between the two presidencies was not an easy 
one. The Carters’ low-key and cost-conscious 
White House did not suit Nancy Reagan’s expec-
tations. The inauguration proved to be one of 
the most expensive in history, estimated to cost 
nearly $16 million, most of it paid for with pri-
vate donations. Washington society welcomed 
the Reagans and the return to high elegance 
they brought with them. Nancy Reagan quickly 
attracted negative attention from the press over 
her penchant for expensive ball gowns (again 
“borrowed, but not returned”) and the reno-
vations to the White House she planned to 
undertake. The redecoration effort was largely 
limited to the private residence, rather than 
the public areas of the mansion, and came with 
an estimated price tag of $800,000. Similarly, 
Mrs. Reagan moved to replace the White House 
china with a new set costing $200,000. These 
efforts would not have attracted nearly so much 
attention had the country not been gripped by 
a major economic recession. By the end of her 
husband’s first year in office, Mrs. Reagan’s 
public approval ratings showed that barely a 
quarter of the American public approved of the 
way she was handling the role of first lady. To be 
fair, there was certainly much ambivalence over 
what kind of first lady the public wanted since 
they were nearly equally critical of Rosalynn 
Carter’s performance.

To reverse the torrent of negative press, 
the first lady’s staff developed a three-pronged 
approach to rehabilitate her public image. First, 
they advised her to tone down her connections 
to elite society and drew the public’s focus away 
from her designer dresses and lavish parties; 
second, Mrs. Reagan appeared on stage at the 
1982 annual Gridiron Dinner dressed in ragged 
clothing and singing a parody of “Secondhand 

Rose”; and finally, she adopted a cause and dedi-
cated herself to the “Just Say No” antidrug cam-
paign. By nearly all accounts, these efforts paid 
off in terms of more favorable press coverage 
and in the public’s perception of the first lady.

Mrs. Reagan faced a number of personal 
tragedies while in the White House. Perhaps the 
most frightening was the 1981 failed assassina-
tion attempt on her husband’s life. Although the 
public was led to believe the bullet just glanced 
the president, medical records made public 
later showed that he had been shot in the chest 
with a .22 caliber handgun and nearly bled to 
death. Surgery to remove the bullet resulted in 
complications and an infection, thereby slow-
ing his overall recovery. Insiders report that 
she doggedly protected the president’s health 
and public image during the slow recovery. In 
1985, she was again faced with a health crisis 
when the president underwent cancer surgery. 
In 1987, Nancy Reagan herself was diagnosed 
with breast cancer. Her choice of a mastectomy 
set off a firestorm of criticism. Some doctors 
argued that in making such a radical choice 
when a lumpectomy combined with radiation 
therapy was predicted to be equally effective 
may have deterred some women from treatment. 
Reagan countered that medical treatment was 
a personal choice, one that every woman must 
make for herself. Finally, both of her parents 
died during the eight years she lived in the 
White House.

The Reagans’ relationship with their chil-
dren was also the subject of extensive press 
coverage. Although they remained close to Mau-
reen, the president’s daughter from his first mar-
riage, the relationship with Michael was nearly 
nonexistent. Daughter Patti chose to use Davis 
as her professional name in order to distance 
herself from her parents’ conservative politics. 
In 1986, Patti published a autobiographical 
novel titled, Homefront, whose main characters 
sacrificed their family to political ambition. 
Ron, Jr., although remaining close to his par-
ents, dropped out of Yale to join the Joffrey Bal-
let and pursue his lifelong dream of becoming 
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a professional dancer. A political liberal like 
his sister, his lifestyle and career choices led to 
rampant speculation about his sexuality. Both 
Ronald and Nancy Reagan were criticized for 
promoting family values while doing little to 
tend to the value of their own family.

Although the Reagan presidency is widely 
regarded by historians as one that restored gran-
deur to the executive office and brought opti-
mism back to America, the administration was 
plagued by scandal during its final years. The 
Iran-contra scandal and its subsequent inves-
tigation, White House chief of staff Donald 
Regan’s firing and subsequent tell-all book, For 
the Record (1988), and the discovery that Nancy 
Reagan regularly consulted with a West Coast 
astrologer named Joan Quigley consumed the 
press’s attention in the final years of the second 
term. Mrs. Reagan was accused of determining 
the president’s schedule; including the date and 
time of significant events such as the Washington 
arms control summit between Reagan and Soviet 
leader Mikhail Gorbachev in 1987 and the Reyk-
javik summit in 1986. In her 1989 memoir My 
Turn, Mrs. Reagan asserted that she merely con-
sulted with Quigley to determine good days and 
bad days for the president to travel out of town.

The Reagans left Washington in January 
1989 after two full terms in office and returned 
to their ranch in California. Nancy Reagan 
worked on her memoirs and continued her 
antidrug efforts. In a handwritten letter to the 
nation, published in national newspapers on 
November 5, 1994, Ronald Reagan announced 
that he had been diagnosed with Alzheimer’s 
disease. The president concluded the letter 
with his trademark optimism: “I now begin the 
journey that will lead me into the sunset of my 
life. I know that for America there will always 
be a bright dawn ahead. Thank you, my friends. 
May God always bless you.” As the president’s 
health failed, Nancy Reagan became his full-
time caretaker and, as she had been throughout 
their life together, the fierce protector of his 
public image. As his disease progressed, she and 
other members of the immediate family joined 

the Alzheimer’s Association in raising funds for 
research and in calling on the government to 
promote (rather than prohibit) embryonic stem 
cell research in the hope of finding a cure. Presi-
dent Reagan died on June 5, 2004, in Bel Air, Los 
Angeles, California, at the age of 93.

First Lady Nancy Reagan’s legacy is a work 
in progress. Although she herself eschewed a 
direct policy role in her husband’s administra-
tion, historians continue to uncover a far more 
active engagement in public affairs than previ-
ously known. In many respects, her tenure as 
first lady reflects the ambiguity of the position 
in a modern world. Her predecessors faced simi-
lar challenges in carving out a publicly accept-
able role in a position that emerged more than 
two centuries ago.

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
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uary 4, 2007.
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Memoirs of Nancy Reagan. New York: Random 
House, 1989.
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Washington. New York: Harcourt, 1988.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Anne Fran-
cis (Nancy) Robbins David Reagan” First Ladies: 
A Biographical Dictionary. New York: Checkmark 
Books, 2001, 319–328.

Redstockings (Redstockings of the Wom-
en’s Liberation Movement) The name Red-
stockings combines “bluestockings,” a dismissive 
term for educated and independent women in 
the 18th and 19th centuries, with “red” for 
social revolution. Early in 1969, after the breakup 
of New York Radical Women, Ellen Willis and 
Shulamith Firestone formed Redstockings, a 
group mainly active in New York City and, later, 
in Gainesville, Florida. Firestone soon left to 
form New York Radical Feminists, and a group 
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called Redstockings West formed in San Fran-
cisco in 1970, though their activities were sepa-
rate from the New York group. The East Coast 
Redstockings split up in 1970, but the group 
reformed under new leadership in 1973 and has 
been active ever since.

According to the Redstockings Web site 
(www.afn.org/~redstock/), they are a “nonprofit 
educational and scientific organization for the 
furtherance of the women’s rights movement and 
the organized efforts of women to better their 
situation.” From the early 1970s, the group has 
been influential in focusing attention on women’s 
rights through phrases like “sisterhood is power-
ful” and for politicizing such things as housework, 
consciousness raising, and beauty pageants. Its 
brand of radical FEMINISM was often at odds with 
others in the women’s rights movement, from the 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN to advocates 
of LESBIAN SEPARATISM. Today Redstockings con-
siders itself more of a think tank. In 1989, the 
group began Archives for Action, a project whose 
aim is “to make the formative and radical 1960s 
experience of the movement more widely avail-
able for the taking stock needed for new under-
standing and improved strategies.” The group’s 
original 1969 manifesto can be read online at 
http://tinyurl.com/ypeqe4.

Reed v. Reed (404 U.S. 71) (1971) This 
case advanced the general cause of women’s 
rights significantly when the U.S. Supreme 
Court applied the equal-protection clause of the 
Fourteenth Amendment for the first time in a 
case involving sex discrimination. Sex became a 
category of discrimination subject to “special” 
scrutiny by the U.S. Supreme Court. Idaho pro-
bate law included the following clause used in 
determining who should administer the estate 
of a person dying without a will: “Of several 
persons claiming and equally entitled to admin-
ister, males must be preferred to females, rela-
tives of whole to those of half blood.”

Sally and Cecil Reed both petitioned for 
appointment as administrator of their son Rich-

ard’s estate after he committed suicide. The 
Idaho Probate Court ordered that Cecil Reed 
be appointed administrator in accordance with 
state code. Sally Reed appealed the court’s order, 
arguing that Idaho’s law violated her constitu-
tional rights under the equal-protection clause 
of the Fourteenth Amendment. The District 
Court agreed and voided the two sections of the 
law that relied on sex and ordered that the deci-
sion be based on relative merit. However, upon 
appeal, the Idaho Supreme Court reinstated the 
Probate Court’s decision (in favor of Cecil), rul-
ing that the legislature had “evidently concluded 
that in general men are better qualified to act as 
an administrator than women.”

Sally Reed appealed to the U.S. Supreme 
Court, and future justice RUTH BADER GINSBURG 
joined in her representation. Reed’s team argued 
that women’s rights were protected under the 
equal-protection guarantees of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. This time, the U.S. Supreme Court 
agreed. In a unanimous decision, the Court 
held that any classification based on sex must 
be “reasonable, not arbitrary” and that the dis-
tinctions made between classes of people must 
be based on criteria related to the objective of 
the statute. This case marked the first of several 
instances where the Court reversed its previ-
ous trend of accepting stereotypes of men and 
women as the basis for differential treatment. 
Following the Reed decision, lawmakers could 
no longer be sure that laws based on stereotypi-
cal assumptions about men and women would 
withstand judicial scrutiny.

See also FRONTIERO V. RICHARDSON.

Further Reading
Lindgren, J. Ralph, Nadine Taub, Beth Ann Wolfson, 

and Carla M. Palumbo. The Law of Sex Discrimi-
nation, 3rd ed. Belmont, Calif.: Thomson Wad-
sworth, 2005.

Reno, Janet (1938– ) attorney general Janet 
Reno was the first woman attorney general of the 
United States of America. Nominated by Presi-
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dent Bill Clinton on February 11, 1993, Reno was 
selected as a nominee for attorney general fol-
lowing the unsuccessful nominations of Zoe 
Baird and Kimba Wood. Both of these nominees 
ultimately withdrew over tax issues associated 
with their CHILD CARE arrangements, a situation 
the press dubbed NANNYGATE. Reno served two 
complete terms in the Clinton administration, 
becoming the second-longest-serving attorney 
general in U.S. history (after William Wirt).

Reno was born on July 21, 1938, in Miami, 
Florida. Her father, Henry Reno, came to the 
United States from Denmark and worked as 
a police reporter for the Miami Herald. Jane 
Wood, Reno’s mother, raised her children and 
then became an investigative reporter for the 
Miami News. In 1960, Reno earned a B.S. from 
Cornell University where she majored in chem-
istry. That same year, she became one of only 
16 women in a class of more than 500 students 
at Harvard Law School. She received her LL.B. 
in 1963, but like many women lawyers of her 
era, she had difficulty getting a job because of 
her sex.

In 1971, Reno was named staff director of 
the Judiciary Committee of the Florida House 
of Representatives. In this position, she worked 
to revise the Florida court system. She worked 
for the Dade County State’s Attorney’s Office 
from 1973 until 1976, when she entered private 
practice. In 1978, Reno was appointed state 
attorney general for Dade County. She was 
elected to the office in November 1978 and was 
returned to office by the voters four more times. 
She focused on reforming the juvenile justice 
system, pursued delinquent fathers for child 
support payments, and established the Miami 
Drug Court.

In March 1993, one month after her con-
firmation as U.S. attorney general, Reno took 
responsibility for the fatal February 28 show-
down at the Branch Davidian Compound in 
Waco, Texas, which led to a 51-day siege. In 
doing so, she become a target for both the right 
and the left. She was also criticized for her deci-
sion in the matter concerning Elián González, a 

young boy who became embroiled in a custody 
dispute between his father in Cuba and rela-
tives in Miami. (He was returned to his father 
in June 2000.) Throughout her tenure, Reno 
emphasized using the law and its enforcement 
to improve society. To that end, she enforced 
environmental regulations and civil rights 
laws, cracked down on school violence, advo-
cated victim’s rights, and vigorously prosecuted 
white-collar crime.

In 2002, after leaving office, Reno announced 
as a candidate for the Democratic nomination 
for governor of Florida. She traveled the state 
in a red pick-up truck meeting voters but ulti-
mately lost the nomination. Today Reno tours 
the country giving speeches on topics relating 
to the criminal justice system and remains a 
staunch advocate for the safety and interests of 
adolescents and children.

reproductive rights See ABORTION; BIRTH CON-
TROL MOVEMENT.

reproductive technology Reproductive tech-
nology refers to the variety of ways that tech-
nology is used or may one day be used in 
repro duction. Some examples currently in use 
include artificial insemination, embryo transfer, 
in vitro fertilization, hormone treatments, and 
embryo testing. Anticipated technologies include 
cloning and genetic engineering. Contraception 
is viewed as a reproductive technology as it con-
trols fertility. The most widely used reproduction 
aid is artificial insemination (AI). AI can include 
use of a partner’s sperm or use of donor sperm. 
Both mechanically introduce a high concentra-
tion of sperm into the vagina. Embryo transfer 
takes a fertilized egg from one woman’s body and 
transfers it to another woman who carries it to 
gestation. In vitro fertilization is a procedure 
where the sperm and the egg are combined in a 
petri dish and then implanted into a woman’s 
body. Hormone treatments to stimulate fertility 
in men and women, usually through pills or 
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shots, may be used as a precursor to these intru-
sive technologies. Embryonic testing allows doc-
tors and parents to learn information such as the 
child’s sex or genetic diseases before birth. Like 
many reproductive technologies, embryonic test-
ing has provoked controversy as some fear this 
will lead to increased termination of pregnancy. 
The ethical implications of human cloning or 
genetically engineering children continue to 
divide the science community and the general 
public.

Further Reading
Alpern, Kenneth D., ed. The Ethics of Reproductive 

Technology. New York and Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1992.

Saetnan, Ann Rudinow, Nelly Oudshoorn, and Marta 
Kirejvzyk. Bodies of Technology: Women’s Involve-
ment With Reproductive Medicine. Columbus: Ohio 
State University, 2000.

—Kristen A. Contos

Rice, Condoleezza (1954– ) National Secu-
rity Advisor, secretary of state Condoleezza 
Rice represents many firsts in American poli-
tics. She became the first woman and African 
American to serve as National Security Advisor 
and the first African-American woman to hold 
the top diplomatic post of secretary of state.

Rice was born on November 14, 1954, at 
the height of the civil rights movement, in 
Birmingham, Alabama, to middle-class African-
American parents. Growing up in the segregated 
South, Rice learned from an early age the impor-
tance of family and education as “armors against 
prejudice.” Both of her parents were educators 
who developed a strong appreciation for clas-
sical music. This was reflected in them naming 
their only child after a musical notation, con dol-
cezza, meaning to play “with sweetness.” Rice 
herself cultivated this love for classical music 
and is today an accomplished pianist.

Entering college at the early age of 15 and 
graduating by age 19 with a political science 
degree from the University of Denver, Rice went 

on to earn her master’s (1975) and Ph.D. in 
political science (1981) from Notre Dame and 
the University of Denver, respectively. While in 
graduate school at the University of Denver, Rice 
was a student of MADELINE ALBRIGHT’s father, 
Josef Korbel, a socialist democrat and former 
diplomat. Under Korbel’s stewardship, she stud-
ied Soviet diplomacy and politics. It was during 
this period that she developed a fascination for 
international relations and Soviet politics in 
particular.

After graduate school, Rice joined the fac-
ulty of Stanford University and quickly carved 
out a niche as an arms control and disarmament 
specialist. Based on her expertise in these areas 
and as a Soviet specialist, Rice gained the atten-
tion of the foreign policy community in Wash-
ington, D.C. She worked closely with the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff as part of the Council on Foreign 
Relations and in 1989 became director of the 
Soviet and Eastern European Affairs section of 
the National Security Council. Soon the George 
H. W. Bush administration made her a special 
assistant to the president for national security 
affairs. During this time, Rice was instrumental 
in shaping the administration’s Eastern Euro-
pean and Soviet policy.

By the time George W. Bush decided to 
run in the 2000 presidential election, he had 
begun to surround himself with many of his 
father’s previous advisors, and Dr. Rice became 
his foreign policy advisor. Upon winning the 
election, Bush named Condoleezza Rice as his 
National Security Advisor. Rice’s appointment 
was welcomed across party lines for its historic 
precedent. However, the Bush administration’s 
policy toward Iraq and the events leading up to 
the 2003 U.S. invasion of Iraq (particularly Sep-
tember 11, 2001, and relations with the United 
Nations) marked the end of Rice’s honeymoon 
period of bipartisan praise and support. She 
soon became the lightning rod for those opposed 
to the Bush foreign policy of preemption. Seen 
as one of the major architects of Bush’s foreign 
policy, Rice came under heavy fire during 
the bipartisan 9/11 Commission hearings, por-
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trayed by the left as incompetent for her failure 
to take seriously warnings of potential attacks 
on U.S. soil.

The assassination of Rice’s character was 
highly politicized and racialized. Editorial car-
toons by liberals, depicting Rice as an “ebonics-
speaking, big-lipped, black mammy who just 
loves her ‘massa’ ” enraged conservatives and 
black women’s groups. Conservatives and black 
women’s organizations repeatedly called on the 
democratic leadership, “civil rights leadership, 
and feminist organizations” to denounce the 
racist and sexist portrayals of Dr. Rice. While 
the condemnation by conservatives was viewed 
by many as a political opportunity to lambaste 
the left, the support for Rice from black women’s 
organizations was surprising to the mainstream 
media. On one hand, African-American women 
have perceived Bush’s policies as racists and 
antifamily, while on the other they are con-
sciously aware of the fact that the Bush admin-
istration, unlike previous administrations, has 
appointed a number of African Americans to 
key decision-making positions. Furthermore, 
for African-American women, the racist depic-
tions of Rice represent the struggles and obsta-
cles all women of color face in a predominantly 
white male–controlled society.

The confirmation of Condoleezza Rice as 
secretary of state on January 26, 2005, by a vote 
of 85-13, was a cause for celebration for many 
within the conservative camp. However, Rice 
attracted the most negative votes against any 
nomination for secretary of state since 1825, 
which signaled the desire of liberals and many 
from within the international community to 
hold her accountable for the administration’s 
failures in Iraq and in the war on terrorism writ 
large. As secretary of state, Rice has articulated 
a broad vision for U.S. foreign policy charac-
terized by “transformational diplomacy.” She 
believes that promoting democratic reform and 
basic rights, particularly in the Middle East, is 
the best defense against another terrorist attack. 
She has also undertaken a reform and restruc-
turing initiative within the U.S. Department of 

State in support of transformational diplomacy. 
Diplomats have been redeployed to “hot spots” 
around the world, including India, China, Nige-
ria, Indonesia, and Lebanon. Diplomats are 
also required to serve in hardship locations 
and become fluent in two foreign languages, 
such as Chinese or Arabic. She has urged the 
administration to pursue regional approaches 
to problems that stretch across borders (such 
as terrorism, drug trafficking, and disease) and 
to partner with countries to assist in building 
internal mechanisms that promote self-gover-
nance and stability.

Rice’s attention as secretary of state has 
been focused primarily on the Middle East. She 
has said that the Iraq War “set out to help the 
people of the Middle East transform their soci-
eties,” and when the Iraqi people turned out to 
vote in large numbers in 2005 to elect a consti-
tutional government, she declared the initiative 
a success, comparing it to post–World War II 
reconstruction efforts. She has resisted charac-
terizing the Iraq war as a “civil war” (although 
admitting that the term “accurately describes 
key elements of the Iraqi conflict, including 
the hardening of ethno-sectarian identities”) 
and went to Congress to encourage members to 
support the president’s recommendation for a 
“troop surge” in February 2007. The Iraq War, 
more unpopular than ever in 2007, continued 
to shadow any accomplishments Secretary Rice 
may have had in other areas; however, Rice 
has reinvigorated her position with diplomatic 
activism, by promoting Israel’s withdrawal from 
the Gaza Strip to ease the Palestinian conflict, 
encouraging six-party talks to get North Korea 
to stop its pursuit of nuclear weapons, and try-
ing to stop Sudan’s genocide. Most recently, Rice 
has stepped up efforts to get Iran to suspend its 
uranium enrichment program.

Although once widely touted as a formida-
ble candidate for the presidency in 2008, those 
aspirations have faded as the War in Iraq contin-
ues and the current president’s approval ratings 
fall to 30 percent. Time magazine has named 
Rice one of the world’s 100 most influential 
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people four times (she is only one of two African 
Americans to have achieved this status), and 
she was ranked as the most powerful woman by 
Forbes magazine in 2004.

Further Reading
Felix, Antonia. Condi: The Condoleeza Rice Story. New 

York: New Market Press, 2005.
Rice, Condoleezza, with Philip Zelikow. Germany Uni-

fied and Europe Transformed: A Study in Statecraft. 
Boston: Harvard University Press, 1995.

—Hollis France

Richards, Ann (Dorothy Ann Willis Rich-
ards) (1933–2006) governor of Texas Dorothy 
Ann Willis was born on September 1, 1933, in 
Lakeview, Texas, the only child of Robert Cecil 
and Mildred Warren Willis. She grew up in 
Waco, Texas, and attended Baylor University on 
a debate scholarship. She married David Rich-
ards in 1953 and graduated in 1954. The couple 
then moved to Austin, where Ann earned a 
teaching certificate and taught junior high his-
tory and social studies. She and her husband 
had two daughters and two sons.

Richards was active in local politics, cam-
paigning on behalf of women’s rights and gay 
rights and progressive politicians. In 1976, she 
won her first elective office by defeating a three-
term incumbent for a seat on the Travis County 
Commissioner Court. The court’s first female 
commissioner, she served for six years. During 
this period, she drank heavily and sought treat-
ment for alcohol abuse; in addition, her marriage 
ended in divorce. She was elected state treasurer 
in 1982 and again in 1986, this time without 
opposition. In 1988, she attracted national atten-
tion with her keynote address to the Democratic 
National Convention. Throughout the speech, 
she chastised Republican George H. W. Bush 
with the line: “Poor George, he can’t help it. . . . 
He was born with a silver foot in his mouth.”

When the incumbent Texas governor 
decided not to run in 1990, Ann Richards won 

the Democratic nomination over former gover-
nor Mark White. The campaign against Repub-
lican Clayton Williams was extraordinarily 
nasty. Williams, a successful businessman with 
a personal fortune, spent a considerable sum 
on the race and began to attract the attention of 
an increasingly conservative electorate; he was 
leading in the polls by 20 points until he made 
a number of political gaffes. At a public debate, 
Williams refused to shake Richards’s hand, and 
just a few weeks later he publicly likened rape to 
a rainstorm, “as long as it’s inevitable, you might 
as well lie back and enjoy it.” Richards narrowly 
won the race with 49 percent of the vote.

Between January 15, 1991, and January 17, 
1995, Ann Richards served as the governor of 
Texas. She was a popular governor, known for 
her sharp tongue and quick Texas wit. Richards 
tackled a slumping economy with a program 
of economic revitalization that yielded growth 
when the rest of the nation’s economy was 
shrinking. Part of her strategy was to reform the 
regulatory institutions in the state, facilitating 
more competition for business and industry. 
She also reformed the Texas prison system, 
attempted to reform the way school districts 
were funded and operated, and introduced a 
state lottery. She appointed women and other 
minorities to over half of the positions available, 
and she was a strong feminist voice for progres-
sive reforms in the interest of minority rights.

In 1994, Richards lost her reelection bid to 
Republican George W. Bush, winning 46 per-
cent of the vote to Bush’s 53 percent. Although 
she never again held public office, Richards 
worked as a political consultant and contin-
ued to campaign for progressive candidates in 
Texas and throughout the nation. She served 
on a number of corporate boards; was a senior 
adviser at the Washington law firm of Verner, 
Liipfert, Bernhard, McPherson and Hand; and 
worked for Public Strategies Inc., an Austin-
based public relations and marketing firm. 
Richards was diagnosed with esophageal cancer 
in March 2006, and died at her home in Austin 
on September 13, 2006. She was 73 years old.
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Further Reading
Morris, Celia. Storming the Statehouse: Running for 

Governor with Ann Richards and Diane Feinstein. 
New York: Scribner, 1992.

Tolleson-Rinehart, Sue, and Jeanie R. Stanley. Claytie 
and the Lady: Ann Richards, Gender, and Politics in 
Texas. Austin: University of Texas Press, 1994.

Richards, Ellen Swallow (1842–1911) chem-
ist, ecofeminist, educator Ellen Henrietta Swal-
low was born on December 3, 1842, in Dunstable, 
Massachusetts, the daughter of parents who 
placed strong importance on education. She 
attended Vassar College, where she initially pur-
sued astronomy but later switched to chemistry, 
earning her B.A. degree in 1870. She was the 
first woman to earn a degree in chemistry. After 
failing to find work as an industrial chemist, she 
enrolled at the Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology (MIT)—the first female student in MIT’s 
history. Three years later, she was awarded a B.
A. degree from MIT and an M.A. from Vassar for 
her thesis on the chemical analysis of iron ore. 
She received a Ph.D. from MIT in 1886.

In 1875, Ellen Swallow married Robert Rich-
ards, chair of MIT’s mine engineering depart-
ment. She worked as an unpaid professor for 
MIT—its first female professor—in programs 
especially created for women. From 1884 unti 
her death, she was an instructor for the Law-
rence Equipment Station, devoted to sanitary 
chemistry.

In 1881, Ellen Richards helped start the 
Association of Collegiate Alumnae, which 
would become the AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF 
UNIVERSITY WOMEN. Richards was interested in 
both increasing girls’ knowledge of science and 
in improving the domestic life in cities by focus-
ing on achieving healthier homes. She used her 
house in Jamaica Plain, near Boston, as a model 
for sanitary living, emphasizing increased air 
flow, the removal of lead pipes, the directing 
of sewage lines away from water supplies and 
using plants to increase oxygen. As a result of 
Richard’s work, Massachusetts became the first 

state in the country to establish water-quality 
standards as well as the first modern sewage 
treatment plant. Richards also initiated the 
study of home economics focusing on the most 
efficient way to perform household tasks. She 
believed in applying scientific principles to 
domestic situations, and her work in this area 
led to the creation of the field of home econom-
ics. In this way she could be considered the 
country’s first ecofeminist. Ellen Richards died 
on March 30, 1911.

Further Reading
Levine, Susan. Degrees of Equality: The American Asso-

ciation of University Women and the Challenge of 
Twentieth Century Feminism. Philadelphia: Temple 
University Press, 1995.

—Claire Curtis

right to life movement The origin of the 
modern right to life, or pro-life, movement can 
be found in the 1973 U.S. Supreme Court deci-
sion on ROE V. WADE. Antiabortion activists orga-
nized quickly to begin working to overturn the 
decision on different fronts, lobbying Congress 
to enact legislation that would circumscribe 
Roe’s influence. There is no single organization 
dominating the movement, although the 
National Right to Life Committee based in 
Washington, D.C., maintains a high profile on a 
number of issues, including right to die or 
assisted suicide statutes, euthanasia, and human 
cloning. Most organizations affiliated with the 
movement are religiously based, many with fun-
damentalist Christian roots.

The movement has attracted negative pub-
lic attention over the level of violence directed 
at ABORTION providers and women’s health clin-
ics in recent years. The 1998 shooting death 
of Dr. Barnett Slepian; the 1998 bombing of 
the New Woman, All Women Health Care 
Clinic in Birmingham, Alabama; the gassing 
of clinics in Florida; and the rash of anthrax 
threats against clinics across the nation follow-
ing the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks 
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diminished public support. However, pro-life 
advocates have experienced a number of leg-
islative successes under the George W. Bush 
administration and a Republican-controlled 
Congress. The Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act, 
signed by President Bush in 2003, is the first 
federal ban on an abortion method enacted 
since the Supreme Court legalized abortion in 
1973. The Hyde-Weldon Conscience Protection 
Amendment, signed in January 2005, prohibits 
any federal, state, or local government agency 
or program from discriminating against any 
individual or institutional health care provider 
because the provider does not provide, pay for, 
provide coverage for, or refer for abortions. In 
addition, President Bush reinstated the global 
GAG RULE upon taking office in 2001, effectively 
rendering U.S. foreign aid policy pro-life in 
character.

See also SUSAN B. ANTHONY LIST.

Further Reading
Feldt, Gloria. The War on Choice: The Right Wing 

Attack on Women’s Rights and How to Fight Back. 
New York: Bantam Books, 2004.

Wagner, Teresa R., ed. Back to the Drawing Board: The 
Future of the Pro-Life Movement. South Bend, Ind.: 
St. Augustine’s Press, 2003.

Roe v. Wade (410 U.S. 113) (1973) This 
landmark case originated in Texas in March 
1970. SARAH WEDDINGTON, an Austin attorney, 
brought the case on behalf of Norma McCorvey, 
an unmarried pregnant woman (“Jane Roe” was 
an alias used to protect her identity at the time). 
The intent of the case was to challenge the Texas 
abortion statute that made having or attempting 
to perform an ABORTION a crime, except for the 
purpose of saving the life of the mother. The suit 
claimed that the law was unconstitutional, 
vague, and violated the rights guaranteed to 
pregnant women by the First, Fourth, Fifth, 
Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments.

Justice Harry Blackmun wrote the opinion 
for the 7-2 majority (William Rehnquist and 

Byron White dissented). Having already carved 
out a right to privacy in certain personal deci-
sions in GRISWOLD V. CONNECTICUT (1965), Black-
mun based his decision on the current state of 
medical knowledge and attempted to balance the 
privacy interests of the individual woman with 
the state’s legitimate interest in “preserving and 
protecting the health of the pregnant woman . . . 
and that it has still another important and legiti-
mate interest in protecting the potentiality of 
human life.” To do so, he created an architecture 
wherein a full-term pregnancy is divided into 
trimesters (of about 3 months each). The Court 
ruled that a state cannot restrict a woman’s right 
to an abortion during the first trimester; a state 
can regulate the abortion procedure during the 
second trimester “in ways that are reasonably 
related to maternal health”; and in the third tri-
mester, demarcating the viability of the fetus, a 
state can choose to restrict or even to proscribe 
abortion as it sees fit.

This case has generated endless controversy 
among legal scholars, abortion and antiabor-
tion rights activists, and those in the medical 
profession. Although the central holding in 
the case affirming a woman’s right to an abor-
tion in the first trimester still stands, access 
to abortion has been significantly curtailed 
by state restrictions and regulations. Federal 
action has restricted funding for abortion for 
women without private funds (for example, the 
HYDE AMENDMENT and HARRIS V. MCRAE, 1980), 
imposed a GAG RULE on clinics receiving federal 
funding (see RUST V. SULLIVAN, 1991), and banned 
late-term abortions (so-called partial birth abor-
tions) in a law passed by Congress and signed by 
President George W. Bush in 2003. The federal 
ban was immediately challenged in court, and 
on June 1, 2004, District Court judge Phyllis 
Hamilton declared the act unconstitutional, say-
ing it infringed on a woman’s constitutionally 
protected right to choose. The ruling initially 
applied only to PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERA-
TION OF AMERICA clinics and their doctors. The 
U.S. Supreme Court heard oral arguments on 
two cases challenging the lower court rulings 
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on the Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2003: 
Gonzales v. Carhart and Gonzales v. Planned Par-
enthood Federation of America. Both cases were 
argued in autumn 2006, and a decision declar-
ing the ban constitutional was delivered in the 
spring of 2007.

In 1992, the Supreme Court decision in 
PLANNED PARENTHOOD OF SOUTHEASTERN PENN-
SYLVANIA V. CASEY upheld Roe and restated that 
women have a constitutionally protected right 
to seek an abortion before fetal viability; how-
ever, the decision allowed states to restrict abor-
tion access as long as the restrictions do not 
impose an “undue burden” on women. When 
Nebraska passed a law banning late-term or 
partial-birth abortions, the Court found that it 
violated the “undue burden” test and ruled it 
unconstitutional (STENBERG V. CARHART, 2000). 
The Nebraska statute failed to provide an excep-
tion protecting the health of the woman, and the 
Court determined that the definition of the pro-
cedures banned was so broad and vague that it 
could be interpreted to unduly limit procedures 
used in earlier stages of pregnancy, thus creat-
ing an undue burden. This decision effectively 
invalidated 29 similar state bans.

The Court also granted states more leeway 
in regulating the conditions under which abor-
tions could occur. State legislatures intent on 
limiting abortion have adopted a wide variety 
of regulations, including parental consent and 
notification laws, mandatory waiting periods, 
a requirement for counseling prior to the abor-
tion procedure, hospital and physician require-
ments limiting who can perform abortions and 
where abortions can be performed, limits on 
private insurance coverage for abortions, and, 
most recently, targeted regulation of abortion 
providers. By 2006, 34 states had passed laws 
that subjected abortion providers to reporting 
and licensing regulations and abortion facilities 
to building code regulations that are not applied 
in other medical instances. In 2006, another 12 
states considered adopting similar laws.

Abortion has become so controversial that 
many doctors refuse to perform abortions and 

medical schools have all but stopped training 
new doctors in the procedure. The ALAN GUTT-
MACHER INSTITUTE found that in 2000, 87 percent 
of U.S. counties did not have a single abortion 
provider. One-third of American women lived 
in these counties, which meant they would have 
to travel outside their county to obtain an abor-
tion. Of women obtaining abortions in 2000, 25 
percent traveled at least 50 miles, and 8 percent 
traveled more than 100 miles. In South Dakota, 
for example, a woman may have to travel as far as 
400 miles to the one abortion clinic in the state. 
The single doctor in South Dakota who performs 
abortions travels to the state from Minnesota.

South Dakota became the latest test for 
the Supreme Court’s possible willingness to 
overturn the core holding in Roe v. Wade. On 
March 6, 2006, South Dakota governor Mike 
Rounds signed a bill that would effectively ban 
all abortions by making it a felony for doctors 
to perform any abortion, except to save the life 
of the woman. The bill was intentionally and 
very carefully crafted to set up a legal challenge 
to Roe v. Wade. An immediate court challenge 
blocked the law’s implementation, and a peti-
tion drive to overturn the law landed it on the 
November 7, 2006, ballot as “Referred Law 6.” 
Voters in South Dakota were asked to affirm the 
law or reject it. By a margin of 56 to 44 percent, 
the voters rejected the law.

The battle over abortion is far from over. The 
core holding in Roe v. Wade that recognizes a 
woman’s constitutional right to have an abortion 
is now viewed as so vulnerable by pro-choice 
advocates that some states have taken steps to 
ensure that abortion remains legal within the 
state even if Roe is overturned. To date, these 
include Nebraska, Hawaii, Maryland, Maine, 
Washington, Connecticut, and California. In 
another 10 states, the state supreme court has 
already determined that the state constitution 
would protect a woman’s right to abortion in 
the absence of Roe (Alaska, California, Florida, 
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Montana, New Jer-
sey, New Mexico, Tennessee and West Virginia). 
Vermont is the only state in the United States 
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that has not passed at least one law regard-
ing abortion since the Roe v. Wade decision in 
1973.

Further Reading
Baird, Robert, and Stuart Rosenbaum. The Ethics of 

Abortion: Pro-Life v. Pro-Choice. New York: Pro-
metheus Books, 2001.

Gorney, Cynthia. Articles of Faith: A Frontline His-
tory of the Abortion Wars. New York: Simon and 
Schuster, 2000.

Tribe, Lawrence. Abortion: A Clash of Absolutes. New 
York: W.W. Norton, 1992.

Weddington, Sarah. A Question of Choice. New York: 
Penguin Books, 1993.

Roosevelt, Edith (Edith Kermit Carow 
Roosevelt) (1861–1948) first lady Edith Ker-
mit Carow was born on August 6, 1861, in Nor-
wich, Connecticut, to Charles and Gertrude 
Elizabeth Tyler Carow. Her father’s bouts with 
alcoholism and her mother’s retreat into hypo-
chondria robbed Edith of a happy childhood in 
her own home. However, the Carows and Roos-
evelts were neighbors, and Edith joined the four 
Roosevelt children in instruction in their home. 
Edith and Theodore Roosevelt knew one another 
and were friends throughout their childhood, 
while Edith considered Theodore’s sister Corinne 
her best friend. When she was 10, Edith enrolled 
in the Comstock School, where she focused on 
music, literature, and French. As she matured, 
she maintained close contact with the Roosevelt 
family, including Theodore. Reportedly he pro-
posed to her on several occasions between 1877 
and 1878, but she argued that they were too 
young for marriage. In 1878, Theodore Roosevelt 
met Alice Lee and fell in love. They were married 
in October 1880. The following year, she gave a 
party for the couple in celebration of Theodore’s 
first election to the New York Assembly.

Three years later, Alice died giving birth to 
a daughter, also named Alice. After Edith and 
Theodore accidentally met at his sister’s house in 
1885, they renewed their relationship, and they 

married in London on December 2, 1886. Edith 
and Theodore were well suited for one another: 
She was his intellectual equal and shared his 
political ambitions. When the couple returned 
from their honeymoon, Edith was pregnant. She 
insisted that little Alice come live with them, 
and they moved to Sagamore Hill, the house 
that Theodore built for his first wife in Oyster 
Bay, Long Island. On September 13, 1887, Edith 
gave birth to a son Theodore. He was followed 
by Kermit (b. 1889), Ethel (b. 1891), Archibald 
(b. 1894), and Quentin (b. 1897).

In 1889, President Benjamin Harrison 
appointed Theodore Roosevelt as civil service 
commissioner. Roosevelt subsequently served as 
police commissioner of New York and assistant 
secretary of the navy, and he shipped off to fight 
with the “Rough Riders” in the Spanish-Ameri-
can War before running for governor of New 
York in 1898. Upon his election as governor, the 
family moved to Albany, and Edith renovated 
the Governor’s Mansion to accommodate their 
family. Although she implored Theodore not to 
seek the vice presidency, his status as a war hero 
led him to be drafted at the Republican conven-
tion. In September 1901, only six months after 
William McKinley’s inauguration, he was assas-
sinated, elevating Theodore Roosevelt to the 
presidency at the age of 42.

Edith accepted her role as the president’s 
lady with some trepidation, fearing the assas-
sination of her husband. However, she adjusted 
to life in the White House, and the children 
proved to be the source of endless press stories, 
amusing the nation with their animals and their 
antics. Edith was an experienced entertainer. 
The Roosevelts persuaded Congress to appro-
priate $500,000 for a new wing of offices on 
the west side of the building, leaving the entire 
second floor as the family’s residence. The fam-
ily moved to Sagamore Hill for six months as 
the building and renovations were completed. 
Edith saw to every detail. The plumbing, light-
ing, and heating systems were all upgraded, 
and in an effort to control Theodore Roosevelt’s 
weight, she had a tennis court installed on the 
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grounds. She added to the collection of White 
House china and put the collection gathered by 
CAROLINE HARRISON on display. She also gath-
ered portraits of each of the former first ladies 
and lined the walls of a ground-floor corridor 
where the china was also on display.

Edith Roosevelt played a more substantive 
role as a diplomat and political ambassador 
during her husband’s second term in office. 
She served as a conduit to the president from a 
trusted British ambassador during the Russo-
Japanese War crisis (1904–05) and toured the 
country with him whenever possible. In 1905, 
they sailed together to inspect the construction 
of the Panama Canal. When Theodore Roosevelt 
won the Nobel Peace Prize for his mediation in 
the Russo-Japanese War, he and Edith agreed to 
use the prize money to establish the Industrial 
Peace Committee.

The Roosevelts left the White House in 1908, 
honoring his promise to serve only one elected 
term as president. However, they both regretted 
the decision not to seek the nomination. In order 
to occupy her husband during his first years out 
of power, Edith arranged for a safari. She too 
found that she missed life in the White House 
and so traveled to Europe with her children. In 
March 1910, she met Theodore in Khartoum, and 
together they headed to Europe, where welcom-
ing crowds awaited them at every stop. Teddy 
Roosevelt longed to return to the White House, 
but his attempts to regain prominence in the 
Republican Party ended with a nasty split and 
the election of Woodrow Wilson as president. 
In the process, Theodore was nearly killed by an 
assassin’s bullet in 1912. All four Roosevelt sons 
enlisted in the military when the United States 
entered World War I, and Roosevelt longed to 
lead a regiment in France, but Wilson refused 
his request. Instead, Teddy traveled the country, 
recruiting for the military. On July 14, 1918, he 
and Edith learned that their son Quentin had 
been killed in the war. Her health failing and her 
spirits low, Edith wrote to her son Kermit: “My 
life is over, and I am tired of my old body any-
way, and I should be glad to get rid of it.”

Theodore Roosevelt entered the hospital in 
November 1918 and died on January 6, 1919, 
shortly after spending Christmas at Sagamore 
Hill. Edith remained active in politics, cam-
paigning for Republicans in the 1920 election. 
She urged women to vote in the presidential 
election, exercising the franchise that was won 
with the ratification of the Nineteenth Amend-
ment. She also continued to travel, write, and 
give generously to charities. In 1932, the Demo-
crats nominated Franklin Delano Roosevelt, 
Theodore’s fifth cousin (and nephew through 
his marriage to ELEANOR ROOSEVELT), as can-
didate for president. Alarmed that so many 
Americans believed the Democrat was her son, 
Edith campaigned for his opponent, Republican 
Herbert Hoover. On September 30, 1948, Edith 
Roosevelt died at her home in Oyster Bay, New 
York. She was 87 years old.
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Roosevelt, Eleanor (Anna Eleanor Roos-
evelt) (1884–1962) first lady Anna Eleanor 
Roosevelt was born in New York City on October 
11, 1884, the first of three children of Anna Hall 
and Elliott Roosevelt. Neither of her parents 
worked; her mother was a wealthy socialite, and 
her father, brother to Theodore Roosevelt, was a 
charming alcoholic. When their mother died in 
1892, the children went to live with their grand-
mother. Elliott Roosevelt died just two years 
later, when Eleanor was 10 years old. She was 
devastated by the loss of her father, who had 
given her the affection her grandmother had cru-
elly withheld, but found solace and support for 
developing an independent mind at Allenwood, 
a progressive boarding school in London; she 
was a student there from 1899 to 1902, excelling 
at languages, literature, and sports.

Eleanor returned to New York in 1902 to 
make her debut as required by her family’s posi-
tion in New York. She cared little for the social 
world of entertaining and turned her attention 
instead to her immediate family. She looked 
after her brother, settling him at Groton School, 
took classes in sociology and political economy, 
and worked at a settlement house, develop-
ing a reputation as a woman of substance. Her 
Aunt Anna Roosevelt Cowles (Theodore’s sister) 
introduced her to politics during her uncle’s 
presidency. In 1903, she met Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt, a distant cousin, and they were mar-
ried in 1905 despite his mother’s best efforts 
to prevent the union. After their marriage, she 
dedicated herself to her family and cared for her 
mother-in-law. She was not nearly as social as 

Franklin and subject to periods of depression 
and self-doubt. Within 11 years, Eleanor bore 
six children; one son died in infancy.

Franklin Roosevelt served in the New York 
State Senate from 1910 to 1913. In 1913, Wood-
row Wilson appointed him secretary of the 
navy, and the Roosevelts moved to Washington, 
D.C. Eleanor thrived in Washington, where her 
intellect and her linguistic skills made her stand 
out at diplomatic dinners. The Roosevelts enter-
tained regularly but particularly enjoyed the 
once-a-month gathering of “The Club,” a group 
of friends and political allies who gathered to 
debate the issues of the day. The country’s entry 
into World War I in 1917, however, changed 
everyone’s lives. Eleanor went from hours spent 
calling upon other wives to activities in sup-
port of the war effort. During this time, she 
learned to drive, raised funds for rehabilitation 
of wounded troops, and organized the Navy 
Red Cross.

In 1918, Eleanor discovered clear evidence 
of Franklin’s affair with her own social secretary, 
Lucy Mercer. She offered Franklin an immediate 
divorce, which he wisely declined given the 
importance of Eleanor’s support in building his 
political career and his mother’s threat to cut 
him off financially. Franklin Roosevelt’s clos-
est political advisor, Louis Howe, advised him 
that without Eleanor’s public-spirited outreach 
efforts, the public would only see his rather self-
ish pursuit of private pleasures.

While the marriage was never the same, 
the partnership continued. Eleanor resolved to 
build an independent life for herself, connected 
but not dependent on Franklin’s interests or 
choices. To that end, she set about challenging 
many of the prevailing norms. She denounced 
the Red Scare tactics of U.S. attorney general 
A. Mitchell Palmer as unwarranted intrusions 
on fundamental civil liberties. She actively par-
ticipated in organizations identified by Palmer 
as suspect and worked against those who sup-
ported his efforts, including the DAUGHTERS OF 
THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, which had moved 
from a progressive to conservative organiza-
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tion. She developed a network of new friends 
and allies, mostly women who were also active 
in the same progressive causes. She became an 
active leader in the LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS 
(LWV), the Women’s Trade Union League, and 
the National Consumer’s League.

In 1920, Franklin won the Democratic vice-
presidential nomination. Although Eleanor’s 
interests lay primarily outside the boundar-
ies of elected office, she nonetheless agreed to 
campaign with Franklin. Louis Howe shrewdly 
included her in the major decisions of the cam-
paign, and she developed a complementary but 
independent political voice while campaigning 
throughout the country. When the Republican 
Warren G. Harding won the presidency, the 
Roosevelts returned to Hyde Park, New York, 
where Franklin practiced law. Eleanor resumed 
her own political activities, spending Monday 
through Thursday in New York City and the 
weekend in Hyde Park with her family. This 
approach spared her the burden of constant 
entertaining at the expense of her more substan-
tive causes. She became the chair of the LWV’s 
Women’s Joint Legislative Committee and honed 
her legislative strategy skills—researching 
and tracking legislation of interest to women, 
reporting monthly on the status of bills, and 
suggesting strategies for promoting the passage 
of bills of particular interest. During this time, 
she worked closely with CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT, 
journalist and publicist Esther Lape, and attor-
ney Elizabeth Read. Her circle soon included 
influential social feminists Nancy Cook and 
Marion Dickerman.

When Franklin was stricken with poliomy-
elitis in the summer of 1921, Eleanor devoted 
herself to tending his physical and emotional 
needs. She also worked to keep his interest in 
politics and public service alive in the face of his 
mother’s belief that his condition required him to 
retire from the public eye. Eleanor kept the Roos-
evelt name alive in Democratic circles during 
Franklin’s recovery. Working with Cook, Dick-
erman, and future New York congresswoman 
CAROLINE O’DAY, Eleanor traveled throughout 

New York encouraging women to form Demo-
cratic women’s clubs. This exposure led to her 
selection as Democratic Women’s Committee 
vice president and treasurer, a position she used 
to write extensively for the Women’s Democratic 
News and various magazines. She also lectured 
and delivered radio addresses, activities that 
added to her financial independence. In 1925, 
with Franklin’s blessing, she built a home for 
herself, Nancy Cook, and Marion Dickerman 
at Val-Kil, near Hyde Park and on Franklin 
Roosevelt property. In addition to operating the 
Women’s Democratic News, they built the Val-Kil 
furniture factory and ran it with Eleanor’s sons’ 
participation. The majority of her work during 
this period was in support of women’s direct par-
ticipation in government and politics. She noted, 
“The whole point in women’s SUFFRAGE is that 
the Government needs the point of view of all 
its citizens and the women have a point of view 
which is of value to the Government.”
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Eleanor encouraged women to learn to 
play the game of politics, just as men had done 
so successfully. Under her leadership, women 
gained equal representation within the New 
York Democratic Party. When Franklin reen-
tered politics in his own gubernatorial race, 
Eleanor actively campaigned for him within the 
Democratic Party, effectively winning him the 
nomination. His election in 1928 posed some 
constraints on her overt political activities, but 
she did not accept the exclusively social role 
of the governor’s wife. She continued to teach 
and organize, but with a slightly lower public 
profile. She spent three days each week in New 
York City, but returned to Albany to entertain 
for the weekend. During this time, she worked 
with the Junior League to protect women’s right 
to work in a worsening economy when many 
argued that women took jobs from men who 
needed to feed their families. She publicly sup-
ported workers rights, was arrested on more 
than one picket line, and urged her husband to 
adopt more liberal positions. In many respects, 
she became Franklin’s legs during his governor-
ship. She toured and inspected state hospitals, 
prisons, and public works projects, reporting 
back to him with her observations. He taught 
her to be an astute observer of conditions and a 
careful judge of people.

The prospect of Franklin’s election to the 
presidency in 1932 did not entirely please Elea-
nor, who believed that she would be consigned 
to a life of social teas and perpetual recep-
tion lines. Nonetheless, she campaigned on his 
behalf whenever asked to do so and worked 
diligently on grassroots organization within the 
Democratic Party and within the women’s divi-
sion particularly. She traveled extensively in this 
capacity, paying special attention to constituen-
cies that the Democrats needed to win but were 
traditionally overlooked. When the election 
was decided in Roosevelt’s favor, she said, “For 
him, of course, I’m glad—sincerely. I could not 
have wanted it any other way. After all, I’m a 
Democrat, too. Now I shall have to work out 
my own salvation. I’m afraid it may be a little 

difficult. I know what Washington is like. I’ve 
lived there.”

Although Eleanor enjoyed a good relation-
ship with the political press, stories began to 
appear equating her professionalism with com-
mercialism unbecoming to the president’s lady. 
At Franklin’s request, she resigned her positions 
with the Democratic National Committee, the 
Todhunter School, the League of Women Voters, 
and the Non-Partisan Legislative Committee, as 
well as the Women’s Trade Union League. She 
announced that she would no longer be able to 
take part in commercial radio broadcasts and 
that she would refrain from discussing politics 
in her magazine articles. It pained Eleanor to 
disassociate herself from the causes that ener-
gized her. Confiding in Lorena Hickok, one of 
the only female reporters to cover the 1932 elec-
tion, she said, “If I wanted to be selfish, I could 
wish that he had not been elected.” She made 
numerous offers to Franklin to work within the 
administration—sorting mail, serving as his lis-
tening post or as his assistant in some capacity, 
but each was rebuffed. Undaunted, she turned 
to the press corps and announced that she 
would hold weekly meetings with female report-
ers. She hoped that the reporters would use 
their columns on her to inform the public about 
White House activities and to promote under-
standing about the ways in which politics and 
government functioned. She was particularly 
interested in reaching out to American women 
in this regard and so agreed to write a monthly 
column for Women’s Home Companion titled “I 
Want You to Write to Me.” She asked readers to 
write to her with questions or concerns, label-
ing her column a clearinghouse or discussion 
room for issues associated with the adjustments 
to new conditions in the world. Within a year, 
300,000 people had written to her.

Eleanor transformed her social role at the 
White House into an ambassadorial role, greet-
ing citizens at the door herself. She took an active 
role in her husband’s administration whether he 
welcomed it or not, transforming the Lincoln 
Bedroom into her own study and installing a 
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telephone. She pressed Franklin to name women 
to positions of power in the administration, 
leading to the historic appointment of FRANCES 
PERKINS to head the Department of Labor. She 
also pressed the case for social reform and an 
expanded role for the federal government rela-
tive to the poor, African Americans, children, 
and the unemployed. For critics of the New 
Deal, her public profile and direct involvement 
in recovery efforts served as a lightening rod. 
Eleanor paid appropriate deference to programs 
developed by the Roosevelt administration, but 
when her own research found them wanting, 
she did not hesitate to argue that they could 
be improved. When she found women’s needs 
overlooked in federal programs, she advocated 
for women’s divisions and then recommended 
the appointment of specific women to head these 
agencies. Her network of social reformers proved 
invaluable to the administration. She planned 
and chaired the White House Conference on 
the Emergency Needs of Women and turned her 
attention to issues of unemployed youth, help-
ing make the case for establishing the National 
Youth Administration in 1935. She lobbied on 
behalf of artists, resulting in the creation of a 
Public Works Arts Project, ultimately folded into 
three Works Progress Administration programs: 
the Federal Writer’s Project, the Federal Theater 
Project, and the Federal Art Project.

Eleanor’s most vociferous efforts were in 
support of African Americans and ending racial 
prejudice. She promoted the interests of miners 
in West Virginia, lobbied for anti-lynching leg-
islation, hosted cabinet wives on walking tours 
of Washington slums, and joined local chapters 
of the National Association for the Advancement 
of Colored People (NAACP) and the National 
Urban League. Her work on behalf of civil 
rights sharply expanded in her second term 
as first lady. She spoke out against poll taxes, 
against discriminatory practices of white land-
owners, and in favor of equal pay for black and 
white workers. She brought African Americans 
into the White House as her guest. Together 
with MARY MCLEOD BETHUNE, she convened the 

National Conference of Negro Women at the 
White House. When confronted with segrega-
tion laws in Alabama while attending the South-
ern Conference on Human Welfare, the first 
lady insisted that her chair be placed squarely 
between the white and African-American groups. 
In 1939, she resigned from the DAUGHTERS OF THE 
AMERICAN REVOLUTION when the organization 
refused to allow black contralto MARIAN ANDER-
SON to perform in Constitution Hall; Eleanor 
arranged for the concert to be held on the steps 
of the Lincoln Memorial instead. Her belief that 
civil rights was the ultimate test for American 
democracy intensified throughout the 1940s. In 
1940, she published The Moral Basis of Democ-
racy in which she urged the nation to face up to 
the disconnect in ideals and reality presented by 
racial discrimination. When World War II broke 
out, she equated racism in the United States 
with the horrors of fascism abroad, earning her 
the enmity of many.

The war presented Eleanor with opportu-
nities to travel on behalf of the president. She 
toured factories and urged industry to hire 
women in jobs previously held by men. She 
urged the administration to create day nurser-
ies and family restaurants to support women 
in the workforce. In 1942, she visited American 
troops (black and white) in England in camps, 
hospitals, and Red Cross clubs. In every case, 
she spoke to soldiers as individuals, asking what 
they needed and whom she could contact on 
their behalf. She wrote letters to families and 
placed phone calls upon her return to the United 
States. In August 1943, Franklin sent Eleanor to 
tour the South Pacific. She reported on the con-
ditions and on the terrible toll the war was tak-
ing on the troops. These reports helped to shape 
the G.I. Bill designed to aid returning veterans in 
getting an education and buying a home.

Although Eleanor worried about her hus-
band’s failing health, she did not curtail her 
schedule or her commitments. Eldest daugh-
ter Anna tended to her father in Eleanor’s 
absence—even seeing to it that he and Lucy 
Mercer Rutherford resumed their relationship. 
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Eleanor accompanied Franklin to San Diego in 
1944 to accept the Democratic nomination for 
a fourth term, but it was Anna, not Eleanor, 
who accompanied FDR to Yalta and was with 
him when he died on April 12, 1945, in Warm 
Springs, Georgia. Although stung by the disclo-
sure that Lucy Mercer was with her husband at 
the moment of his death, Eleanor accompanied 
the president’s body back to Washington, D.C., 
and arranged for his funeral. She welcomed the 
Trumans to the White House and arranged for 
the Roosevelts’ possessions, accumulated over 
12 years, to be boxed and shipped to Hyde 
Park.

No longer bound by the many constraints 
imposed by the role of president’s wife, Elea-
nor faced a freer but uncertain future. Demo-
cratic Party leaders urged her to consider public 
office—a seat in the U.S. Senate or a run for the 
governorship of New York. She declined, privately 
worrying to friends that her political anchor and 
her point of political leverage died with Frank-
lin. She returned to Val-Kil but kept in close 
contact with President Truman, continuing to 
advocate in favor of civil rights, fair employment 
practices, and world peace. Truman responded 
by nominating her as the United States’ delegate 
to the United Nations. In this capacity, Eleanor 
employed her considerable talents of persuasion 
and her broad political experience to shape and 
gain adoption of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights in 1948. During her seven years 
of service to the United Nations, she continued 
to participate in other causes as well. She pressed 
the Democratic Party to stay true to liberal prin-
ciples, particularly as they applied to the area 
of civil rights. She ignored death threats as she 
traveled on behalf of the NAACP, exposing the 
violence associated with forced segregation. She 
was one of the first to publicly condemn Joseph 
McCarthy and the work of the House Un-Ameri-
can Activities Committee from its inception. 
Although disappointed by Truman, she nonethe-
less supported his reelection in 1948. In 1952 
and 1956, she was an ardent supporter of Adlai 
Stevenson, even in defeat.

As the election of 1960 approached, Eleanor 
Roosevelt agreed to meet with John F. Kennedy. 
Although she did not believe he was a true lib-
eral and feared that his tepid support of civil 
rights would not advance reforms, she agreed 
to endorse his candidacy. Upon his election, 
Kennedy appointed her to chair the PRESIDENT’S 
COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN. Dur-
ing her final two years of life, she was more 
dedicated than ever to advancing civil rights 
for African Americans. In 1962, she sponsored 
hearings investigating law-enforcement officials’ 
acts against the Freedom Riders and protesters in 
Montgomery, Alabama.

Eleanor Roosevelt died of a rare form of 
tuberculosis on November 7, 1962. At a memo-
rial service, Adlai Stevenson said: “She would 
rather light candles than curse the darkness, 
and her glow warmed the world.” Roosevelt’s 
legacy as first lady is one of personal cour-
age and political activism on behalf of the 
nation’s dispossessed. It is generally agreed 
that no other first lady in the history of the 
United States has touched so many lives and 
translated personal commitment to ideals into 
government action. She established a precedent 
for an independence that few first ladies since 
have adopted. She was unique in her ability to 
withstand the criticism of the press and the 
public, while actively pursuing the things that 
mattered most to her. The public was never 
entirely comfortable with her independence, 
but Eleanor Roosevelt’s strength of character 
and fundamental commitment to social change 
allowed her to persevere.
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Rosenberg, Anna (Anna M. Rosenberg 
Hoffman, Anna Lederer Rosenberg Hoff-
man) (1902–1983) political adviser Anna 
Rosenberg was born Anna Maria Lederer, the 
daughter of a prominent Jewish family in Buda-
pest, Hungary, on June 19, 1902. Her father, 
Albert Lederer, ran a successful furniture fac-
tory, and her mother, Charlotte Lederer, wrote 
and illustrated children’s books. In 1912, the 
family immigrated to the United States after 
Albert Lederer lost his business; they settled in 
the Bronx borough of New York City. In 1919, 
Anna Lederer became a naturalized American 
citizen and married Julius Rosenberg.

Rosenberg was appointed to the Manpower 
Consulting Committee of the Army and Navy 
Munitions Board and the War Manpower Com-
mission in the early 1940s. In July 1944, Presi-
dent Roosevelt sent her to Europe to make 
manpower observations about the American 
military. For her service to the defense commu-
nity and to Presidents Roosevelt and Truman, 
Rosenberg became the first woman awarded 
the Medal of Freedom in 1945 and received the 
United States Medal for Merit in 1947. She was 
appointed assistant secretary of defense in 1951, 
marking the first time a woman had achieve 
that level of government appointment in an area 
related to military affairs.

In 1962, Anna Rosenberg divorced her hus-
band and married Paul G. Hoffman, the first 
administrator of the Marshall Plan and a top 
United Nations official. Anna Rosenberg Hoff-
man died on May 9, 1983, at the age of 81.
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Rosenfeld v. Southern Pacific Company 
(444 F. 2d 1219 [9th Cir.]) (1971) This case 
arose when Leah Rosenfeld was denied the job 
of agent-telegrapher because company policy at 
Southern Pacific Company excluded women 
from these jobs. Southern Pacific maintained 
that the jobs were unsuitable for women and 
that California law restricted maximum work 
hours and imposed lifting restrictions for female 
employees. The company argued that in this 
case sex was a BONA FIDE OCCUPATIONAL QUALIFI-
CATION. The federal district court disagreed and 
ruled that TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 
1964 did not allow employers to make assump-
tions about physical characteristics and abilities 
of groups taken as a whole as the basis for 
employment decisions. Title VII prohibits using 
assumptions about women as a group as the 
basis for hiring or excluding women.
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Rosie the Riveter Rosie the Riveter was a 
media propaganda creation devised to encour-
age women to fill in for men while they were 
fighting World War II. During the war, so many 
men were sent off to combat and so much new 
production was needed to support the war effort 
that there was a gross shortage of manpower to 
staff factories and manufacturing plants. As a 
result, a print, film, and radio campaign encour-
aged women to leave their homes and take over 
jobs previously held by men for the duration of 
the war. “Rosie the Riveter” was the name given 
to the woman depicted on many of the propa-
ganda posters. In the most famous one, she is 
wearing a red and white bandana to cover her 
hair, and she has rolled back the sleeve of her 
blue coverall to expose a flexed bicep. The cap-
tion above her head reads, “We Can Do It!” in 
bold letters.
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Women responded, and they operated 
heavy construction machinery, worked in lum-
ber and steel mills, unloaded freight, built 
dirigibles, made munitions, and much more. 
Although many discovered that they enjoyed 
the autonomy these relatively high paying 
jobs provided them, as men began to return 
home from the war, the government instituted 
another propaganda campaign urging women 
to “return to normalcy.” Many did return to 
their prior domestic roles, but the experience 
demonstrated that women could hold jobs pre-
viously thought appropriate only for men. This 
represented the beginning of women’s entrance 
into the full-time workforce on a permanent 
basis—a change that was not complete until the 
1970s and 1980s.

Further Reading
Gluck, Sherna Berger. Rosie the Riveter Revisited: 

Women, the War, and Social Change. Boston: 
Twayne, 1987.

Goldin, Claudia. Understanding the Gender Gap: An 
Economic History of American Women. New York: 
Oxford, 1990.

Ros-Lehtinen, Ileana (1952– ) congressper-
son Ileana Ros was born in Havana, Cuba, on 
July 15, 1952, but left Cuba as a child and was 
raised in a South Florida community. She 
attended public schools in Miami-Dade, Florida, 
and earned an A.A. degree from Miami-Dade 
Community College (1972), a B.A. in higher 
education from Florida International University 
(1975), and a master’s in educational leadership 
from Florida International University (1987). In 
December 2004, she received her doctorate in 
higher education from the University of Miami. 
She founded a private elementary school, East-
ern Academy, and served as its chief administra-
tor. From 1983 to 1986, Ros was a Republican 
member of the Florida House of Representa-
tives. She won election to the state senate and 
served there from 1986 to 1989. While serving 
in the Florida legislature, she met and married 

Dexter Lehtinen, who was then also a represen-
tative and later went on to become the U.S. 
attorney for the Southern District of Florida.

In 1989, after the death of Congressman 
Claude Pepper, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen won the 
special election to replace him, making her 
the first Hispanic woman and the first Cuban 
American elected to the U.S. Congress. In the 
109th Congress, she served on the House Com-
mittee on Government Reform and the Com-
mittee on International Relations. There is a 
sizable gay community in Key West, part of her 
district. Ros-Lehtinen has sponsored a number 
of gay rights bills, including a hate crimes bill, 
an antidiscrimination bill to protect gay federal 
employees, and a bill to allow homosexuals 
to serve openly in the military. The congress-
woman was reelected in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Ros-Lehtinen, Ileana.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=C000435. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

“Representative Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (FL).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=H0851103. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Ross, Nellie Tayloe (Nellie Davis Tayloe) 
(1876–1977) first female governor, director of 
U.S. Mint Born on November 29, 1876, near St. 
Joseph, Missouri, Nellie Davis Tayloe was edu-
cated in public and private schools in Nebraska. 
She taught school for a few years in Omaha 
before moving to Cheyenne in 1902, following 
her marriage to William Bradford Ross. William 
Ross began a law practice in Wyoming and even-
tually became active in politics. In 1922, he was 
elected as Wyoming’s governor. When he died in 
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office in 1924, the secretary of state, as acting 
governor, called for a special election. The Dem-
ocratic Party nominated Nellie Tayloe Ross to 
complete her husband’s term. She initially 
declined but ultimately accepted the nomination, 
deciding that she was the best qualified to under-
stand her husband’s goals and work to realize 
them. Ross won the election by a wide margin 
and became the first woman governor in the 
United States when she was inaugurated 16 days 
before MIRIAM FERGUSON of Texas. She served 
from January 5, 1925, to January 3, 1927, losing 
a bid for reelection.

Following her defeat, Ross was appointed 
as a vice chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee in 1928, directing the party’s women’s 
division. She campaigned extensively for Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt in 1932. Following his inaugura-
tion in 1933, Roosevelt appointed her as Director 

of the United States Mint, a position she held 
until 1953. She died in 1977 at the age of 101.

Further Reading
Scharff, Virginia. “Feminism, Femininity, and Power: 

Nellie Tayloe Ross and the Woman Politician’s 
Dilemma.” Frontiers 15, no. 3 (1995): 87.

Rostker v. Goldberg (453 U.S. 57) (1981) By 
a 6-3 vote, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that the 
Military Service Act was constitutional and that 
the war powers clause in the U.S. Constitution 
gave Congress the power to register men and 
not women. The U.S. solicitor general argued 
that sex discrimination in the draft did serve an 
important government interest—that of creat-
ing a pool of registered men in the event Con-
gress needed to reinstate the draft. Since 
Congress specifically excluded women from 
combat (not MILITARY SERVICE itself), women’s 
exclusion was based on their combat prohibition 
and not their sex. The Court agreed.

The backdrop to this case is critical to 
understanding the nuance and the underlying 
politics of the decision. President Jimmy Carter 
reactivated the military’s draft registration in 
1980 in response to the Soviet Union’s inva-
sion of Afghanistan. He requested that women 
register as well as men, prompting a huge public 
outcry. Congress refused to require women to 
register, forcing Carter to order male-only regis-
tration to begin. Opponents of the EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT (ERA) used this debate as an oppor-
tunity to argue that women would not only be 
required to register with the military if the ERA 
were ratified, but they would be sent into com-
bat as well. Although there was no evidence that 
the ERA would require Congress to change the 
combat exclusions for women, STOP ERA forces 
were successful in galvanizing state legislators. 
The Court issued its ruling in this case on June 
25, 1981. The ERA expired, unratified, on June 
30, 1982.

In 1994, Congress repealed the “risk rule” 
barring women from all combat positions and Nellie T. Ross (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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allowed each branch of the service to determine 
which positions would be open to women. 
Today over 90 percent of all positions across 
the four branches of the military are open 
to women. Therefore, the basis on which the 
Supreme Court decided this opinion no longer 
exists. Congress has so far been unwilling to 
entertain amendments to the Military Service 
Act to require women to register for the draft.

Further Reading
Frost-Knappman, Elizabeth, and Kathryn Cullen-

DuPont. Women’s Rights on Trial. Detroit: Gale 
Publishing, 1997.

The OYEZ Project. “Rostker v. Goldberg, 453 U.S. 57 
(1981).” Available online. URL: http://www.oyez.
org/cases/case?case=1980–1989/1980/1980_80_
251. Accessed on January 11, 2007.

Roybal-Allard, Lucille (1941– ) congressper-
son Lucille Roybal-Allard was born on June 
12, 1941, and raised in Boyle Heights, Califor-
nia. A 1965 graduate of California State Univer-
sity at Los Angeles, she is the eldest daughter of 
Lucille Beserra Roybal and retired congressman 
Edward R. Roybal, a 30-year incumbent. In 
1992, Roybal-Allard, a Democrat, became the 
first Mexican-American woman elected to Con-
gress. Prior to her election to the House, she 
represented the 56th assembly district of Cali-
fornia for six years (1987–92).

Roybal-Allard is a member of the House 
Committee on Appropriations and the Commit-
tee on Standards of Official Conduct (known as 
the Ethics Committee). She is the first Latina 
in U.S. history to be appointed to the appro-
priations committee. The congresswoman also 
serves on the Subcommittee on Homeland Secu-
rity and the Subcommittee on Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education. These two sub-
committees oversee funding of the Department 
of Homeland Security, U.S. Citizenship and 
Immigration Services, Coast Guard, U.S. Cus-
toms Service, Department of Labor, Department 
of Health and Human Services, and Department 

of Education. Roybal-Allard was reelected in 
2006. She is married to Edward T. Allard III, 
with whom she has two children.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.
“Representative Lucille Roybal-Allard (CA).” In Project 

Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=H0515103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

“Roybal-Allard, Lucille.” In Biographical Directory of 
the United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=R000486. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Ruffin, Josephine (Josephine St. Pierre 
 Ruffin) (1842–1924) suffragist, civil rights activ-
ist, publisher Josephine St. Pierre Ruffin was a 
Boston suffragist, African-American community 
leader, publisher, and civil rights activist during 
the last three decades of the 19th century. Born in 
Boston on August 31, 1842, she was the daughter 
of a white English mother and a black father from 
Martinique. She married George Lewis Ruffin—
the first African American to graduate from Har-
vard Law School—in 1857. Josephine Ruffin’s 
rise to prominence paralleled her husband’s suc-
cess as a prominent black Boston politician. She 
was active in predominantly white Boston wom-
en’s clubs that promoted greater social and politi-
cal empowerment for women. These included 
the New England Woman’s Club, the Massachu-
setts Woman Suffrage Association, the Massa-
chusetts School Suffrage Association, and the 
Women’s Educational and Industrial Union. 
Through these organizations, Ruffin worked 
alongside LUCY STONE, JULIA WARD HOWE, and 
Ednah Cheney to win school SUFFRAGE for Boston 
women in 1879.

Ruffin’s prominence in the national black 
community was extensive. In 1879, she led a 
drive to provide relief for black refugees in Kan-
sas, and in 1893 she helped to form the predomi-
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nantly black Woman’s Era Club (also known 
as the NEW ERA CLUB), which sponsored the 
nationally circulated Woman’s Era newspaper, of 
which Ruffin was both publisher and editor. Her 
editorials in Woman’s Era encouraged readers to 
take actions that included civil disobedience in 
response to unjust Jim Crow laws. In 1900, the 
GENERAL FEDERATION OF WOMEN’S CLUBS refused 
her a seat at their national conference in Mil-
waukee because she was African American. This 
controversy created a rift between northeast-
ern and southern club women that was finally 
resolved when the GFWC decided to allow 
states to individually determine the member-
ship restrictions for their states.

Ruffin died in Boston on March 13, 1924, of 
nephritis. Extant editions of Woman’s Era jour-
nal are available at Boston Public Library.

See also BLACK WOMEN’S CLUB MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Brown, Hallie Quinn. Homespun Heroines. Xenia, Ohio: 

Aldine Publishing Co., 1926.
Howe, Julia Ward, and Mary Livermore, eds. Repre-

sentative Women of New England. Reprint Services 
Corp, 1905.

—Teresa Blue Holden

Rust v. Sullivan (500 U.S. 173) (1991) The 
national government provides funds for family-
planning services (Title X of the Public Health 
Service Act of 1944). The Department of Health 
and Human Services issued regulations limit-
ing the ability of Title X fund recipients to 
engage in ABORTION-related activities. Title X 
funds were to be used only to support preven-
tive family-planning services. The question 
before the U.S. Supreme Court concerned 
whether these restrictions raised First and Fifth 
Amendment constitutional issues. The Court 
ruled that the regulations were a reasonable 
interpretation of the law, although not an exclu-
sive interpretation. The Court further stated 
that although the law as applied limited forms of 
information, First Amendment issues were not 
germane since the information could be obtained 
elsewhere. Fifth Amendment due-process rights 
were not violated because the woman’s ability to 
have an abortion was not precluded.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Rust v. Sullivan, 500 U.S. 173 

(1991).” Available online. URL: http://www.oyez.
org/cases/case?case=1990–1999/1990/1990_89_
1391. Accessed on January 11, 2007.
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Sacagawea (Sacajawea, Sakakawea) (ca. 
1789–1812) Native American interpreter for the 
Lewis and Clark expedition Sacagawea (alternate 
spellings Sacajawea or Sakakawea) was born 
sometime between 1786 and 1789 on the west 
side of the Rocky Mountains; she grew up among 
her people, the Lemhi band of the Shoshoni, or 
Snake, Indians. At about age 14, she was captured 
in a raid by the Hidatsa. In 1804, she became a 
member of the Lewis and Clark expedition when 
the explorers hired as interpreter for her owner or 
husband, a French-Canadian fur trader named 
Toussaint Charbonneau. Her linguistic and culi-
nary skills proved invaluable to the expedition. 
Less directly, the presence of Sacagawea and her 
infant son, Jean Baptiste Charbonneau (born on 
February 11, 1805), signaled the Corps of Discov-
ery’s peaceful intentions to the native peoples 
they encountered. She served as a guide for Wil-
liam Clark during one part of the expedition’s 
return in 1806, after which she lived in St. Louis 
for a time. Sacagawea probably died at Fort Man-
uel in the Dakotas on December 12, 1812. Some 
claim, however, that she left Charbonneau around 
that time to live among the Comanche, who 
knew her as Porivo (Chief), and later still returned 
to the Shoshone, among whom she died in 1884.

Sacagawea is important politically, not only 
for her contributions to an unprecedented and 
highly successful scientific expedition, but also 
for her symbolic value. In the early years of 
the 20th century, suffragists (especially in 
the West) celebrated her as a quintessentially 
American icon of female achievement. She later 
functioned as a symbol of westward expansion 
and the progress of civilization. In honor of her 
role in the nation’s past, the U.S. Mint chose to 
portray Sacagawea, carrying her baby on her 
back, on the golden dollar coin in 2000. Her 
myth and the mysteries that remain about her 
life have captured the imaginations of genera-
tions of novelists, playwrights, and artists.

Further Reading
Kessler, Donna J. The Making of Sacagawea: A Euro-

American Legend. Tuscaloosa: University of Ala-
bama Press, 1996.

Nelson, W. Dale. Interpreters with Lewis and Clark: The 
Story of Sacagawea and Toussaint Charbonneau. 
Denton: University of North Texas Press, 2003.

Slaughter, Thomas P. Exploring Lewis and Clark: Reflec-
tions on Men and Wilderness. New York: Alfred A. 
Knopf, 2003.

—Laura Prieto
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Sage, Margaret (Margaret Olivia Slocum 
Sage) (1828–1918) philanthropist Born in 
Syracuse, New York, on September 8, 1828, 
and educated at the Troy Female Seminary, 
Olivia Slocum graduated in 1847 from the 
Troy Female Seminary, the school founded by 
EMMA WILLARD. After graduation, she worked 
off and on as a teacher. In 1869, she married 
Russell Sage, who left her $63 million upon his 
death in 1906. At that point, she became one of 
the country’s premier philanthropists. Believ-
ing that women were morally superior to men, 
she founded the Russell Sage Foundation (in 
1907), which was to be dedicated to the 
“improvement of social and living conditions 
in the United States” (according to the letter 
setting out the terms of her initial gift of $10 
million to the foundation). This was the larg-
est philanthropic gift ever made in the United 
States at the time.

The Russell Sage Foundation worked to 
improve the lives of the elderly and the poor 
and to focus attention on the growing field of 
social work. The foundation still exists today, 
focusing on advances in social science meth-
odology in order to facilitate progress in social 
policies. Sage herself continued in her philan-
thropy, giving money to the Emma Willard 
School (formerly the Troy Female Seminary) 
and Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute. In 1916, 
she founded Russell Sage College, dedicated 
to vocational training for women. She died on 
November 4, 1918, having given approximately 
$75 million to help fund education, medi-
cal research, nature conservancy, and other 
individual organizations. Sage’s view that only 
the moral superiority of women would lead to 
societal progress was not unusual for her time, 
and many women of her class saw their duty 
to help others through a lens of female moral 
superiority.

Further Reading
McCarthy, Kathleen. Women, Philanthropy and Civil 

Society. Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 
1991.

Shaw, Sondra C., and Martha Taylor. Reinventing 
Fundraising: Realizing the Potential of Women’s 
Fundraising. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass Publish-
ers, 1995.

—Claire Curtis

same-sex marriage One of the most recent 
civil rights issues involving gender is that of 
same-sex or gay marriage. Currently, in all but 
one state (Massachusetts), marriage is legal only 
between one man and one woman. As several 
states began to consider the issue of gay mar-
riage, and couples in Hawaii sued the state for 
the right to marry, the U.S. Congress acted to 
contain any changes in state policy to only the 
immediate state. The federal Defense of Mar-
riage Act (DOMA), passed by Congress and 
signed into law by President Bill Clinton in 
1996, denies federal recognition to gay marriage 
and gives each state the right to refuse to recog-
nize marriage licenses issued in other states to 
same-sex couples. Although the constitutional-
ity of DOMA has yet to be formally tested before 
the U.S. Supreme Court, conservatives moved to 
head off any possibility that gay marriage might 
be defined as a sanctioned union and proposed 
the Federal Marriage Amendment, which defines 
marriage as a union between one man and one 
woman. To date, President George W. Bush has 
endorsed the amendment and urged Congress to 
take action, but no official vote has been called 
in either the House or the Senate.

If the U.S. Supreme Court acts to rule 
DOMA unconstitutional, the Federal Marriage 
Amendment would be the only recourse for 
same-sex marriage opponents. In the 2004 
presidential elections, some analysts claimed 
that state-level Defense of Marriage Acts or 
constitutional bans on gay marriage on the bal-
lot encouraged high turnout among conserva-
tive voters at a level that advantaged George W. 
Bush. Currently, 37 states ban same-sex mar-
riage with DOMAs, three states have amended 
their constitutions to ban gay marriage, four 
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states have laws that specifically prohibit same-
sex marriage, and five states have no explicit 
laws. Only Massachusetts law permits same-
sex couples to obtain a marriage license from 
the state. Vermont recognizes civil unions, and 
California has a domestic partnership law that 
extends certain state benefits to unmarried life 
partners.

Proponents of gay marriage argue that the 
right to marry is a basic human right that cannot 
be withheld from a class of people. In 1967, the 
Supreme Court appeared to recognize the right to 
marry by striking down ANTIMISCEGENATION STAT-
UTES that forbade blacks and whites from marry-
ing. In a 2003 case, Lawrence v. Texas, the Court 
ruled that privacy rights extend to same-sex cou-
ples in the same way that GRISWOLD V. CONNECTICUT 
extended privacy rights to heterosexual married 
couples in 1965. In the Texas case, Justice SANDRA 
DAY O’CONNOR agreed with the majority holding, 
noting: “A law branding one class of persons as 
criminal solely based on the state’s moral disap-
proval of that class and the conduct associated 
with that class runs contrary to the values of the 
Constitution and the Equal Protection Clause, 
under any standard of review.”

Several other nations are actively consider-
ing the issue of same-sex marriage, including 
Ireland, Spain, and Switzerland. In 2001, Hol-
land moved to recognize marriage between 
homosexual couples, and Belgium did likewise 
the next year. Ontario province in Canada rec-
ognized same-sex marriages in 2003, and seven 
other provinces followed suit in 2004.

Further Reading
Chauncey, George. Why Marriage? The History Shaping 

Today’s Debate of Gay Equality. New York: Basic 
Books, 2004.

Rauch, Jonathan. Gay Marriage: Why It Is Good for 
Gays, Good for Straights, and Good for America. 
New York: Times Books, 2004.

Sánchez, Linda (1969– ) congressperson 
Linda Sánchez was born on January 26, 1969, 

in Orange, California. She earned her B.A. in 
Spanish at the University of California–Berke-
ley (1991) and her J.D. from the University of 
California–Los Angeles (1995). In 1998, she 
joined the International Brotherhood of Elec-
trical Workers (IBEW) and was elected execu-
tive secretary/treasurer of the Orange County 
Central Labor Council. Prior to entering public 
service, she was an attorney specializing in 
labor law. She is the younger sister of 47th dis-
trict congresswoman LORETTA SANCHEZ, mak-
ing them the only sisters ever to serve in 
Congress.

Following the 2000 Census, California’s 
39th district was reconfigured making it attrac-
tive for her to seek the House seat in 2002. 
Sánchez finished first in a six-person primary 
for the Democratic Party and went on to win 
the general election against Republican Tim 
Escobar by a 55–41 margin. She served on three 
committees in the 109th Congress: the House 
Committee on the Judiciary, the Committee on 
Government Reform, and the Committee on 
Small Business. In 2005, Sánchez was appointed 
assistant minority whip. She is a member of 
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus and is a 
founder and cochair of the Congressional Labor 
and Working Families Caucus. Following Hur-
ricane Katrina, President Bush moved to sus-
pend the Davis-Bacon Act (1934), a law that 
requires government contractors to pay market 
wages. Sánchez led the fight to overturn the 
president’s decision, and eventually the action 
was rescinded. She was reelected in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Linda T. Sánchez (CA).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votes-
mart.org/bio.php?can_id=MCA91748. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.

“Sánchez, Loretta T.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
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biodisplay.pl?index=S001156. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Sanchez, Loretta (1960– ) congressperson 
Loretta Sanchez was born on January 20, 1960, 
in Lynwood, California. She received her under-
graduate degree from Chapman University in 
Orange (1982), earned an MBA from American 
University in Washington, D.C. (1984), and 
worked as a financial analyst until entering the 
House of Representatives. In 1994, she ran 
unsuccessfully for the Anaheim City Council as 
a registered Republican. After changing parties, 
she sought her first election to the House in 1996 
against controversial longtime Republican 
incumbent, Bob Dornan. The 1990 Census had 
increased the Hispanic population in the 46th 
district. Sanchez won the election by 984 votes, 
largely on the strength of support from Hispan-
ics and blue-collar workers. She became the first 
Latina to represent an Orange County–based 
district. Dornan contested the election, alleging 
that some registered voters were not U.S. citi-
zens, but he was unsuccessful. Sanchez handily 
defeated Dornan in a 1998 rematch and has not 
faced any serious opposition since then. Her dis-
trict was renumbered the 47th district after the 
2000 census.

In November 2002, Sanchez’s younger sis-
ter, LINDA SANCHEZ, was elected from the new 
39th district. They are the first pair of sisters to 
serve simultaneously in the U.S. Congress. In 
the 109th Congress, Loretta Sanchez served on 
the House Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Homeland Security, and the Joint 
Economic Committee. She has been working to 
update the sexual assault crimes provision in 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice to bring 
it into compliance with federal sexual assault 
crime law. Sanchez won reelection in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 2006.

“Representative Loretta L. Sanchez (CA).” In Project 
Vote Smart. Available online. URL: http://votes-
mart.org/bio.php?can_id=BC030419. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.

“Sanchez, Loretta.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=S000030. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Sanger, Margaret (Margaret Louise Hig-
gins Sanger) (1879–1966) birth control activist 
Margaret Sanger advocated for the legalization 
of birth control, opened the first birth control 
clinic in the United States in 1916, and founded 
the AMERICAN BIRTH CONTROL LEAGUE, which 
became the PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION 
OF AMERICA, in 1942. Born Margaret Louise Hig-
gins, on September 14, 1879, in Corning, New 
York, she was the sixth of 11 children born 
to Michael and Anne Higgins, Irish-Catholic 
immigrants. Margaret was deeply affected by 
her mother’s death from tuberculosis at the age 
of 50 and was convinced that Anne Higgins’s 
frequent pregnancies played a role in weakening 
her health.

Margaret Higgins attended Claverack Col-
lege and Hudson River Institute and began a 
nursing program at White Plains Hospital in 
1900. In 1902, she married architect William 
Sanger, with whom she had three children. Mar-
garet turned to nursing to support her family 
while William focused on painting. Her work 
in the impoverished area of Manhattan’s Lower 
East Side strengthened Sanger’s view that birth 
control could release women from the clutches 
of poverty.

In 1912 Sanger began publishing a column 
titled “What Every Girl Should Know” in the 
New York Call and distributing a pamphlet on 
Family Limitation. The following year, she sepa-
rated from William Sanger. In 1914, she began 
The Woman Rebel, a radical feminist journal that 
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advocated for birth control. She was accused of 
obscenity under the COMSTOCK ACT but left for 
Britain before she could be tried. She returned 
less than a year later, and public outcry against 
her prosecution was so strong that the charges 
were dropped.

Sanger opened the first birth control clinic 
in the United States in the Brownsville neigh-
borhood of Brooklyn, New York, in 1916, only 
to have it closed by police after nine days. In 
1921, she founded the American Birth Control 
League, the forerunner of The Planned Parent-
hood Federation. A legal loophole allowed her 
to open a clinic, the Birth Control Clinical 
Research Bureau, to distribute family planning 
advice and contraceptives in 1923.

Sanger’s association with the EUGENICS move-
ment, which sought to use genetics to screen for 
desirable mental and physical traits, remains 

controversial. While she did work with promi-
nent eugenicists who supported the birth control 
movement, her writing suggests she differed 
with eugenicists over the use of family planning 
to limit reproduction of races or nationalities.

In 1952, Sanger continued her work by found-
ing the International Planned Parenthood Federa-
tion to address family planning in Asia and the 
Third World. She served as president of the group 
until 1959. During the 1960s, she advocated for 
acceptance of the birth control pill. Sanger died 
on September 6, 1966, a few months after the 
Supreme Court ruling in GRISWOLD V. CONNECTI-
CUT legalized the use of birth control by married 
couples in the privacy of their own homes.

See also BIRTH CONTROL MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Chesler, Ellen. Woman of Valor: Margaret Sanger and 

the Birth Control Movement in America. New York: 
Simon & Schuster, 1992.

Forster, Margaret. Significant Sisters: The Grassroots of 
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Kennedy, David M. Birth Control in America: The 
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Yale University Press, 2001.

Sanger, Margaret. Margaret Sanger: An Autobiography. 
New York: Cooper Square Press, 1999.

—Angela O’Neil

Schakowsky, Jan (Janice D. Schakowsky) 
(1944– ) congressperson Jan Schakowsky 
was born on May 22, 1944, in Chicago and 
graduated from the University of Illinois in 
1965. A longtime consumer rights advocate, she 
was responsible for a 1969 law requiring the 
printing of freshness dates on groceries. She was 
program director of Illinois Public Action, the 
state’s largest public interest group (1976–85), 
and executive director of the Illinois State Coun-
cil of Senior Citizens (1985–90). In 1990, she 
won election to the Illinois House of Representa-
tives, serving there for four terms.

Margaret Sanger, 1922 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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In 1998, when Sidney Yates announced that 
he would not seek reelection to the U.S. House 
of Representatives seat he had held for 49 years, 
Schakowsky announced her candidacy for the 
Democratic primary. She won in November 
that year with 75 percent of the vote, a margin 
she has maintained in every election since her 
first. In the House, Schakowsky serves on the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, where 
she is a ranking member of the Subcommittee 
on Commerce, Trade, and Consumer Protec-
tion. She also serves on the Subcommittee 
on Environment and Hazardous Materials and 
Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations. 
Schakowsky has been known for her support of 
women’s issues while in Congress and is a close 
friend of Speaker of the House NANCY PELOSI.

In 2005, Schakowsky’s lobbyist husband, 
Richard Creamer, plead guilty to failure to pay 
income taxes and bank fraud. Sentenced to five 
months in prison and 11 months of house arrest, 
he was released from the Federal Correction 
Institute in Terre Haute, Indiana, on November 
3, 2006. Schakowsky was not connected with 
the charges and was reelected in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Janice D. ‘Jan’ Schakowsky (IL).” 
In Project Vote Smart. Available online. URL: 
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Accessed on January 8, 2007.
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ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Schlafly, Phyllis (Phyllis McAlpine Stewart 
Schlafly) (1924– ) political activist, author 
Phyllis Schlafly is an ultraconservative Republi-

can best known for her opposition to the EQUAL 
RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA) and her ANTIFEMINISM. 
Born Phyllis McAlpine Stewart on August 15, 
1924, in St. Louis, Missouri, Schlafly grew up in 
a devout Catholic family traditional in its faith 
and in its views of the family. A Phi Beta Kappa 
graduate of Washington University in St. Louis 
(1944), she received a master’s degree in govern-
ment from Radcliffe in 1945 and a J.D. from 
Washington University Law School in 1978. In 
the late 1940s, she became active in the right 
wing of the Republican Party. After having 
worked in various businesses and as a Republi-
can campaign manager, she married Fred Schlafly 
in 1949, claiming that it gave her the opportunity 
to pursue her destined career as housewife and 
mother. Their marriage produced six children. 
Nevertheless, Schlafly never gave up her political 
career; she ran for Congress (unsuccessfully) in 
1952 and 1970 and was actively involved in the 
GOP. In 1967, she founded the political newslet-
ter the PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY REPORT. An ardent anti-
communist, her political focus lay on national 
defense and military issues rather than on “wom-
en’s issues.”

Initially, Schalfly did not want to join the 
fight against the ERA. However, after reading 
about it, she launched an uncompromising cam-
paign against the amendment and its support-
ers. With the founding of STOP ERA and the EAGLE 
FORUM in 1972, she became the ERA’s leading 
opponent and organized an antifeminist coun-
termovement that eventually helped to defeat 
the amendment. She argued primarily that the 
amendment would hurt women and families 
and lead to a unisex society destined for demise. 
Schlafly’s opposition to the ERA and her anti-
feminism in general are intrinsically linked to 
her concept of national identity and national 
security. Since the fight against the ERA, she 
has continued to be an outspoken advocate of 
conservative issues, including positions taken 
on gender equality, ABORTION, and gay and les-
bian rights.
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N.Y.: Doubleday & Company, Inc., 1981.

Klatch, Rebecca. Women of the New Right. Philadel-
phia: Temple University Press, 1987.
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—Christine Knauer

Schmidt, Jean (Jeannette Marie Hoffman 
Schmidt) (1951– ) congressperson Jeannette 
(Jean) Marie Hoffmann was born in Cincinnati, 
Ohio, on November 29, 1951, to Augustus and 
Jeannette Hoffmann and earned a bachelor’s 
degree in political science from the University of 
Cincinnati (1974). She worked in her father’s 
bank, the Midwestern Savings Association, as a 
branch manager from 1971 to 1978 and was a 
fitness instructor from 1984 to 1986, when she 
began a four-year career as a teacher. She is mar-
ried to Peter Schmidt, a stockbroker, with whom 
she has a daughter.

Schmidt was elected as a Miami Township 
trustee in 1989, finishing first of three candidates 
for two seats and winning 4,362 votes. In 2000, 
she ran for the Ohio House of Representatives 
seat being vacated by Sam Bateman, who was 
prevented by term limits from running again. In 
the Ohio House, she served on the Finance and 
Appropriations Committee; Human Services 
and Aging Committee; Banking, Pensions and 
Securities Committee; and Public Utilities Com-
mittee. In 2002, she was elected to the 125th 
General Assembly without opposition in both 
the primary and general elections.

In 2005, when Ohio congressman Rob 
Portman was nominated to be the U.S. Trade 
Representative, Schmidt decided to run in the 
special election to replace him. Schmidt won 
by a narrow margin making her the second 
Republican woman elected to Congress from 
Ohio in her own right (the first was DEBO-
RAH PRYCE) and the first woman to represent 

southwestern Ohio in Congress. Two months 
into her term, Schmidt generated a firestorm 
with remarks that were understood to call 
Congressman John Murtha, a highly decorated 
Marine Corps veteran and a Democrat from 
Pennsylvania, a “coward” for his questioning 
of the Iraq war in debate on the House floor. 
In her remarks, she conveyed a message, alleg-
edly from Ohio State House member Colonel 
Danny Bupb, asking her to send Murtha a 
message, “that cowards cut and run, Marines 
never do.” After several minutes of bedlam, she 
asked for and received permission to withdraw 
her remarks, and she apologized to Congress-
man Murtha. Both Cincinnati newspapers 
condemned her remarks in editorials. Never-
theless, Congresswoman Schmidt won reelec-
tion to the House in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Jean Schmidt (OH).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.org/
bio.php?can_id=. Accessed on January 8, 2007.

“Schmidt, Jean.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Avail-
able online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/
scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=S001164. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Schroeder, Patricia (Pat Schroeder, Patricia 
Nell Scott Schroeder) (1940– ) congressper-
son Patricia Scott Schroeder, a former Demo-
cratic congresswoman in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, was born on July 30, 1940, in 
Portland, Oregon. As a child, she was encour-
aged by her parents, Lee Combs and Bernice 
Lemoin Scott, to articulate her opinions—a trait 
that aided Schroeder in her future political 
career. Pat Scott graduated with a bachelor’s 
degree from the University of Minnesota in 1961 
and with a degree from Harvard Law School in 
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1964. While at Harvard, she met James Schro-
eder, whom she married in 1962.

In 1972, Pat Schroeder ran against incum-
bent Colorado Republican James D. McKewitt 
for a seat in the U.S. House of Representatives 
and won. Some politicians and constituents 
criticized her for being actively involved in 
politics while at the same time rearing two 
children (son Scott was six and daughter Jaime 
was two when Schroeder won her first cam-
paign). She disregarded such complaints and 
successfully defended her seat in the House in 
11 consecutive campaigns. During Schroeder’s 
24-year tenure in the House of Representa-
tives, she championed many political issues 
pertaining to women and children, includ-
ing ABORTION rights and pension sharing for 
ex-wives of federal workers. She also penned 
the FAMILY AND MEDICAL LEAVE ACT of 1993, a 
measure granting men and women a period of 
secure leave from work upon birth of a child. 
Schroeder co-founded the CONGRESSIONAL CAU-
CUS FOR WOMEN’S ISSUES in 1977 and served as 
its co-chair for 10 years. She chaired the Select 
Committee on Children, Youth and Families. 
In 1987, she contemplated a run for the presi-
dency but dropped out in the early stages of the 
race. Pat Schroeder retired from active politics 
in 1996; since 1997, she has been president and 
chief executive officer of the Association of 
American Publishers.

Further Reading
Lowy, Joan A. Pat Schroeder: A Woman of the House. 

Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 
2003.

Schroeder, Patricia S. 24 Years of House Work . . . And 
the Place is Still a Mess: My Life in Politics. Kansas 
City: Andrews McNeel Publishing, 1998.

—Sara Crowley

Schwartz, Allyson (1948– ) congressperson 
Born in New York City on October 3, 1948, 
Allyson Schwartz received a B.A. degree from 
Simmons College (1970) and a master’s degree 

from Bryn Mawr College (1972). She is married 
to cardiologist David Schwartz, with whom she 
has two sons. From 1975 to 1988, Allyson 
Schwartz was the executive director of the 
Elizabeth Blackwell Center, a women’s health 
care center in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. She 
served as deputy commissioner of the Philadel-
phia Department of Human Services (1988–90). 
In 1990, she was elected to the Pennsylvania 
State Senate, where she served 12 years (1990–
2004). In 2004, Schwartz successfully ran for 
an open U.S. House seat, defeating Republican 
Melissa Brown by a margin of 56 to 41 percent. 
EMILY’S LIST was her largest contributor, and 
the Democratic Congressional Campaign Com-
mittee also assisted in her election as a part of 
their “red to blue” coordinated campaign. 
Schwartz herself also proved to be an excellent 
fundraiser. In the 109th Congress, she served 
on the Committee on the Budget and Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastructure. She 
won reelection in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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—Angela Kouters

Seneca Falls Convention (1848) The Sen-
eca Falls Convention, held in Seneca Falls, New 
York, on July 19–20, 1848, was organized by 
ELIZABETH CADY STANTON and LUCRETIA MOTT as 
the first public political meeting in the United 
States dealing with women’s rights. As Quakers 
who were active in the ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT, 
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their concern for women’s rights was heightened 
when Mott, as a woman, was denied a seat at an 
international antislavery meeting in London in 
1840. Stanton and Mott, working with Martha 
Wright (Mott’s sister), Mary Ann McClintock, 
and Jane Hunt, sent out a call for a women’s con-
ference to be held at the Wesleyan Chapel in 
Seneca Falls. The meeting attracted 240 people, 
including 40 men (among them Frederick Dou-
glass, the ex-slave abolitionist). Daunted by the 
size of the gathering and because no woman had 
ever previously run a meeting like this, the orga-
nizers persuaded Mott’s husband, James, to 
chair the meeting.

One result of the convention was the issu-
ance of the DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS AND 
RESOLUTIONS (modeled after the Declaration of 
Independence), enumerating the ways in which 
men had oppressed American women and rel-
egated them to an inferior status. The resolu-
tions, which accompanied the declaration of 
sentiments, were unanimously approved, except 
for Stanton’s insistence on demanding the vote 
for women. Some participants felt this demand 
was too extreme; others believed women should 
avoid being drawn into politics. The SUFFRAGE 
plank did pass, but by a narrow majority. 
Regardless of the men’s participation, the resolu-
tions approved at the meeting explicitly blamed 
men for the injustices women were suffering and 
made clear that women must rely on themselves 
to achieve their emancipation.

Further Reading
Stanton, Elizabeth Cady, Susan B. Anthony, and Matilda 

Gage. History of Woman Suffrage, 1848–1861, vol. 
1. Salem, N.H.: Ayer Co., 1985.

Women’s Rights National Historical Park. All Men and 
Women Are Created Equal—The Story of Women’s 
Rights. Available online. URL: www.nps.gov/wori/
index.htm. Accessed on June 15, 2005.

Yellin, Carol Lynn, and Sherman, Janann. The Perfect 
36: Tennessee Delivers Woman Suffrage, edited by 
Ilene Jones-Cornwell. Memphis, Tenn.: Iris Press, 
1998.

—Paula Casey

separate spheres ideology (public-private 
split) The separate spheres ideology was a 
19th-century doctrine that there are two domains 
of life: the public and the domestic. Traditionally, 
the male would be in charge of the public domain 
while the female would be in charge of the 
domestic domain. Men were rational, instrumen-
tal, independent, competitive, and aggressive; 
women were emotional, maternal, domestic, and 
dependent. England’s 19th-century emerging 
bourgeoisie, idealized and popularized by the 
sentimental novel, advice books, and medical 
and religious writings, emphasized the concept 
of a society structured around distinct, suppos-
edly “natural,” God-ordained male and female 
spheres. Early American culture prescribed spe-
cific tasks and subordinate status to women. 
Women managed the domestic sphere of rearing 
the children and working on the family farm, 
with duties such as cooking, cleaning, spinning, 
weaving, gardening, raising poultry, tending cat-
tle, and trading in the local market. Under Eng-
lish common law, a married woman was “covered” 
by her husband. The name for her legal status 
was femme covert, which meant that she had vir-
tually no rights at all. Western political theories, 
especially republicanism and liberalism, encour-
aged the concept, pronouncing the political 
sphere, civic virtue, and citizenship to be exclu-
sively male preserves, and excluding women 
from political activity of any sort.

The concept of separate spheres was also 
central to common-law doctrines, which, until 
reforms in the mid- and late 19th century, 
severely restricted married women’s legal rights 
and independence. The distinction between the 
public sphere of men and the private sphere of 
women receded during the Revolutionary War 
as women increasingly participated in public 
events.

See also COVERTURE; MILITARY SERVICE.

Further Reading
Cott, Nancy. The Bonds of Womanhood: “Woman’s 

Sphere” in New England, 1780–1835. New Haven, 
Conn.: Yale University Press, 1977.
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Welter, Barbara. “The Cult of True Womanhood: 
1820–1860.” American Quarterly 18 (1966): 154–
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Ilene Jones-Cornwell. Memphis, Tenn.: Iris Press, 
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—Paula Casey

Seton, Elizabeth Ann (Elizabeth Ann Bay-
ley Seton) (1774–1821) religious educator, saint 
Elizabeth Ann Bayley was born on August 28, 
1774, in New York City and was raised by her 
physician father and stepmother after her own 
mother’s death in 1777. In 1794, she married 
William Magee Seton and prepared for a life of 
wealth, although she was devoted to charitable 
works (she started a society for the assistance of 
widows with small children in 1797). However, 
her family suffered in the yellow fever epidemic 
in New York, and William Seton went into debt. 
In order to help her husband’s recovery, Eliza-
beth Seton sold off her silver and paid for pas-
sage on a voyage to Italy, but William Seton died 
in Pisa in December 1803.

While she was in Italy, Seton immersed her-
self in Catholic ritual and doctrine, and upon 
her return to New York, she decided to convert 
to Catholicism. Her decision to convert meant 
that what help her husband’s family would have 
given to her and to her children was withheld. 
New York City was not an easy place to be for 
a Catholic convert, and the school that she 
helped to start in New York after returning to 
the United States was closed out of fears that it 
was seeking to proselytize Protestants to con-
vert as well. Seton was then invited by Catholic 
authorities in Baltimore to come there and to 
start a school.

In 1809, Seton founded the Sisters of Char-
ity, the first new community of religious women 
established in the United States. The Sisters 
devoted their community to education, the care 
of orphans, the poor and African Americans 
in Baltimore. In 1810, St. Joseph’s Academy 

and Free School, the first free Catholic school 
for girls in the United States, was opened. St. 
Joseph’s Academy started the movement for 
parochial education in the United States at a 
time when education was only available to those 
who could afford schooling. By the time Seton 
died on January 4, 1821, there were 12 Sisters 
of Charity communities throughout the United 
States and Canada running orphanages and 
schools.

In 1975, Elizabeth Seton was canonized, 
the first person born in the United States to be 
so honored.

Further Reading
Celeste, Marie. Intimate Friendships of Elizabeth Ann 

Bayley Seton: First Native-Born American Saint, 
1774–1821. Lanham, Md.: University Press of 
America, 2000.

Feeney, Leonard. Mother Seton: Saint Elizabeth of New 
York (1774–1821). Cambridge, Mass.: Ravengate 
Press, 1975.

Seton, Elizabeth Bayley. Collected Writings, 1793–1809. 
New York: New City Press, 2000.

—Claire Curtis

settlement house movement The settle-
ment house movement originated in England in 
the early 19th century as a religious response to 
industrial poverty. The movement spread to the 
United States in the late 19th century and lasted 
through the Great Depression. Settlement houses 
were usually residential buildings that were 
converted into a type of community center in 
poor, urban neighborhoods. The volunteers were 
mostly middle- and upper-class women who 
sought to improve the lives of the poor, espe-
cially new European immigrants, by providing 
services that were not, at that time, provided by 
the government. The volunteers lived in the set-
tlement house and sought to acquaint their 
neighbors with uniquely American culture, in 
addition to learning about the immigrants’ cul-
ture. Services provided by settlement houses 
included but were not limited to clubs for youth, 
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educational classes and lectures, social gather-
ings, arts programs, health clinics, and pro-
grams to improve sanitation and hygiene.

Two of the most famous settlement houses 
in the United States were HULL-HOUSE in Chi-
cago, founded in 1889 by JANE ADDAMS; and 
the Henry Street Settlement in New York City, 
founded by Lillian Wald. Armed with firsthand 
knowledge about terrible housing, exploitation 
in the workplace, lack of occupational safety, 
inadequate education opportunities, and woeful 
health care, female reformers launched cam-
paigns to address these urban problems, leading 
historians to label settlement houses “spear-
heads for reform.” In this regard, the settlement 
house movement and the SUFFRAGE movement 
were intertwined and provided women with 
invaluable training in public speaking and lob-
bying. Likewise, settlement houses were often 
used as laboratories for university researchers 
seeking to try new programs and offer training 
in the new field of social work. From 1907 to 
1921, SOPHONISBA BRECKINRIDGE lived in Hull-
House while she taught at the Chicago School of 
Civics and Philanthropy.

Settlement houses are sometimes criticized 
today because they reflected the racism of that 
era by segregating whites and blacks. The Phyl-
lis Wheatley House was founded in 1924 to 
provide services to African Americans living 
in Minneapolis, Minnesota. This house had 
four departments, each run by a black woman: 
education, recreation, music, and dramatics. 
Black settlement houses had a slightly different 
focus than those serving a primarily immigrant 
population. Instead of “Americanization,” these 
residential community centers served as a hotel 
for African Americans visiting Minneapolis 
since other accommodations were closed to 
them. Similarly, black students studying at area 
universities could live in the Phyllis Wheatley 
House. Upon the rise of the civil rights move-
ment, the settlement house became an impor-
tant community meeting place. Currently there 
are about 800 settlement houses, or community 
centers, in the United States.

Further Reading
Barbuto, Domenica. American Settlement Houses and 

Progressive Social Reform. Phoenix: Oryx Press, 
1999.

Carson, Mina. Settlement Folk: Social Thought and the 
American Settlement Movement, 1885–1930. Chi-
cago: University of Chicago Press, 1990.

Friedman, Michael, and Brett Friedman. Settlement 
Houses: Improving the Social Welfare of America’s 
Immigrants. New York: Rosen Pub. Group, 2004.

Lasch-Quinn, Elisabeth. Black Neighbors: Race and the 
Limits Reform in the American Settlement House 
Movement, 1890–1945. Chapel Hill: University of 
North Carolina Press, 1993.

—J. Celeste Lay

Seven Sisters Colleges The “Seven Sisters” 
refers to a group of prestigious women’s colleges 
organized in 1927 to promote private women’s 
colleges and improve women’s education. The 
oldest of the institutions, Mount Holyoke Col-
lege (in South Hadley, Massachusetts), was 
founded by MARY LYON in 1837 as Mount Holy-
oke Female Seminary. It achieved collegiate sta-
tus in 1888 and acquired its present name in 
1893. Vassar College (in Poughkeepsie, New 
York) was founded in 1861. Wellesley College 
(in Wellesley, Massachusetts) was founded in 
1870 by lawyer and philanthropist Henry Fowle 
Durant and his wife Pauline. Smith College (in 
Northampton, Massachusetts) was founded in 
1871 by a bequest of heiress Sophia Smith. Rad-
cliffe College (in Cambridge, Massachusetts) 
was founded by Harvard faculty as the Harvard 
Annex in 1871. Bryn Mawr College (in Bryn 
Mawr, Pennsylvania) was founded in 1889. It 
was the first women’s college to grant graduate 
degrees, including the first doctorate in social 
work (1912). Barnard College (in the borough of 
Manhattan, New York City) was founded in 
1889.

The colleges did not all remain purely single 
sex. Barnard was incorporated into Columbia 
University in 1900 although it retained its inde-
pendent government. Bryn Mawr began accept-
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ing male graduate students in 1961. Vassar 
became coeducational in 1969 after declining an 
offer to merge with Yale. Radcliffe College grad-
ually became part of Harvard University, begin-
ning with shared responsibility over female 
undergraduates in 1963. In 1999, Radcliffe Col-
lege was dissolved; it subsequently became the 
Radcliffe Institute for Advanced Study, part of 
Harvard University.

The Seven Sisters colleges have collectively 
produced many women leaders in the fields of 
government, law, education, business, arts and 
sciences, including MADELINE ALBRIGHT, BETTY 
FRIEDAN, and FRANCES PERKINS.

Further Reading
Horowitz, Helen Lefkowitz. Alma Mater: Design and 

Experience in the Women’s Colleges from Their 
Nineteenth-Century Beginnings to the 1930s. New 
York: Knopf, 1984.
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Women: A History of Women and Higher Education 
in America. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University 
Press, 1986.

—Laura Prieto

sexual harassment The history of sexual 
harassment in the United States can be divided 
into three periods: the period prior to the suc-
cessful recognition of sexual harassment as a 
form of sex discrimination; the second period, 
during which the two standard forms of such 
harassment (quid pro quo and hostile environ-
ment) were established; and the third period of 
expansion, where same-sex sexual harassment 
was established. Sexual harassment was 
famously theorized by CATHERINE MACKINNON in 
her book Sexual Harassment of Working Women 
(1979) as a mode of men’s social control over 
women in the workplace. MacKinnon’s under-
standing of sexual harassment takes for granted 
that sexual advances or sexual conduct in the 
workplace references the sexual control of men 
over women; legal theorists in the 1990s have 
shifted the focus of sexual harassment away 

from a paradigm of male sexual control to a 
paradigm of sex stereotyping as itself a form of 
sex discrimination. Sexual harassment passed 
into the everyday understanding of Americans 
with the Supreme Court nomination hearings of 
Clarence Thomas and the accusations of sexual 
harassment set forward by ANITA HILL, his 
employee at the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU-
NITY COMMISSION (EEOC) in the 1980s.

After the passage of the CIVIL RIGHTS ACT 
OF 1964, discrimination on the basis of sex 
was outlawed. Prior to the passage of that act, 
women had no recourse for the pervasive prob-
lem of men demanding sexual favors at work. 
Historically, this had been a particular problem 
for female slaves, domestics, and any women 
whose class position kept them from being able 
to demand recourse from their male employ-
ers. Upper-class women who worked might be 
able to appeal to their own fathers or brothers 
(married women in the upper classes did not 
normally work outside the home) for restitu-
tion. But there was no legal remedy to protect 
women.

Sexual harassment is defined by the EEOC 
as “unwelcome sexual advances, requests for 
sexual favors and other verbal or physical con-
duct of a sexual nature . . . [creating] an intimi-
dating, hostile or offensive work environment.” 
There are two commonly understood forms of 
sexual harassment: quid pro quo, where promo-
tion or demotion are tied to the performance of 
sexual favors, and hostile environment, where 
the ethos of a working environment is con-
sidered sufficiently “severe and pervasive” to 
negatively impact the conditions of someone’s 
work. Sexual harassment was initially argued as 
a form of sex discrimination in the early 1970s. 
A series of cases (Corne v. Bausch and Lomb, 
Tomkins v. Public Service Electric and Gas, Miller 
v. Bank of America) failed to see the link between 
demanding sexual favors from female workers 
and sex discrimination on the argument that 
such behavior was the matter of a “personal 
proclivity,” not part of a company policy, and 
that the “natural sex phenomenon” between 
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men and women would result in far too many 
cases to hear.

Finally, in Williams v. Saxbe (1976) a lower 
court in Washington, D.C., declared that sexual 
harassment was understood as a form of sex 
discrimination. The court argued that male 
supervisors making sexual advances on female 
subordinates and attaching those sexual favors 
to job advancement or dismissal put an undue 
burden on female employees that was not 
extended to male employees (thus passing the 
“but for” test—“but for” a woman’s sex she 
would not have been treated in this way). This 
first form of sexual harassment is understood 
as quid pro quo, harassment that takes the form 
of demanding this for that: sexual favors for job 
advancement (or dismissal).

Hostile environment harassment first 
emerged in two cases in the early 1980s: Bundy 
v. Jackson (1981) and Henson v. City of Dundee 
(1982). Here the conditions of the working envi-
ronment, because of language used by cowork-
ers, denial of job advancement, and refusal of 
management to remedy the working condi-
tions, were identified as hostile or intimidating. 
The creation of this environment, as with the 
requests for sexual favors, placed an arbitrary 
and discriminatory condition on women’s work. 
In 1986, the Supreme Court decided in MERITOR 
SAVINGS BANK V. VINSON that both forms of sexual 
harassment were actionable as sex discrimina-
tion. Further, they found that one need only 
prove that the behavior was “unwelcome.” A 
distinction was made between voluntary conduct 
and welcome conduct, and the Court stated that 
even if sexual interaction was voluntary, that 
may not mean that it was welcome.

The third stage in the developing under-
standing of sexual harassment came in 1998 
when, in Oncale v. Sundowner, the Supreme 
Court declared that sexual harassment need 
not be limited to opposite-sex interactions but 
that people of the same sex could also harass 
one another if such harassment stemmed from 
sexual desire, disparate treatment of one group 
of workers versus another, or a “general hostil-

ity to members of that sex.” This extension of 
sexual harassment to same-sex scenarios has 
provided an innovative legal remedy for dis-
crimination on the basis of sexual orientation 
(see Rene v. MGM Grand Hotel [2002]). In 2005, 
12,679 sexual harassment charges were filed 
with the EEOC.

Further Reading
Gregory, Raymond F. Unwelcome and Unlawful: Sexual 

Harassment in the American Workplace. Ithaca, 
N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 2004.

LeMonchek, Linda, and James P. Sterba. Sexual Harass-
ment: Issues and Answers. Oxford: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2001.

MacKinnon, Catherine. Sexual Harassment of Work-
ing Women. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University 
Press, 1979.

—Claire Curtis

Shaw, Anna Howard (1847–1919) civil rights 
leader, minister Anna Howard Shaw was born 
in Newcastle-on-Tyne, England, on February 14, 
1847, and at the age of four immigrated to the 
United States with her family. She grew up in 
Lawrence, Massachusetts, and later in rural 
Michigan, where life was very hard as the family 
struggled to hold on to their land claim. Anna 
Shaw’s ambition to become a preacher led her to 
seek formal education. Taking responsibility for 
her own financial support, she attended Albion 
College for three years and then the Boston Uni-
versity Theological School, from which she grad-
uated in 1878. A gifted and experienced orator 
by this time, Shaw was ordained as a Methodist 
minister. She also obtained a medical degree 
from Boston University Medical School in 1886, 
although she never practiced medicine.

Shaw then turned entirely to lecturing for 
her livelihood. She argued that autonomy, not 
motherhood, should be seen as the epitome 
of womanhood. Under the urging of SUSAN B. 
ANTHONY, Shaw embraced women’s SUFFRAGE as 
her life’s work. She served as the vice president 
of the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE 

414  Shaw, Anna Howard

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   414 11/29/07   12:38:13 PM



ASSOCIATION (NAWSA) from 1894 to 1904 and 
then as president of the organization until 1915. 
Her tenure saw remarkable successes: Eight 
new states passed woman suffrage, and NAWSA 
membership rose from 17,000 to 200,000. Yet 
Shaw was regarded as a poor administrator, 
largely because she did not work cooperatively 
with men, whose votes were necessary to enact 
suffrage. In April 1917, Shaw was named chair of 
the Woman’s Committee of the National Coun-
cil of Defense. In this position, her persistence 
and moral courage proved effective in winning 
greater responsibility and fairer treatment for 
the Woman’s Committee.

In the wake of World War I, Shaw became 
the first American woman awarded the Distin-
guished Service Medal. She died on July 2, 1919. 
Anna Howard Shaw was a strong, unrelenting 

voice for suffrage and sexual equality during 
the crucial final decades of women’s struggle for 
the vote.

Further Reading
McGovern, James R. “Anna Howard Shaw: New 

Approaches to Feminism.” Journal of Social His-
tory 3 (1969): 135–153.

O’Neill, William L. Everyone Was Brave: The Rise and 
Fall of Feminism in America. Chicago: Quad-
rangle, 1969.

Shaw, Anna Howard, with Elizabeth Jordan. The Story 
of a Pioneer. New York: Harper & Brothers, 1915.

—Laura Prieto

Sheppard-Towner Maternity and Infancy 
Protection Act (1921) This legislation repre-
sents the first federally funded measure in sup-
port of improving maternal and infancy care, as 
well as the first action taken in support of wom-
en’s rights after female SUFFRAGE was secured in 
the United States. By funding educational pro-
grams at the state level, the Sheppard-Towner 
Act infused federal responsibility into improv-
ing the nation’s dismal record on maternal and 
infant mortality.

Whereas Senator Morris Sheppard (D-TX) 
and Congressman Horace Towner (R-IA) bear 
naming rights to the act, the true crafters of the 
measure included a tightly organized group of 
female reformers devoted to improving child 
welfare, especially officials with the Children’s 
Bureau. Initially introduced to Congress in 1918 
by Representative JEANNETTE RANKIN (R-MT) 
and Senator Joseph Robinson (D-AR), concerns 
arose from the act’s provision to offer medical 
care at home or in a hospital as well as an annual 
$4 million federal allocation. The bill that even-
tually passed three years later deleted all refer-
ences to provision of direct patient care, opting 
instead for a purely educational direction. More-
over, funding was reduced to only $1.48 million 
for fiscal year 1921–22 and $1.24 million for the 
next five years. Sheppard and Towner sponsored 
the revised legislation, submitting it to the 66th Dr. Anna Howard Shaw (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Congress in autumn 1920. It passed the Senate 
but failed in the House of Representatives in 
December and resurfaced in a special session of 
the 67th Congress in April 1921. In August, that 
group passed the act by a wide margin—63-7 in 
the Senate and 279-39 in the House—and Presi-
dent Warren G. Harding signed the bill into law 
on November 23, 1921.

Most states used their allocations from the 
Sheppard-Towner Act to hold health confer-
ences; provide home visits by visiting nurses; 
encourage birth registration; distribute litera-
ture such as the Children’s Bureau pamphlets 
Infant Care and Prenatal Care; and teach moth-
ers about nutrition, hygiene, and proper CHILD 
CARE. Yet the act was widely contested by groups 
concerned with the United States adopting any 
form of socialized medicine. Concerns from the 
medical profession and politicians fearing future 
drift toward socialized care caused Congress to 
pull all funding in 1929, thereby eliminating 
the state programs put in place with Sheppard-
Towner funds.

Further Reading
Gordon, Linda. Pitied but Not Entitled: Single Mothers 

and the History of Welfare. New York: Free Press, 
1994.

Ladd-Taylor, Molly. Mother-Work: Women, Child Wel-
fare, and the State, 1890–1930. Urbana: University 
of Illinois, 1994.

Lindenmeyer, Kriste. “A Right to Childhood”: The U.S. 
Children’s Bureau and Child Welfare, 1912–46. 
Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1997.

Muncy, Robyn. Creating A Female Dominion in Ameri-
can Reform, 1890–1935. New York: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1991.

Schackel, Sandra. Social Housekeepers: Women Shaping 
Public Policy in New Mexico, 1920–1940. Albu-
querque: University of New Mexico Press, 1992.

—Kyle E. Ciani

single-sex education Private education in 
the United States was almost always divided by 
gender, but public schools have been largely 

coeducational since they were first started. 
Women have fought both for women’s own edu-
cation (for example MARY LYON started Mount 
Holyoke College for women) and more recently 
for the shift toward coeducation in America’s 
elite private colleges. TITLE IX OF THE EDUCATION 
AMENDMENTS OF 1972 declared that schools 
receiving federal funding could not discriminate 
on the basis of sex. As an indirect result of Title 
IX and financial pressure from declining enroll-
ments, the historically male private colleges (for 
example, Williams, Amherst, Bowdoin) became 
coeducational. This was seen as a victory for the 
women’s rights movement. In the 1990s, the 
fight for coeducation shifted to the Southern 
public military schools: Virginia Military Insti-
tute (VMI) and The Citadel. These schools, 
which not only received federal funding but 
were in fact public schools, both became coedu-
cational as a result of the ruling by the Supreme 
Court in UNITED STATES V. VIRGINIA ET AL. (1996) 
that VMI could not remain an all-male institu-
tion by instituting a comparable military pro-
gram at Mary Baldwin College (an all-female 
school). After this ruling, The Citadel also went 
coeducational.

In May 2002, the federal government, under 
the No Child Left Behind Act, relaxed its guide-
lines concerning the separation of sexes. As 
a policy of educational innovation, single-sex 
classrooms are now allowed. Simultaneous to 
this shift has been a reopening of the debate 
among feminists concerning the value of single-
sex education. While all-male education was 
seen as a mechanism to ensure male access to 
education, employment, and power, a movement 
to encourage single-sex classrooms within pub-
lic elementary and secondary schools is grow-
ing. The AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY 
WOMEN (AAUW) released a report in 1998 enti-
tled Separated By Sex: A Critical Look at Single 
Sex Education for Girls, which did not find that 
single-sex education, when controlled for socio-
economic background and school selectivity, 
was necessarily better than coeducation. How-
ever, the AAUW does consider that there may 
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be a need in certain coeducational schools to 
explore the possibility of single-sex classrooms 
with the goal of enhancing the overall academic 
experience for boys and girls. In the 2004–05 
academic year, there were 34 public single-sex 
schools and a further 122 public schools that 
provided single-sex classrooms.

The advantages that advocates of single-sex 
education seek concern both the differences in 
learning styles and brain development in boys 
and girls and the social advantage to schooling 
where the opposite sex is not present. Some 
studies have shown that students subscribe to 
fewer sex stereotypes when educated in single-
sex classrooms. On the other side of the debate 
is the argument that the world is coeducational 
in nature and that boys and girls must learn to 
interact with one another; furthermore, single-
sex education has been used in the past to limit 
opportunities for women.

Further Reading
Datnow, Amanda, and Lea Hubbard, eds. Gender in 

Policy and Practice: Perspectives on Single Sex and 
Co-Educational Schooling. New York: Routledge, 
2002.

Sax, Leonard. Why Gender Matters: What Parents and 
Teachers Need to Know about the Emerging Science 
of Sex Differences. New York: Doubleday Press, 
2005.

Stabiner, Karen. All Girls: Single Sex and Why it Mat-
ters. New York: Riverhead Books, 2002.

—Claire Curtis

Slaughter, Louise (Louise McIntosh 
Slaughter) (1929– ) congressperson Louise 
McIntosh was born on August 14, 1929, in 
Lynch, Kentucky. She earned a bachelor’s degree 
in microbiology (1951) and a master’s degree in 
public health (1953), both from the University 
of Kentucky. While working in market research 
for a chemical company, she met Bob Slaughter 
in San Antonio, Texas; they married, moved to 
Fairport, New York, and had three daughters. 
As her children grew, Louise Slaughter became 

increasingly involved with political and local 
community issues. She worked for Mario Cuomo 
as a regional coordinator in Rochester when he 
was New York’s lieutenant governor. In 1982, 
local Democrats approached Slaughter and 
asked her to run for the state assembly. She was 
not expected to win but pulled off a major 
upset. Women’s health issues and environmen-
tal legislation were her priorities in the state 
legislature.

After four years in the state assembly, 
Slaughter sought the Democratic nomination 
in New York’s 30th congressional district and 
was elected in 1986. She won a 10th term in 
2004 with a record 72 percent of the vote and 
was reelected in 2006. Slaughter serves on the 
Democratic Steering and Policy Committee. She 
is the Democratic chair of the Congressional 
Arts Caucus and the Bipartisan Congressio-
nal Pro-Choice Caucus. She is cochair of the 
Future of American Media Caucus and is for-
mer cochair of the CONGRESSIONAL CAUCUS FOR 
WOMEN’S ISSUES. After Martin Frost, the ranking 
member on the House Rules Committee, was 
defeated for reelection, Slaughter was appointed 
to the position, becoming the first female mem-
ber of Congress to serve in this post. Slaughter 
coauthored the VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 
in 1994. In March 2004, she organized a public 
hearing on the issue of sexual assault in the 
military.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Louise McIntosh Slaughter (NY).” 
In Project Vote Smart. Available online. URL: 
http://votesmart.org/bio.php?can_id=H2852103. 
Accessed on January 8, 2007.

“Slaughter, Louise McIntosh.” In Biographical Directory 
of the United States Congress, 1774–present. Avail-
able online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/
scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=S000480. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters
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Smeal, Eleanor (1939– ) feminist, women’s 
rights advocate Founder and president of the 
Feminist Majority Foundation, Eleanor Smeal 
was born in Ashtabula, Ohio, on July 30, 1939, 
but grew up in Erie, Pennsylvania. She gradu-
ated from Duke University with honors in 1961 
and earned a master’s degree in political science 
from the University of Florida in 1963.

Throughout the beginning of the second 
wave of FEMINISM in the 1960s and into the 
1970s, Eleanor Smeal was a primary architect of 
the women’s movement in pursuit of equality. 
She served as president of the NATIONAL ORGANI-
ZATION FOR WOMEN from 1977 to 1982 and again 
from 1985 to 1987. Smeal has worked on a wide 
range of issues, such as ending the practice of 
newspaper want ads separated by sex, the inte-
gration of sexes in the Little League, and lobby-
ing for countless major pieces of legislation to 
end sex discrimination (EQUAL PAY ACT of 1963, 
PREGNANCY DISCRIMINATION ACT of 1978, EQUAL 
CREDIT OPPORTUNITY ACT of 1974, VIOLENCE 
AGAINST WOMEN ACT of 1994, and FREEDOM OF 
ACCESS TO CLINIC ENTRANCES ACT of 1994, to 
name a few). In a move to call attention to the 
impact of the federal budget on women, she and 
her colleagues at the Feminist Majority Founda-
tion (founded in 1987) developed a “feminist 
budget.” She has also been active in working to 
elect more women to public office at the federal 
and state levels.

Smeal is the author of How and Why Women 
Will Elect the Next President (1984), which pre-
dicted that women’s votes would be decisive 
in presidential politics just as the gender gap 
was beginning to emerge and be named. In 
many ways, Smeal is the public face of liberal 
feminism, although not nearly as controversial 
or as widely recognized as GLORIA STEINEM or 
BETTY FRIEDAN. The World Almanac for 1983 
chose her as the fourth most influential woman 
in the United States; in 1979, she was named as 
one of Time magazine’s “50 Faces for America’s 
Future”; and she was featured as one of the 
six most influential Washington lobbyists in 
U.S. News and World Report. In 2002, she was 

featured as one of “21 Leaders for the 21st Cen-
tury” by Women’s E-news. Readers specifically 
pointed to her work in raising awareness about 
women in Afghanistan; access to safe and legal 
abortion services in the United States, includ-
ing FDA approval of mifepristone (RU-486); 
and working to empower women in electoral 
politics. In December 2001, Smeal arranged for 
the Feminist Majority Foundation to become 
sole publisher of MS. MAGAZINE. She continues to 
work actively for women’s issues.

Further Reading
Carroll, Susan J. Women and American Politics: New 

Questions, New Directions. Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 2003.

Feminist Majority Foundation Web site. Available 
online. URL: http://www.feminist.org. Accessed 
on January 15, 2007.

Inglehart, Ronald, and Pippa Norris. Rising Tide: 
Gender Equality and Cultural Change around the 
World. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2003.

Smedley, Agnes (1892–1950) journalist, wom-
en’s rights advocate Agnes Smedley was born in 
Osgood, Missouri, on February 23, 1892. She 
became involved in student politics in San 
Diego, and after joining the Socialist Party of 
America in 1916, she was expelled from San 
Diego College. She then moved to New York 
City, where she became interested in the femi-
nist movement and in the movement for Indian 
independence from Britain. She was arrested on 
espionage charges in 1918, and prominent radi-
cals, including MARGARET SANGER, lobbied for 
her release.

Smedley moved to Berlin, Germany, in 
1920, and her articles criticizing resurgent Ger-
man nationalism were published in America’s 
left-wing press. In 1928, she went to China, 
where she reported for British newspapers on 
China’s civil wars. She became one of the few 
Americans to establish personal ties to the lead-
ers of China’s Communist Party, including Mao 
Zedong and Zhou Enlai. During this period, she 
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also developed relationships with other journal-
ists in the Far East, including Richard Sorge, a 
German spy who was active in Shanghai and 
Japan.

Smedley returned to the United States dur-
ing World War II and became an active critic of 
racism and poverty, especially in the American 
South. After the war, she was placed under 
surveillance by the FBI, which suspected her of 
being a member of the U.S. Communist Party. 
She moved to a writer’s colony in upstate New 
York, but in 1947, was accused of spying for 
the Soviet Union during the 1930s. The charges 
were not proved, and Smedley died in self-
imposed exile in England on May 6, 1950.

Further Reading
MacKinnon, Janice R., and Stephen R. MacKinnon. 

Agnes Smedley: The Life and Times of an American 
Radical. Berkeley: University of California Press, 
1988.

Smedley, Agnes. China Fights Back: An American 
Woman With the Eighth Route Army. London: V. 
Gollancz, 1938.

———. Daughter of Earth: A Novel. New York: The 
Feminist Press, 1987.

—Laura Caulkins

Smith, Margaret Chase (1897–1995) U.S. 
senator Margaret Madeline Chase was born to 
Carrie Murray and George Emery Chase in rural 
Skowhegan, Maine, on December 14, 1897. After 
graduating from high school, she attended Colby 
College and then spent a few years working at a 
newspaper and received basic training in politi-
cal leadership as a member of the NATIONAL FED-
ERATION OF BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONAL WOMEN’S 
CLUBS. In 1930, she married Clyde H. Smith, a 
Maine politician 21 years her senior who taught 
her the intricacies and practical machinery of 
government. Clyde Smith died on April 8, 1940, 
and on June 4, Margaret Chase Smith won elec-
tion to the 76th Congress to fill the vacancy 
caused by his death. After serving five terms in 
the House, she entered the Senate in 1949. A 

moderate Republican with a long record of dis-
taste for arrogance, Smith gave the first major 
speech against Senator Joseph McCarthy on June 
1, 1950; she called it her Declaration of Con-
science. Although she never wrote much legisla-
tion, Smith served on the Senate’s most prestigious 
committees, Armed Services and Appropriations 
as well as Aeronautical and Space Sciences.

In 1964, Smith became the first woman to 
seek a major party’s nomination for the presi-
dency. In 1972, hurt by her defense of President 
Richard Nixon’s Vietnam policies, she lost a 
reelection bid. Smith died on May 29, 1995, in 
Skowhegan, Maine, following a stroke.

Margaret Chase Smith was the first woman 
to earn a seat in both the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives and the U.S. Senate. Her sensitivity 
to gender discrimination, heightened through 

Margaret Chase Smith, 1943 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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many years in the workplace, led her to pursue 
a series of measures to equalize opportunities 
for women. She became the first congress-
woman to publicly endorse the EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT and had her greatest success with 
the Women’s Armed Service Integration Act of 
1948, which allowed women to pursue military 
careers as permanent, regular members of the 
armed forces.

Further Reading
Schmidt, Patricia L. Margaret Chase Smith: Beyond 

Convention. Orono: University of Maine Press, 
1996.

Sherman, Janann. No Place for a Woman: A Life of Sena-
tor Margaret Chase Smith. New Brunswick, N.J.: 
Rutgers University Press, 2000.

—Caryn E. Neumann

Smith, Mary Louise (Mary Louise Epper-
son Smith) (1914–1997) political organizer, 
women’s rights activist Mary Louise Epperson 
was born on October 6, 1914, in Eddyville, 
Iowa, and earned a bachelor’s degree in social 
work from the State University of Iowa, now the 
University of Iowa, in 1935. In 1934, she mar-
ried Elmer M. Smith. She worked briefly as a 
case worker for the Iowa Employment Relief 
Administration before leaving paid employ-
ment to raise her three children. After moving 
to Eagle Grove, Iowa, she became active in com-
munity and civic activities and with the Repub-
lican Party. She joined the Republican Women’s 
Club and served as precinct committeewoman 
and county vice chair. In 1961, she was appointed 
to the Executive Committee of the Iowa Coun-
cil of Republican Women. Three years later, 
Smith won election as the Republican National 
committeewoman from Iowa and served as a 
delegate from Iowa to the party’s national con-
ventions. In 1969, she became a member of the 
Republican National Committee’s Executive 
Committee.

In 1974, President Gerald Ford named Mary 
Louise Smith to chair the Republican National 

Committee (RNC), making her the first woman 
to organize and call to order a national presiden-
tial nominating convention of a major U.S. politi-
cal party. She served as national chairman of the 
Republican Party from 1974 to 1977. In the wake 
of the Watergate scandal, this was a particularly 
difficult time for organized Republicans. Smith 
advocated broad inclusivity to increase party 
membership and was an active supporter of 
the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA) and ABOR-
TION rights for women. A cofounder of the Iowa 
Women’s Political Caucus, she was named to the 
Iowa Women’s Hall of Fame in 1977.

Although Mary Louise Smith remained 
active in Republican politics throughout the 
1980s, she was alarmed when the 1980 Repub-
lican platform rescinded support for the ERA. 
In 1984, she resigned from the RNC and joined 
the Republican Mainstream Committee, a group 
of moderate partisans dedicated to reestablish-
ing the party’s pro-choice and pro-ERA posi-
tions and elevating the centrality of civil rights 
within the party. President George H. W. Bush 
appointed Smith to the board of directors of the 
National Peace Institute in 1990. She dedicated 
her work in the 1990s to the pro-choice cause, 
serving as a founder of the National Republican 
Coalition for Choice and a member of the steer-
ing committee for Pro-Choice America. She was 
the cofounder of the Louise Noun–Mary Louise 
Smith Women’s Archives housed at the Univer-
sity of Iowa Libraries, opening in 1992. In 1995, 
Iowa State University and the College of Liberal 
Arts and Sciences established the Mary Louise 
Smith Chair in Women and Politics. The chair 
is host to nationally renowned political leaders, 
scholars, and activists each year. The woman 
holding the Mary Louise Smith Chair serves as a 
leader, mentor, and role model for young women 
interested in politics. Smith died of lung cancer 
on August 22, 1997.

Snowe, Olympia (Olympia Jean Bouchles 
Snow) (1947– ) U.S. senator Olympia Jean 
Bouchles was born on February 21, 1947, in 
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Augusta, Maine, the daughter of immigrants 
from Greece. When both her parents died before 
she was 10, her aunt and uncle, who worked in 
a textile mill, raised her. Snowe graduated from 
St. Basil’s Academy in Garrison, New York, in 
1962 and completed her secondary education at 
Edward Little High School in Auburn, Maine. 
She graduated with a degree in political science 
from the University of Maine at Orono in 1969. 
Shortly after her graduation, she married Peter 
Snowe, a Republican State Legislator.

In 1973, Peter Snowe was killed in a car 
accident, and Olympia Snowe was appointed to 
his seat. She was reelected in 1974 and then was 
elected to the Maine Senate in 1976. In the sen-
ate, she chaired the Joint Standing Committee 
on Health and Institutional Services, where she 
gained particular recognition for her work on 
health care issues.

In 1978, Snowe was elected to serve in the 
U.S. House of Representatives and became the 
youngest Republican woman ever elected to the 
House. While serving as a representative, she 
married John McKernan, then the governor of 
Maine, in 1989; she thus served concurrently 
as both a U.S. representative and as first lady of 
Maine from 1989 to 1995. She was reelected to 
her House seat seven times before deciding to 
run for the U.S. Senate in 1994 following the 
retirement of Senator George Mitchell. She won, 
and in 2001, Senator Snowe became the first 
Republican woman ever to secure a full-term 
seat on the Senate Finance Committee, as well 
as only the third woman in history to join the 
panel. The Finance Committee is considered 
one of the most powerful in Congress.

In 2005, Snowe was among the Gang of 14, 
a group of moderate senators who brokered a 
compromise on the use of the judicial filibuster 
against judicial nominees. The WHITE HOUSE 
PROJECT has named Snowe one of “8 in ’08,” indi-
cating that she is a credible female candidate for 
the presidency in 2008. Snowe lists among her 
top legislative priorities several areas of interest 
to women: contraceptive coverage, prescription 
drug coverage, and CHILD CARE funding. Senator 

Snowe was reelected in 2006 with 74 percent of 
the vote.
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—Angela Kouters

Social Security and women The current 
Social Security system was established under 
the Social Security Act in 1935. Numerous 
changes have been made since its inception, but 
the basic philosophy has remained intact. The 
Social Security system is an example of a gen-
der-neutral law because it does not treat men 
and women differently in the law itself, though 
men and women experience the system in var-
ied ways as a result of differences in employ-
ment and wage patterns. Social Security is 
particularly important for women because 
women are less likely than men to have a private 
pension. Women also live an average of seven 
years longer than men, and because of pay ineq-
uities and time spent away from work to raise 
their children, they have lower lifetime earnings 
than men. In 2000, women made up 60 percent 
of Social Security beneficiaries. Half of women 
age 65 and older would be poor if not for Social 
Security benefits, and for the 25 percent of 
elderly women who live alone, Social Security is 
their only source of income. Without Social 
Security, the poverty rate for women over 65 
would have been 52.9 percent in 1995.

Although some adjustments to the laws have 
been made to recognize women’s increased par-
ticipation in the labor force, the Social Security 
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system is premised on 1930s traditional gender 
roles in families, which characterizes a tiny 
fraction of modern families. Social Security was 
intended to be a supplement to private pension 
plans and savings accumulated over the course 
of a lifetime, but only about half of men and a 
quarter of retired women earn additional income 
from private pensions.

Under the current Social Security system, 
workers are eligible to retire with full benefits at 
age 65 and to receive partial benefits at age 62. 
However, for workers born after 1937, eligibility 
for retirement with full benefits is age 67. Social 
Security benefits are based on the 35 years of 
highest taxable earnings of at least $520 each 
quarter of the year. The benefit formula is a pro-
gressive calculation, and the five lowest-earning 
years (including years with zero earnings) in an 
individual’s working life are dropped. A married 
person is eligible for the larger of either 100 per-
cent of his or her own retired-worker benefit or 
50 percent of his or her spouse’s retired-worker 
benefit. A woman whose benefit, based on her 
own work record, is less than or equal to the 
spousal benefit she could claim is said to be 
“dually entitled” and does not gain additional 
benefit from having worked. A man is similarly 
entitled to benefits from his wife’s accounts, but 
in reality nearly all who use the spouse’s benefit 
are women. This may change if more men opt to 
help raise children by either reducing the num-
ber of hours they work or by leaving the paid 
labor force entirely for a period of time.

Several reform proposals are being actively 
considered in Congress. The most common type 
of reform, and one President George W. Bush 
promised to push toward adoption in his second 
term, includes some aspect of privatization of 
the current system by diverting some or all of 
the current payroll tax dollars to an individually 
held private investment account. This, however, 
has not been acted upon in Congress. The plans 
differ in how much would be diverted (all or only 
a percentage) and in what type of private account 
the money would be invested. Some people would 
like to see individual reform initiatives that will 

invest primarily or solely in equities (stocks), 
whereas others would prefer a more conserva-
tive investment strategy in bonds or in some 
split between the two that could change over the 
course of one’s lifetime, becoming more conserva-
tive as retirement nears. Some plans call for col-
lective investment of the trust fund assets or the 
collective investment of only some of the assets to 
try to increase the size of the trust fund itself. The 
Task Force on Women and Social Security, a joint 
project of the National Council of Women’s Orga-
nizations and the Institute for Women’s Policy 
Research, has made several proposals that would 
strengthen Social Security for women. Among 
its many recommendations is the provision of a 
“family service credit,” which could include an 
earnings credit and a provision for a number of 
“drop-out years” in calculating benefits.

Further Reading
Berkowitz, Edward D. America’s Welfare State: From 

Roosevelt to Reagan. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins 
University Press, 1991.

Patterson, James T. America’s Struggle against Poverty 
in the Twentieth Century. Cambridge, Mass.: Har-
vard University Press, 2000.

Solis, Hilda (1957– ) congressperson Hilda 
Solis was born on October 20, 1957, in Los 
Angeles, California. She earned a bachelor’s 
degree from California State Polytechnic Uni-
versity, Pomona (1979), and a master’s in public 
administration from the University of Southern 
California (1981). She has served in the White 
House Office of Hispanic Affairs, as an analyst 
with the Office of Management and Budget, and 
as a member of the California State Assembly 
(1992–94) and the California State Senate 
(1994–2000). In 2000, she received the John F. 
Kennedy Profile in Courage Award, the first 
woman and the first Latina recipient.

In 2000, Solis won election to Congress by 
beating an 18-year incumbent, Matthew Marti-
nez, in the Democratic primary. There was not a 
Republican in the race, but Solis beat challeng-
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ers from the Libertarian, Green, and Peace and 
Freedom parties to win with 79 percent of vote 
in the general election. Solis serves on the House 
Committee on Energy and Commerce and the 
Subcommittee on Energy and Air Quality, and 
she is the ranking member on the Subcommittee 
on Environment and Hazardous Materials. She 
has been working to reduce teen pregnancies in 
the Hispanic community with community-based 
intervention programs. Although she is Catholic, 
she is pro-choice with regard to ABORTION. Along 
with other pro-choice Catholic Democrats, she 
signed a letter to Cardinal Theodore McCarrick 
of Washington, D.C., urging him reconsider 
refusing communion to pro-choice legislators. 
Solis was reelected in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Hilda L. Solis (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BS021498. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

“Solis, Hilda.” In Biographical Directory of the United 
States Congress, 1774–present. Available online. 
URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/biodis-
play.pl?index=S001153. Accessed on January 8, 
2007.

—Angela Kouters

Solomon, Hannah (Hannah Greenebaum 
Solomon) (1858–1942) social welfare activist 
A lifelong social welfare activist, Hannah 
Greenebaum was born in Chicago on January 
14, 1858, the fourth of 10 children of Sarah and 
Michael Greenebaum, both German-Jewish 
immigrants. She married Henry Solomon in 
1879 and had three children. Hannah Solomon’s 
commitment to social activism found expres-
sion beyond her own community in the newly 
founded Chicago Woman’s Club (CWC), to 
which she and her sister were elected as the first 
Jewish members in 1877. Her involvement in the 

CWC demonstrated the value of networking and 
cooperation with religious, secular and govern-
ment organizations for the general good of all, a 
lesson she took throughout her work during the 
Progressive era. Solomon’s own religious iden-
tity as a Jewish woman, however, led her to cre-
ate, in 1893, the first national Jewish women’s 
service and education organization: the National 
Council of Jewish Women (NCJW). This organi-
zation encouraged Jewish women to engage in 
social work, informed by the principles of Juda-
ism. Cooperating with JANE ADDAMS of HULL-
HOUSE, Solomon brought legal and work training 
services to Russian-Jewish immigrants through 
the NCJW.

Addressing the needs of immigrants 
exposed Solomon to the general conditions of 
the underprivileged, and her contributions to 
Chicago were wide-ranging, including rebuild-
ing Park Ridge (Industrial) School for Girls and 
investigating the city’s sanitation system. Dur-
ing World War I, she led women’s civilian war 
efforts as chairperson of the City Ward Leaders 
committee. A proponent of women’s rights, Solo-
mon served as treasurer to the National Council 
of Women and was an interpreter for her close 
friend SUSAN B. ANTHONY at the International 
Council of Women meeting in Berlin in 1904. 
Solomon’s belief that a woman’s sphere was “the 
whole wide world” opened the way for Jewish 
women to contribute directly to their own com-
munities and beyond. She died in Chicago on 
December 7, 1942, at the age of 84.

Further Reading
Rogow, Faith. Gone to Another Meeting: The National 

Council of Jewish Women, 1893–1993. Tuscaloosa: 
University of Alabama Press, 1993.

Solomon, Hannah. Fabric of My Life. New York: Bloch 
Publishing Company, 1946.

—Chana Revell Kotzin

Southern Women’s League for the Rejec-
tion of the Susan B. Anthony Amendment 
The first ANTI-SUFFRAGE organization was formed 
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in Massachusetts in 1868 but was not formal-
ized and named until 1895, when it became 
known as the Massachusetts Association 
Opposed to the Further Extension of Suffrage to 
women (MAOFEWS). Between 1869 and 1910, 
the movement gathered members and money as 
anti-suffrage organizations formed in many 
other states and dedicated their efforts to defeat-
ing state referenda. In 1911, the state organiza-
tions joined together to form the National 
Association Opposed to Woman Suffrage 
(NAOWS). Southern states were slow to form 
anti-suffrage organizations, however, believing 
that custom and tradition would do more to 
defeat woman suffrage than any organization 
ever could. Alternatively, southern women may 
have concluded that the national suffragist 
forces presented little threat because they rarely 
ventured into the reluctant southern states. In a 
contrary example, Virginia suffragists formed 
an organization in 1912. While they claimed a 
membership list of more than 2,000 two years 
later, according to Elna Green, they rarely met 
and they “held no public meetings, and . . . con-
sistently avoided newspaper debates and contro-
versies.” By far, the most active state association 
affiliated with NAOWS was formed in Alabama 
and claimed more than 1,600 members in 1916. 
Its motto, “Home Rule, State’s Rights, and White 
Supremacy,” reflected the primary arguments 
against women’s suffrage in the South.

When Congress passed the Susan B. 
Anthony Amendment and sent it to the states 
for ratification on June 4, 1919, the southern 
strategy changed. The Alabama state association 
reorganized as the Southern Women’s Anti-Rati-
fication League and began to lobby members of 
the state legislature through letters, petitions 
read by male supporters. and sympathetic press 
coverage. After the amendment was defeated, 
Alabama anti-suffragists decided to maintain 
their organization to combat other changes if, 
in fact, the Nineteenth Amendment was rati-
fied. They changed their name to the Southern 
Women’s League for the Rejection of the Susan 
B. Anthony Amendment (commonly known as 

the Southern Rejection League) and announced 
plans to cooperate with existing anti-suffrage 
associations and to lead the fight in states with-
out formal anti-suffrage organizations, making 
it a southern regional organization.

Although it never fully achieved the status 
of a regional organization nor developed the 
leadership structure outside of Alabama that 
would have sustained it for any length of time, 
it did frame the argument against suffrage so 
prevalent in the South in its “Declaration of 
Principles” concerning the primacy of state’s 
rights, white supremacy, and chivalry. The 
Southern Rejection League produced leaflets, 
broadsides, and editorials bearing their stamp. 
These were widely distributed throughout the 
southern states and often relied on scare tactics 
linking suffrage with socialism, communism, 
atheism, and anarchy. The anti-suffrage battle 
in the southern states warned women not to be 
gullible and think that the vote would benefit 
them. Instead, it would be a burden on them that 
would interfere with their duties at home. Mar-
riage and family could even be jeopardized—a 
husband and wife could be torn asunder if they 
disagreed politically, and politically involved 
women might decide to have fewer children. 
Ultimately, according to this line of reasoning, 
the supremacy of the Anglo-Saxon race could 
even be threatened. By granting the vote to 
women, the argument went, the South could 
find itself on a slippery slope that might eventu-
ally result in black domination. The Southern 
Rejection League maintained its organization 
and continued working through the summer of 
1920, but once the federal amendment was rati-
fied, it lost focus and disbanded.

Further Reading
Green, Elna C. Southern Strategies: Southern Women 

and the Woman Suffrage Question. Chapel Hill: 
University of North Carolina Press, 1997, 106.

McRae, Elizabeth Gillespie. “Caretakers of Southern 
Civilization: Georgia Women and the Anti-Suf-
frage Campaign, 1914–1920.” Georgia Historical 
Quarterly 82 (1998): 801–828.
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Yellin, Carol Lynn, and Sherman, Janann. The Perfect 
36: Tennessee Delivers Woman Suffrage, edited by 
Ilene Jones-Cornwell. Memphis, Tenn.: Iris Press, 
1998.

—Paula Casey

Stabenow, Debbie (Deborah Ann Stabe-
now) (1950– ) U.S. senator Debborah Ann 
Stabenow was born on April 29, 1950, and grew 
up in the small town of Clare, Michigan. She 
attended Michigan State University, where she 
received her bachelor’s degree in 1972 and mas-
ter’s in social work in 1975. Before running for 
public office, she worked with youth in the pub-
lic schools. She was first elected to the Ingham 
County Board of Commissioners in 1974, while 
she was still in graduate school, and was the 
youngest person and first woman to chair the 
board. In 1979, she was elected to the Michigan 
House of Representatives, where she served until 
1991. While in the state house, she became the 
first woman to preside over the chamber. She 
served in the state senate from 1991 to 1994.

In 1994, Stabenow ran for governor of 
Michigan but lost in the Democratic primary to 
Howard Wolpe. He then asked her to join his 
ticket as lieutenant governor in the general elec-
tion, which they lost. In 1996, she won a seat in 
the U.S. House of Representatives and served 
two terms representing Michigan’s 8th congres-
sional district. Stabenow was an advocate for 
gun control, ABORTION rights, and tax cuts for 
small businesses while in the House.

In 2000, Stabenow won election to the U.S. 
Senate, making her only the second person from 
Michigan to have served in both houses of the 
Michigan State Legislature and in both houses 
of the United States Congress. She is a member 
of the Senate Committee on Budget, the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs, 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and 
Forestry, and the Special Committee on Aging. 
Stabenow became the third-ranking Democrat 
in the U.S. Senate on November 16, 2004, when 

she was elected by her colleagues to be secretary 
of the Democratic Caucus. As caucus secretary, 
she assists Senate minority leader Harry Reid 
in setting the Democrats’ agenda and priorities. 
Following the 2006 elections, the Democrats 
regained the majority in the Senate, and Stabe-
now was reelected with 57 percent of the vote. 
She currently chairs the Democratic Steering 
Committee in the 110th Congress.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
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biodisplay.pl?index=S000770. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Stanton, Elizabeth Cady (1815–1902) social 
rights activist, women’s rights advocate Born in 
Johnstown, New York, on November 12, 1815, 
Elizabeth Cady was raised in a strict Presbyterian 
household. In her later life, she used the death of 
her older brother, when she was 11, as an explan-
atory catalyst for her drive to improve the situa-
tion of women. Upon her brother’s death, 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton recounts that her father 
said, “Oh my daughter I wish that you were a 
boy!” to which she replied, “I will try to be all my 
brother was.” Cady excelled in school, and 
through the influence of her brother-in-law, 
Edward Bayard, she was sent to the Troy Female 
Seminary, run by EMMA WILLARD. After her grad-
uation, she met her husband, Henry Brewster 
Stanton, at the house of Gerrit Smith, her cousin 
and a wealthy abolitionist. Against her father’s 
wishes, she married Stanton in 1840, and the 
couple went immediately to London for the 
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World Anti-Slavery Convention. While Elizabeth 
Cady Stanton was not at the convention as a del-
egate, those women who were, including LUCRE-
TIA MOTT, were not allowed to sit with men and 
participate. It was from Mott that Stanton was 
urged to read Mary Wollstonecraft’s, A VINDICA-
TION OF THE RIGHTS OF WOMAN in addition to 
works by FRANCES WRIGHT, SARAH GRIMKÉ, and 
ANGELINA GRIMKÉ. Mott and Stanton decided to 
hold a convention to promote the rights of 
women.

In 1845, the Stantons moved to Boston, and 
Elizabeth gave birth to her first three (of seven) 
children. (Her offspring would include feminist 
and suffragist HARRIOT STANTON BLATCH.) In 
Boston, Stanton encountered many of the abo-
litionists and transcendentalists about whom 
she had read, but her husband’s law practice 
was not successful, and in 1847 they moved to 
Seneca Falls, New York. It was there in 1848 

that Stanton was invited to tea at a friend’s 
house, where Lucretia Mott was visiting. After a 
discussion about their dissatisfaction concern-
ing the status of women, they decided to hold 
a public meeting. An ad appeared on July 11 in 
the Seneca County Courier inviting people to “a 
woman’s rights convention . . . to discuss the 
social, civil and religious condition and rights 
of Woman.” Stanton and her friends then wrote 
the Declaration of Sentiments, based on the 
Declaration of Independence. The result of the 
successful SENECA FALLS CONVENTION was pub-
lication of the DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. The document was adopted both 
at Seneca Falls and at a convention in Rochester, 
New York, two weeks later. Stanton insisted that 
a resolution demanding SUFFRAGE be included. 
Many, including Mott, were concerned that 
such a demand would marginalize supporters. 
But Stanton won the argument (with help from 
Frederick Douglass), and she began her fight for 
women’s suffrage.

Stanton met SUSAN B. ANTHONY in 1851 after 
a lecture given by William Lloyd Garrison in 
Seneca Falls. They began to work together, with 
Anthony traveling around the country giving 
speeches written by Stanton. (Anthony would go 
to Seneca Falls and help Stanton take care of the 
children while Stanton wrote the speeches she 
would deliver.) In 1854, Stanton appeared before 
the New York State Legislature with a 6,000 sig-
nature petition arguing for enhanced property 
rights and 4,000 signatures for women’s suffrage: 
“We are persons; native, free born citizens; prop-
erty holders, tax payers; yet we are denied the 
exercise of our right to the elective franchise.” 
Stanton’s father sharply criticized the address 
and told her that if she appeared publicly again 
espousing such ideas, he would disown her.

Stanton was subsequently elected presi-
dent, at Anthony’s urging, of the newly formed 
Women’s State Temperance society. Stanton and 
Anthony both connected the work of the TEM-
PERANCE MOVEMENT to suffrage, urging women to 
recognize that if, as men claimed, a woman’s vote 
was held in proxy by her husband, then temper-

Elizabeth Cady Stanton (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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ance candidates would not win. If this was the 
case, then women should have their own vote to 
elect their chosen candidates. The society also 
worked to change divorce laws so that drunken-
ness would be seen (as adultery already was) as 
grounds for divorce. The society under Stanton 
and Anthony’s tutelage was short-lived as more 
conservative women, concerned that the issue 
of temperance was taking a back seat to suf-
frage and women’s rights, allowed men to hold 
office and vote. With these male members, the 
platform that included suffrage was defeated and 
Stanton and Anthony both left the society.

Stanton’s father died in 1859, the same year 
as John Brown’s failed slave uprising in Harper’s 
Ferry, which led to the confinement of Stanton’s 
cousin, Gerrit Smith. She spoke again before the 
New York legislature in 1860, noting the com-
parison between the condition of the slave and 
the condition of woman. The legislature passed 
a bill allowing for all women to hold property, 
to keep their earnings if married, to sue and to 
hold custody of their children. After this first 
legislative success of the women’s movement, 
other states soon followed.

During the Civil War, Stanton and Anthony 
worked for emancipation, but after the war an 
argument arose among women’s rights activ-
ists concerning the Fourteenth and Fifteenth 
Amendments to the Constitution, granting suf-
frage to men, regardless of race. In 1869, this 
split resulted in the founding of two organiza-
tions advocating women’s rights: the NATIONAL 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NWSA), founded 
by Cady Stanton and Anthony, and the AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION, founded by LUCY 
STONE. Stanton served as president of the NWSA 
from 1860 to 1890. The NWSA turned its imme-
diate attention to the fight over women’s inclu-
sion in the Fifteenth Amendment and divorced 
itself entirely from the Republican Party and the 
“Negro Suffrage” question, whereas the AWSA 
continued to support the Fifteenth Amend-
ment as written, vowing to support a Sixteenth 
Amendment dedicated to woman suffrage. Of 
the two organizations, the NWSA was more 

revolutionary because at first it refused to admit 
men, attacked the institution of marriage, and 
published essays on “free love” in its journal, 
The Revolution. Stanton, in particular, targeted 
the church as a primary source of sexism in 
society, which led her to reject the Bible. The 
AWSA maintained a working relationship with 
abolitionists of both sexes, and its member-
ship reflected a more conservative, middle- and 
upper-class slice of society. AWSA’s publication, 
the Woman’s Journal, supported the institutions 
of family, church, and marriage. By 1890, old 
animosities between the NWSA and AWSA had 
faded sufficiently for a merger to take place. 
The new organization, the NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NAWSA), elected 
Elizabeth Cady Stanton president and Anthony 
vice president. Stanton resigned in 1892, deliv-
ering the speech “The Solitude of Self,” which 
argued that women, like men, must be fully 
equipped with the tools to lead an independent 
life as women, for with women and with men 
“each soul lives alone forever.” Stanton went on 
to write many important books, documents, and 
speeches of the women’s rights movement. In 
1881, the first volume of The History of Woman 
Suffrage, a substantial work containing the full 
history, documents, and letters of the woman’s 
suffrage movement, was published. While Stan-
ton, in addition to Anthony and Gage, wrote the 
first three volumes, the work was eventually 
completed in 1922 by Ida Harper.

In 1895, Stanton published The Woman’s 
Bible, a feminist analysis of the Bible. She died 
on October 26, 1902, in New York City. Her role 
in the women’s movement of the 19th century 
had often been overshadowed by Anthony.

Further Reading
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Griffith, Elisabeth. In Her Own Right: The Life of Eliza-
beth Cady Stanton. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 1985.
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—Claire Curtis

Stanton v. Stanton (421 U.S. 7) (1975) This 
case challenged a Utah statute setting the age of 
majority at 18 for females and 21 for males. 
Although it involved court-ordered child sup-
port payments, the real issue for women was the 
reasoning behind Utah’s distinction between 
males and females. Thelma Stanton challenged 
the Utah law as a violation of the equal-protec-
tion clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. Her 
husband, James Stanton, countered that the law 
had a rational basis and should therefore be 
upheld. In ruling in favor of James, the Utah 
Supreme Court articulated the rationale behind 
the sex distinction in the law, noting that “gen-
erally it is the man’s primary responsibility to 
provide a home and its essentials and it is a salu-
tary thing for him to get a good education and/or 
training before he undertakes those responsibil-
ities.” The court noted that girls tended to 
mature before boys and also tended to marry 
earlier. On this basis, the Utah court ended 
child-support payments to the Stantons’ daugh-
ter at age 18, but continued support payments 
for their son until age 21.

On appeal, the U.S. Supreme Court over-
turned the decision. Justice Harry Blackmun, 
writing for the majority, stated: “No longer is 
the female destined solely for the home and the 
rearing of the family, and only the male for the 
marketplace and world of ideas. . . . Women’s 
activities and responsibilities are increasing 
and expanding. Coeducation is a fact, not a rar-
ity. The presence of women in business, in the 
professions, in government, and indeed, in all 
walks of life where education is desirable, if not 
always a necessary antecedent is apparent and 

a proper subject of judicial notice.” By the time 
this decision was issued, TITLE IX OF THE EDUCA-
TION AMENDMENTS OF 1972 had already ended 
sex-based admission, enrollment, and quota 
systems hampering educational equity.

Further Reading
Lindgren, J. Ralph, Nadine Taub, Beth Ann Wolfson, 

and Carla M. Palumbo. The Law of Sex Discrimi-
nation, 3rd ed. Belmont, Calif.: Thomson Wad-
sworth, 2005.

state status of women commissions State 
commissions on the status of women gave the 
modern women’s movement immediate and 
ongoing political authority in the mid- to late 
1960s by mobilizing civically engaged volunteers 
and professionals to formulate policies on wom-
en’s issues. Leaders of national women’s organi-
zations and labor union activists participating in 
the deliberations of John F. Kennedy’s PRESIDENT’S 
COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN (PCSW)—
formed by executive order in 1961 and charged 
to recommend ways to eliminate legal and cus-
tomary barriers to women’s full participation in 
civic life—founded state-wide alliances led by 
the NATIONAL FEDERATION OF BUSINESS AND PRO-
FESSIONAL WOMEN’S CLUBS to establish similar 
commissions in the states. There were active 
commissions in all 50 states by 1967, and all but 
nine of these were established by gubernatorial 
executive order modeled closely on Kennedy’s 
Executive Order Establishing a President’s Com-
mission. Consequently, governors’ commissions 
were required to submit reports on women’s sta-
tus in the areas of education, political and civic 
status, and home and community at the end of a 
mandatory authorization period, usually from 
one to two years.

Commission investigations and public hear-
ings drew public attention to sex discrimina-
tion, and subsequent recommendations gave 
women’s organizations with disparate programs 
a unified agenda for social change. Recom-
mendations often included establishment of a 
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permanent commission on the status of women. 
Many governors reestablished commissions in 
the 1970s as a response to the social revolution 
of the 1960s. Commissions often served as the 
location for organizing and sustaining coali-
tions to ratify the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT in 
the 1970s and 1980s. Sixteen states have active 
commissions that serve as clearinghouses for 
information on the status of women.

Further Reading
Laughlin, Kathleen A. Women’s Work and Public Policy: 

A History of the Women’s Bureau, U.S. Department 
of Labor, 1945—1970. Boston: Northeastern Uni-
versity Press, 2000.

—Kathleen A. Laughlin

Steinem, Gloria (1934– ) feminist, journalist, 
women’s rights advocate, founder and original pub-
lisher of Ms. Magazine The founder of MS. MAG-
AZINE, the NATIONAL WOMEN’S POLITICAL CAUCUS, 
and the Women’s Action Alliance, Gloria Marie 
Steinem was born in Toledo, Ohio, on March 25, 
1934. Steinem experienced an erratic early educa-
tion due to her father’s absence and her mother’s 
mental illness; her parents eventually divorced. 
Overcoming these early difficulties, in 1952 
Steinem was accepted to and enrolled in Smith 
College, where she began her interest in women’s 
issues and politics, including campaigning for 
Adlai Stevenson. After graduation in 1956, 
Steinem traveled to India for two years. She 
returned home with a book manuscript and the 
hope that she would be hired as a journalist. 
Turned down by magazines and publishing 
houses, she became a freelance writer instead. 
She achieved some notoriety after her exposé of 
her undercover experience as a Playboy bunny 
was published in Esquire in 1963. However, 
Steinem was still not taken seriously in the world 
of journalism, and she was not able to write the 
kind of political pieces that her undergraduate 
degree in government had prepared her to do.

By 1968, that had changed. Steinem covered 
George McGovern’s presidential campaign, and 

this work led to her being hired as an editor for 
New York magazine. Now given the chance to 
pursue what interested her, she wrote about the 
United Farm Workers strike in California, the 
assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., and 
how women, as a group, experienced oppres-
sion. In 1970, she published the article “After 
Black Power, Women’s Liberation,” which won 
the Penney Missouri Journalism award. Steinem 
saw herself as bridging the gaps between privi-
leged white women, working-class women, and 
women of color, recognizing that a FEMINISM that 
does not bridge that gap is not a feminism that 
will really be able to end oppression.

In the early 1970s, Steinem marched for pas-
sage of the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT, worker’s 

Gloria Steinem, 1972 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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rights, and ABORTION rights. She added her voice 
to the multitudes of women who admitted to 
having had illegal abortions, and she urged leg-
islative and judicial officials to make abortion 
legal. She began a lecture series with Dorothy 
Pitman Hughes, a black activist who had started 
a community day-care movement in New York. 
Together, in 1971, Hughes and Steinem formed 
the Women’s Action Alliance (WAA), which 
provided information on how to combat sex dis-
crimination in the workplace and how to effect 
social change in women’s own communities. 
The WAA funded many activities that sought 
to introduce girls and women to nontraditional 
fields of study and employment, but it was dis-
solved in 1997 due to lack of funds.

It was also in 1971 that Steinem, with BETTY 
FRIEDAN, BELLA ABZUG, and SHIRLEY CHISHOLM, 
started the National Women’s Political Caucus 
to help identify, fund, and publicize women 
running for political office. Later that year, 
Steinem produced a onetime insert to New York 
magazine, with articles that argued for the need 
to legalize abortion and to challenge the sexual 
stereotypes present in the English language. 
This insert was the first edition of what would 
become the feminist journal Ms. The following 
year Steinem also founded the Ms. Foundation 
in 1972 to fund women’s causes, again illustrat-
ing her desire to not simply write about a better 
world but to try and help produce that world. 
She urged the Democratic National Convention 
of 1972 to focus more particularly on women’s 
issues, specifically reproductive rights. Women 
were largely ignored at the 1972 convention, and 
Steinem’s critical stance toward the possibility 
that electoral politics could change the country 
from above emerged in part from these experi-
ences. McCall’s magazine named her Woman of 
the Year in 1972.

Steinem was now on track for the work 
that she has continued to this day. She is an 
activist for women’s rights, worker’s rights, and 
social justice as well as a writer who seeks to 
reach all kinds of women concerning the issues 
of most concern to them. In the 1980s and 

1990s, she published four books: Outrageous 
Acts and Everyday Rebellions (1983), Marilyn: 
Norma Jean (about Marilyn Monroe as a female 
icon; 1986), Revolution from Within: A Book of 
Self-Esteem (1992), and Moving beyond Words 
(1994). Steinem edited Ms for 15 years and then 
worked to revamp and restart the magazine after 
it lost readership (during which time it was sold 
to a group of Australian feminists and then sold 
again to a publishing conglomerate) in the late 
1980s. The magazine subsequently reemerged 
without advertisements and now exists as a 
feminist journal that does not need to rely 
on advertising, particularly the kind typically 
found in women’s magazines. Since 2001, Ms. 
has been published by the Feminist Majority 
Foundation.

The Ms. Foundation founded the popular 
TAKE OUR DAUGHTERS TO WORK DAY in 1993 and 
pursues a number of initiatives encouraging 
female-owned businesses, promoting equal pay 
for equal work, establishing battered women’s 
shelters, and building ties among women across 
a variety of ethnic, racial, and class-based lines. 
Gloria Steinem is on the advisory council for 
the international women’s rights organization 
Equality Now, the advisory board for the femi-
nist activist community, feminist.com, and the 
board of directors of choice USA, and she is a 
signatory to the Not In Our Name Project pro-
testing, in part, the war in Iraq and treatment of 
prisoners by the U.S. military. She was inducted 
into the National Women’s Rights Hall of Fame 
in 1993.

Steinem continues to work to end the 
oppression of women around the world and the 
oppression of all peoples by a system marked by 
patriarchy and capitalism. Her focus has always 
been on political change at the grassroots level; 
in 1982, she said, “. . . we may disagree on anal-
yses in the long run: I don’t think feminism can 
just be imitative or integrationist. By definition, 
it must transform. But in the short run, there are 
goals we agree on. And it’s in the short run that 
we must act.” (Outrageous Acts, 1983)

See also NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN.
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Stenberg v. Carhart (530 U.S. 913) 
(2000) Stenberg v. Carhart dealt with the issue 
of a state’s ability to prohibit all late-term ABOR-
TIONS (known as partial-birth abortions by 
opponents). This case was closely decided by the 
U.S. Supreme Court in a 5-4 decision and turned 
on the question of a woman’s health. Justice Ste-
phen Breyer, writing for the majority, said that 
“a risk to a woman’s health is the same whether 
it happens to arise from regulating a particular 
method of abortion, or from barring abortion 
entirely.” This decision supports a doctor’s deter-
mination of what is in the best interests of the 
woman’s health over the state’s outright ban of 
certain abortion procedures.

On November 5, 2003, President Bush 
signed a law banning partial-birth abortions. 
The Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act of 2003 
makes it illegal for doctors to take overt action 
to abort a late-term fetus—one in its second or 
third trimester. The bill makes no exemption for 
a woman whose health is at risk by carrying the 
pregnancy to term, nor does it take into account 
ailments or deformities the child may suffer in 
life. The language in the federal legislation is 
very similar to Nebraska’s late-term abortion law 
already declared unconstitutional by the U.S. 
Supreme Court in Stenberg v. Carhart (2000). 
Three federal judges in three different locations 
have issued injunctions citing the undue burden 
the law places on a woman’s right to make her 

own medical decision about abortion without 
interference from the government.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Stenberg v. Carhart, 530 U.S. 914 

(2000).” Available online. URL: http://www.oyez.
org/cases/case?case=1990–1999/1999/1999_99_
830. Accessed on January 11, 2007.

Stone, Lucy (1818–1893) suffragist One of 
the most famous orators for abolitionism and 
women’s rights, Lucy Stone was born on August 
13, 1818, near West Brookfield, Massachusetts. In 
defiance of her father, who disapproved of educa-
tion for women, Stone paid for her own tuition at 
OBERLIN COLLEGE, where she graduated in 1847 
(one of the first women from Massachusetts to 
earn a college degree). She was asked to write a 
graduation address, but because she would not 
have been able to deliver it herself, women being 
forbidden to publicly address an audience of men 
and women, she refused to write it. After gradua-
tion, she began a lifelong commitment to speak-
ing out about slavery and women’s rights.

As an orator, Stone became famous. In a 
time when women were not supposed to speak 
to mixed audiences, Stone earned a living and 
became famous for her speeches. While on the 
lecture circuit for the Massachusetts Anti-Slav-
ery Society, she received appeals from many 
women (ELIZABETH CADY STANTON and LUCRE-
TIA MOTT among them) to start lecturing on 
women’s rights. In 1849, she finished her con-
tracted work with the Anti-Slavery Society and 
turned her attention to lecturing on the “woman 
question.” She addressed the issue of women’s 
rights in upstate New York during a movement 
to make the People’s College coeducational. 
In 1850, she helped to organize the first Mas-
sachusetts women’s rights convention, held in 
Worcester. In the same year, she addressed the 
Massachusetts state legislature concerning a 
civil rights amendment for women.

Stone met Henry Blackwell (brother to 
ELIZABETH BLACKWELL) after he witnessed this 
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address, and the two eventually married in 
1855 in a ceremony that stressed egalitarianism. 
Stone kept her maiden name, starting a move-
ment of “Lucy Stoners,” women who retained 
their own names after marriage. In 1857, her 
only daughter, ALICE STONE BLACKWELL, was 
born, and Stone cut back on her lecturing in 
order to take care of Alice. Henry Blackwell 
experienced financial difficulties in this period, 
and the couple moved often, ultimately settling 
in Chicago, where Stone resumed some of her 
lecturing to urge the Illinois State Legislature to 
take up the issue of women’s SUFFRAGE and mar-
ried women’s property rights. Stone and Black-
well worked in Kansas to halt the expansion 
of slavery into new Western territories. Their 
antislavery work was hampered by racism, but 
many Kansas residents were willing to support 
women’s suffrage.

After the Civil War, Stone worked with 
SUSAN B. ANTHONY to bring abolitionists together 

with women’s rights activists in order to guaran-
tee the vote to black men and women together. 
With the passage of the Fourteenth and Fif-
teenth Amendments, which failed to grant the 
vote to women, the two split over the tactics of 
how to achieve the vote for women. Stone was 
offended by the racism inherent in some of the 
calls by suffragists to oppose passage of the Fif-
teenth Amendment. One argument used against 
the inclusion of the word male in the second sec-
tion of the amendment was that women should 
not be ruled over by “ignorant men.” This veiled 
reference to freed male slaves was of concern to 
Stone and others. The conflict boiled over at the 
AMERICAN EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION meeting in 
May 1870. Stone, a delegate from Massachusetts, 
urged a continuation of the combined effort to 
work for civil rights and women’s rights. Stanton 
formed the NATIONAL WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION (NWSA) after the convention in order to 
fight against passage of the Fifteenth Amend-
ment. Stone helped form the AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (AWSA) in response to 
Stanton’s NWSA. The AWSA argued that votes 
for women would be best achieved using a 
state-by-state approach. Stone sought to grant 
more power to the voices of women who were 
not from the well-connected groups that she felt 
were over-represented in earlier suffrage organi-
zations. The AWSA also reached out to southern 
women, gaining delegates from Confederate 
states. Stone’s daughter would mend this rift 
with the merger of the two organizations in 
1890 as the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUF-
FRAGE ASSOCIATION.

In 1870, Stone and Blackwell started the 
women’s rights magazine Woman’s Journal, in 
which they advocated for married women’s 
property laws, divorce reforms, equal rights. It 
was through the Woman’s Journal—which stayed 
in circulation for 60 years—that Stone’s goal 
of outreach to women across the United States 
was achieved. By publishing the works of popu-
lar writers, such as HARRIET BEECHER STOWE, 
Stone’s journal reached and was read by a wide 
audience. The Woman’s Journal also followed 
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state-by-state attempts to gain suffrage. The ter-
ritories of Wyoming and Utah granted suffrage 
in 1869. Referenda held in Colorado, Michigan, 
Nebraska, and Kansas all failed, but in 1883 the 
vote was granted to women in the territory of 
Washington (although the Supreme Court took 
away that vote in 1887). Stone’s tactics appeared 
to work, at least in the West, but no eastern state 
managed to successfully grant suffrage.

Stone gave her last lecture in 1893 at the 
World’s Fair in Chicago, declaring, “I think, with 
never-ending gratitude, that young women of 
today do not and can never know at what price 
their right to free speech and to speak at all in 
public has been earned. . . . Now all we need is 
to continue to speak the truth fearlessly, and we 
shall add to our number those who will turn the 
scale to the side of equal and full justice in all 
things.” She died of cancer on October 18, 1893.

See also ABOLITIONIST MOVEMENT, WOMEN IN 
THE.

Further Reading
Blackwell, Alice Stone. Lucy Stone, Pioneer of Woman’s 

Rights. Charlottesville: University Press of Vir-
ginia, 2001.

Kerr, Andrea Moore. Lucy Stone, Speaking Out for 
Equality. New Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers University 
Press, 1994.

Million, Joelle. Woman’s Voice, Woman’s Place: Lucy 
Stone and the Birth of the Woman’s Rights. West-
port, Conn.: Praeger Press, 2003.
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STOP ERA In October 1972, PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY 
founded STOP ERA in order to halt the ratifica-
tion of the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA). As 
an acronym, the name of her organization 
stands for Stop Taking Our Privileges with this 
Extra Responsibility Amendment.

With her background in politics and her 
experience in grassroots activism, Schlafly could 
rely on an extensive conservative network to 
organize the anti-ERA movement. As the national 
chairperson, she was its official spokesperson 

and primary leader. With Schlafly behind it, 
STOP ERA was present on the national level, and 
with her loyal supporters, it was active on the 
local level as well. The PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY REPORT, 
the EAGLE FORUM NEWSLETTER, and Schlafly’s 
book The Power of the Positive Woman (1977) all 
delivered arguments and guidelines for the views 
and grassroots activities of her supporters. STOP 
ERA organized workshops and state conferences 
and developed state chapters.

Right-wing organizations, churches, and 
religious (especially fundamentalist) networks 
were the recruiting field for STOP ERA. The 
movement brought together members of all 
denominations and right-wing groups and was 
most successful in the South and the Mid-
west. Its members were mainly women. Schlafly 
effectively involved women in politics who 
had previously not been politically active. The 
antifeminists of STOP ERA were more likely to 
be middle-class, white housewives, somewhat 
older than their feminist counterparts. They 
joined the movement principally out of fear of 
losing their femininity and female rights with 
the passage of the ERA. The STOP ERA activists 
protested against the ERA most effectively on 
the local level. They organized demonstrations; 
picketed their legislators; distributed leaflets, 
buttons, and pamphlets; and raised doubts 
over the usefulness of the ERA for women and 
the nation in general. In 1980, the STOP ERA 
women succeeded in compelling the Republican 
convention to remove the ERA from its agenda. 
Though the ERA failed to achieve ratification, 
attempts to revive it have meant that STOP ERA 
continues to this day.

See also ANTIFEMINISM.
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Stowe, Harriet Beecher (1811–1896) writer, 
abolitionist Harriet Beecher was born in Litch-
field, Connecticut, on June 14, 1811. Her father, 
Lyman Beecher, was a Congregationalist minis-
ter committed to abolition, and her brother, 
Henry Ward Beecher, became a well-known 
minister and abolitionist. Her brother Charles 
and sister Catherine also became prominent 
activists. In 1832, Harriet moved to Cincinnati 
with her family, and there she met and married 
Calvin Stowe, in 1836; they had seven children. 
She worked as a teacher and began to write 
books and primers for children. Cincinnati, 
across the river from the slave state Kentucky, 
was also where Harriet Beecher Stowe learned 
firsthand about slavery.

In 1850, the Stowe family moved to Bruns-
wick, Maine, when Calvin Stowe became a pro-
fessor at Bowdoin College. The passage of the 
Fugitive Slave Act in that same year galvanized 
many northerners in the ABOLITIONIST MOVE-
MENT for now the North was legally implicated 
in slavery in a new way. This development 
influenced Harriet Beecher Stowe’s decision to 
write about slavery. In Brunswick, she started 
writing her most famous work, Uncle Tom’s 
Cabin. Initially serialized in the abolitionist 
newspaper The National Era, it was published 
in book form in 1852. Uncle Tom’s Cabin out-
lines the evils of slavery through a variety of 
characters, primarily focusing on Tom, a slave 
who is sold to relieve his master’s debts at the 
outset of the novel. Tom’s life and ultimate 
death at the hands of the cruel plantation over-
seer Simon Legree both educated northerners 
to the realities of slavery and established Tom 

as the upright, Christian slave who did not 
deserve his fate.

The book was an immediate best seller 
and was translated into 60 different languages. 
While Stowe has been criticized in the 20th cen-
tury for portraying slavery as an evil institution 
without laying any blame on the perpetrators of 
that institution, Uncle Tom’s Cabin did succeed 
in raising public awareness about slavery, espe-
cially among northerners. President Lincoln is 
reported to have said to Stowe, “So you’re the 
little women who wrote the book that started 
this Great War.” Stowe subsequently traveled 
and lectured on slavery, writing a nonfiction 
book, A Key to Uncle Tom’s Cabin (1853) that 
provided documentation for the story she had 
told in the novel. She wrote many other nov-
els before her death on July 1, 1896, but she is 
best remembered for Uncle Tom’s Cabin and the 
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impact it had on shifting northern sentiment 
concerning slavery.
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suffrage The history of the right to vote in the 
United States reveals the expansion of enfran-
chisement in our democracy. In colonial Amer-
ica, property and race qualifications limited the 
right to vote, whereas suffrage today is open to 
all citizens at the age of 18. The colonists 
regarded suffrage as a privilege; Americans today 
consider it a right. But this interpretation obscures 
long periods in which various groups—women, 
blacks, and paupers—were disenfranchised. 
Women were excluded because of a presumed 
incapacity for sound reasoning. Only in New Jer-
sey were they enfranchised: The New Jersey 
Constitution of 1776 granted the vote to all 
inhabitants “worth” 50 pounds who had resided 
in a voting place for one year. In subsequent 
years, election officials interpreted the provision 
literally and permitted propertied women to 
vote. New Jersey, however, was the exception, 
though the revolutionary struggle had signifi-
cantly expanded the electorate as all states ended 
religious restrictions on voting. At war’s end, the 
eligible electorate numbered from 60 to 90 per-
cent of free males, with most states edging close 
to the high end of that range.

In 1848, ELIZABETH CADY STANTON and LUCRE-
TIA MOTT issued a call for participation in a 
meeting organized to talk about the “social, civil, 
and religious rights of women.” More than 300 

people participated in the two-day SENECA FALLS 
CONVENTION and ratified the DECLARATION OF SEN-
TIMENTS AND RESOLUTIONS, as drafted by Stanton. 
The Declaration of Sentiments began: “We hold 
these truths to be self-evident: that all men and 
women are created equal” and then listed 18 inju-
ries “on the part of man toward woman,” includ-
ing exclusion from the franchise, COVERTURE in 
marriage, denial of property rights, blocking 
access to higher education, and undermining 
“confidence in her own powers . . . and willing to 
lead a dependent and abject life.” The list was a 
curious mix of political and personal grievances 
against men. All of the resolutions passed unani-
mously at the convention with the exception of 
suffrage, which passed by a narrow margin.

Of all of the Declaration’s demands, the 
franchise was the most radical and controver-
sial among the conference participants, as well 
as among women throughout the country. Even 
Mott counseled Stanton against including suf-
frage in the Declaration’s resolutions, saying, 
“Thou will make us ridiculous. We must go 
slowly.” The reticence among Seneca conven-
tioneers to embrace woman suffrage immedi-
ately was a bellwether of the long struggle ahead. 
Within months of the Seneca Falls meeting, 
women’s rights conventions were held in other 
cities, beginning in Rochester, New York. SUSAN 
B. ANTHONY, a tireless crusader for suffrage later 
in the movement, was slow to join at first. She 
heard about the Rochester meeting from her 
mother and sister, but she was already immersed 
in the abolition and temperance movements 
and felt those causes more consistent with her 
Quaker beliefs. In 1851, when men in Akron, 
Ohio, directly challenged women’s ability even 
to hold such conventions, let alone demand 
civil and political rights, a former slave named 
SOJOUNER TRUTH responded forthrightly from the 
floor with her now-famous “Ain’t I a Woman?” 
speech (see appendix of this volume).

Since the domestic role of women was pri-
mary, few people argued the merits of female 
enfranchisement. Although suffrage had always 
been regulated by state constitutions, statutes, 
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and local ordinances, woman suffragists after 
the Civil War hoped for national enfranchise-
ment alongside newly freed black men. In 1863, 
Stanton and Anthony organized the NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S LOYAL LEAGUE in the North to promote 
the emancipation of all slaves through constitu-
tional amendment. The amendment proposed 
universal suffrage and was intended to include 
freed slaves and women. Many abolitionists 
objected to women’s inclusion in the suffrage 
clause, fearing that it would cause the amend-
ment to fail. The Republican Party argued 
that an attempt to enfranchise women would 
jeopardize efforts to enfranchise black men in 
the South, a move the party saw as essential to 
strengthening Republican control in the South-
ern states.

The AMERICAN EQUAL RIGHTS ASSOCIATION 
(AERA) was formed in 1866 to further advance 
the cause of universal suffrage, and many active 
in the organization believed that suffrage was 
already implied in the language of citizenship. 
Several prominent African-American reform-
ers held leadership positions in the AERA, 
including Harriet Purvis, Sarah Redmond, and 
Sojourner Truth. Black men and women active 
in the movement clearly linked women’s rights 
with the vote and focused their efforts on uni-
versal suffrage and universal reforms. However, 

the AERA was embroiled in a struggle between 
those whose first priority was black male suf-
frage and those who were dedicated first to 
woman suffrage. The tension found a target in 
the Fourteenth Amendment. If the Fourteenth 
Amendment was ratified as proposed, the word 
male would appear in the U.S. Constitution for 
the first time, thereby establishing two cat-
egories of citizens: male and female. Suffragists 
disagreed among themselves as to how they 
ought to react to the language of the proposed 
amendment. Anthony and Stanton believed that 
it should be defeated unless it included women, 
while others, such as LUCY STONE, argued that 
it was “the Negroes’ hour, and that the women 
must wait for their rights.”

White female suffragists left the AERA, 
blaming male abolitionists for sacrificing 
women in the name of expediency. The disunity 
resulted in the dissolution of the AERA and the 
formation of two rival organizations for women’s 
rights in 1869: first, the NATIONAL WOMAN SUF-
FRAGE ASSOCIATION (NWSA), led by Stanton 
and Anthony, and later, the AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (AWSA), led by LUCY 
STONE and Henry Ward Beecher. The NWSA 
turned its immediate attention to the fight over 
women’s inclusion in the Fifteenth Amendment 
and divorced itself entirely from the Republi-
can Party and the “Negro suffrage” question, 
whereas the AWSA continued to support the 
Fifteenth Amendment as written, vowing to 
advocate for a Sixteenth Amendment dedicated 
to woman suffrage. The disagreement with abo-
litionists and the divide among suffragists is 
significant because it signals an end to women’s 
quest for universal suffrage and a start to the 
often ugly nativist and racist rhetoric and action 
that characterized some claims to the woman’s 
vote. Black male suffrage became national in 
1870 when the Fifteenth Amendment prohib-
ited states from discriminating against potential 
voters because of race or previous condition of 
servitude—but not sex.

The division of suffragists between the 
NWSA and the AWSA created a loss of focus, 
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and the WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION 
(WCTU) filled the void, taking up the cause of 
suffrage. FRANCES WILLARD, WCTU president 
from 1879 to 1897, linked suffrage to the TEM-
PERANCE MOVEMENT by arguing that only women 
could be counted on to cast the votes necessary 
to prohibit the sale and consumption of alcohol. 
Alcohol abuse was a leading cause of domestic 
violence, abandonment, and poverty for women 
and children. The WCTU was larger than any 
women’s suffrage organization and contributed 
vast resources to the cause during Willard’s 
presidency. As a result, the western territory of 
Wyoming granted women the vote in 1869, and 
state legislatures in other regions (except for the 
South) considered woman suffrage legislation.

From 1869 to 1874, NWSA members urged 
female activists to adopt a more revolutionary 
strategy. Missouri suffragists VIRGINIA MINOR and 
her husband Francis took the lead in developing 
a reinterpretation of the Fourteenth Amend-
ment and applying its definition of citizenship 
to enfranchise women. VICTORIA WOODHULL took 
the same argument to the 1871 NWSA conven-
tion in the District of Columbia. Calling the 
strategy a “new departure,” she urged delegates 
to adopt the tactic in their own communities. In 
the November election of 1872, several women 
attempted to vote. Sojourner Truth went to the 
polls in Battle Creek, Michigan, and attempted 
to vote, but she was turned away. Susan B. 
Anthony and a small group of women voted 
in Rochester, New York. Anthony was arrested 
several weeks later and charged with “illegal 
voting.” Rather than pay her fine and win her 
release, Anthony instead applied for a writ of 
habeas corpus, in an effort to get her case before 
the Supreme Court.

Although Anthony’s case did not reach the 
Court, Virginia Minor had been arrested for 
voting in Missouri, and her case was eventually 
heard by the Supreme Court. Minor argued that 
in denying her the vote, the state of Missouri 
had denied her rights under the Fourteenth 
Amendment guarantee to the privileges and 
immunities of citizenship. The right to vote, 

she claimed, was a privilege of citizenship. The 
Court rejected her claim in MINOR V. HAPPERSETT 
(1875). While admitting that women may be 
citizens, the justices stated that not all citizens 
were voters. The Court based its opinion on 
the fact that the federal Constitution does not 
explicitly grant women the right to vote (“. . . 
if it had been intended to make all citizens 
of the United States voters, the framers of the 
Constitution would not have left it to implica-
tion”) and the fact that no new state added to the 
Union after ratification had granted suffrage to 
women. Without constitutional instruction, the 
states could decide for themselves who had the 
privilege of voting. The ruling in Minor led suf-
fragists to the inevitable conclusion that a legal 
strategy would not advance their cause, and 
therefore they were left with only two choices: 
a federal amendment or constitutional amend-
ments in each state.

By 1890, old animosities between the NWSA 
and AWSA had faded sufficiently for a merger to 
take place, and the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NAWSA) was formed. 
The merger did not immediately inject new 
enthusiasm or success into the movement. In 
fact, suffrage leaders referred to this period as 
“the doldrums.” After Utah and Idaho enfran-
chised women in 1896, no other state gave 
women the vote until 1910, when the state of 
Washington acted. Women formed literary and 
social organizations as well, eventually lead-
ing to the women’s club movement. During the 
same period, African-American women orga-
nized into clubs, initiating the BLACK WOMEN’S 
CLUB MOVEMENT. Most of the early black women’s 
clubs (1880s–1895) were not affiliated with 
national organizations and formed to deal with 
local issues facing women of color. In 1896, the 
largest national black women’s clubs merged 
to form the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COLORED 
WOMEN (NACW), with MARY CHURCH TERRELL 
at the helm as president. The rise of the NACW 
coincided with the disenfranchisement of black 
males in the South, and therefore issues on its 
agenda included “Jim Crow” laws and lynch-
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ings, as well as women’s suffrage. Organiza-
tion of southern white women came last and 
required the NAWSA to adopt a question-
able “states’ rights” policy on organizational 
structure, allowing segregated organizations to 
flourish in the South. These efforts to exclude 
African-American women did not go unchal-
lenged. By the end of the century, the founding 
leaders of the suffrage movement—Stanton, 
Stone, and Anthony—were aging and dying. 
CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT briefly replaced Stanton 
as president of the NAWSA in 1900, before ANNA 
HOWARD SHAW assumed the role in 1904. Shaw 
represented the “intergenerational” leaders of 
the suffrage movement and provided a bridge 
between the pioneers and the younger new lead-
ership, including ALICE PAUL and LUCY BURNS. 
Shaw concentrated the NAWSA’s efforts on state 
referendums and on lobbying state legislatures, 
forgoing a federal amendment for a time.

HARRIOT STANTON BLATCH (Elizabeth Cady 
Stanton’s daughter), Alice Paul, and Lucy Burns 
traveled to England to participate in a new 
method of campaigning for women’s suffrage 
pioneered by Emmeline Pankhurst. On their 
return, Paul and Burns lobbied the NAWSA to 
return to a federal amendment strategy. Rather 
than begging for their rights, they intended to 
demand them. Although the NAWSA formed a 
congressional committee in 1912, support for 
a federal strategy was so meager that the com-
mittee was given an annual budget of just $10. 
In 1913, the congressional committee planned 
to hold a massive parade in Washington, D.C., 
designed to coincide with Woodrow Wilson’s 
presidential inauguration. The March 3 parade 
was intended to put both Congress and Presi-
dent Wilson on notice that women would not 
wait any longer for action on the suffrage ques-
tion. On the day of the parade, some 8,000 
marchers, including 26 floats, 10 bands, and five 
squadrons of cavalry with six chariots, partici-
pated. More than half a million people watched 
as the parade headed down Pennsylvania Ave-
nue toward the White House. Trouble started 
when spectators began insulting participants 

and pushing the crowd into the parade line. As 
police stood idle, the situation deteriorated into 
a near riot. In all, 175 calls for ambulances were 
sent out, and more than 200 people were treated 
at local hospitals. The publicity generated by the 
parade horrified the NAWSA leaders but thrilled 
Paul, Blatch, and Stone.

In 1914, Paul broke with NAWSA and estab-
lished the CONGRESSIONAL UNION FOR WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE as an independent organization dedi-
cated to fighting for a federal amendment. 
Paul focused her attention on Woodrow Wil-
son. She organized pickets in front of the 
White House and called on Wilson to pres-
sure Congress to consider and pass the federal 
amendment (known by then as the Susan B. 
Anthony Amendment). On January 10, 1917, 
the first “Silent Sentinels” appeared. These were 
women who stood motionless holding banners 
that read, “Mr. President, What Will You Do 
for Woman Suffrage?” and “How Long Must 
Women Wait for Liberty?” These suffragist pick-
eters were the first pickets ever to appear before 
the White House. The Congressional Union 
became the NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY (NWP) in 
1917 and stepped up efforts to call attention to 
women’s disenfranchisement with more pick-
eting. Police began arresting picketers. When 
jailed, women refused to pay their fines and 
remained in jail. In an attempt to scare off new 
picketers, prison terms of up to 60 days were 
imposed. The women engaged in hunger strikes 
to protest their unjust incarceration. Prison offi-
cials responded by force-feeding them through 
clenched jaws or through the nose, a dangerous 
and terribly painful practice. Public reaction was 
swift and overwhelmingly sympathetic to these 
IRON-JAWED ANGELS, prompting early releases. 
Women released from prison capitalized on the 
public’s sympathy by campaigning for suffrage 
in their prison garb.

Meanwhile, Carrie Chapman Catt had taken 
over the leadership of NAWSA. Under Catt’s lead-
ership, NAWSA pursued a state-based strategy for 
a federal amendment labeled the “Winning Plan.” 
Under Catt’s plan, each state would be accorded 
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the resources and attention in proportion to its 
chances of passing a state constitutional amend-
ment. Members would also lobby Congress to 
pass the Anthony Amendment. As women won 
suffrage rights in increasing numbers of states, 
pressure mounted on Congress to pass the Nine-
teenth Amendment and send it to the states for 
ratification. In 1919, by a one-vote margin in each 
house, the Nineteenth Amendment was passed 
by Congress and sent to the states. The battle 
for ratification lasted for 15 months. On August 
26, 1920, by a one-vote margin in Tennessee, 
the 36th and final state to ratify, the Anthony 
Amendment was added to the Constitution.

Further Reading
Flexner, Eleanor, and Ellen Fitzpatrick. Century of 

Struggle: The Women’s Rights Movement in the United 
States. Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap Press, 1996.

Graham, Sara Hunter. Woman Suffrage and the New 
Democracy. New Haven, Conn.: Yale University 
Press, 1996.

—Paula Casey

surrogacy (contract pregnancy) Surrogacy 
is an arrangement by which one woman agrees 
to bear a child for another woman. Commercial 
surrogacy began in the United States in the 
1970s. Typically the surrogate mother is artifi-
cially inseminated and agrees to carry the fetus 
to term and then deliver the baby to third-party 
parents. The surrogate relinquishes her parental 
rights, and the parent or parents receiving the 
baby initiate a legal adoption of the child. Usu-
ally there is a contract involved (which may or 
may not be enforceable) that outlines all parties’ 
intentions and financial obligations.

The question of whether surrogacy in gen-
eral is moral or legal was brought to center stage 
when the highly publicized BABY M CASE went to 
court in New Jersey in 1987. Mary Beth White-
head, the surrogate mother, gave birth to a girl, 
whom she named Sara Elizabeth Whitehead, but 

refused to give the child to William Stern (the 
biological father) and his wife Elizabeth. The first 
court ruling in 1987 granted custody of Melissa 
(as the Sterns had named her) to the Sterns on 
the grounds that the contract was binding, but 
this ruling was overturned by the New Jersey 
Supreme Court on February 2, 1988, and the case 
was remanded to family court. Ultimately, Wil-
liam Stern was granted custody, but Mary Beth 
Whitehead maintained visitation rights.

The law on surrogate arrangements varies by 
state. In very few states can surrogacy arrange-
ments be enforced as a binding contract, and no 
money can be exchanged beyond the intended 
parents’ willingness to cover expenses. Critics 
charge that this forces women into indentured 
servant–like arrangements in exchange for their 
reproductive labor. Feminists are divided on the 
issue of surrogacy: Some argue that a woman 
must have complete control and autonomy over 
her body, while others are more persuaded by 
the likelihood of exploitation, particularly of 
poor women.

See also REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY.

Susan B. Anthony List The Susan B. Anthony 
List is a membership organization with an asso-
ciated political action committee (PAC) dedi-
cated to supporting pro-life candidates for public 
office. The membership’s ultimate goal is to end 
abortion in the United States, and their strategy 
involves electing sufficient numbers of pro-life 
officials and mobilizing pro-life women to be 
active in politics. Thus, SUSAN B. ANTHONY’s name 
is invoked because of her tireless dedication to 
involving women in politics and political life, as 
well as her position against ABORTION. Anthony 
argued that abortion destroyed children and 
women and amounted to a false choice for 
women as long as they did not control their own 
bodies or their own destinies. The organization 
maintains a Web site at www.sba-list.org.

See also RIGHT TO LIFE MOVEMENT.
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Taft, Helen (Helen Herron Taft, Nellie 
Taft) (1861–1943) first lady Helen (Nellie) 
Herron was born in Cincinnati, Ohio, on June 2, 
1861, to Harriet Collins and John Williamson 
Herron. Her father, an attorney, was well con-
nected in Republican circles, being a classmate of 
Benjamin Harrison and a law partner with Ruth-
erford B. Hayes. Nellie was well-educated, attend-
ing the Miss Nourse School in Cincinnati from 
1866 to 1879 and taking some classes at the Uni-
versity of Cincinnati. Nellie excelled in school, 
particularly in music. Her parents believed in 
expanded opportunities for women and raised 
her to demand more of herself than commonly 
expected of women. Nellie herself appears to 
have been ambivalent; though she worked in her 
father’s law office and studied the law, she also 
enjoyed the pleasures of social world occupied 
by women of her means. She taught school 
between 1881 and 1883 and briefly considered 
opening her own school. At 16, her family visited 
the White House, which is said to have instilled 
dreams in Nellie of returning as first lady. While 
she may have comfortably pursued a career by 
this point in history, dreaming of the presidency 
for herself was practically impossible, leaving her 
to pursue her ambitions through marriage.

Before their courtship, Nellie Herron and 
William Howard Taft had been acquainted 
through their families’ long friendship. They 
are said to have noticed one another in 1883 at 
a salon organized to discuss ideas and politics. 
He proposed to her on May 1, 1885, but she 
delayed her acceptance and insisted that their 
engagement remain a secret. She reportedly felt 
little physical attraction to Taft but believed 
him to be sufficiently ambitious and likely to 
succeed. They were married on June 19, 1886, 
and settled into a house overlooking the Ohio 
River. William Howard Taft was appointed as a 
judge of the superior court of Ohio. He enjoyed 
the work, but Nellie feared it would not give 
him the exposure required to seek the presi-
dency. His ultimate career goal appears to have 
been the U.S. Supreme Court, while she had 
the presidency in mind for him. In 1890, Presi-
dent Benjamin Harrison appointed Taft solicitor 
general of the United States. The Tafts enjoyed 
the social life of Washington, and Nellie was 
disappointed when they returned to Ohio with 
an appointment to the Federal Circuit Court. 
Riding circuit required Taft to be gone for long 
periods and Nellie filled her time caring for 
their children (Robert, b. 1889; Helen, b. 1891; 
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and Charles, b. 1897) and pursuing civic causes. 
She became the executive director of the Cincin-
nati Orchestra.

In 1900, President William McKinley asked 
Taft to head a commission to establish a civil-
ian government in the Philippine Islands. Nellie 
viewed this as an opportunity for advancement, 
and she pressed her husband to accept the post. 
Both William and Nellie were successful in the 
Philippines—he in building political consensus 
and improving civil and social services and she in 
bridging the cultural divide and eroding the color 
line that existed under military rule. She opened 
their house to everyone, she and her children 
studied Spanish, and she frequented the Luneta, 
a sort of town square that combined music with 
social interaction. In July 1901, William Howard 
Taft was installed as the first American governor-
general of the Philippines. The family moved into 
the Malacanan Palace, the traditional home of 
the island’s ruler. Nellie continued to entertain, 
throwing lavish outdoor parties, and maintained 
weekly receptions to which she welcomed every-
one regardless of race or class. Although she 
enjoyed her role, she found it exhausting and 
tried to escape to China for a much-needed rest. 
Her trip was cut short by William’s illness and 
hospitalization. Doctors recommended that Taft 
recuperate away from the islands and the family 
returned to Washington, only to return in 1902 
for what amounted to a brief stay.

In October 1902, President Theodore Roos-
evelt offered Taft a seat on the U.S. Supreme 
Court, but he declined, preferring to finish his 
work in the Philippines. Within six months, 
however, he and Nellie returned to Washington, 
and Taft became Roosevelt’s secretary of war. 
Nellie’s role as wife of a cabinet secretary hardly 
compared to the glory she had experienced as 
“queen” of the Philippines, and she renewed her 
quest to win the presidency for her husband.

In 1908, because Roosevelt had signaled 
that he would serve only one elected term, Nel-
lie now expected him to throw his endorsement 
behind William for the Republican nomination. 
She was furious at his delay and made several 

trips to see the president to press her hus-
band’s case. Roosevelt viewed this as decidedly 
“unwomanly” but nonetheless respected her 
political insights and signaled his support. Hav-
ing been offered a coveted position on the U.S. 
Supreme Court yet again, Taft was a reluctant 
campaigner. Once the nomination was his, Nel-
lie campaigned vigorously on his behalf, attract-
ing yet another rebuke from Roosevelt. On 
November 3, 1908, Taft was elected president, 
and Nellie Taft had achieved her ambition.

As first lady, Nellie broke with tradition 
on the day of the inaugural by accompanying 
her husband in his carriage on the ride from 
the Capitol swearing-in ceremony to the White 
House. To her, this signaled the character of the 
political partnership that had brought them both 
to the White House. Once installed as first lady, 
she continued her participation in the business 
of governing by attending public and private 

Helen Harron Taft, 1909 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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meetings with the president and was said to sit 
outside cabinet meetings. “I do not believe in 
a woman meddling in politics or in asserting 
herself along those lines,” she said, “but I think 
any woman can discuss with her husband topics 
of national interest and, in many instances, she 
might give her opinion of questions with which, 
through study and contact, she has become 
familiar.” She is best remembered for her role 
in establishing West Potomac Park as a meet-
ing place along the Potomac River. She renamed 
the road leading to the park Potomac Drive and 
installed a bandstand where the Marine Band 
would play every Wednesday and Saturday eve-
ning. She modeled this on the Luneta park she 
had enjoyed so much in the Philippines.

William Taft was less enamored of the 
presidency. He thought it an “awful agony” yet 
sought the Republican nomination in 1912 in 
a fight so protracted and bitter that Theodore 
Roosevelt split from the Republicans to form the 
Bull Moose Party. The divide among Republi-
cans resulted in the election of Democrat Wood-
row Wilson, a fate so obvious to Nellie that she 
started packing to leave the White House before 
the election had even taken place. Life after the 
White House was rewarding for William, how-
ever. He taught at Yale University until President 
Warren Harding appointed him chief justice of 
the Supreme Court in 1921. Nellie Taft enjoyed 
their return to Washington society. Her chil-
dren were successful as adults: Robert became 
a prominent U.S. senator from Ohio, Charles 
was a successful lawyer, and Helen enjoyed a 
distinguished career in academia, earning a 
Ph.D. from Yale and a law degree from George 
Washington University.

William Howard Taft died in 1930. Nellie 
lived on in Washington for another 13 years, 
dying on May 22, 1943. She was the first first 
lady to be buried in Arlington Cemetery (joined 
now by JACQUELINE KENNEDY).

Further Reading:
Cordery, Stacy A. “Hellen (Nellie) Herron Taft.” In 

American First Ladies: Their Lives and Their 

Legacy, 2nd ed., edited by Lewis L. Gould. New 
York: Routledge, 2001, 213–225.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Helen 
(Nellie) Herron Taft.” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 
172–181.

Tailhook scandal In September 1991, naval 
aviators belonging to the Tailhook Association, 
an organization supporting sea-based aviation, 
held their annual convention in Las Vegas. The 
revelry became assaultive, alleged Lt. Paula 
Coughlin, as male aviators “formed a gauntlet 
down a narrow hallway and tore at her clothes, 
grabbed at her breasts, and seized her buttocks 
with such force she was hoisted airborne.” Other 
women reported that they were thrown to the 
ground, had their clothes torn off, and were 
molested by drunken airmen. In all, 119 navy 
and 21 Marine Corps officers were referred by 
Pentagon investigators for possible disciplinary 
actions. None of these cases ever went to trial, 
however, and nearly half were dropped for lack 
of evidence. Twenty-eight junior officers were 
eventually disciplined for “indecent exposure” 
and “conduct unbecoming an officer.” None of 
the aviators were charged with sexual assault, 
and Coughlin’s charges against a specific marine 
captain for sexual molestation were dropped for 
lack of evidence. The investigation and disci-
plinary hearings stretched on for more than 
three years, culminating in the resignation of 
Secretary of the Navy Lawrence Garrett III and 
the early retirement of Admiral Frank Kelso, the 
navy’s top officer, who was found to have wit-
nessed several incidents but failed to intervene. 
Women following the progress of the investiga-
tion were introduced to the dark side of military 
culture. Outraged that sexual assault charges 
were dismissed as “high-jinks” and dismayed to 
learn that the “gauntlet” had been a fixture at 
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every Tailhook Convention since 1986 without 
any intervention by navy officials, civilian wom-
en’s groups rallied to Coughlin’s cause. The fall-
out resulted in new SEXUAL HARASSMENT policies 
and training for personnel, along with the slo-
gan “Not in Our Navy.”

Further Reading
Boo, Katherine. “Universal Soldier: What Paula Cough-

lin Can Teach American Women.” Washington 
Monthly 24 September 1992, 37–40.

Frost-Knappman, Elizabeth, and Kathryn Cullen-
Dupont. Women’s Rights on Trial. Detroit: Gale 
Publishing, 1997.

Take Our Daughters to Work Day / Take 
Our Daughters and Sons to Work Day  
First held in 1993 in New York City, Take Our 
Daughters to Work Day is dedicated to exposing 
young women to the diversity of career options 
available to them. The goal of the program is to 
“focus attention on the needs and concerns of 
girls and to help them stay focused on their 
future during adolescence,” according to Ms. 
Foundation, the creator of Take Our Daughters 
to Work Day. The foundation encourages par-
ents to take girls ages 8–12 to work with them 
on the fourth Thursday in April. Each year is 
organized around a theme selected by organiz-
ers, and the Ms. Foundation provides educa-
tional resources. In 2003, the Ms. Foundation 
changed the nature of the project to include 
boys as well as girls, and the day is now called, 
“Take our Daughters and Sons to Work Day.” 
Additional information can be found at www.
daughtersandsonstowork.org

Tarbell, Ida (Ida Minerva Tarbell) (1857–
1944) author, journalist Born on November 5, 
1857, in western Pennsylvania, Ida Tarbell was 
one of the first female graduates of Allegheny 
College (1880). After a brief period of work as a 
teacher and an extended stay in France, she 
started writing for McClure’s Magazine. She wrote 

biographical articles on Napoleon and Madame 
Roland and ultimately many pieces on Abraham 
Lincoln; however, she was most famous at 
McClure’s for her 16-part study of the Standard 
Oil Company and John D. Rockefeller’s rise in 
business, later published as a book entitled The 
History of the Standard Oil Company (1904). This 
exposé led to a public outcry and, ultimately, the 
Supreme Court–mandated breakup of the Stan-
dard Oil Trust.

In 1906, Tarbell helped found the American 
Magazine with other leading journalists from 
McClure’s. Her first major assignment for this 
magazine was a history of the tariff, and the 
success of her research is shown by President 
Woodrow Wilson’s invitation to Tarbell to serve 
on the U.S. Tariff Commission (the first woman 
to be asked); she declined in order to focus on 
her writing. She also wrote two book-length 
series of articles published as The Business of 
Being a Woman (1914) and The Ways of Woman 

Ida M. Tarbell, 1922 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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(1915). These works argued against the claims 
of suffragists that women were innately differ-
ent from men and that women could not pursue 
both a career and a family life, and she believed 
that women should recognize that wife and 
mother were the most appropriate roles to play. 
In 1939, Tarbell published her autobiography All 
in a Day’s Work: An Autobiography. She died on 
January 6, 1944, at the age of 86.

Further Reading
Brady, Kathleen. Ida Tarbell: Portrait of a Muckraker. 

Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 1989.
Fitzpatrick, Ellen. Muckraking: Three Landmark Arti-

cles. Boston: Bedford/St. Martins, 1994.
Kochersberger, Robert, ed. More than a Muckraker: Ida 

Tarbell’s Lifetime in Journalism. Knoxville: Univer-
sity of Tennessee Press, 1994.

—Claire Curtis

Tauscher, Ellen (1951– ) congressperson   Ellen 
Tauscher was born on November 15, 1951, in 
Newark, New Jersey. She attended Seton Hall Uni-
versity, earning a bachelor’s degree in early child-
hood education in 1974. Prior to entering public 
service, she was an investment banker and mem-
ber of the New York Stock Exchange. After mov-
ing to California in 1989, she founded the first 
national research service to help parents verify 
the background of CHILD CARE workers.

Tauscher was active as a Democratic fund-
raiser before seeking election herself in 1996. 
She won reelection in 1998 and 2000 against vig-
orous Republican opposition, even though the 
10th district is heavily Republican. Redistricting 
after the 2000 census left the district more Dem-
ocratic, and she has not faced serious opposition 
since, winning reelection in 2006. Tauscher is 
vice chair of the Democratic Leadership Council 
and is also a member of the Blue Dog Coalition. 
In the 109th Congress, she served on the House 
Committee on Armed Services and the Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastructure. She is 
the vice chair of the Democratic Congressional 
Campaign Committee (DCCC).

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Tauscher, Ellen O’Kane.” In Biographical Directory of 
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biodisplay.pl?index=T000057. Accessed on Janu-
ary 8, 2007.
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Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BC029008. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Taylor, Margaret (Margaret Mackall Smith 
Taylor) (1788–1852) first lady Margaret Mack-
all Smith was born on September 21, 1788, to 
Walter and Ann Mackall Smith, wealthy planters 
in Calvert County, Maryland. When she was 21, 
she traveled to Kentucky to visit a married sister, 
and there she met army lieutenant Zachary Tay-
lor. They were married the following year, on 
June 21, 1810, in a log house.

The Taylors moved from one army post 
to the next, often enduring long periods of 
separation. In relatively primitive conditions, 
Margaret gave birth to five daughters and one 
son. In 1820, two of her daughters died from 
bilious fever in Bayou Sara, Louisiana. Margaret 
herself suffered an illness serious enough that 
Zachary Taylor received a dispatch informing 
him of his wife’s impending death. After her 
recovery, the older children were sent east to be 
educated. Despite this nomadic life, their sur-
viving daughters married army men, and their 
son, Richard, became a lieutenant general in the 
Confederate army. (Daughter Sarah Knox Taylor 
married Lieutenant Jefferson Davis but died 
soon afterward from malarial fever.)

In 1840, Zachary Taylor was assigned to 
Baton Rouge, and Margaret refurbished a Span-
ish cottage on the Mississippi. For nearly five 
years, she lived a stable life with her husband, 
daughter Mary Elizabeth (Betty), and son Rich-
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ard. In 1845, General Taylor was dispatched 
to Mexico, returning with a nickname (“Old 
Rough and Ready”) and a national reputation as 
a war hero. Margaret was sure that they could 
now retire to the settled life she had dreamed of, 
but the Whig Party had already begun drafting 
Zachary Taylor as a presidential candidate. His 
election in 1848 was viewed by Margaret as a 
“plot to deprive her of his company and shorten 
his life.”

Upon Zachary’s election, the Taylors moved 
to the White House, but Margaret (now 60 
years old) rejected the role of first lady. The 
public knew little about her, but since her hus-
band was a national hero, his opponents tried 
to attack him by discrediting her, describing 
her, for instance, as an “old crone with a corn 
cob pipe.” Since she rarely appeared in public, 
there was little direct evidence to the contrary. 
Upon arriving in Washington, she designated 
her daughter Betty as the official White House 
hostess and decorated the family quarters on 
the second story to resemble their Louisiana 
home, entertaining family and friends in the 
residence.

On July 4, 1850, Zachary Taylor attended 
an event outdoors and returned overheated. He 
fell ill and died five days later, on July 9, from 
“cholera morbus.” Margaret was devastated and 
quickly moved out of the White House. Her 
desire to bury her husband according to her 
own wishes rather than the norms of the day 
gave rise to rumors that she had poisoned him. 
She refused to have his body embalmed and took 
him back to Louisiana for burial. Rumors of her 
involvement in his death persisted for nearly 
140 years until Taylor’s body was exhumed. 
Margaret Taylor lived for the remainder of her 
life with her daughter Betty and her family 
in East Pascagoula, Mississippi. She died on 
August 14, 1852.

Further Reading
Bauer, Jack. Zachary Taylor: Soldier, Planter, Statesman 

of the Old Southwest. Newton, Conn.: American 
Political Biography, 1993.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Margaret 
Mackall Smith Taylor” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 
79–82.

Taylor v. Louisiana (368 U.S. 57) (1975) 
Billy Jean Taylor was arrested in St. Tammany 
Parish, Louisiana, and charged with aggravated 
kidnapping, armed robbery, and rape. Taylor 
challenged the list of available jurors on the basis 
that women had been systematically excluded 
thereby denying him his constitutional right to a 
fair trial by “a jury of a representative segment of 
the community.” In Louisiana, women were not 
called for jury service unless they specifically 
registered with the clerk of court for jury duty. 
The court rejected Taylor’s motion, and he was 
convicted and sentenced to death. When the 
Louisiana Supreme Court sided with the lower 
court, Taylor appealed to the U.S. Supreme 
Court. Taylor’s attorney provided statistics on 
the small number of women registering for jury 
service and the very small number of women 
actually appearing on jury lists. There were no 
women among the 175 available jurors for Tay-
lor’s criminal trial. The state claimed that Taylor, 
as a male, lacked the standing to challenge the 
exclusion of women from jury service.

Although Louisiana repealed the provision 
Taylor was challenging before the U.S. Supreme 
Court issued its ruling, the Court ruled that 
Taylor’s Sixth and Fourteenth Amendment rights 
had indeed been violated by the state’s gender-
based system of jury selection. Taylor’s convic-
tion was reversed. Justice Byron R. White wrote: 
“The requirement of a jury’s being chosen from a 
fair cross section of the community is fundamen-
tal to the American system of justice.” The Court 
concluded that this requirement was violated by 
systematically excluding women from the pool. 
This ruling overturned HOYT V. FLORIDA (1961) 
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and serves as another example of the Court’s 
incremental dismantling of the barriers to full 
citizenship for women.

Further Reading
Lindgren, J. Ralph, Nadine Taub, Beth Ann Wolfson, 

and Carla M. Palumbo. The Law of Sex Discrimi-
nation, 3rd ed. Belmont, Calif.: Thomson Wad-
sworth, 2005.

temperance movement The temperance 
movement introduced women to political activ-
ism. The movement emerged in the early 19th 
century as a male-dominated reform. Women 
were generally only welcome at temperance 
gatherings if they agreed to listen and not to 
speak. A frustrated AMELIA BLOOMER decided to 
give women a greater voice in temperance and 
became the first woman publisher when she 
founded The Lily in 1849. ELIZABETH CADY STAN-
TON and SUSAN B. ANTHONY were also angered by 
the refusal of temperance men to welcome 
women as equals. In 1852, Anthony and Stanton 
founded the Women’s New York State Temper-
ance Society, which addressed temperance but 
also ventured into the controversial realm of 
women’s rights by advocating the right to vote 
and to divorce drunken husbands.

After the Civil War, women flooded into 
the temperance movement to protect the home 
and family. In the early 1870s, a Women’s Tem-
perance Crusade spread through New York 
and Ohio, with participant Annie Wittenmyer 
subsequently founding the WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN 
TEMPERANCE UNION (WCTU) in 1874. Witten-
myer wanted to focus exclusively on temper-
ance, but younger members wanted to embrace a 
broad program of reform. In 1879, FRANCES WIL-
LARD gained control of the WCTU and linked 
the organization to a range of political issues, 
including women’s SUFFRAGE. The organization 
was predominantly white, with African-Ameri-
can women continuing their 19th-century focus 
on racial matters.

Prohibition in 1919 initially appeared as a 
triumph for women’s activism. The celebration 

was short-lived as women increasingly came 
to object to government intrusion in private 
life. The Women’s Organization for National 
Prohibition Reform helped achieve repeal of the 
Eighteenth Amendment in 1933. The collapse of 
Prohibition brought the temperance movement 
to an end.

Further Reading
Blocker, Jack S., Jr. “Give to the Winds Thy Fears”: The 

Women’s Temperance Crusade, 1873–1874. West-
port, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1995.

Bordin, Ruth. Woman and Temperance: The Quest for 
Power and Liberty, 1873–1900. New Brunswick, 
N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 1990.

Neumann, Caryn E. “The End of Gender Solidarity: 
The History of the Women’s Organization for 
National Prohibition Reform in the United States, 
1929–1933.” Journal of Women’s History 9 (1997): 
31–51.

—Caryn E. Neumann

Temple, Shirley See BLACK, SHIRLEY TEMPLE.

Terrell, Mary Church (1863–1954) writer, 
civil rights activist Mary Church was born in 
Memphis, Tennessee, on September 23, 1863, to 
parents who were both former slaves; her father 
became a successful businessman. After attend-
ing public schools in Ohio, Mary graduated 
from OBERLIN COLLEGE in 1884, having studied 
in Europe for two of her college years. While at 
Oberlin, she edited the school magazine, reach-
ing out through its readership to comment on 
many political issues of the day. After her gradu-
ation, Church taught at a variety of schools and 
universities in Ohio and in Washington D.C., 
and was a member of the NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION (NAWSA). Upon 
her marriage to Robert Terrell in October 1891, 
she had to give up teaching (as most teaching 
posts were limited to unmarried women), and 
she devoted more time and energy to SUFFRAGE 
and civil rights.
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Mary Church Terrell first attended a NAWSA 
meeting in 1898. She spoke up to express her 
hope that the association would “include in 
the resolution the injustices of various kinds of 
which colored people are the victims” (as quoted 
in her autobiography). SUSAN B. ANTHONY sup-
ported Terrell’s initiatives, and the two main-
tained a correspondence and friendship through 
their activist work. Terrell advocated within 
NAWSA that the fight for suffrage not be lim-
ited to suffrage for white women. She appealed 
(unsuccessfully) to President Benjamin Har-
rison in 1892 to publicly condemn lynching, 
and in that same year she founded the COLORED 
WOMAN’S LEAGUE of Washington. The league, 
whose members were mostly teachers, worked 
to provide free kindergartens, training for kin-
dergarten teachers, adult education classes, and 
day care. Terrell wrote in an article: “There is 
every reason for all who have the interests of the 
race at heart to associate themselves with the 
League, so that there might be a vast chain of 
organizations extending the length and breadth 
of the land devising ways and means to advance 
our cause.”

In 1895, Terrell was appointed to the Dis-
trict of Columbia Board of Education, the first 
woman of color appointed to such a position in 
the United States. While active on the school 
board, she advocated for teachers of color, most 
of whom were women. She worked to promote 
schools for black students in Washington dur-
ing a time of segregation, and she saw firsthand 
the harm inherent in the system of “separate but 
equal.” She founded and became the first presi-
dent of the NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COLORED 
WOMEN (NACW) in 1896 because many of the 
national women’s organizations would not allow 
women of color to join as members. The NACW 
focused on anti-lynching effects, Jim Crow laws, 
SUFFRAGE, and other issues of daily importance 
to women of color, including kindergartens, 
retirement homes and homes for young women 
coming to the city to work.

In 1904, Terrell was the only black woman 
invited to speak at the Berlin International 

Congress of Women; she delivered her address 
in English, German, and French. In 1909, with 
MARY WHITE OVINGTON and others, she helped 
form the National Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People (NAACP), and 10 years 
later, she was elected vice president of the Wash-
ington chapter of the NAACP.

During Terrell’s suffrage work, she picketed 
the White House with members of the CONGRES-
SIONAL UNION FOR WOMAN SUFFRAGE (joining 
ALICE PAUL and LUCY BURNS) during World War 
I, although women of color were often asked not 
to march, for fear their presence would anger 
southern politicians. She noted with pride in her 
autobiography the recognition she received from 
the NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY for that period of 
picketing while also noting that her absence 
from the picket line when arrests were made 
ensured her ability to keep working for suffrage 
and civil rights. Had she been arrested, her race 
would have been used against her and she would 
not have been able to work so prominently in 
her later activism.

After the Nineteenth Amendment was 
passed, Terrell became active in the Republican 
Party. In the 1930s, she traveled throughout 
the East Coast campaigning for Republican 
candidates. She also traveled to Europe and in 
1937 spoke before the International Assembly 
of the World Fellowships of Faith in London. In 
her international travels, Terrell was acknowl-
edged as an intellectual and her work abroad 
often reinvigorated her for her tasks back in the 
United States. In 1940, she published her auto-
biography, A Colored Woman in a White World. 
She testified before Congress numerous times 
in the early 1940s for passage of anti-lynching 
laws, and in her last years she continued to fight 
segregation in Washington, D.C. She was active 
in the fight for the EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT, 
and she was involved in direct action campaigns 
for civil rights, picketing segregated restaurants 
and stores in Washington, D.C., into her 90s. 
Mary Church Terrell died on July 24, 1954, a 
few months after the Supreme Court made its 
historic decision in Brown v. Board of Education, 
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beginning a process of desegregation of the 
schools.

See also ANTI-LYNCHING MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Carlton-LaNey, Iris. African American Leadership: An 

Empowerment Tradition in Social Welfare History. 
Washington, D.C.: NASW Press, 2001.

Jones, Beverly Washington. Quest for Equality: The Life 
and Writings of Mary Eliza Church Terrell, 1863–
1954. New York: Carlson Publishers, 1990.

Terrell, Mary Church. A Colored Woman in a White 
Woman’s World. New York: G.K. Hall, 1996.

—Claire Curtis

third-wave feminism Third-wave FEMINISM 
emerged in the late 1990s, the product of young 
activists primarily between the ages of 15 and 
30. In part a reaction to the claims that “femi-
nism is dead,” third-wave feminists are activists 
working to engage young women on a wide 
range of issues to advance the status of women.

Liberal feminists, primarily intent on break-
ing down barriers to full inclusion in tradition-
ally male-dominated areas, including work, 
education, law, and politics, largely shaped 
the second wave of feminism in the 1960s and 
1970s. Liberal feminists were most interested 
in getting women in the door—but before the 
work of dismantling the “sticky floor” and the 
“glass ceiling,” the movement lost steam. Third 
wave feminists are the first generation of girls 
and women to grow up with feminism and the 
goal of gender equality as a given. They are 
interested in challenging the very definitions 
of gender and sexuality and in expanding the 
scope of feminism beyond Western ideals to 
include the global concerns of all people. Third-
wave feminism is characterized by an interest in 
“intersectionality,” defined as the ways in which 
cross-cutting identities of sex, race, class, and 
sexuality shape human interests and behavior.

One more controversial component of third-
wave feminism is the ascendance of “girlie cul-
ture” or “lipstick feminism.” Advocates claim 

that being female is just as valuable as being 
male, and being female includes enjoying female 
sexuality and femininity. Examples of this form 
of female self-empowerment include movies 
such as Buffy the Vampire Slayer, activist groups 
such as Riot Grrrl, and books such as Elizabeth 
Wurtzel’s Bitch: In Praise of Difficult Women 
(1999). This focus, more than any other, has 
produced the so-called rift between second-
wave and third-wave feminists. Second wavers 
decry girlie culture as an egocentric focus on 
the personal and cultural rather than a political 
strategy for change. The divide has a genera-
tional component to it as well, since third-wave 
feminists tend to be in their teens, 20s, and 30s, 
while second wavers are primarily over 40.

There are a number of third-wave feminist 
organizations, including the Third Wave Foun-
dation (www.thirdwavefoundation.org), head-
quartered in New York City.

Further Reading
Baumgardner, Jennifer, and Amy Richards. Manifesta: 

Young Women, Feminism, and the Future. New 
York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 2000.

Gillis, Stacy, Gillian Howie, and Rebecca Munford, 
eds. Third Wave Feminism: A Critical Exploration. 
New York: Palgrave, 2004.

Henry, Astrid. Not My Mother’s Sister: Generational 
Conflict and Third Wave Feminism. Bloomington: 
Indiana University Press, 2004.

Thomas, Helen (1920– ) journalist Born 
on August 4, 1920, in Winchester, Kentucky, 
and raised in Detroit, Michigan, Helen Thomas 
is known for her probing political journalism. 
She was one of nine children born to Lebanese 
parents who did not write or read English. In 
1942, Thomas earned a journalism degree from 
Wayne State University and began work for the 
Washington Daily News as a “copy girl.” The fol-
lowing year, she became a United Press Interna-
tional (UPI) wire service reporter, writing on 
women’s topics for the radio wire service. She 
subsequently wrote UPI’s “Names in the News” 
column, and in the late 1950s, she covered 
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reports on federal agencies. She was president of 
the Women’s National Press Club from 1959 to 
1960.

In 1960, Thomas began covering the White 
House and U.S. presidents for UPI as White 
House Bureau Chief; she held the assignment 
until she resigned in 2000. Thomas now serves 
as a White House correspondent and writes for 
King Features Syndicate.

Often referred to as “the Dean” or “the First 
Lady” of the White House Press Corps, Thomas 
has travelled extensively with the presidents 
she has covered. In 1972, she was the only print 
journalist to travel with President Richard M. 
Nixon on his historic trip to China. During the 
Watergate scandal that ultimately led to Nixon’s 
resignation, Thomas was the recipient of several 
late-night phone calls from MARTHA MITCHELL, 
the wife of Attorney General John Mitchell. Of 
Nixon’s fall from power, she said, “There was no 
way he could save himself. It was like a Greek 
tragedy.”

Thomas was the first woman officer of the 
National Press Club after it opened its doors to 
women members, the first woman member and 
president of the White House Correspondents 
Association, and the first woman member of 
the Gridiron Club. In 1998, she received the 
International Women’s Media Foundation Life-
time Achievement Award and was honored by 
President Bill Clinton as the first recipient of the 
Helen Thomas Lifetime Achievement Award.

Thomas developed a reputation for the often 
tough and direct questions she posed to sitting 
presidents. In 2003, President George W. Bush 
took issue with Thomas’s critiques, moved her 
seat assignment to the back of the room, and 
ended the long-standing tradition of allow-
ing Thomas to close the press conference with 
“Thank you, Mr. President.” About her career in 
journalism, Thomas said, “We in the press have 
a special role since there is no other institution 
in our society . . . that can hold the President 
accountable. I do believe that our democracy 
can endure and prevail only if the American 
people are informed.”

Further Reading
Thomas, Helen. Front Row at the White House: My Life 

and Times. New York: Scribner, 2000.

Thomas, Martha Carey (1857–1935) educa-
tor, suffragist, president of Bryn Mawr Col-
lege Born in Baltimore, Maryland, on January 
2, 1857, Carey Thomas (who preferred to be 
known by her middle name) was raised by 
Quaker parents who believed in secondary edu-
cation of girls. Her mother and aunt were 
involved in the WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE 
UNION. Thomas herself pursued both college and 
graduate degrees over the initial objections of 
her father. In 1877, she graduated from Cornell 
and was accepted at Johns Hopkins University, 
but she was denied the opportunity to attend 
lectures. She went on to receive a Ph.D. from the 
University of Zurich (after being denied a degree, 
because she was a woman, at the University of 
Leipzig). When she returned to the United 
States in 1884, she was hired as a dean of the 
college and professor of English at the newly 
founded Bryn Mawr College for women. She 
eventually became the president of Bryn Mawr 
in 1894, a job that she held until 1922. With 
longtime companion Mary Garrett, she founded 
the Bryn Mawr School for Girls in Baltimore in 
1885 and worked to get women admitted to the 
Johns Hopkins Medical School by raising 
$500,000 to help the financially unstable 
institution.

Thomas also worked for women’s SUFFRAGE, 
serving as president of the National College 
Women’s Equal Suffrage League, and was a 
member of the NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN 
SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION. In addressing the North 
American Woman Suffrage Association in Buf-
falo in 1908, she said “The man’s world must 
become a man’s and a woman’s world. Why are 
we afraid?” Thomas worked to ensure that the 
women who attended Bryn Mawr were given 
the tools to compete in the world (Bryn Mawr 
differed from other women’s colleges by offer-
ing a required curriculum and few electives). 
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After the passage of the Nineteenth Amend-
ment, Carey Thomas supported the NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S PARTY efforts to pass an EQUAL RIGHTS 
AMENDMENT.

Further Reading
Helen Horowitz. Power and Passion of M. Carey Thomas, 

Chicago: University of Illinois Press, 1999.

—Claire Curtis

Thornburgh v. American College of Obste-
tricians and Gynecologists (476 U.S. 747) 
(1986) The issue in this case was whether a 
Pennsylvania state law that required physicians 
to inform women contemplating an ABORTION 
of the detrimental physical and psychological 
effects was constitutional. The U.S. Supreme 
Court struck down most of the provisions of the 
Pennsylvania statute and reiterated the Court’s 
earlier statements that the states are not free, 
under the guise of protecting maternal health 
or potential life, to intimidate women into con-
tinuing pregnancies. The Court found that the 
Pennsylvania statute “wholly subordinate[d] 
constitutional privacy interests and concerns 
with maternal health [to the state’s] effort to 
deter a woman from making a decision that, with 
her physician, is hers to make.” The Court ruled 
that the mandatory informed consent provi-
sions impermissibly intruded on the discretion 
of the physician and counselor to ensure effec-
tive counseling and unduly interfered with a 
woman’s right to make abortion decisions. The 
Court also struck down the provision requiring 
physicians to use the method of abortion that 
would preserve the life of the fetus unless it pre-
sented a significantly lesser medical risk to the 
life or health of the mother. Finally, the Court 
struck down the statute’s reporting requirements 
as an invasion of privacy of any woman who 
chose abortion because of the possibility that 
her decision and identity would become known. 
The Court also struck down the requirement 
that a second physician be present to take care 
of aborted viable fetuses because it had no excep-

tion for medical emergencies in the event the 
woman’s life was at risk. The Court declined to 
address whether the provisions for parental/judi-
cial consent unduly burdened minors’ rights.

Tillmon, Johnnie (1926–1995) welfare move-
ment activist Johnnie Tillmon was known for 
her grassroots activism within the national WEL-
FARE RIGHTS MOVEMENT. As a poor, black, single 
mother of six, Tillmon became one of the wel-
fare movement’s most vociferous and articulate 
advocates.

Born on April 10, 1926, the daughter of a 
sharecropper in Scott, Arkansas, Tillmon headed 
to California in 1959 hoping for a better life. 
There, after a series of illnesses, she was forced 
to leave her job as a laundress. Out of work and 
with six mouths to feed, Tillmon ended up on 
the welfare line. Her direct experiences with 
the welfare system served as the catalyst for 
Tillmon’s activism. After experiencing harass-
ment at the hands of welfare agents in the form 
of midnight raids seeking to determine whether 
an able-bodied man resided in her house and if 
there were signs of additional sources of sup-
port, and learning from others of similar expe-
riences, Tillmon formed Aid to Needy Children 
(ANC) Mothers Anonymous in 1963.

ANC–Mothers Anonymous became one of 
the first local welfare rights organizations in the 
United States. The organization acted as a sup-
port system and resource tool for poor women 
seeking “an adequate welfare income, job-train-
ing to transition out of welfare, and day care.” 
Recognizing the important connection between 
welfare policy implementation and decision-
making by politicians, Tillmon actively encour-
aged poor women to register to vote, participate 
in political campaigns, and protest and demon-
strate against unjust policies.

In her famous MS. MAGAZINE interview in 
1972, “Welfare Is a Woman’s Issue,” Tillmon 
described the American welfare system as “the 
most prejudiced institution in the country.” 
She equated it with a super-sexist marriage in 
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which “you trade in a man for the man.” Till-
mon perceived the welfare system as one that is 
even more dominating and controlling than the 
opposite sex. She lamented that in order for poor 
women to receive aid, welfare agents could exer-
cise authority over their sexuality and bodies. 
Tillmon’s ANC group could be considered the 
parallel to the women’s liberation movement in 
the sense that it marked the beginning of the poor 
women’s liberation movement. Tillmon strongly 
believed that welfare was a woman’s issue for 
all women to address collectively. Unlike the 
mainstream women’s movement, which tended 
to focus on women’s liberation without analyz-
ing how issues of class and race intersected with 
women’s rights, Tillmon attempted to redefine 
the debate.

Soon after its founding, ANC–Mothers Anon-
ymous became affiliated with the National Wel-
fare Rights Organization (NWRO). As head of the 
NWRO from 1972 until it folded in 1975, Tillmon 
was responsible for redirecting the welfare debate 
in the United States. She called on welfare activ-
ists to rethink welfare and poverty as primarily 
an issue that affects women. She believed that all 
women regardless of race and class had a respon-
sibility to fight the oppressive welfare system. 
This is reflected in her 1972 Ms. magazine inter-
view, wherein she notes, “For me, Women’s lib-
eration is simple. No woman in this country can 
feel dignified; no woman can be liberated, until 
all women get off their knees.” In other words, for 
Tillmon, injustices suffered by welfare recipients 
were a threat to justice for all women involved 
in the liberation movement. Tillmon died on 
November 23, 1995, in Los Angeles, CA.

See also WELFARE POLICY.
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—Hollis France

Title IX of the Education Amendments of 
1972 In 1970, President Richard Nixon’s Task 
Force on Women’s Rights and Responsibilities 
called discrimination in education “one of the 
most damaging injustices women suffer.” Title 
IX, also known as the Education Amendments 
of 1972, banned sex discrimination at all levels 
of formal education. The language of this legis-
lation mirrors other equal-protection legisla-
tion: “No person in the United States shall, on 
the basis of sex, be excluded from participation 
in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to 
discrimination under any education program or 
activity receiving federal financial assistance.”

Cosponsored by Congresswoman Edith 
Green and Senator Birch Bayh, the bill met little 
opposition from within Congress or from lob-
byists when it was introduced. In fact, Green 
specifically asked women’s organizations not to 
testify on behalf of the legislation, fearing the 
publicity would attract opponents and endan-
ger the bill’s chances for passage. While it was 
designed to eliminate the crippling barriers 
in all sorts of educational programs, institu-
tions, and curriculum, the law is now almost 
exclusively described in relation to increasing 
women’s access to sports programs—even in 
accounts of the women’s movement or women’s 
history. The legislation specified that no federal 
funds could go to educational institutions that 
were already receiving federal dollars and prac-
ticed sex discrimination in any of its programs, 
including admissions, athletics, financial aid, 
counseling, facilities, and employment. Today 
Title IX extends to issues of SEXUAL HARASSMENT, 
pregnancy, parental status, and marital status.

As a result of Title IX regulations, schools 
dropped admissions quotas that limited the 
number of women enrolled in some professional 
programs (e.g., engineering, medicine, and law) 
and were required to evaluate men and women 
under the same set of admission standards. Con-
gress did not, however, end SINGLE-SEX EDUCA-
TION. Private, single-sex institutions were not 
required to change the character of their mis-
sion or their admissions process. The legislation 
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merely prohibited public coeducational institu-
tions from becoming single-sex in composition 
and required that once men and women were 
admitted, they had to be treated equally and 
have equal access to all aspects of the educa-
tional experience. This meant that girls could 
not be “advised” to pursue a traditional course 
of study, such as home economics, nor could 
boys be relegated to vocational courses like 
shop. Title IX, moreover, required gender- neutral 
counseling, meaning that special efforts to redi-
rect girls into nontraditional courses in higher 
mathematics, sciences, or vocational training 
were not permitted. Segregation by sex was still 
allowed in sex-education classes or in ability-
grouped physical education classes, and school-
affiliated organizations could maintain their 
traditional sex segregation if they were purely 
social rather than academic or professional in 
character. This meant that social fraternities and 
sororities on college campuses could remain 
single-sex.

Title IX has been very successful in opening 
the doors to education. More women than ever 
before are enrolled in colleges and universi-
ties. In 1979, the number of women surpassed 
the number of men enrolled in college for the 
first time, and the upward trend has continued 
ever since. Most demographers expect that 
increase to continue, even as the proportion 
of male enrollees continues to decline. They 
also predict that between 1995 and 2007, the 
total number of both full- and part-time women 
students enrolled in college may increase by 19 
percent to 9.2 million, compared with a 12 per-
cent increase for men, to 6.9 million. By 2007, 
5.4 million women are expected to be enrolled 
full-time, an increase of more than 30 percent 
since 1995. The 4.2 million men projected to be 
full-time students in 2007 represent only a 13 
percent increase over the same time period.

The most immediate and vociferous 
opposition to Title IX came from college and 
high school athletic directors and coaches. 
The National Collegiate Athletic Association 
(NCAA) initially tried to lobby Congress and 

the Department of Health, Education and Wel-
fare to exclude athletics from Title IX coverage. 
When total exclusion was unsuccessful, the 
NCAA argued, again unsuccessfully, that only 
the programs within an institution that actually 
received federal dollars should be subject to the 
equity provisions. Since few athletics programs 
at either the college or the high school level are 
direct recipients of federal dollars, this interpre-
tation would mean a de facto Title IX exemption 
for athletics. The Office of Civil Rights, the pri-
mary enforcement agency, rejected the NCAA’s 
efforts, maintaining that if any program took 
federal money, the entire institution was subject 
to Title IX compliance. In 1974, the NCAA sup-
ported the Tower Amendment, which would 
have exempted men’s intercollegiate football 
and basketball (the revenue-generating sports). 
A House-Senate conference committee rejected 
the amendment, leaving the NCAA to challenge 
the constitutionality of the gender-equity provi-
sion in the courts.

Although initially unsuccessful, a 1984 
Supreme Court case, GROVE CITY COLLEGE V. BELL, 
temporarily gave Title IX opponents what they 
sought. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled that only 
those programs receiving federal funds must 
comply with the statute. Congress acted (over 
President Ronald Reagan’s veto) in 1988 to 
reinstate the original intent of Title IX by pass-
ing the Civil Rights Restoration Act. Four years 
later, in COHEN V. BROWN UNIVERSITY, a federal 
court ruled that Brown University had violated 
Title IX’s provisions when it cut two women’s 
teams and two men’s teams. Although the uni-
versity cut the same number of varsity teams for 
men and women, several women on the gym-
nastics team filed suit, claiming that the effect 
of Brown’s action violated Title IX. Cutting the 
two women’s programs had saved the university 
more than $62,000, while eliminating the two 
men’s programs saved only $16,000. In other 
words, female athletes were disproportionately 
affected by the cuts.

The regulations under Title IX provide 
three ways an institution can show that it 
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is offering equitable opportunities for women 
athletes. First, a school can show that the per-
centage of its female athletes is substantially 
proportionate to the percentage of women in its 
student body. Second, if there is no evidence of 
proportionality, schools are required to show 
that they are actively engaged in a meaningful 
process that will provide equity for women. In 
2003, for example, the University of Maryland 
promoted its cheerleading squad and women’s 
water polo to varsity status to create more schol-
arships and playing opportunities for female 
athletes on campus. By moving into compliance, 
the University of Maryland was able to return 
some scholarships to eight underfunded men’s 
programs. Third, a school is in compliance if 
it is meeting the actual level of athletic interest 
among women. It is this third provision that has 
energized opponents to Title IX. In Brown Uni-
versity’s case, the institution argued that while 
51 percent of its student body was female, only 
38 percent of its intercollegiate athletes were 
women, suggesting that it was more than meet-
ing the “interest test” required for compliance. 
It is difficult, however, to ignore the circularity 
of the interest argument. Girls and women are 
interested in sports when they have the oppor-
tunity to play sports.

Title IX’s impact on women’s interest and 
participation in sports was almost immediate 
and has been overwhelmingly successful. For 
example, in 1961, nine states actually prohibited 
interscholastic sports for females, presumably 
because of the stereotype that females were too 
delicate for physical activity and not suited for 
competitive sports. In 1971, only 7.5 percent of 
the nearly 4 million high school athletes were 
female. By 1997, the 25th anniversary of Title 
IX, girls made up more than 40 percent of the 
6 million-plus high school athletes. However, 
in 2001, girls at the high school level received 
1.1 million fewer opportunities to play sports 
than their male counterparts. Prior to Title IX, 
women made up 15 percent of college athletes, 
but received 2 percent of the total athletic bud-
get. While more than 53 percent of the under-

graduates at Division I schools today are female, 
they receive only 41 percent of the opportunities 
to play sports, and women’s programs accounted 
for only 36 percent of overall university athletic 
budgets, 32 percent of recruiting funds, and 28 
percent of coaches’ salaries. In 2000–01, the 
average college in Division I spent more than 
$3 million on women’s sports and $5.8 million 
on men’s sports. In June 2002, the National 
Women’s Law Center released a list of 30 col-
leges it said failed to give female athletes a 
fair share of athletic scholarship dollars. The 
report estimated the difference between male 
and female scholarship money at the 30 schools 
came to nearly $6.5 million for the 2000–01 
academic year. Those at the top of the list of 30 
included the University of Miami, Kansas State, 
and Notre Dame.

In June 2002, President George W. Bush 
appointed a 15-person Commission on Ath-
letic Opportunity to examine Title IX on eight 
specific questions. The very first question 
asked whether Title IX standards for assessing 
equal opportunity in athletics were working 
to promote opportunities for men and women, 
suggesting that the impetus for forming the 
commission in the first place was to determine 
whether implementation of Title IX was “unfair” 
to men. The commission held town meetings 
throughout the country to gather information 
before submitting a report to the secretary of 
education. Several of the proposals threatened to 
dismantle Title IX protections and current inter-
pretations of compliance requirements, spurring 
women’s groups and education activists around 
the country into action. Two female commis-
sion members, Donna de Varona (a two-time 
Olympic gold medal swimmer and chairperson 
of the U.S. Olympic Committee’s government 
relations committee) and Julie Foudy (former 
member of the USA women’s soccer team and 
president of the Women’s Sports Foundation) 
issued a minority report taking exception to 
many claims made by the full committee report 
and emphasizing the discrimination women and 
girls still face in education an athletics. On July 
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11, 2003, the Bush administration announced 
that there would be no changes to the mecha-
nisms currently in place to measure compliance, 
and in fact, none of the recommendations from 
the Commission on Opportunity in Athletics 
have been adopted.

Title IX has proven to be a very powerful 
tool in opening education to girls and women. 
As noted above, efforts to weaken provisions 
requiring gender equity in education have faced 
serious and sustained opposition.

Further Reading
American Association of University Women. How 

Schools Shortchange Girls: A Study of Major Findings 
on Girls and Education. Wellesley, Mass.: Wellesley 
College Center for Research on Women, 1992.

National Coalition of Women and Girls in Education 
(NCWGE). “Title IX at 30: Report Card on Gen-
der Equity.” Washington, D.C.: NCWGE, 2002.

Weistart, John. “Equal Opportunity? Title IX and Inter-
collegiate Sports.” Brookings Review 16 (1998): 
39–43.

“Women’s Rights Groups Win Title IX Victory,” Wom-
en’s Sports Foundation. Available online. URL: 
www.womenssportsfoundation.org/cgi-bin/iowa/
issues/media/article.html.

Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
Title VII makes it illegal to restrict jobs to one 
sex or the other based purely on sex or stereo-
typical assumptions about gender-linked abili-
ties, but gender segregation is still pervasive 
throughout the labor force. Three-quarters of all 
women who work do so in just 20 occupations, 
each of which is nearly 80 percent female.

The EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COM-
MISSION (EEOC), now responsible for admin-
istering all of the nation’s equal protection 
provisions, was created under the CIVIL RIGHTS 
ACT OF 1964 and charged from the start with 
developing guidelines for Title VII’s implemen-
tation. It was clear that the EEOC was not going 
to be very ambitious in writing guidelines on 
sex discrimination, and women’s organizations 
such as the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN 

(NOW, founded in 1966) rallied to pressure the 
commission to act more diligently.

The specific provisions in Title VII most 
relevant to sex discrimination are found in sec-
tion 703(a): “It shall be an unlawful employment 
practice for an employer (1) to fail or refuse to 
hire or to discharge any individual, or otherwise 
to discriminate against any individual with 
respect to his compensation, terms, conditions, 
or privileges of employment, because of such 
individual’s race, color, religion, sex, or national 
origin; or (2) to limit, segregate, or classify his 
employees or applicants for employment in any 
way which would deprive or tend to deprive 
any individual of employment opportunities 
or otherwise adversely affect his status as an 
employee, because of such individual’s race, 
color, religion, sex, or national origin.”

An important exception to Title VII’s cov-
erage arises from what is called a BONA FIDE 
OCCUPATIONAL QUALIFICATION (BFOQ): “Notwith-
standing any other provision of this subchapter 
(1) it shall not be an unlawful employment 
practice for an employer to hire and employ 
employees . . . on the basis of his religion, sex, 
or national origin in those certain instances 
where religion, sex, or national origin is a bona 
fide occupational qualification reasonably nec-
essary to the normal operation of that particular 
business enterprise.” Many of the challenges 
to Title VII coverage in employment have been 
brought under BFOQ exceptions.

Like many policies passed by Congress, the 
basic provisions and language of Title VII have 
been subject to interpretation by the Supreme 
Court. Two of the statute’s critical phrases 
have provided the basis for such cases. Title 
VII prohibits discrimination practices “because 
of sex.” Congress did not specify exactly what 
it intended in choosing this particular lan-
guage, so the courts decided what each means 
through a succession of cases. In 1912, Justice 
Oliver Wendell Holmes best articulated for the 
Court the basic principle of the equal-protection 
clause that allows some sex-based laws to stand, 
even now in the face of Title VII’s prohibition 
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of sex discrimination: “The Fourteenth Amend-
ment does not interfere [with state legislation] 
by erecting fictitious equality where there is 
real difference” (Quonguing v. Kirkendall, 233 
U.S. 59, 63). Unlike race, which the Court views 
as an immutable characteristic that bears no 
relationship to job performance, sex is assumed 
to create real and meaningful differences in a 
man’s or a woman’s ability to get and hold some 
jobs. However, the determination of the rel-
evance of sex differences to employment cannot 
be based on assumptions of women as a group or 
any stereotypical characteristics as a group and 
must be based in fact.

See also GENDER STEREOTYPES.

Further Reading
Hesse-Biber, Sharlene, and Gregg Lee Carter. Work-
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Oxford University Press, 2000.

Matthaei, Julie A. An Economic History of Women in 
America: Women’s Work, the Sexual Division of 
Labor, and the Development of Capitalism. New 
York: Schocken Books, 1982.

Valian, Virgina. Why So Slow? The Advancement of 
Women Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1998.

Totenberg, Nina (1944– ) radio journal-
ist Nina Totenberg was born on January 14, 
1944, and attended Boston University. Before 
joining National Public Radiio (NPR) in 1975, 
she served as Washington editor of New Times 
Magazine and, prior to that, worked as a legal 
affairs correspondent for the National Observer. 
In 1979, she married Colorado senator Floyd 
Haskell, who died in 1998. She married physi-
cian H. David Reines in 2006.

In her role as legal affairs correspondent 
for NPR, Nina Totenberg has provided the 
nation with extensive coverage of the Supreme 
Court and interviewed every political mover 
and shaker in the country, many justices more 
than once. In the process, she has earned a 
reputation as a tenacious and well-respected 
journalist. Her reports air regularly on NPR’s 
newsmagazine All Things Considered and on 

Morning Edition and Weekend Edition. It was 
Totenberg, honored eight times by the Ameri-
can Bar Association for continued excellence 
in legal reporting, who broke the story about 
University of Oklahoma law professor ANITA 
HILL’s allegations of SEXUAL HARASSMENT by future 
justice Clarence Thomas when she worked for 
him at the EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION. Totenberg’s investigative journal-
ism also rocked Capitol Hill with her disclosure 
of Supreme Court nominee Douglas Ginsburg’s 
use of marijuana, a fact that ultimately led to his 
withdrawal from consideration.

Totenberg made broadcast history in 1998 
by being the first radio journalist to receive the 
Sol Taishoff Award for Excellence in Broadcast-
ing from the National Press Foundation. In 
spring 2004, she was the only broadcast jour-
nalist granted advance access to the papers of 
Supreme Court justice Harry Blackmun five 
years after his death. Blackmun had been the 
author of the landmark ROE V. WADE abortion 
rights opinion. A prolific writer, Totenberg is a 
frequent contributor to national newspapers and 
magazines.

Further Reading
Totenberg, Nina. The Complete Transcripts of the Clar-

ence Thomas-Anita Hill Hearings: October 11, 12, 
13, 1991. Chicago: Academy Chicago Pub, 1994.

—Thea Lapham

Triangle Shirtwaist Company fire On the 
night of March 25, 1911, 146 workers, mostly 
immigrant women and young girls, died in the 
Triangle Shirtwaist Company. A lower Manhat-
tan sweatshop, the Triangle Shirtwaist factory 
typified working conditions for many women in 
the early 20th century, with long hours, extremely 
low wages, and lack of even basic safety precau-
tions. When the fire erupted in the Asch Build-
ing on the afternoon of March 5, 1911, nearly 500 
employees were in the building. The doors on 
the ninth floor were locked, the fire escape did 
not reach the ground, and firefighters’ ladders 
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were not long enough to reach the upper floors. 
Some women chose to jump to their deaths 
rather than perish in the fire.

The incident led to immediate calls for 
improved working conditions throughout the 
city of New York and the nation. The INTER-
NATIONAL LADIES’ GARMENT WORKERS’ UNION 
(ILGWU) organized relief efforts for the fami-
lies of the victims, including payments to sur-
vivors and placement of orphans. The ILGWU 
also demanded reforms. A year later, a strike in 
Lawrence, Massachusetts, sent 20,000 textile 
workers to the streets, and appeal for women’s 
SUFFRAGE increased based on the need to enact 
legislation to protect women workers.

Max Blanck and Isaac Harris, the own-
ers of the Triangle Shirtwaist Factory, were 
charged with knowingly locking the doors to 
the ninth-floor exit. Despite testimony from 
dozens of witnesses who testified that workers 
had to exit the main gate and have their pocket-
books inspected after every shift, the men were 
found not guilty. They later paid $75 per life 
lost in a civil suit. Nonetheless, some reforms 
were enacted after the Triangle Shirtwaist fire. 
While earlier strikes, including the “Uprising 
of 20,000” in 1911, resulted in improved condi-
tions at individual factories, the aftermath of 
the Triangle Shirtwaist Company fire involved 
legislation on both the state and national levels. 
The Factory Commission of 1911, headed by 
Samuel Gompers, president of the American 
Federation of Labor, recommended legislation 
that required exit doors open outward and pro-
hibited locked exit doors. The legislation was 
passed and eventually became the foundation of 
the Occupational Safety and Health Administra-
tion (OSHA). New York City created the Bureau 
of Fire Prevention to establish regulations, and 
many other cities followed suit.

Further Reading
McClymer, John F. The Triangle Strike and Fire. Fort 

Worth: Harcourt Brace College Publishers, 1998.

—Angela O’Neil

Truman, Bess (Elizabeth Virginia Wallace 
Truman) (1885–1982) first lady Elizabeth 
Virginia (Bess) Wallace was born in Indepen-
dence, Missouri, on February 13, 1885, to David 
Willock and Margaret Gates Wallace. While her 
mother’s family was wealthy, her father’s employ-
ment was spotty, and Bess was keenly aware of 
the tensions created by her mother’s expecta-
tions and her father’s failure to provide. As a 
child, Bess was athletic, personable, and exuded 
self-confidence. She was an excellent student, 
but her life was irrevocably changed when her 
father committed suicide in 1903. In shame, 
Margaret Gates moved the family to the Gates 
family mansion in Independence.

Although Bess’s grandparents provided the 
financial support for her to finish high school 
at the prestigious Barstow School in Kansas 
City, she did not accompany her classmates as 
they entered college. Rather, she returned to 
Independence to care for her mother and broth-
ers. There she became reacquainted with Harry 
Truman, a childhood friend, now running the 
family farm in Grandview, Missouri. Within 
three years, the couple were engaged, but they 
did not marry until Harry returned from World 
War I (June 28, 1919). Following their honey-
moon, the couple established their home in the 
Gates family mansion. Bess helped Harry, who 
had entered the haberdashery business, and 
continued to care for her mother. The business 
failed, and Harry entered politics, being elected 
judge for the Eastern District of Jackson County 
in 1922. In 1924, their only child, Mary Marga-
ret, was born. 

Bess greeted Harry’s decision to seek a U.S. 
Senate seat in 1934 with ambivalence, but she 
agreed to stand beside him as he announced his 
candidacy and campaigned with him on a limited 
basis. His victory meant a move to Washington, 
D.C.—a move she viewed with hesitancy. Once 
in residence, however, she found that she liked 
the small-town feel of Washington, although she 
returned to Independence regularly each sum-
mer to care for her mother and oldest brother, 
who remained in the Gates homestead. In Wash-
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ington, Bess learned the formalities of making 
and receiving calls. She spent time with cabinet 
wives as well as Secretary of Labor FRANCES 
PERKINS and First Lady ELEANOR ROOSEVELT. 
Bess followed the legislative process closely and 
frequently handled correspondence in Harry’s 
congressional office. By 1940, she was more 
comfortable with her political life and greeted 
the prospect of reelection more positively by 
campaigning with Harry, greeting voters at their 
home, and working behind the scenes. In July 
1941, Harry put Bess on the payroll in his con-
gressional office, which she ran while he toured 
investigating defense expenditures following 
Pearl Harbor.

In 1944, Harry Truman was offered the 
vice presidency. Bess knew well the state of 
Franklin Roosevelt’s health and doubted that 
he would survive a fourth term, thereby leaving 
Harry to inherit the presidency in the midst of 
a war. She feared for the safety of her daugh-
ter Margaret and loathed the prospect of the 
public spotlight on her family, most especially 
the disclosure of her father’s suicide. Harry 
ultimately agreed to join the ticket, but Bess 
did not campaign as actively on his behalf as 
she had in his last Senate campaign. She spent 
most of the summer in Independence, and when 
he was elected, she declined to speak on politi-
cal issues. On April 12, 1945, when President 
Roosevelt died, she paid a condolence call on 
Eleanor Roosevelt and stood by her husband as 
he was sworn into office. Upon inspecting the 
White House, she found it in terrible disrepair. 
She undertook extensive refurbishment before 
moving her family into the living quarters and 
quickly assembled a staff, but declined to fol-
low in Eleanor Roosevelt’s footsteps of political 
involvement.

As first lady, Bess did not give speeches, hold 
press conferences, or respond to press queries 
for the record. She held teas for women reporters 
but refused to be quoted, opting instead to reply 
in one-word written responses or a “no com-
ment.” Fleeing what she termed “the great White 
jail,” she frequently returned to Independence, 

leaving the president alone in Washington. Dur-
ing the close of World War II, she curtailed for-
mal entertaining at the White House. However, 
throughout the country’s “return to normalcy,” 
she surprised even her supporters in her ability 
to restore elegance to formal entertaining. By 
1948, she had suspended all but the most impor-
tant state reception, fearing that the dilapidated 
condition of the White House posed a threat to 
the personal safety of her guests.

Bess and Margaret Truman campaigned with 
Harry in 1948, accompanying him on his famous 
whistle-stop tour across the country. Bess waved 
from the back of the train platform but rarely 
made any public statements. Harry’s reelection 
assured, the family moved into Blair House 
after structural engineers discovered problems 
so severe that they considered demolishing the 
White House and starting over. The Trumans 
insisted that as much of the original structure as 

Elizabeth Virginia Wallace Truman, ca. 1950 (LIBRARY 
OF CONGRESS)
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possible be saved, and Bess was forced to move 
many of the large social gatherings to locations 
around Washington; the 1949 inaugural ball, 
for example, was held in the National Gallery 
of Art. She entertained only as much as she felt 
she must, preferring to spend her time in the 
company of her immediate family. Blair House 
presented security problems, and she worried 
even more after a Puerto Rican nationalist tried 
to shoot his way into the residence, killing one 
guard and wounding another.

Because of the Twenty-Second Amendment, 
Harry Truman was unable to seek a third term 
in 1952, and the election of Dwight D. Eisen-
hower meant that the three Trumans could 
return to a quiet life in Independence. In retire-
ment, Harry supported the family financially by 
completing his memoirs and selling the family 
farm to developers. (Former presidents did not 
receive a federal pension at that time.) The cou-
ple traveled widely, oversaw the construction of 
the Truman Library, celebrated Margaret’s mar-
riage to New York Times editor Clifton Daniel 
in 1956, and welcomed their first grandchild in 
1957. When John F. Kennedy was assassinated 
in 1963, federal secret service protection was 
granted to all former presidents and their fami-
lies. Bess accepted it but refused to allow agents 
on her property.

Harry Truman died in 1972 and, at Bess’s 
request, was memorialized at a small funeral 
in Independence rather than in Washington. 
After his death, she continued to follow politics 
and even allowed herself to be named honor-
ary chair of Missouri senator Tom Eagleton’s 
reelection campaign in 1974 and Congressman 
Jim Symington’s campaign for the Senate in 
1976. She worked with former members of the 
Truman administration on the creation of the 
Truman Scholarship program, designed to bring 
more young people into government service. 
Bess Truman died on October 18, 1982, at the 
age of 97, making her the longest-lived first lady 
in U.S. history. She is buried next to her hus-
band in the courtyard of the Truman Library in 
Independence, Missouri.
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Truth, Sojourner (Isabella Hardenbergh) 
(ca. 1797–1883) abolitionist, women’s rights act i-
vist, temperance advocate Sojourner Truth was 
born into slavery as Isabella Hardenbergh—her 
surname reflecting that of her first owner, 
Johannes Hardenbergh—in about 1797. The 
Hardenbergh farm, located in Hurley County, 
New York, was near the Hudson River and in 
sight of the Catskill Mountains. When Isabella 
was born, her parents, James and Elizabeth, had 
already seen several children sold away; Isabella 
knew only one of 10 siblings, a brother named 
Peter. She was sold to the Neely family at the age 
of nine for $100. Isabella had grown up speaking 
Dutch and spoke no English, and when she 
could not understand the Neelys’ commands, 
they beat her. Within about a year, she was sold 
to the Schriver family. 

In 1810, John Dumont purchased Isabella 
for $175. She worked both in the fields for 
Dumont and in the house for his wife. Although 
she suffered cruel treatment at the hands of 
both masters, it was Mrs. Dumont that she 
later described as “cruel and harsh” in her 
autobiographical narrative. Some scholars have 
speculated that Isabella may have suffered from 
sexual abuse by Mrs. Dumont.

Around 1815, Isabella met a slave named 
Robert who was owned by another master. 
Although the two wanted to marry, Robert’s 

458  Truth, Sojourner

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   458 11/29/07   12:38:20 PM



owner refused permission for the union since 
any children born to the couple would belong to 
Dumont. After Robert was caught with Isabella, 
he was savagely beaten and never returned. Isa-
bella subsequently gave birth to a daughter she 
named Diana. In 1817, apparently at Dumont’s 
insistence, she married an older slave named 
Thomas, with whom she had four more chil-
dren: Peter, James, Elizabeth, and Sophia. James 
died while still an infant.

On July 4, 1827, the emancipation of every 
slave in New York was ordered. However, John 
Dumont refused to let Isabella go, even though 
they had reached an agreement that she would 
be freed one year in advance of New York’s 
emancipation date “if she would do well and be 
faithful.” Dumont reneged on the promise after 
Isabella suffered a disfiguring hand accident, 
arguing that her injury had reduced her pro-
ductivity. Isabella therefore walked away from 
slavery on her own terms. After working the fall 
harvest, including spinning 100 pounds of wool 
yarn, she escaped with only her infant daugh-
ter Sophia. Dumont pursued her but agreed 
to accept $20 for the balance of the year prior 
to emancipation from Isaac and Maria Van 
Wagenen. Like the Dumonts, the Van Wagenens 
were prominent members of the Dutch Reformed 
Church, but unlike the Dumonts, they opposed 
slavery and invited Isabella to call them by their 
given names. During the year she stayed with 
them, she worked for the return of her five-year-
old son Peter, who had first been leased and 
then sold to a slaveholder in Alabama. A group 
of Quakers helped Isabella pursue Peter’s return 
through the courts. He was eventually returned 
but had been badly abused.

Isabella found her voice as a preacher and 
began attending a local Methodist church. In 
1829, she left Ulster County and traveled, ulti-
mately settling for a time in New York City. On 
June 1, 1843, she changed her name to Sojourner 
Truth to reflect her new life as a travelling teller 
of truth. She began a life of evangelism and 
spiritualism, in spite of the fact that she could 
neither read nor write. In 1844, she joined the 

Northampton Association of Education and 
Industry, a 500-acre farm cooperative in Mas-
sachusetts. The community had been founded 
by abolitionists and had over 200 members who 
voiced strong support for religious tolerance and 
women’s rights. It was here that Sojourner Truth 
met such well-known abolitionists as William 
Lloyd Garrison and Frederick Douglass. When 
the cooperative folded, she continued to live 
with one of the association’s founders, George 
Benson and dictated her memoirs to Olive Gil-
bert, another member of the cooperative. The 
Narrative of Sojourner Truth: A Northern Slave 
was published by William Lloyd Garrison in 
1850. Truth sold the book for income as she 
traveled and gave antislavery speeches based 
on her personal experiences as a slave. When 
George Benson left Northampton, Sojourner 
Truth bought his house and lived there when 

Sojourner Truth, 1864 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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she was not giving speeches. In 1851, she gave 
her most famous speech to the Ohio Women’s 
Rights Convention in Akron, Ohio. The speech 
is now titled “Ain’t I a Woman?” in reference to 
her repeated refrain (see Appendix of this vol-
ume for the entire text).

Truth’s involvement in the spiritualism 
movement influenced her travels, and she often 
settled with Quaker groups or within other 
utopian communities. In 1857, she sold her 
Northampton home and purchased a house 
in Harmonia, Michigan. When the Civil War 
broke out, Truth spoke for the Union cause and 
worked with other freed slaves for the National 
Freedman’s Relief Association in Washington, 
D.C. A painting depicts her meeting with Abra-
ham Lincoln. In 1863, HARRIET BEECHER STOWE’s 
article “Sojourner Truth, the Libyan Sibyl” was 
published in the Atlantic Monthly. Although 
Truth took issue with some of the facts and with 
Stowe’s characterization of her as an “African,” 
the work brought new prominence to Sojourner 
Truth’s story in ways that her own Narrative 
never did. Stowe’s article and, later, William 
Story’s statue of the same title transformed 
Sojourner Truth the woman into Sojourner 
Truth the symbol.

When the war ended, Truth continued her 
work to assist newly freed slaves. In the 1870s, 
she campaigned (unsuccessfully) for the federal 
government to provide land in the West to freed-
men and their families. Although she continued 
to preach about women’s rights and temperance, 
the plight of the “Exodusters” (freed slaves 
migrating north and west) became the primary 
focus of her speeches at churches throughout 
the upper Midwest. In the early 1880s, Truth 
returned to Battle Creek, Michigan, where her 
daughters Diana and Elizabeth lived with their 
children. She died on November 26, 1883, and 
she is buried at Oak Hill Cemetery.

In 1997, Battle Creek celebrated the 200th 
anniversary of Truth’s birth by commissioning 
a statue of her by artist Tina Allen. In 1998, the 
Sojourner Truth Institute of Battle Creek was 
established as an affiliate of the Battle Creek 

Community Foundation “to expand the histori-
cal and biographical knowledge of her life’s work 
and carry on her mission by teaching, demon-
strating and promoting projects that accentuate 
the ideals and principles for which she stood.” 
The institute, in conjunction with the Heritage 
Battle Creek Research Center, houses one of the 
most extensive collections of Sojourner Truth 
artifacts and records in the United States.

Further Reading
Gilbert, Olive. Narrative of Sojourner Truth, edited by 

Margaret Washington. New York: Vintage Books, 
1993.

Mabee, Carlton. Sojourner Truth: Slave, Prophet, Leg-
end. New York: New York University Press, 1993.

Newhouse, Susan Mabee. Sojourner Truth: Slave, 
Prophet, Legend. New York: New York University 
Press, 1995.

Painter, Nell Irvin. Sojourner Truth: A Life, A Symbol. 
New York: W.W. Norton and Company, 1996.

—Thea Lapham

Tubman, Harriet (Araminta Ross Tubman) 
(ca. 1820–1913) abolitionist, suffragist, under-
ground railroad conductor Born to slaves in 
Bucktown, Maryland about 1820, Harriet Tub-
man was often referred to as the “Black Moses” 
of the Underground Railroad. The designation 
honored her tireless commitment to helping 
slaves navigate their way to freedom and safety 
via a series of “safe houses” along a northern 
route. She is celebrated throughout history as 
one of the most successful “conductors” on the 
Underground Railroad.

Originally named Araminta, Harriet later 
took her mother’s name. When she was 25, she 
married John Tubman, a free African Ameri-
can. In 1849, she fled from her Maryland slave 
owner and found freedom in Philadelphia, but 
she could not free herself from the memory of 
friends and family left behind. It was her love 
and compassion that compelled Harriet Tubman 
to risk her life over and over again to rescue 
those who could not rescue themselves. 
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During the Civil War, Tubman’s stealth 
and self-sacrifice continued. Blessed with an 
uncanny sense of direction and an ability to 
recognize landmarks, the illiterate emancipator 
helped to free countless slaves. She communi-
cated her message of freedom—including which 
routes to travel and what time to flee—using 
biblical quotes and the lyrics of spirituals. 
Throughout her long years of service as a scout, 
nurse, and spy for the U.S. government, Tubman 
was never caught, and she never lost a single one 
of her approximately 300 “passengers” along the 
Underground Railroad.

After the Civil War, Tubman became increas-
ingly involved in women’s issues and frequently 
attended meetings in Seneca Falls, New York, 

the birthplace of the women’s SUFFRAGE move-
ment. In 1896, she helped to found the NATIONAL 
ASSOCIATION OF COLORED WOMEN. She died on 
March 10, 1913, in Auburn, New York.

Further Reading
Humez, Jean McMahon. Harriet Tubman: The Life and 

the Life Stories. Madison: University of Wisconsin 
Press, 2004.

Larson, Kate Clifford. Bound for the Promised Land: 
Harriet Tubman, Portrait of an American Hero. 
New York: Ballantine Books, 2003.

—Thea Lapham

Tyler, Julia Gardiner (1820–1889) first lady 
The second wife of President John Tyler, Julia 
Gardiner was born into wealth and influence on 
May 4, 1820, on Gardiner’s Island, New York. 
She was the third of four children of lawyer 
David Gardiner and heiress Juliana McLachlan 
Gardiner. The family was acutely aware of the 
advantages of marital alliances, social exclusiv-
ity, and money. Julia was schooled in an elite 
private academy for girls and trained in the 
female subjects of the times: music, French lit-
erature, ancient history, and composition. When 
she was 19, she went on a year-long European 
tour designed to meet appropriate suitors. On a 
visit to Washington in early 1842, the family 
was invited to a reception at the White House, 
where Julia was first introduced to President 
John Tyler. Priscilla Cooper Tyler, the president’s 
daughter-in-law, presided as official hostess as 
First Lady LETITIA TYLER was confined to a 
wheelchair in a second-floor bedroom.

President Tyler invited the Gardiner fam-
ily to the White House often, and the families 
grew close. By 1843, although still in mourning 
for his first wife, who had died in September 
1842, he decided that he wanted to marry Julia. 
She rejected his first proposal, but a second one 
articulated in front of Julia’s sister was con-
veyed to her parents. They were pleased with 
the development and used it as an opportunity 
to get a political appointment for her brother Harriet Tubman (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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before agreeing to the marriage. On June 26, 
1844, John Tyler and Julia Gardiner were 
secretly married in New York City. He revealed 
the marriage to his children and to the country 
only after it had taken place. John Tyler’s old-
est children (three who were older than Julia) 
were shocked by their father’s secret marriage 
so soon after their mother’s death. Although all 
but one would ultimately reconcile; the eight 
months remaining of John Tyler’s term were 
often tense.

At 24 years old, Julia was the youngest first 
lady in history, and she sought advice from 
DOLLEY MADISON. Like her mentor, she loved to 
entertain and brought many of the flourishes 
and customs of European courts to the White 
House—for instance, beginning the tradition 
of “Hail to the Chief” being played when the 
president entered at official state functions. Julia 
created her own “court,” made up of four close 
female relatives, to serve as her “ladies in wait-
ing.” She also created positive press attention 
by secretly employing her own press secretary 
to “sound Julia’s praises far and near in Wash-
ington.” She used the few perks of the office to 
her personal advantage and extended them to 
her entire family as well, such that the entire 
Gardiner clan enjoyed the franking privilege to 
send mail without cost.

Though born a New Yorker, Julia quickly 
moved to adopt her husband’s southern political 
views as her own. She wrote to her brother, “I 
have turned my back upon New York and aim 
to become a thorough Virginian.” Indeed, as 
first lady she urged her husband to accomplish 
the annexation of Texas in 1845, even though 
previous attempts had failed in the Senate. In an 
effort to help, she lobbied senators at her balls, 
hoping flirtation would turn their votes. When 
President Tyler signed the legislation three days 
before leaving office, he gave her the gold pen 
he used to sign it. At her last ball before leaving 
the White House, she entertained 3,000 people, 
including several foreign ministers.

After leaving the White House, the Tylers 
moved to Sherwood Forest, a plantation on the 

James River near Richmond, Virginia. Together 
they had seven children between 1846 and 
1860. Julia’s Gardiner money and John’s land-
holdings meant that the family lived in style, 
but it also meant that they supported a large 
number of dependents including children, rela-
tives, and slaves. Over time, their commitments 
exceeded her money and the plantation’s yield, 
and they were forced to turn to her family 
for money. Although John Tyler had hoped to 
avoid a national split over slavery, after the 
1859 attack at Harpers Ferry led by John Brown 
and futile attempts at keeping the peace as 
Virginia’s special commissioner, he returned to 
Sherwood Forest in 1861 advocating secession. 
Julia openly supported the Confederate cause, 
even urging her 13-year-old son to enlist in the 
Junior Guard.

In January 1862, John Tyler was in Rich-
mond for the Confederate House of Representa-
tives meeting when Julia had a dream that he 
was dangerously ill. Although she found him 
well when she arrived, he lapsed into sickness 
just days later and died on January 18, 1862. 
Julia was left to raise their seven children, the 
oldest 15 and the youngest just two.

The war years found Julia at odds with the 
rest of the Gardiner family, particularly her 
brother David. When she tried to move her 
children to her mother’s house in New York to 
escape the fighting, she found David’s family 
already in residence. She ordered him to leave, 
he refused, and ultimately she ferried her chil-
dren back to Sherwood Forest. Out of respect for 
her former position, the Union army maintained 
a sentry around her plantation, and when she 
traveled north with her children, she did so on 
a Union-issued pass and with federal protection. 
Even so, she continued her work in support of 
the Confederacy by distributing pamphlets, 
collecting relief supplies, and campaigning for 
General George McClellan to replace Abraham 
Lincoln as president.

Upon her mother’s death, Julia entered a 
legal battle with her brother David over the 
Gardiner estate. This was the first of several 
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lawsuits she was involved in at war’s end, many 
in an attempt to regain property seized by Union 
troops during the war. In 1872, she moved back 
to Washington, but the depression of 1873 
required her to sell off all her property with the 
exception of Sherwood Forest, which remains 
in the hands of her descendants. She lobbied to 
receive a federal pension as a president’s widow 
and an additional monthly sum as a widow of a 
veteran of the War of 1812. She was successful 
on both counts. On July 10, 1889, at the age of 
69, she died of a cerebral stroke. She is buried 
next to John Tyler in Richmond, Virginia.

Further Reading
Mayo, Edith P. “Julia Tyler.” In The Smithsonian Book 

of First Ladies: Their Lives, Times, and Issues, pp. 
58–63. New York: Henry Holt and Company, 
1996.

National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 
of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Julia Gar-
diner Tyler” First Ladies: A Biographical Diction-
ary, pp. 62–69. New York: Checkmark Books, 
2001.

Seagar, Robert. And Tyler Too: A Biography of John and 
Julia Gardiner Tyler. New York: McGraw-Hill, 
1963.

Tyler, Letitia (Letitia Christian Tyler) (1790–
1842) first lady Very little is known of Letitia 
Christian Tyler as none of her letters have sur-
vived. The daughter of a wealthy and politically 
prominent family, she was born at Cedar Grove 

Plantation, just outside Richmond, Virginia, on 
November 12, 1790. On March 29, 1813, she 
married John Tyler at Cedar Grove. The Tylers 
used an inheritance from her parents to build a 
large home on land owned by John. Beginning 
in 1815, Letitia bore the first of nine children 
(seven survived infancy). Much of Letitia’s life 
during this period was focused on tending her 
children and the plantation’s slaves.

In 1825, John Tyler was elected governor 
of Virginia, and two years later, he was elected 
to the U.S. Senate. After resigning in 1836, he 
moved the family to Williamsburg. In 1839, Leti-
tia Tyler suffered a stroke that left her partially 
paralyzed and bedridden. When Tyler was elected 
as William Henry Harrison’s vice president in 
the election of 1840, he had planned to remain in 
Williamsburg. However, when Harrison died a 
month after taking office, President Tyler left for 
Washington. Letitia moved to Washington and 
was installed in a second-floor bedroom where 
she received guests and visiting dignitaries. Her 
daughter-in-law, Priscilla Cooper Tyler, served 
as official hostess for President Tyler. In 1842, 
Letitia suffered a second stroke, and she died on 
September 10. Her husband would later marry 
JULIA GARDINER TYLER in 1844.

Further Reading
National First Ladies Library. Biographies: First Ladies 

of the United States. Available online. URL: http://
www.firstladies.org/biographies. Accessed on Jan-
uary 4, 2007.

Schneider, Dorothy, and Carl J. Schneider. “Letitia 
Christian Tyler.” First Ladies: A Biographical 
Dictionary. New York: Checkmark Books, 2001, 
56–61.
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UAW v. Johnson Controls, Inc. (499 U.S. 
187) (1991) In 1987, displaced female 
employees alleged that Johnson Controls, Inc.’s 
fetal-protection plan constituted gender dis-
crimination in violation of TITLE VII OF THE 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964, as amended by the 
PREGNANCY DISCRIMINATION ACT of 1978. The 
company, a battery manufacturer, prohibited fer-
tile women from holding jobs that required expo-
sure to lead out of concern for the unborn 
children. No similar exclusion was applied to 
men. The trial court ruled for the employer, find-
ing that the women had failed to prove essential 
elements of their claim. The Seventh Court of 
Appeals concurred, finding that airborne lead 
within the battery plants represented a significant 
fetal health hazard. The court described previous 
appellate decisions allowing such policies under 
the business necessity defense and agreed that 
this theory should apply here as well.

In a unanimous decision, the U.S. Supreme 
Court reversed the Seventh Circuit Court Deci-
sion, finding policies that represent such overt 
gender discrimination to be unlawful under 
traditional TITLE VII analysis unless the plan 
meets a narrow BONA FIDE OCCUPATIONAL QUALIFI-
CATION (BFOQ) defense. In this case, the policy 

requiring infertility did not satisfy the BFOQ. A 
majority of the court found that Johnson Con-
trols’ plan could not be maintained, since that 
defense could not be stretched to encompass the 
company’s concerns for fetal safety.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Automobile Workers v. Johnson Con-

trols, Inc., 499 U.S. 187 (1991).” Available online. 
URL: http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1990–
1999/1990/1990_89_1215. Accessed on January 
11, 2007.

United Daughters of the Confederacy 
(UDC) Initially established as the National 
Association of the Daughters of the Confederacy 
on September 10, 1894, the organization was 
rechristened a year later as the United Daugh-
ters of the Confederacy (UDC). It was subse-
quently incorporated under the laws of the 
District of Columbia on July 18, 1919.

Only the name changed, however. The 
group’s objectives, established during the 1894 
organizational meeting in Nashville, Tennessee, 
remained the same: the promotion of history, 
education, benevolence, honor, and patriotism. 
Since then, time has done nothing to erase the 
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UDC’s dedication toward those initial objectives. 
The UDC collects and preserves rare books, doc-
uments, diaries, letters, personal records, and 
other papers of historical importance relating to 
the period between 1861 and 1865. The collec-
tion is stored at the UDC Memorial Building in 
Richmond, Virginia. The building is also home 
to the Caroline Meriwether Goodlett Library 
and the Helen Walpole Brewer Library.

A fund established in 1910 to help Confed-
erate women in need continues to assist those 
descended from Confederate veterans. A 32.5-
foot bronze monument featuring 32 life-sized 
figures still stands in the Confederate section 
of Arlington National Cemetery in Arlington, 
Virginia. Members of the UDC worked to raise 
funds for the monument, which was unveiled 
on June 4, 1914. The UDC does not just limit its 
benevolence to the people, places, and ideology 
of the Confederate era, however. During World 
War I, the organization’s 100,000 members pur-
chased $24,843,368 worth of war bonds and sav-
ings stamps, donated $841,676 to the Red Cross 
and other relief work, and made several other 
large donations. The UDC made similar dona-
tions during World War II and the Korean War, 
continuing on through the Vietnam conflict and 
Operation Desert Shield/Desert Storm.

Further Reading
Cox, Karen L. Dixie’s Daughters: The United Daughters 

of the Confederacy and the Preservation of Con-
federate Culture. Gainesville: University Press of 
Florida, 2003.

—Thea Lapham

United Nations Decade for Women (1976–
1985) Following the International Women’s 
Year conference held in Mexico City in 1975, the 
United Nations adopted a resolution proclaiming 
the period between 1976 and 1985 as the United 
Nations Decade for Women: Equality, Develop-
ment and Peace. The focus was designed to 
encourage member states to examine their prog-
ress relative to benchmarks established in the 

World Plan of Action adopted at the first Interna-
tional Women’s Year Conference. In 1985, women 
from around the world gathered in Nairobi, 
Kenya, to review the achievements of the United 
Nations Decade for Women and to create a 10-
year action plan for the advancement of women. 
The Nairobi conference consisted of two impor-
tant processes: an official process, which brought 
together delegations from the United Nations 
member countries; and a nongovernment (NGO) 
process, which brought together representatives 
of women’s organizations from around the world 
to a parallel NGO Forum.

The Nairobi conference of 1985 represented 
the largest gathering of women in the history of 
the United Nations and produced a benchmark 
document: “Forward Looking Strategies for the 
Advancement of Women to the Year 2000.” As 
part of the strategy developed at Nairobi, it was 
determined that within 10 years, a UN confer-
ence would be convened to report on the imple-
mentation of the Forward Looking Strategies. 
This conference was held in Beijing on September 
4–15, 1995, and had four objectives: to review and 
appraise the advancement of women since 1985, 
to mobilize women and men at both the policy-
making and grassroots levels, to adopt a “Plat-
form for Action,” and to determine the priorities 
to be followed in 1996–2001 for implementation 
of the strategies within the UN system.

Ten years later, in 2005, at the 49th session 
of the UN Commission on the Status of Women, 
governments met to review their successes and 
failures in achieving the goals of Beijing. The 
Beijing+10 review provided an opportunity for 
NGO representatives from around the world, 
who monitor and contribute to the governmen-
tal discussions, to share their experiences in 
pushing for implementation of the Beijing strat-
egies in their home countries.

See also INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY.

Further Reading
United Nations Inter-Agency Network on Women and 

Gender Equality. Available online. URL: www.
un.org/womenwatch. Accessed on June 30, 2006.
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United States v. Susan B. Anthony (24 
F.Cas. 829) (1873) “Miss Susan B. Anthony 
. . . upon the 5th day of November, 1872, . . . 
voted. . . . At that time she was a woman,” said 
the U.S. district attorney in presenting the 
indictment against SUSAN B. ANTHONY. On 
November 1, 1872, Susan B. Anthony registered 
to vote in Rochester, New York, and four days 
later she voted in the election. She was arrested 
and charged with “knowingly casting an illegal 
vote in a federal election.” In casting a vote, 
Anthony was pursuing a strategy to advance 
women’s suffrage by arguing that the right to 
vote falls under the provisions of the Fourteenth 
Amendment. As citizens, women were entitled 
to the “privileges and immunities” of citizen-
ship, including the privilege of voting. When 
Anthony was declared incompetent to testify on 
her own behalf because of her sex, her attorney, 
Henry R. Seldon, testified the language of the 
Fourteenth Amendment gave women the right of 
SUFFRAGE, and that he had counseled Anthony to 
exercise her right to vote. When the defense 
rested its case, Judge Ward Hunt read a statement 
to the all-male jury and directed them to find 
Anthony guilty. He denied Seldon’s request to 
poll the jury and denied a request for a new trial. 
Before sentencing Anthony, Hunt asked, “Has 
the prisoner anything to say why sentence 
should not be pronounced?” but then denied 
Anthony the chance to deliver her statement. 
Anthony’s sentence was a fine of $100 as well as 
court costs. Anthony replied, “May it please your 
honor, I will never pay a dollar of your unjust 
penalty. . . . Resistance to tyranny is obedience 
to God.” Anthony did not pay the fine, nor did 
she ever cast a legal vote. Anthony’s trial experi-
ence, and the Supreme Court’s narrow interpre-
tation of a Fourteenth Amendment claim in a 
case brought by VIRGINIA MINOR in MINOR V. HAP-
PERSETT, convinced her that women were not 
going to win the vote through the courts and that 
suffragists should dedicate their efforts to state 
referenda and a federal amendment. Anthony 
traveled extensively around the country promot-
ing state women suffrage initiatives and legisla-

tion. The Nineteenth Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution granting women suffrage, also 
known as the Susan B. Anthony Amendment, 
was ratified in 1920, 14 years after her death.

See also MINOR V. HAPPERSETT (1875).

Further Reading
Lindner, Douglas O. “The Trial of Susan B. Anthony, 

1873. In Famous American Trials. Available online. 
URL: http://tinyurl.con/4s6nb. Accessed on June 
30, 2006.

United States v. Virginia et al. (518 U.S. 
515) (1996) The Virginia Military Institute 
(VMI) boasted a long and proud tradition as 
Virginia’s only exclusively male public under-
graduate higher learning institution. The U.S. 
solicitor general brought suit against the state of 
Virginia and VMI, alleging that the school’s 
male-only admissions policy violated the Four-
teenth Amendment’s equal protection clause. 
On appeal from the District Court ruling favor-
ing VMI, the Fourth Circuit Court reversed the 
lower court’s decision, finding VMI’s admissions 
policy to be unconstitutional. In response, Vir-
ginia proposed to create the Virginia Women’s 
Institute for Leadership (VWIL) as a parallel 
program for women at Mary Baldwin College. 
On appeal from the District Court’s affirmation 
of the plan, the Fourth Circuit Court ruled that 
despite the difference in prestige between the 
VMI and VWIL, the two programs would offer 
“substantively comparable” educational bene-
fits. The U.S. solicitor general appealed to the 
Supreme Court.

In a 7-1 decision, the Court held that VMI’s 
male-only admissions policy was unconstitu-
tional. Because it failed to show “exceedingly 
persuasive justification” for VMI’s gender-biased 
admissions policy, Virginia had violated the 
Fourteenth Amendment’s equal-protection 
clause. The state failed to support its claim 
that single-sex education contributes to edu-
cational diversity because it did not show that 
VMI’s male-only admissions policy was created 
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or maintained in order to further educational 
diversity. Furthermore, Virginia’s VWIL could 
not ever offer women the same benefits as VMI 
offered men. The VWIL would not provide 
women with the same rigorous military train-
ing, faculty, courses, facilities, financial oppor-
tunities, or alumni reputation and connections 
that VMI afforded its male cadets. Finally, the 
Fourth Circuit’s “substantive comparability” 
between VMI and VWIL was used in error; 
rather, “all gender-based classifications today” 
must be evaluated with “heightened scrutiny.”

This case is as close as the Supreme Court 
has ever come to employing a standard of skep-
ticism similar to the “strict scrutiny” applied 
to cases where distinctions are made on the 
basis of race. In essence, when evaluated with 
“heightened scrutiny,” Virginia’s plan to create 

the VWIL could not provide women with the 
same opportunities as VMI provided its men, 
and so it failed to meet the requirements of the 
equal-protection clause.

Justice RUTH BADER GINSBERG wrote the 
majority opinion for the Court, a forceful state-
ment in support of full gender equality. Justice 
Clarence Thomas did not participate. Although 
The Citadel in South Carolina had been involved 
in years of litigation to fight gender integration, 
the college moved immediately to admit women 
on the basis of this decision.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “United States v. Virginia, 518 U.S. 

515 (1996).” Available online. URL: http://www.
oyez.org/cases/case?case=1990–1999/1995/1995_
94_1941. Accessed on January 12, 2007.
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Velázquez, Nydia Margarita (1953– ) con-
gressperson Nydia Margarita Velázquez was 
born on March 28, 1953, in Yabucoa, Puerto 
Rico; she is one of nine children. Velázquez 
started school early, skipped several grades, and 
became the first person in her family to receive 
a college degree. At the age of 16, she entered the 
University of Puerto Rico in Rio Piedras, and she 
graduated magna cum laude in 1974 with a 
degree in political science. After earning a mas-
ter’s degree from New York University in 1976, 
Velázquez taught at the University of Puerto 
Rico, Humacao (1976–81) and then taught 
Puerto Rican studies (1981–83) at City Univer-
sity of New York’s Hunter College. In 1983, she 
was appointed special assistant to Democratic 
congressman Edolphus Towns (Brooklyn). One 
year later, she became the first Latina appointed 
to serve on the New York City Council.

In 1992, Velázquez became the first Puerto 
Rican woman elected to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, and she has been reelected ever 
since. In February 1998, she was named ranking 
democratic member of the House Small Busi-
ness Committee. In 2001, she called for a repeal 
of the 1996 welfare law, arguing that there 
should be no time limits on welfare and that 

benefits should be available to legal immigrants. 
Velázquez serves on the House Committee on 
Financial Services as well as the Small Business 
Committee.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Nydia M. Velázquez.” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/biophp?can_id=H2631103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

“Velázquez, Nydia Margarita.” In Biographical Directory 
of the United States Congress, 1774–present. Avail-
able online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/
scripts/biodisplay.pl?index=V000081. Accessed 
on January 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Villard, Fanny (Helen Frances Garrison 
Villard) (1844–1928) suffragist, peace advo-
cate Born Helen Frances Garrison on Decem-
ber 16, 1844, Fanny Garrison was the only 
daughter of abolitionist William Lloyd Garri-
son. Fanny taught piano until marrying Henry 
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Villard, a war correspondent for the New York 
Tribune, on January 3, 1866. Together they had 
four children. Though he continued to work as a 
journalist, Henry Villard speculated in railroad 
financing and was so successful that he became 
president of Northern Pacific Railway in 1881. 
This in turn enabled him to acquire the New 
York Evening Post. Henry and Fanny Villard also 
owned the Nation, edited by her brother, Wen-
dell Phillips Garrison. Henry Villard died in 
1900.

Fanny Villard joined the SUFFRAGE move-
ment in 1906 and was active in a number of 
interracial and humanitarian causes. She and 
her son Oswald were founding members of the 
National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People (NAACP). An uncompromising 
pacifist, she led a 1914 Peace Parade of 1,200 
women down New York’s 5th Avenue to protest 
World War I and helped to organize the WOMEN’S 
PEACE PARTY (WPP). After the war, she helped to 
establish the Women’s International League for 
Peace and Freedom (WILPF). She was also a 
relentless worker to improve social conditions, 
managing the New York Diet Kitchen Associa-
tion for almost 50 years. Fanny Villard died on 
July 5, 1928, at the age of 83.

Further Reading
Venet, Wendy Hamand. Neither Ballots nor Bullets: 

Women Abolitionists and the Civil War. Charlottes-
ville: University Press of Virginia, 1991.

Vindication of the Rights of Woman, A 
(Mary Wollstonecraft) (1792) Liberal polit-
ical philosophy provides the basis for the funda-
mental claims to equality for liberal feminists in 
the United States and elsewhere. Liberalism 
stresses the importance of rational thought, 
autonomous action, and choice on the part of 
each person. Reason is what most clearly distin-
guishes humans from other forms of animal life. 
Individual autonomy empowers an individual to 
make choices in her or his own best interest, 
thereby elevating individual rights above the 

common good. Liberal theorists believe that the 
political and legal systems can be used to pro-
mote a liberal agenda for all people. However, 
early liberal theorists such as Thomas Hobbes, 
John Locke, and Jean-Jacques Rousseau excluded 
women from claims to full citizenship. All three 
believed that natural and biological differences 
between men and women precluded women 
from full participation in the social contract—in 
public life at large and politics specifically. Eng-
lish feminist Mary Wollstonecraft (1759–97) 
challenged that basic assumption, arguing 
instead that any weakness exhibited by women 
did not result from her biological sex but rather 
from her lack of education and isolated social 
position.

In her book A Vindication of the Rights of 
Woman, published in 1792, Wollstonecraft notes 
that custom has decreed woman to be weak, 
and she claims that this weakness has been 
brought about through the teachings of society. 

Mary Wollstonecraft (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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Wollstonecraft declares that humanity is based 
on the acquisition of reason and virtue and 
that this acquisition is open to both men and 
women. Thus, woman is not weaker, but society 
has made her so in order to enhance men’s own 
feelings of superiority. In this sense, men and 
women both lose virtue and reason in a system 
of enforced superiority. Wollstonecraft argues 
for the necessity of education for both males and 
females in coeducational facilities: “To render 
mankind more virtuous, and happier of course, 
both sexes must act from the same principle; 
but how can that be expected when only one is 
allowed to see the reasonableness of it? To ren-
der also the social compact truly equitable, and 
in order to spread those enlightening principles, 
which alone can ameliorate the fate of man, 
women must be allowed to found their virtue 
on knowledge, which is scarcely possible unless 
they be educated by the same pursuits as men.”

Wollstonecraft objected particularly to the 
argument made concerning women by Rous-
seau, whose Emile—which outlines the ideal 
upbringing and education for a free man—takes 
up the subject of women in the final chapter with 
his portrayal of Sophie, the woman who is to be 
Emile’s ideal spouse. However, where Emile is 
raised to defy convention and pursue both rea-
son and virtue, Sophie is made to accord herself 
with the dictates of custom, thus denying both 
her capacity for reason (which Rousseau denied 
that she had) and her ability to reach true virtue 
(which Rousseau deemed would be found in her 
conformity). Wollstonecraft, who agreed with 
many of Rousseau’s claims about the necessity 
for humans to use reason and achieve freedom 
in obedience to the dictates of reason, disagreed 
with Rousseau’s designation of the female sex as 
somehow unable to achieve this freedom. Thus, 
she advocates the liberal feminist position that 
men and women are both capable of achieving 
humanity’s highest ends, writing: “Let woman 
share the rights, and she will emulate the vir-
tues of man.” According to Wollstonecraft, 
men and women have the same capacities, even 
though they may end up playing differing roles 

in the family and in society. A Vindication of the 
Rights of Woman proved inspirational to many 
19th-century American feminists and laid the 
foundation for much of the era’s reaction against 
the SEPARATE SPHERES IDEOLOGY.

See also FEMINISM.

Further Reading
Wollstonecraft, Mary. Vindication of the Rights of 

Women, by Mary Wollstonecraft. New York: Pen-
guin Classics, 1985.

—Claire Curtis

Violence Against Women Act (VAWA)  
(1994) The Omnibus Crime Bill of 1994 was 
signed into law by President Bill Clinton on Sep-
tember 13, 1994. While the bill encompasses 
legislation that affects both men and women 
alike, it is of critical importance for its inclusion 
of two key initiatives—the Violence against 
Women Act (VAWA) and the Assault Weapons 
Ban. Women legislators played instrumental 
roles in ensuring that VAWA and the Assault 
Weapons Ban made their way into the final 
crime bill.

VAWA ensured that women who were the 
victims of gender-motivated crimes would be 
protected under federal law. Specifically, Title 
III of VAWA defines gender-motivated crimes as 
“bias” or “hate” crimes that deprive victims of 
civil rights. Prior to the passage of VAWA, pun-
ishment for acts of violence against women was 
subject to the whims of each individual state.

While Senator Joseph Biden (D-DE) was 
responsible for introducing and shepherding 
VAWA through the legislative process, con-
gresswomen from the Senate and House were 
also instrumental in ensuring VAWA’s passage. 
PATRICIA SCHROEDER (D-CO), LOUISE SLAUGHTER 
(D-NY), and Connie Morella (R-MD), along with 
Charles Schumer (D-NY) were VAWA’s chief 
sponsors in the House. Collectively and individ-
ually, female members of the Senate and House 
were able to work across party lines to ensure 
that brutality against women such as DOMESTIC 
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VIOLENCE and other gender-motivated crimes 
would be addressed by the federal government 
through increased funding for education, law 
enforcement, and punishment.

The Crime Bill of 1994 also contained the 
Assault Weapons Ban. This outlawed the pro-
duction of semiautomatic assault weapons and 
ammunition clips holding more than 10 rounds 
except for military or police use. Its principal 
architect was Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN (D-CA). 
The ban’s successful passage in the House and 
Senate demonstrates the power of women work-
ing collectively to achieve important yet contro-
versial pieces of legislation. When all was said 
and done, 91 percent of Democratic congress-
women voted in favor of the ban, compared to 
only 66 percent of their male colleagues from 
the same party. Fifty-eight percent of Republi-
can congresswomen favored the ban, while only 
19 percent of Republican congressmen voiced 
their support.

Further Reading
Dodson, Debra L., et al. Voices, Views and Votes: The 

Impact of Women in the 103rd Congress. New 
Brunswick, N.J.: Center for American Women 
and Politics, Rutgers University, 1995.

—Krista Jenkins

Voluntary Parenthood League (VPL) MARY 
WARE DENNETT was the driving force behind the 
creation of the Voluntary Parenthood League 
(VPL). With Jessie Ashley and Clara Gruening 
Stillman, she founded the National Birth Con-
trol League in 1915 after renouncing the mili-
tant tactics of rival birth control advocate 
MARGARET SANGER. Based in Albany, New York, 
the first order of business was to draft a state-
ment calling for New York legislatures to change 
laws regarding birth control information. By 
1918, Dennett had become executive secretary 
of the organization and renamed it the Volun-
tary Parenthood League. As in 1915, the priority 
of the VPL was to eliminate the laws that kept 
birth control information from being dissemi-

nated. However, the League’s political efforts 
were never realized, and all legislation submit-
ted to Congress died in committee.

The VPL also worked to educate the gen-
eral public about sex. Although the organiza-
tion concentrated its efforts on lobbying the 
U.S. Congress for an “open bill” that would 
decriminalize any public discussion of contra-
ception under the COMSTOCK ACT of 1873, it also 
addressed other feminist and constitutional 
concerns. When the VPL voted in 1925 to sup-
port Sanger’s position on opposing restrictions 
on the distribution of birth control information 
by doctors, Dennett resigned as its director. By 
1927 the league had disbanded, yet its contribu-
tion to the birth control debate was significant. 
Like Sanger’s rival AMERICAN BIRTH CONTROL 
LEAGUE, the VPL used birth control as a free-
speech issue, a springboard for sex education 
and a tool for expressing its importance in 
American society.

Further Reading
Chen, Constance. The Sex Side of Life: Mary Ware 

Dennett’s Pioneering Battle for Birth Control and 
Sex Education. New York: W.W. Norton, 1996.

Gordon, Linda. The Moral Property of Women: A His-
tory of Birth Control Politics in America. Chicago: 
University of Illinois Press, 2002.

Papers of Mary Ware Dennett and the Voluntary Par-
enthood League. Schlesinger Library, Radcliffe 
Institute, Harvard University Women’s Studies 
Manuscript Collection, microfilm.

—Patricia Walsh Coates

Vorchheimer v. School District of Philadel-
phia (430 U.S. 703) (1977) This case 
involved a female high school student’s request 
to attend all-male Central High School in Phila-
delphia. Although Girl’s High School also offered 
a college preparatory curriculum, Susan Lynn 
Vorchheimer argued that Central High’s science 
classes were superior to those offered at Girl’s 
High. Her application for admission was denied 
because of her sex. The District Court ruled that 
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the separate school policy was unconstitu-
tional. The Court of Appeals for the Third Cir-
cuit reversed that decision, ruling that “under 
some circumstances sex differences may be 
legally justified.” The appellate ruling deter-
mined that the sexes were equally affected by 
the city’s policy of maintaining single-sex aca-
demic high schools. Because the city presented 
evidence that there were educational advan-
tages to be gained from SINGLE-SEX EDUCATION, 
the court held that the policy was substantially 

related to the city’s educational objectives and 
therefore constitutional. In 1977, the U.S. 
Supreme Court voted to affirm the lower court’s 
decision.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Vorchheimer v. School District Of Phil-

adelphia, 430 U.S. 703 (1977).” Available online. 
URL: http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1970–
1979/1976/1976_76_37. Accessed on January 12, 
2007.
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wage gap The wage gap is defined as the ratio 
of female wages to male wages. Regardless of 
occupation, level of experience, skills, or educa-
tion, the wage gap remains. According to the 
U.S. Census Bureau’s statistics for 2006, women 
earned just 77 cents for each dollar earned by a 
male. While TITLE IX OF THE EDUCATION AMEND-
MENTS OF 1972 and TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS 
ACT OF 1964 opened doors to education and 
employment in well-paying professions previ-
ously limited to men, the EQUAL PAY ACT (1963), 
the first among the major federal equality initia-
tives, has not been effective in eliminating the 
wage gap. There is no dispute over the existence 
of a gender wage gap. There is substantial dis-
agreement, however, over the cause of the wage 
gap. Is it the result of gender discrimination? Or 
is the wage gap the result of other factors that 
are correlated with gender, such as educational 
attainment, occupational choice, prior work 
experience, or tenure on the job? How much, if 
any, of the wage gap can be attributed to choices 
that women make in planning for a job or 
career?

Those who argue that the wage gap is not the 
result of discrimination point to occupational 
segregation that leaves some job categories dis-

proportionately filled with women or men. For 
example, the Bureau of Labor Statistics (2003) 
reported that women made up 98 percent of the 
nation’s kindergarten teachers, 96 percent of its 
secretaries and administrative assistants, and 
90 percent of its nurses. Likewise, men made 
up 99 percent of the nation’s auto mechanics, 
97 percent of its construction workers, and 96 
percent of its firefighters. This would not mat-
ter if the pay scales for occupations requiring 
about the same level of education and training 
were equivalent; however, they are not. In 2004, 
the median income for kindergarten teachers 
was $20,980, but the median income for auto 
mechanics was $28,810, according to the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics. Public school kindergarten 
teachers must hold a bachelor’s degree, have 
completed an approved teacher education pro-
gram, and be licensed. Formal automotive tech-
nician training is the best preparation for this 
increasingly technical job, but it is not always 
required for employment. Those who argue that 
the wage gap is not the result of discrimina-
tion often point to the “crowding” hypothesis. 
Women voluntarily select low-wage occupations 
and, in doing so, produce a large labor sup-
ply, thereby depressing wages. It is difficult to 

W
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tell how freely women and men choose their 
occupations because years of formal and infor-
mal gender norm socialization has at the very 
least shaped their choices. Diana Furchtgott-
Roth, a member of George W. Bush’s Coun-
cil of Economic Advisers, testified before the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
that “The average wage gap is not proof of wide-
spread discrimination, but of women making 
choices about their educational and professional 
careers in a society where the law has granted 
them equality of opportunity to do so.”

Although women make up a greater propor-
tion of full-time enrollments in colleges and 
universities today (58 percent in 2007), that has 
not always been the case. The aggregate educa-
tion attainment is still higher for men than for 
women. Therefore, some argue that the pay 
differential will diminish as women’s education 
catches up over time. However, a recent study by 
the AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN 
(AAUW) found that just one year out of college, 
women working full time already earn less than 
their male counterparts, even when they work 
in the same field. The report, titled Behind the 
Pay Gap, found that women earn only 80 per-
cent of what men earn, and within a decade, that 
proportion drops to 69 percent. As the study 
notes, looking at earnings one year out of col-
lege is about as level a playing field as you can 
possibly find because men and women have few 
care-giving obligations and similar workforce 
experience. “The persistence of the pay gap 
among young, college-educated, full-time work-
ers suggests that educational achievement alone 
will not close the pay gap. We need to make 
workplaces more family friendly, reduce sex 
segregation in education and in the workplace, 
and combat discrimination that continues to 
hold women back in the workplace,” said Cath-
erine Hill, AAUW director of research.

Another prevalent explanation for the wage 
gap is women’s exit from the paid labor force for 
childbearing, leaving them with fewer “continu-
ous years” of work when compared with men. 
This was certainly true until the 1980s, although 

today most women (64 percent in 2007, accord-
ing to the Bureau of Labor Statistics) with young 
children remain in the workforce. For women 
and men with similar education, continuous 
years in the workforce, age, and occupation, the 
wage gap is much smaller (though it still exists). 
The difference appears to stem from women’s 
“choice” to have children. Comparing men and 
women with the same experience and education 
in 1991, women without children averaged 95 
percent of men’s wages while women with chil-
dren made just 75 percent of men’s wages. The 
presence of children accounted for women’s, but 
not men’s, lower wages, according to two other 
studies. This, according to wage gap detractors, 
is due to a woman’s choice to spend time with 
her children, accept more flexible, lower-paying 
jobs to do so, or to aspire to less demanding 
occupations in anticipation of having children. 
And, what about women’s wages when they 
return to the work force after caring for their 
children? The Center for Work-Life Policy, a 
research organization founded by Sylvia Ann 
Hewlett of Columbia University, found that 
women lose an average of 18 percent of their 
earning power when they temporarily leave the 
workforce. Women in business sectors lose 28 
percent. Although there are contrary trends at 
work (see OPT-OUT REVOLUTION), experts expect 
that the wage differential will decline over time 
owing to declining fertility rates over the last 
decade and more continuous labor force partici-
pation by young female workers.

Those who believe that the gender wage 
gap is the result of labor market discrimina-
tion often argue that “equal pay for equal work” 
ignores the persistence of patriarchy and the 
powerful role that gender plays in shaping peo-
ple’s lives. Instead, they advocate a comparable 
worth pay structure. Under this system, jobs 
would be rated according to a series of criteria, 
such as educational requirements, manual dex-
terity requirements, job stress, risk of injuries, 
etc. Jobs that have similar ratings would then be 
assigned the same rate of pay. So, for example, 
a secretary (a job largely held by women) and a 
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truck driver (a job largely held by men) might 
be assigned similar ratings because both involve 
long periods of sitting, similar levels of training, 
and repetitive tasks. When the Equal Pay Act of 
1963 was debated in Congress, women’s rights 
advocates pushed for a comparable worth strat-
egy, but business interests argued that deter-
mining the comparability of jobs would increase 
the level of government in private business.

The Fair Pay Act (currently sponsored by 
Senator Tom Harkin of Iowa and Delegate ELEA-
NOR HOLMS NORTON of the District of Columbia) 
and the Paycheck Fairness Act (currently spon-
sored by Senator HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON of 
New York and Representative ROSA DELAURO of 
Connecticut) are both designed to remediate the 
wage gap. The Fair Pay Act would amend the 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT of 1938 and would 
prohibit discrimination in pay based on sex, 
race, or national origin and require employers 
to pay equal wages for work at “equivalent” 
jobs. For enforcement purposes, the Fair Pay 
Act allows class-action lawsuits to be filed and 
provides for compensatory and punitive dam-
ages. The Paycheck Fairness Act is designed to 
strengthen the Equal Pay Act of 1963 by improv-
ing remedy provisions, making it easier to bring 
class-action Equal Pay Act claims; requiring 
employers to submit pay data identified by sex, 
race, and national origin to the EQUAL EMPLOY-
MENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC); pro-
hibiting employers from punishing employees 
who share salary information with coworkers; 
and closing the “affirmative defense” loophole 
so that employers can only defend a pay dif-
ferential when it is caused by something other 
than sex and is related to job performance. Both 
of these bills have been introduced in multiple 
sessions of congress, but neither bill has reached 
the floor of the Senate or House for a vote. Both 
bills are before the 110th Congress.

This new legislation may be even more 
important in fighting wage discrimination given 
the U.S. Supreme Court’s 5-4 ruling in LEDBET-
TER V. GOODYEAR TIRE AND RUBBER CO. on May 29, 
2007. Lilly Ledbetter, the lone female supervi-

sor at a tire plant in Gadsden, Alabama, filed 
suit alleging that her pay was substantially less 
than that of the male supervisors employed in 
the same plant due to illegal sex discrimination 
and, therefore, constituted a violation of Title 
VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. The Court 
held that the effects of past discrimination do 
not restart the clock for filing claims with the 
EEOC and that Ledbetter’s suit was not timely 
because she could not demonstrate specific acts 
of discrimination within the proscribed time 
period. Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg dissented, 
arguing that pay disputes often arise in small 
increments, making women hesitant to file a 
claim in federal court. Only when the dispari-
ties become overwhelmingly evident are women 
likely to proceed with a legal action. This ruling 
will make it more difficult to bring wage dis-
crimination cases under Title VII.

The persistence of the wage gap even in 
the face of federal legislation mandating equal 
pay demonstrates the limits of the law to 
address forms of sex discrimination arising 
from women’s traditional social roles in the pri-
vate sphere. In addition to policy changes, there 
are other forms of direct action to challenge the 
wage gap. One example is the WAGE [Women 
Are Getting Even] Project, directed by Evelyn 
Murphy, former lieutenant governor of Mas-
sachusetts and author of the book Getting Even: 
Why Women Don’t Get Paid Like Men and What 
to Do About It (New York: Simon and Schuster, 
2005). WAGE provides research on the wage 
gap, teaches women how to determine if their 
wages are depressed relative to others in their 
field, and arms them with effective strategies 
for negotiating a wage increase. Most impor-
tant, the WAGE Web site serves as a method 
of communication for employees to share wage 
information and thereby increase their own 
bargaining power.

The wage gap is a reality for women in the 
United States. Although there may be disagree-
ment over its cause, there is no disputing the 
fact that women earn less than men.

See also GENDER STEREOTYPES.
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Gap. Washington, D.C.: American Association 
of University Women Educational Foundation, 
2007.

Furchtgott-Roth, Diana, and Christine Solba. Women’s 
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Walker, Mary Edwards (1832–1919) physi-
cian, feminist, Congressional Medal of Honor 
 winner Mary Edwards Walker was born on 
November 26, 1832, in Oswego, New York, to a 
family involved in abolition and other reform 
movements. Her father, Alvah Walker, believed 
in the education of girls, and Mary graduated 
from Syracuse Medical College in 1855. She 
became an early enthusiast for women’s rights 
and was particularly passionate about the issue 
of dress reform. She eagerly adopted AMELIA 
BLOOMER’s “Turkish pantaloons” and would later 
wear a man’s evening suit to lecture on women’s 
rights. In 1856, Mary Walker married another 
physician, Albert Miller, wearing trousers and a 
man’s coat; she kept her own name throughout 
her life. Walker and Miller established a medical 
practice together in Rome, New York, but few 
were ready to be seen by a woman doctor, and 
the practice struggled. The marriage failed after 
13 years. 

When the Civil War started, Walker trav-
eled to Washington, D.C., to enlist with the 
Union army. Denied a commission because of 
her sex, she volunteered as an army surgeon. 
In 1863, she was appointed assistant surgeon of 
the army and was transferred to the 52nd Ohio 
Infantry. In 1864, she was captured by Confed-
erate soldiers, arrested as a spy, and imprisoned 

for four months in Richmond, Virginia. Her 
release came along with four other surgeons in 
a trade for 17 Confederate doctors. She returned 
to the 52nd Ohio Infantry until the war ended. 
Upon returning home to New York, she received 
a pension, but in a value smaller than most war 
widows.

On November 11, 1865, President Andrew 
Johnson signed a bill to present Dr. Mary 
Edwards Walker with the Congressional Medal 
of Honor for Meritorious Service, in order to 
recognize her contributions to the war effort 
without having to award her an army com-
mission. She was the only woman to have this 
honor. In 1917, Congress declared that such an 
award could only be given for “actual combat” 
with enemy soldiers, and Walker’s medal (along 
with 910 others) was revoked. Walker refused 
to return her medal and wore it every day until 
she died. President Jimmy Carter posthumously 
restored the medal in 1977.

Following the war, Walker became a writer 
and lecturer on such issues as women’s rights, 
health care, and temperance. She was also an 
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advocate for dress reform and often wore men’s 
clothing to protest restrictive women’s clothes—
a practice that resulted in arrest several times. 
On the issue of SUFFRAGE, she argued that a 
woman’s right to vote was already contained 
within the Constitution and that requiring a 
constitutional amendment (and thus arguing for 
such an amendment) was redundant. She wrote 
her “Crowing Constitutional Argument” in 1907. 
Dr. Mary Edwards Walker died on February 21, 
1919, just three months before Congress passed 
the Nineteenth Amendment.

Further Reading
Leonard, Elizabeth D. Yankee Women: Gender Battles in 

the Civil War. New York: W.W. Norton, 1995.

—Claire Curtis

Warren, Mercy Otis (1728–1814) poet, play-
wright, historian, Revolutionary War patri-
ot Mercy Otis was born September 14, 1728 in 
Barnstable, Massachusetts, the third of 13 chil-
dren. Growing up in the midst of a lively Patriot 
family, she spent her childhood and teen years 
receiving a good general education as well as 
becoming politically conscious of the growing 
political conditions surrounding her as the 
American colonies headed toward revolution. 
In 1754, she married James Warren and moved 
to Plymouth, Massachusetts. Her father’s house 
served as a meeting place for revolutionaries, 
and as an adult, Warren felt it was her duty to 
participate in the Patriot cause. Her first play, 
The Adulateur, was published in 1772 and 
served as the first of many propaganda pieces 
that she produced in support of the American 
Revolution. During the War, Mercy Warren 
hosted political meetings in her Plymouth 
home. She developed her close friendship with 
John and ABIGAIL ADAMS during this period and 
continued to correspond with the couple 
throughout her life.

After the war, Warren continued to write 
and publish poetry, and in 1805, her His-
tory of the Rise, Progress, and Termination of 

the American Revolution, was published. This 
three-volume work offered a unique insider’s 
perspective to the war and also set the ground-
work for future female authors. Warren’s entire 
life revolved around writings and commentary 
about the political situation of the United States 
during the Revolutionry War and Early Republic 
periods, and she also worked for educational 
reforms for women. Mercy Otis Warren died in 
her Plymouth home on October 19, 1814.

Further Readings
Bohrer, Melissa Lukeman. Glory, Passion, and Princi-

pals: The Story of Eight Remarkable Women at the 
Core of the American Revolution. New York: Anita 
Books, 2003.

Richards, Jeffery H. Mercy Otis Warren. New York: 
Twaine Publishing, 1995.

Zagarri, Rosemarie. A Woman’s Dilemma: Mercy Otis 
Warren and the American Revolution. Wheeling, 
Ill.: Harlan Davidson, 1995.

—Sharon Romero

Washerwomen’s Strike of 1881 Organized 
by African-American laundresses in Atlanta, 
Georgia, in the summer of 1881, the Washer-
women’s Strike illustrates the difficulties minor-
ity women faced when they attempted to form 
labor organizations.

Before the advent of new technology in the 
late 19th century, laundry was such an arduous 
task that even families with limited means hired 
washerwomen. These women either worked 
inside the employer’s home or took the laundry 
away and returned with it later. African-Ameri-
can women in both North and South, their job 
options limited by discrimination, frequently 
worked as laundresses and in other service 
occupations. Workers in the era increasingly 
turned to organizing in pursuit of better wages, 
but since laundry work was considered an 
unskilled job, it fell outside the purview of the 
dominant, craft-oriented labor organizations. 
Moreover, an African-American washerwoman 
faced both gender and racial discrimination. 
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Few unions considered either group suitable 
candidates for organization.

With the assistance and encouragement of 
local churches, a group of African-American 
laundresses organized into the Washerwomen’s 
Association of Atlanta. They then struck for 
a wage increase of $1 per 12 pounds of wash. 
Leaders relied on door-to-door mobilization in 
Atlanta’s tightly knit African-American com-
munity to attract support. At its peak, the strike 
drew 3,000 participants, including women in 
other domestic-service jobs. Atlanta’s white 
community retaliated with a variety of mea-
sures. One city councilman threatened that 
Atlanta would require every laundress in the 
city to pay a $25 licensing fee; the measure, 
however, was not adopted. Local authorities 
arrested and sometimes fined several strike 
leaders. Under the weight of these actions, the 
movement lost momentum and ultimately dis-
solved without the washerwomen winning any 
increase in wages.

Further Reading
Hunter, Tera W. “Domination and Resistance: The 

Politics of Wage Household Labor in New South 
Atlanta.” Labor History 34 (1993): 205–220.

Jones, Jacqueline. Labor of Love, Labor of Sorrow: Black 
Women, Work, and the Family from Slavery to the 
Present. New York: Vintage Books, 1985.

Rabinowitz, Howard N. Race Relations in the Urban 
South, 1865–1890. New York: Oxford University 
Press, 1978.

—Eileen V. Wallis

Washington, Martha (Martha Dandridge 
Custis Washington) (1731–1802) first lady 
Martha Dandridge was born on June 2, 1731, in 
New Kent County, Virginia, to John and Frances 
Jones Dandridge. Her father was a planter on a 
modest 500-acre plantation known as Chestnut 
Grove. The Dandridges were members of the 
gentry class, meaning that Martha received a 
“lady’s education” emphasizing music, the arts, 
dress, fine sewing, dancing, demeanor and 

household management. She was sufficiently 
educated in reading, writing, and mathematics 
for her to run a household and correspond with 
her mother once she moved away and estab-
lished a household of her own. Mores of the 
times held that educating women any further 
might make her seem “undesirably bookish” to 
suitors. 

In 1748, when Martha was 17 years old, 39-
year old Daniel Parke Custis, son of the wealthy 
although eccentric John Custis, began to court 
her. John Custis finally acquiesced to the mar-
riage a year later, and the wedding took place 
in 1750. The couple moved to Daniel Custis’s 
plantation, called White House, and children 
soon followed: Daniel Parke (b. 1751), Frances 
Parke (b. 1753), John Parke (b. 1754), and Mar-
tha Parke (b. 1756). Between 1754 and 1757, 
two children (Daniel and Frances), Martha’s 
father, and her husband all died. At the age of 
26, Martha was a wealthy widow of two young 
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children and responsible for a large estate. Little 
in her background prepared her to oversee more 
than 17,000 acres and several hundred slaves. 
She rose to the challenge, however, and assumed 
responsibility for farming, buying supplies, 
maintaining the property, paying debts, tending 
to the needs of the plantation’s workforce, and 
fighting off a decades-old lawsuit that threat-
ened the solvency of the enterprise. She did not 
hesitate to call on male friends and relatives 
for guidance. Her wealth and her competence 
immediately attracted suitors, including George 
Washington. They met in spring 1758 and were 
married on January 6, 1759. His new wife’s prop-
erty now his, George began renovations to his 
home, Mount Vernon, in anticipation of moving 
his family there. Until then, Martha and her two 
children moved to Williamsburg, where George 
Washington was a representative in the national 
assembly.

By 1767, the family was settled at Mount 
Vernon. George treated Martha’s children as 
his own, and they called him “Pappa.” Martha 
and George never had children of their own. 
Martha Washington was a loving but overpro-
tective mother, rarely letting her children out of 
her sight. Despite criticizing her own mother’s 
overindulgence in childrearing, she doted on 
her son John (known as “Jacky”). Her youngest 
child, Martha “Patsy” Custis, was in delicate 
health and suffered from epileptic seizures. At 
the time, there was no medical treatment for 
seizures, and Patsy died as a result of her dis-
ease in June 1773. Jacky grew up self-indulgent 
and indolent, making little effort in his studies. 
Although nominally enrolled in King’s College, 
he announced his engagement to Nelly Calvert, 
a member of a prominent Maryland family. 
Upon Patsy’s death, he returned to Mount Ver-
non, and he and Nelly were married in February 
1774. Meanwhile, the Washingtons welcomed 
family, friends, and acquaintances to Mount 
Vernon on a regular basis. In fact, the house was 
enlarged on several occasions to make room for 
the frequently long stays of family members and 
to give Martha and George more privacy.

In May 1775, Washington accepted com-
mand of the Continental Army and agreed to 
move the troops to Boston. Upon leaving for 
Boston, he wrote to Martha, “I retain an unal-
terable affection for you, which neither time or 
distance can change.” That fall, George invited 
Martha to join him at the army’s winter encamp-
ment outside Boston. For Martha, the journey 
represented the first time she had traveled north 
of Alexandria, Virginia, and the first time she 
observed firsthand the celebrity associated with 
her husband’s public role. At his Harvard head-
quarters, she set about improving the morale of 
officers, enlisted men, and their families. The 
Continental Congress did not provide sufficient 
funds to supply the army with food or clothing, 
meaning that officer’s wives often traveled along 
with them to cook, mend, and tend to the needs 
of the troops. Martha Washington formed a 
sewing and knitting circle to mend for bachelor 
soldiers and provide bandages for the hospital.

When the Americans took over Boston, the 
Washingtons moved to New York in the sum-
mer of 1776. When the Declaration of Indepen-
dence was signed on July 4, 1776, Martha added 
the threat of execution for treason to her list 
of worries for her husband. In October 1776, 
the Americans were defeated in New York and 
Martha moved back to Mount Vernon, where 
she could attend to the affairs of the plantation 
rather than accompany George to Philadelphia. 
Even so, Martha continued to join her husband 
and his troops in his winter headquarters for 
the eight long years of the war, regardless of 
the conditions or the risk of capture or harm. 
She offered moral support to her husband and 
material support to the troops in the form of 
clothing, food, and medical care. During the 
winter of 1779–80, the British were so close that 
soldiers guarded the windows of the Washing-
tons’ bedroom each night as they slept. In the 
spring and summer, Martha returned to Mount 
Vernon, often accompanied by family members. 
When Jacky contracted “camp fever” during 
a visit with his father in Yorktown, efforts to 
nurse him back to health were in vain. He died 
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in 1781, leaving behind a widow and four young 
children. The Washingtons offered to adopt the 
two youngest. Although no formal papers were 
ever executed, Eleanor Parke Custis (b. 1779) 
and George Washington Custis (b. 1781) lived 
with Martha as her children for the rest of their 
lives.

By 1783, the war was over, and George 
Washington joined Martha once again at Mount 
Vernon. The Washingtons believed that they 
would be free to resume their private lives and 
recede from national attention. Their home 
at Mount Vernon attracted a steady stream of 
visitors, leading George to establish regular 
visiting hours. Politics once again disrupted 
domestic life as the fragile government cre-
ated under the Articles of Confederation nearly 
collapsed, overwhelmed by economic depres-
sion and political infighting. In 1787, General 
Washington attended the Constitutional Con-
vention in Philadelphia, where he was made 
presiding officer. Once the new Constitution 
was signed, he returned to Mount Vernon, only 
to be informed of his election to the presidency 
in April 1789. Although Martha was sorely dis-
appointed that public duty would again eclipse 
their plans for retirement, she resigned herself 
to the new challenge and joined him in New 
York (then the site of the capitol) two months 
after his inauguration.

Both Washingtons faced the task of defining 
the executive in the newly formed government. 
As both head of state and head of government, 
the U.S. president and his wife were challenged 
to set precedents appropriate to democratic 
principles while improving the image and repu-
tation of the young United States in the eyes of 
the world. It seemed to both that some degree of 
formality and dignity should set them apart from 
the rest of the nation’s citizens, and yet the title 
Martha selected for herself (Mrs. Washington) 
aptly illustrates the conscious attempt to avoid 
aristocratic airs. The Washingtons were mobbed 
by visitors, forcing them once again to set up a 
formal visiting schedule. President Washing-
ton held meetings for men only on Tuesday 

afternoons, and Martha held Friday evening 
“drawing room” receptions, which the president 
attended as a guest. She did not like the new 
limitations on her freedom of movement and the 
social obligations imposed by her emerging role 
as first lady. In 1790, she wrote to her niece back 
at Mount Vernon: “I live a very dull life hear and 
know nothing that passes in the town—I never 
go to any publik place, indeed I think I am more 
like a state prisoner than anything else, there 
is certain bounds set for me which I must not 
depart from—and as I can not doe as I like I am 
obstinate and stay home a great deal.” However, 
Martha was a gracious national hostess, and her 
social ease softened the president’s stiff ceremo-
nious edge.

In 1790, Congress decided to move the 
nation’s capital to a site near Georgetown, but in 
the meantime government would move to Phila-
delphia. Martha was glad to return to a busier 
social scene and to be closer to Mount Vernon. 
She looked forward to the end of Washington’s 
term and balked at the notion of a second term. 
In a rare expression of her own opinion, she 
protested against talk of another four years in 
office. Ultimately, as she had done on so many 
previous occasions, she apologized and said 
nothing further when, in 1793, George was 
unanimously reelected. The second term was 
far more difficult than the first. International 
tensions, the ongoing French Revolution, and 
increasingly shrill criticism of Washington’s 
leadership made bridging the political divisions 
in the nation difficult. Thomas Jefferson, Henry 
Knox, and Alexander Hamilton all resigned 
their cabinet positions in the second term and 
returned to private life. Finally, in 1797, George 
Washington stood beside John Adams as he 
took the oath of office as the nation’s second 
president. George and Martha Washington were 
now free to return to Mount Vernon to pursue 
the private life they had planned for so long. It 
was to be short-lived.

Their return to Virginia brought with it 
familiar patterns in resettling. The plantation 
had suffered from years of neglect. George 
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devoted his attention to overseeing building 
repairs and bringing the land back into shape. 
His popularity meant that throngs of visitors 
descended on the household. Ultimately they 
invited George’s nephew, Lawrence Lewis, to 
join the family as secretary and deputy host. 
Lewis married Nelly on February 22, 1799. In 
late November 1799, George was supervising 
plantation activities when he came down with a 
severe cold and respiratory infection. He died on 
December 14 with Martha by his side.

George had assigned Martha lifetime use 
of his property, although at this point in her 
life, she assigned the management to her grand-
daughter Nelly and her husband, Lawrence 
Lewis. She moved out of the bedroom she and 
George had shared into a small garret room 
where she stayed mostly to herself after his 
death. Almost three years later, Martha Wash-
ington died on May 22, 1802, of a prolonged 
fever and was buried beside her husband in the 
tomb he had designed.

Martha Washington’s role as a real partner 
in establishing the expectations and public 
role of the American executive cannot be over-
stated. She was acutely aware of the importance 
of the precedent she and George Washington 
were setting as the nation’s first president and 
first lady. She did not have an elevated image 
of herself or of the office, but instead under-
stood the delicate balance between humility 
and maintaining the prestige of the presidency. 
Many of the constraints on her personal aspira-
tions are still imposed on first ladies today. In 
many respects, George and Martha Washington 
embodied the culture of “civic virtue” that came 
to characterize elite Americans in the late 17th 
century—duty to the public first and to oneself 
second. Martha Washington’s devotion to her 
husband, her family, and the nation’s hard-won 
independence made her the foremost woman of 
her times.
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Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 
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Wasserman Schultz, Debbie (1966– ) con-
gressperson Debbie Wasserman Schultz was 
born on September 27, 1966, in Queens, New 
York. A mother of three, she is married to Steve 
Schultz and currently lives in Weston, Florida. 
Prior to her election to Congress, Wasserman 
Schultz was a program administrator and an 
instructor at a Florida college as well as a state 
legislative aide to Peter Deutsch. In 1993, she 
was elected to the Florida House; then 26, she 
was the youngest female legislator in the state’s 
history. In 2000, she was elected to the Florida 
Senate. During her tenure in the Florida legis-
lature, Wasserman Schultz was considered one 
of its most liberal members. She pursued gen-
der-equity legislation and a bill to guarantee 
that equal numbers of men and women were 
appointed to state boards. She also undertook a 
campaign to make language in official state 
documents more “gender neutral.”

Wasserman Schultz won her first cam-
paign for the U.S. House of Representatives 
in 2004, winning 70 percent of the vote. 
During the campaign, her opponent charged 
that she would not have enough time to 
adequately serve the district because she had 
three young children at home. Wasserman 
Schultz was appointed to the Democratic Steer-
ing and Policy Committee and is a member of 
House Speaker NANCY PELOSI’s “30-Something 
Working Group,” an organization for House 
Democrats under 40 years of age. The group 
concentrates on issues affectng young people, 
including Social Security. Wasserman Schultz 
also has joined the bipartisan Congressional 
Cuba Democracy Caucus.
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Waters, Maxine (1938– ) congressperson 
Born on August 15, 1938, in St. Louis, Missouri, 
Maxine Waters earned a bachelor’s degree from 
California State University, Los Angeles, in 
1974. She worked as a teacher and a volunteer 
coordinator in the Head Start program prior to 
entering public service. In 1976, Waters was 
elected to the California State Assembly, where 
she served from 1977 to 1990. Upon the retire-
ment of incumbent congressman Augustus F. 
Hawkins in 1990, Waters sought election as a 
Democrat to the U.S. House of Representatives 
for California’s 29th congressional district. She 
won and has been reelected ever since.

Maxine Waters is a fairly controversial 
member of the House. As a first-term represen-
tative, she gained fame by walking into the Oval 
Office and telling President George H. W. Bush 
that his “time is up.” Waters cochaired the 1992 
presidential campaign of Bill Clinton. Following 
the presidential election in 2000, she tried to 
object to the electoral votes being counted and 
certified, arguing that rampant voter fraud made 
the result illegitimate. In addition to her service 
on the House Committee on Banking and Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, Waters has served as 
chair of the Congressional Black Caucus. She is 
also a member of the Congressional Progressive 
Caucus. Her husband, Sidney Williams, is a for-
mer U.S. ambassador to the Bahamas.
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Watson, Diane (Diane Edith Watson) 
(1933– ) congressperson Born in Los Angeles, 
California, on November 12, 1933, Diane Wat-
son earned a bachelor’s degree in education from 
the University of California, Los Angeles (1955), 
a master’s degree in school psychology from Cal-
ifornia State University, Los Angeles (1958), and 
a doctorate in educational administration from 
Claremont Graduate School (1987). She has 
worked as a psychologist, as a faculty member at 
California State University, and as a health occu-
pation specialist with the Bureau of Industrial 
Education of the California Department of Edu-
cation. She was elected to the Los Angeles Uni-
fied District School Board in 1975 and to the 
California State Senate in 1978. She served as the 
U.S. ambassador to Micronesia before entering 
the House of Representatives as a Democrat fol-
lowing the 2000 election. In the House, Watson 
serves on the Committee on Government Reform 
and the Committee on International Relations. 
She is also a member of the Congressional Pro-
gressive Caucus. In 1993, she sponsored the 
California Birth Defects Monitoring Program 
Act, which led to research into the causes of 
birth defects. Watson was reelected in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.
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“Representative Diane E. Watson (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_id=BS021500. Accessed on Jan-
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—Angela Kouters

Webster v. Reproductive Health Services 
(492 U.S. 490) (1989) In 1986, the state of 
Missouri enacted legislation that placed a num-
ber of restrictions on ABORTIONS. The statute’s 
preamble indicated that “the life of each human 
being begins at conception,” and the law codified 
the following restrictions: public employees and 
public facilities were not to be used in perform-
ing or assisting abortions unnecessary to save 
the mother’s life, encouragement and counseling 
to have abortions was prohibited, and physicians 
were to perform viability tests on women in their 
20th (or more) week of pregnancy. Lower courts 
struck down the restrictions.

In a controversial and highly divisive deci-
sion, the U.S. Supreme Court held that none of 
the challenged provisions of the Missouri leg-
islation were unconstitutional. First, the Court 
held that the preamble had not been applied 
in any concrete manner for the purposes of 
restricting abortions and thus did not present 
a constitutional question. Second, the Court 
held that the due-process clause did not require 
states to enter into the business of abortion 
and did not create an affirmative right to gov-
ernmental aid in the pursuit of constitutional 
rights. Third, the Court found that no case or 
controversy existed in relation to the counseling 
provisions of the law. Finally, the Court upheld 
the viability testing requirements, arguing that 
the state’s interest in protecting potential life 
could be applied before the point of viability. 
The Court made very clear that it was not revis-
iting the central holding in ROE V. WADE. Justice 

SANDRA DAY O’CONNOR refused to join four oth-
ers in overturning Roe; however, Webster dem-
onstrated how vulnerable the right to abortion 
articulated in Roe had become. The decision was 
4-1-4, with O’Connor squarely in the middle and 
forever identified as the abortion swing vote.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Webster v. Reproductive Health 

Services, 492 U.S. 490 (1989).” Available online. 
URL: http://www.oyez.org/cases/case?case=1980–
1989/1988/1988_88_605. Accessed on January 
12, 2007.

Weddington, Sarah (Sarah Ragle Wedding-
ton) (1947– ) lawyer, reproductive rights acti-
vist A nationally known attorney and 
spokesperson on a variety of public issues, 
Sarah Ragle Weddington was born on February 
5, 1945, graduated from the University of Texas 
School of Law in 1967. In 1972, she was elected 
to the Texas State House of Representatives, 
where she served three terms.

In 1973, the 26-year-old attorney success-
fully argued the case of ROE V. WADE before the 
United States Supreme Court. She received no 
compensation and had to pay the C.O.D. charge 
on the telegram letting her know she had won 
the highly controversial ABORTION rights case. 
The landmark ruling, which gives women, not 
the government, the right to decide if abortion 
is right or wrong for them remains under con-
tinued threat of partial or full repeal.

Between 1978 and 1981, Weddington 
worked as an assistant to President Jimmy 
Carter in Washington, D.C. From her office in 
the west wing of the White House, she directed 
the administration’s work on women’s issues 
and organized a series of information sessions 
for top state leaders. She also worked exten-
sively with the recruitment and retention of 
minority women for governmental positions. 
Later, she became the director of the Texas 
Office of State-Federal Relations in Washing-
ton, D.C. In 1980, Weddington received the 
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PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF AMERICA’s 
MARGARET SANGER Award, the organization’s 
highest honor. In 1993, the National Council 
of Jewish Women presented her with its presti-
gious “Woman of Distinction Award.”

An adjunct associate professor at the Univer-
sity of Texas, Weddington is a frequent speaker 
on the global lecture circuit. Topics include legal 
cases, leadership, health, and women’s issues. 
She is a founding member of the Foundation for 
Women’s Resources and remains active in the 
organization.

Further Reading
Hull, N.E.H., and Peter Hoffer. Roe v Wade: The Abor-

tion Right Controversy in American History. Land-
mark Law Cases and American Society. Lawrence: 
University Press of Kansas, 2001.

Weddington, Sarah. A Question of Choice. East Ruther-
ford, N.J.: Penguin USA, 1993.

—Thea Lapham

Weeks v. Southern Bell Telephone and 
Telegraph (408 F.2d 228 [5th Cir.]) 
(1969) Several cases have been brought before 
the courts on the basis of the BONA FIDE OCCUPA-
TIONAL QUALIFICATION (BFOQ) exception to 
TITLE VII OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. One 
of the earliest, Weeks v. Southern Bell Telephone 
and Telegraph (1969), challenged a rule that 
prevented women, but not men, from holding 
positions that required lifting more than 30 
pounds. Lower courts ruled that the company 
had based its decision to limit women’s employ-
ment on stereotypes rather than on real abili-
ties of its employees or applicants. Similarly, in 
ROSENFELD V. SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY (1971), 
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals ruled 
against Southern Pacific’s policy of excluding 
women from certain jobs that were deemed 
“unsuitable” for women because (1) they 
involved irregular hours and lifting weights of 
up to 25 pounds, and (2) state laws limited 
working conditions for women under a variety 
of protective statutes. The court ruled that nei-

ther reason constituted a BFOQ exception to 
Title VII because both relied on GENDER STEREO-
TYPES of women’s abilities rather than on a find-
ing of fact.

See also BRADWELL V. ILLINOIS.

Weinberger v. Wiesenfeld (420 US 636) 
(1975) In this case, a widowed father chal-
lenged the Social Security survivor’s benefit 
rules that allowed mothers, but not fathers, to 
stay home, raise their underage children, and 
collect benefits after their spouse had died. After 
the death of his wife, Stephen Wiesenfeld applied 
for Social Security CHILD CARE benefits so that he 
could stay home with his infant son. His claim 
was rejected. The interpretation of the law at the 
time held that a widow with children was enti-
tled to benefits (called “mother’s insurance ben-
efits”) based on her late husband’s Social Security 
taxes. A widower was ineligible for the same 
benefits unless he could prove that he had been 
economically dependent on his wife prior to her 
death. Attorney RUTH BADER GINSBURG, working 
for the American Civil Liberties Union’s Wom-
en’s Rights Project, argued the case before the 
U.S. Supreme Court.

Wiesenfeld was one of a series of cases 
Ginsburg and other Women’s Rights Project 
attorneys selected in order to challenge the 
traditional GENDER STEREOTYPES on which laws 
that discriminated by sex were often based. 
In her brief, Ginsburg argued that the strict 
assignment of sex roles in the statute did not 
reflect the reality of millions of Americans. 
What was intended to protect and benefit 
women was in reality part of a larger web of 
laws that denied both men and women the 
equal protection of the laws. Ginsburg wrote: 
“When Paula Wiesenfeld died, her social 
insurance provided less protection to her fam-
ily than the social insurance of a wage-earn-
ing man. . . . The payout to her survivors was 
subject to a deep discount.”

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled unanimously 
that this provision of the Social Security laws 
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violated “the right to equal protection secured 
by the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amend-
ment” and was therefore unconstitutional. In a 
sign that the Court was ready to dismiss some 
long-held social stereotypes about men and 
women, six of the justices accepted Ginsburg’s 
argument that the distinction between widows 
and widowers was founded on an “archaic and 
overbroad generalization not tolerated under 
the Constitution, namely that male workers’ 
earnings are vital to their families’ support, 
while female workers’ earnings do not sig-
nificantly contribute to their families’ support.” 
Wiesenfeld was the first of a series of cases chal-
lenging the constitutionality of Social Security 
measures that amounted to “double-edged” 
discrimination.

See also SOCIAL SECURITY AND WOMEN.

Further Reading
The OYEZ Project. “Weinberger v. Wiesenfeld, 420 U.S. 

636 (1975).” Available online. URL: http://www.
oyez.org/cases/case?case=1970–1979/1974/1974_
73_1892. Accessed on January 12, 2007.

welfare policy In the early days of the United 
States, relief for the poor was largely the respon-
sibility of town governments, although family 
was the primary support for the needy. The 
modern “welfare system” did not emerge until 
the 1930s and the onset of the Great Depression. 
With the private support structures previously 
provided by families in shambles, people in 
need turned to the government. The sheer num-
ber of people without employment, housing, or 
bare subsistence overwhelmed local government 
resources. GRACE ABBOTT, head of the federal 
Children’s Bureau, reported that by spring 1933, 
20 percent of the nation’s schoolchildren showed 
evidence of poor nutrition, housing, and medi-
cal care. An estimated 200,000 boys left home to 
wander the streets and beg because of the poor 
economic condition of their families.

The emphasis during the first two years of 
President Franklin Roosevelt’s “New Deal” was 

to provide work relief for the millions of unem-
ployed Americans. Federal money flowed to the 
states to pay for public works projects, which 
employed the jobless. Some federal aid also 
directly assisted needy victims of the depres-
sion. The states, however, remained mainly 
responsible for taking care of the “unemploy-
ables” (widows, poor children, the elderly poor, 
and the disabled). Yet states as well as private 
charities were unable to keep up the support 
of these people at a time when tax collections 
and personal giving were declining steeply. On 
August 18, 1935, Roosevelt signed the Social 
Security Act. It set up a federal retirement pro-
gram for persons over 65, which was financed 
by a payroll tax paid jointly by employers and 
their workers. In addition to old-age pensions 
and unemployment insurance, the Social Secu-
rity Act established a national welfare system. 
The federal government guaranteed one-third of 
the total amount spent by states for assistance to 
needy and dependent children under age 16 (but 
not their mothers). Additional federal welfare 
aid was provided to destitute elderly people, the 
blind, and disabled children. Although financed 
partly by federal tax money, the states could still 
set their own eligibility requirements and ben-
efit levels. This aspect of the law demanded by 
southern states allowed them to limit benefits 
available to the African-American population. 
Thus, the U.S. federal welfare system was, from 
its inception, shaped by assumptions about race 
and gender.

In 1936, when the federal AID TO FAMILIES 
WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN (AFDC) program 
began, it provided cash aid to about 500,000 
children and their parents. By 1969, the number 
had grown to nearly 7 million. President Lyndon 
B. Johnson’s “War on Poverty” added noncash 
benefits to AFDC recipients and others, includ-
ing food stamps (1964), Medicaid (1965), and, 
nearly a decade later, the Supplemental Security 
Income (SSI) program (1974). By the 1990s, 
AFDC supported an estimated 15 percent of the 
nation’s children. Worries grew that a federal 
system of subsidies created dependence rather 
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than assistance toward self-sufficiency and full 
employment. The FAMILY SUPPORT ACT OF 1988 
was one of the first attempts to require work 
as a condition of benefits and to impose limits 
on the length of eligibility. In 1996, President 
Bill Clinton signed the PERSONAL RESPONSIBIL-
ITY AND WORK OPPORTUNITY RECONCILIATION ACT 
(PRWORA). Temporary Assistance for Needy 
Families (TANF) replaced AFDC as the pri-
mary vehicle to deliver federal welfare support. 
PRWORA ended welfare as an entitlement and 
replaced that ethos with strict limits on eligibil-
ity, introduced stiffer work requirements, and 
allowed states to impose lifetime benefit caps 
and other restrictions. Education, job training, 
and CHILD CARE support is administered by the 
states through a system of bloc grants.

See also WELFARE RIGHTS MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
Abramovitz, Mimi. Regulating the Lives of Women: 
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Present. Boston: South End Press, 1988.

Gordon, Linda. Pitied but Not Entitled: Single Mothers 
and the History of Welfare. New York: Free Press, 
1994.

Nadasen, Premilla. Welfare Warriors: The Welfare 
Rights Movement in the United States. New York: 
Routledge, 2005.

welfare rights movement The welfare 
rights movement grew out of the belief that 
welfare unduly stigmatized women along race, 
class, and gender lines. The largest single orga-
nization dedicated to promoting welfare rights 
from 1966 to 1975 was the National Welfare 
Rights Organization (NWRO), founded by 
Congress of Racial Equality (CORE) activist 
and university chemistry professor George 
Wiley. Under the NWRO’s mantle, tens of 
thousands of welfare recipients demanded 
more income and justice for their families. At 
its peak in 1969, NWRO membership was esti-
mated at 22,000 families nationwide, mostly 
black, with local chapters in nearly every state 
and major city. The NWRO galvanized its 

members to bring about tangible improvements 
in the welfare system and, in the process, 
changed the attitudes of thousands of women 
who joined the organization. Its “minimum 
standards” campaign, linking the level of ben-
efits with the actual cost of living, resulted in a 
substantial increase in the size of the income 
transfer in states like New York. Members also 
demanded changes in the way they were treated 
by personnel in welfare offices. While under 
Wiley’s leadership, the movement was broadly 
focused on poor people rather than predomi-
nantly on poor women and on providing guar-
anteed income to the poor regardless of race, 
ethnicity, or gender. The transition in leader-
ship from Wiley to JONNIE TILLMON in 1972 was 
preceded by a period of organizational turmoil, 
as many in the membership demanded more 
decision-making power and visibility for 
“recipients” (largely female and black) and less 
for the organization’s middle-class leadership 
(largely male and white). However, as the tran-
sition unfolded and Wiley ultimately resigned 
his post as executive director, little was done to 
train the next cohort in the skills necessary to 
maintain an organization let alone a move-
ment. The social and political climate was 
changing as well. Lyndon B. Johnson’s Demo-
cratic administration (with its focus on the 
Great Society anti-poverty initiatives) had 
given way to Richard M. Nixon’s Republican 
administration. Nixon publicly vowed to dis-
mantle many of the Great Society programs. In 
1969, he proposed the Family Assistance Plan 
(FAP) with dramatic reductions in state welfare 
budgets and a guaranteed family income that 
would place a family of four well below the 
federal poverty line. NWRO countered by chal-
lenging legislators to “Live on a Welfare Bud-
get” for a week and to publicly detail their 
experiences.

Nixon’s FAP proposal exposed another 
schism in the organization over who should 
be eligible for guaranteed income. The male-
dominated staff of NWRO gave preference to 
“intact families” (those with a father and a 
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mother present), but this ignored the reality 
that the majority of recipients and organization 
members were women in female-headed house-
holds. They argued that the primary focus 
should be on providing more jobs and train-
ing programs for women as well as child care 
assistance so that they could work and parent. 
By 1972, the organization’s members demanded 
that black women be placed in key positions 
so that their needs would be more centrally 
reflected in the movement’s priorities.

When elected executive director in 1972, 
Johnnie Tillmon recast the NWRO’s emphasis 
on poverty and welfare as specifically women’s 
issues. In an interview with MS. MAGAZINE that 
same year, she said, “For me, Women’s Libera-
tion is simple. No woman in this country can 
feel dignified; no woman can be liberated, 
until all women get off their knees. That’s what 
NWRO is all about—women standing together, 
on their feet.” In her own essay, “Welfare Is 
a Woman’s Issue,” appearing in the spring 
1972 issue of Ms., she challenged women to 
recognize welfare as matter of survival, as 
something that could happen to anyone but 
most especially to women. She characterized 
welfare as the most “prejudiced institution in 
the country, even more than marriage” liken-
ing AFDC to a “super-sexist marriage” where 
“the man” (meaning government) runs every-
thing. Although initially greeted as a savior 
by the membership, Tillmon was never able 
to overcome the substantial financial deficit 
she inherited, and the National Welfare Rights 
Organization was dissolved in 1975.

Further Reading
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Kotz, Mary and Nick Kotz. A passion for equality: 
George Wiley and the Movement. New York: Nor-
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8 May 2000. Available online. URL: www.the-
nation.com/20000508/piven.

West, Guida. The National Welfare Rights Movement. 
New York: Prague Publishers, 1981.

Wells-Barnett, Ida B. (Ida Bell Wells-
Barnett) (1862–1931) anti-lynching activist, 
journalist, suffragist, African-American rights 
leader Ida Bell Wells-Barnett led a remarkable 
life and had a career that consistently chal-
lenged discrimination based on race, class, 
and gender. She was born on July 16, 1862, in 
Holly Springs, Mississippi, to slaves Jim Wells 
and Elizabeth (“Lizzie Bell”) Warrenton, who 
believed strongly in education and sent Ida to 
school after the family was freed at the conclu-
sion of the Civil War. Following the war, Jim 
Wells became involved with the Freedman’s 
Aid Society and was a founder of Shaw Univer-
sity (now Rust College) in Holly Springs. Ida, 
the oldest of eight children, assumed full 
responsibility for her siblings at age 16 when 
her parents died of yellow fever in 1878. She 
received her education at Rust College and 
taught school in Mississippi. In 1881, she 
moved to Memphis, Tennessee to teach at a 
country school. She also continued her educa-
tion at Fisk University in Nashville during 
summer sessions. In 1883, Wells bought a 
share of the Memphis Free Speech. In order to 
support herself, she traveled the South selling 
subscriptions to the newspaper.

In 1884, in one of her first political acts, 
Ida Wells was physically removed from a train 
operated by the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad 
Company after refusing to sit in the Jim Crow 
car when she had paid full fare. She sued the 
railroad and was awarded $500 in damages by 
the local circuit court, but the railroad appealed 
to the Tennessee Supreme Court, and the ver-
dict was overturned. While in Memphis, Wells 
began her journalism career, writing first about 
her experiences with the lawsuit and later about 
the dismal affects of poverty on black public 
school education. Under the pen name Iola, her 
articles appeared in local and national newspa-
pers. Her editorials arguing that poor facilities 

Wells-Barnett, Ida B.  487 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   487 11/29/07   12:38:25 PM



and untrained teachers contributed to the poor 
education black children received led to her fir-
ing as a teacher.

In March 1892, three black men in Mem-
phis were lynched. Lynching was not uncom-
mon, but it was usually covered by the charge 
that black men were killed because they had 
raped white women. Wells knew that rape was 
not the impetus for this lynching and wrote 
about what really happened: Thomas Moss, Cal-
vin McDowell, and Henry Seward were owners 
of a successful grocery store, and the owners 
of a competing white grocery store wanted to 
eliminate the competition. They broke into the 
store, and one white male was shot. More than 
100 black men (including Moss, McDowell 
and Seward) were arrested. A lynch mob broke 
into the jail and dragged the store owners out 
of town, murdering all three. Ida Wells wrote: 
“There is nothing we can do about the lynch-
ing now, as we are out-numbered and without 
arms. . . . There is therefore only one thing left 
to do; save our money and leave a town which 
will neither protect our lives and property, nor 
give us a fair trail in the courts, but takes us 
out and murders us in cold blood when accused 
by white persons.” As a result of Wells’s article, 
many blacks left Memphis, and those that 
stayed organized a boycott of white-owned 
businesses.

Wells wrote numerous articles exposing 
lynching as a “racist device for eliminating 
financially independent Black Americans” and 
as purposeful acts intended to scare the entire 
black population and suppress any advance-
ment. Southern Horrors: Lynch Law in All Its 
Phases, published in 1892, was a compilation of 
her research notes and articles written during 
her investigation. In one article, she wrote that it 
was possible for white women to be attracted to 
black men, and in fact it was white women who 
were responsible for encouraging relationships 
with black men. The offices of the Free Speech 
were burned, and Wells left town for New York 
under a cloud of death threats. She wrote about 
her experiences for the New York Age.

In 1893, Wells moved to Chicago, where 
she continued to investigate and write about the 
causes and consequences of lynching in Amer-
ica. In 1895, she published A Red Record: Tabu-
lated Statistics and Alleged Causes of Lynching in 
the United States: 1892, 1893, and 1894, based on 
her findings. She began giving lectures on the 
horrors of lynching and calling upon political 
leaders to sponsor legislation to outlaw racial 
lynching. Wells also took her cause abroad 
and found widespread support in England and 
Scotland. In 1895, she married Ferdinand Lee 
Barnett, an attorney and founder of the Chicago 
Conservator (the first black newspaper in Chi-
cago). He sold his shares in the newspaper to 
Wells and over time she bought out the other 
owners, becoming the sole owner of the publica-
tion by the age of 33. With her husband’s sup-
port, Ida successfully combined marriage with 
raising four children and continuing her reform 
activities.

Ida Wells-Barnett was a founder of the 
National Afro-American Council and one of only 
two African-American women to sign the call 
transforming the organization into the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People (NAACP) in 1909. She championed Afri-
can American voting rights and founded the 
ALPHA SUFFRAGE CLUB, the first female SUFFRAGE 
club in Illinois. She received much publicity in 
1913 when she refused to march in the segre-
gated rear section of the NATIONAL AMERICAN 
WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION parade in Wash-
ington, D.C. Her involvement with women’s suf-
frage increased her interest in politics. In 1924, 
she ran for the presidency of the NATIONAL ASSO-
CIATION OF COLORED WOMEN but lost to MARY 
MCLEOD BETHUNE. In 1930, she campaigned for 
the Illinois State Senate but lost the election. On 
March 25, 1931, she died of kidney disease at 
her home in Chicago.

In 1974, Wells-Barnett’s former home in 
Chicago was placed on the National Register of 
Historic Places. In 1990, the U.S. Postal Service 
issued a stamp to honor her life. Never satis-
fied with what had been written about her, she 
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published an autobiography during her lifetime: 
Crusade for Justice: The Autobiography of Ida B. 
Wells (1928) and maintained a diary that was 
published in 1995 as The Memphis Diary of Ida 
B. Wells: An Intimate Portrait of the Activist as a 
Young Woman. The Ida B. Wells-Barnett Papers 
can be found at the University of Chicago in 
Chicago, Illinois.

See also ANTI-LYNCHING MOVEMENT.

Further Reading
De Costa-Willis, Miriam, eds. The Memphis Diary of 

Ida B. Wells: An Intimate Portrait of the Activist as 
a Young Woman. Boston: Beacon Press, 1995.

McMurry, Linda O. To Keep the Waters Troubled: The 
Life of Ida B. Wells. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 2000.

Royster, Jacqueline. Southern Horrors and Other Writ-
ings: The Anti-Lynching Campaign of Ida B. Wells, 
1892–1900. New York: Bedford/St. Martins, 
1996.

Schechter, Patricia A. Ida B. Wells Barnett and American 
Reform, 1880–1930. Chapel Hill: University of 
North Carolina Press, 2001.

Wells, Ida B. Crusade for Justice: The Autobiography of 
Ida B. Wells, edited by Alfreda Duster. Chicago: 
University of Chicago Press, 1991.

—Delia C. Gillis

White House Project Founded in 1998, the 
White House Project is a national nonpartisan 
organization dedicated to promoting women’s 
leadership with the goal of electing more women 
to public office, and especially to electing a 
woman president of the United States. In sup-
port of this goal, the White House Project spon-
sors a number of training programs and provides 
information on training programs and intern-
ships sponsored by other organizations. Pro-
grams and training workshops are organized 
around three themes: pipeline, perception, and 
platform. Much of the organization’s most visi-
ble work is designed to fill the pipeline with 
highly qualified female candidates for public 
office at all levels of government. However, con-

sistent with research on candidate emergence, 
the White House Project has devoted consider-
able attention to encouraging young women’s 
interest in politics.

In a study conducted in spring 2000 for the 
White House Project Education Fund, research-
ers interviewed young women and men to learn 
more about the pipeline of the future. The study 
found that young people, particularly women, 
are extraordinarily dedicated to their communi-
ties and to solving problems within those com-
munities. Although they hold negative attitudes 
about politics and politicians in general, more 
than four in 10 young adults would consider 
running for office themselves. Young women 
are more inclined to get involved in politics 
if they believe they will be able to accomplish 
their goals and address issues they care about 
through political involvement. Those who have 
held leadership positions in their school or com-
munity and who have been encouraged to seek 
office are far more likely than other women to 
express a desire to seek political office. Encour-
agement has twice the power of any other factor 
in predicting whether a young woman will con-
sider running for office. Therefore, the organiza-
tion argues, young women can be cultivated to 
seek elective office.

One way of beginning that cultivation early 
is by providing role models. Research by the 
White House Project Education Fund suggests 
that providing girls with role models, mentors, 
and opportunities to practice politics before 
they reach adulthood makes a positive differ-
ence in women’s interest and political ambition. 
One initiative in this regard that draws ridicule 
from some quarters and praise from others is the 
“Barbie for President” doll, first released in April 
2000 and re-released in August 2004 by Mattel 
in conjunction with the White House Project 
and Girls, Inc.

The 2004 Barbie for President doll is a part 
of a new White House Project initiative, “Go 
Vote. Go Run. Go Lead. Go Girl.” Marie Wilson, 
founder and president of the White House Project, 
characterizes the Barbie as “a case of invading 
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the culture rather than fighting it, and using the 
tools of the culture to teach valuable lessons about 
democracy.” The White House Project’s “Girl 
Power” Web page provides girls with a number of 
activities related to women in politics and leader-
ship. In partnership with the Girl Scouts, girls 
between the ages of 5 and 11 can work on proj-
ects leading to a White House Project leadership 
patch, known as the “Ms. President” badge.

Projects organized around the theme of per-
ception include “SheSource,” an online resource 
database of women experts in every field. She-
Source fosters a more representative public 
dialogue on important issues by increasing the 
number of female “experts” called upon by the 
media. Likewise, the White House Project has 
developed promotional programs to support 
women in film and television.

Projects organized around the platform 
theme are designed to produce messages that 
women can deliver with authority in an effort 
to shape the national agenda. For example, the 
White House Project is engaged in an attempt 
to reshape the national security debate in a way 
that allows women to speak with authority in an 
arena largely dominated by men.

The organization maintains an informative 
Web site with links to training programs and 
internships across the country as well as links to 
research reports and data on women in politics 
at http://www.thewhitehouseproject.org/.

See also PIPELINE THESIS.

Whitman, Christine Todd (1946– ) gover-
nor of New Jersey Christine Todd Whitman 
served as New Jersey’s first female governor 
from 1993 to 2000. Born in New York City on 
September 26, 1946, she descended from a 
political family with strong ties to the Republi-
can Party. Her husband, John R. Whitman, also 
has ties to the GOP—his grandfather was once 
governor of New York. Whitman began her 
political career on the Somerset County Board of 
Chosen Freeholders, but it was her 1990 cam-
paign against incumbent New Jersey senator Bill 

Bradley that put her on the national political 
scene. She lost to Bradley but received an 
impressive 48 percent of the vote by making 
then-Governor James Florio’s tax increases the 
cornerstone of her campaign.

In 1993, Whitman, a Republican, ran for 
governor against Florio and won by just 26,000 
votes. She suffered through several scandals 
during the campaign, but it was after her elec-
tion when she had to deal with the most serious 
issue. Her campaign manager reported that peo-
ple working for her had paid election workers in 
Democratic neighborhoods to stay home; Afri-
can-American ministers had also been bribed 
to suppress turnout among their parishioners. 
No support for these allegations was discovered, 
however.

As governor, Whitman faced serious chal-
lenges. The state budget deficit was nearly $1 
billion when she took office in 1994, yet she 
asked the legislature to enact a 5 percent tax 
cut. She went on record as saying that she hoped 
these cuts would not force municipalities to 
raise taxes to cover missing state aid, but also 
said that she would not be responsible if this did 
happen. She was active in promoting reforms in 
education and in improving the state’s environ-
mental record. For example, the number of days 
New Jersey violated the federal one-hour air 
quality standard for ground level ozone dropped 
from 45 in 1988 to 4 in 2000. In 1999, Governor 
Whitman vetoed a bill that outlawed partial 
birth abortion. Although her veto was overrid-
den by the legislature, the law was ultimately 
determined to be unconstitutional. As New Jer-
sey’s first female governor, she appointed New 
Jersey’s first African American State Supreme 
Court Justice, its first female State Supreme 
Court Chief Justice and its first female Attor-
ney General. Whitman was the first governor 
ever chosen to give the Republican response to 
President Clinton’s State of the Union address 
in 1995. Her performance started people talking 
about the possibilities of her candidacy for vice 
president in 1996. Robert Dole, the Republican 
candidate, ultimately chose Jack Kemp as his 
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running mate. She co-chaired the 1996 Republi-
can Convention with George W. Bush.

In 2001, Whitman left the governorship to 
accept President George W. Bush’s offer of a cab-
inet position as the administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA). Her tenure 
at the EPA was difficult. She was not viewed 
as “conservative enough” by many in the Bush 
administration, while she was perceived as not 
“green enough” by environmentalists. She was 
also viewed as “out of step” with the administra-
tion at times. The president had promised dur-
ing the 2000 campaign to curb carbon dioxide 
emissions from power plants, which contribute 
to global warming. Just days after Whitman 
announced actions publicly to make good on his 
promise, the president rejected the Kyoto treaty 
on global warming. A week before her June 27, 
2003, departure from the agency, the EPA pre-
pared to release a major report on the state of 
the environment, commissioned by Whitman in 
2001. Prior to the report’s release, the national 
media reported that the White House had edited 
out major sections on global warming, includ-
ing data on climate change and a section on the 
likely human contribution to global warming. In 
February 2006, a federal judge found that Whit-
man had misled the public about the safety of 
the air quality near the site of the World Trade 
Center collapse following the terrorist attacks 
on September 11, 2001. This finding came as 
a part of a lawsuit filed by rescue workers and 
on behalf of schoolchildren who say they were 
exposed to contamination and that the site has 
never been properly cleaned. Whitman denied 
these allegations.

In early 2005, she released a book entitled 
It’s My Party, Too: Taking Back the Republican 
Party   . . . And Bringing the Country Together 
Again, a critique of what she views as the 
divisive campaign and governing styles of the 
George W. Bush administration and the party’s 
current leadership. Upon the release of her book, 
Whitman formed a political action committee 
called It’s My Party Too–PAC that has since 
joined forces with the Republican Leadership 

Council, cochaired by Whitman, John Danforth 
(former Senator from Missouri), and Michael 
Steele (lieutenant governor of Maryland). The 
council advocates “for the historic Republican 
principles of liberty, individual responsibility, 
and personal freedom,” according to its Web site 
(www.republican-leadership.com).

Further Reading
Aron, Michael. Governor’s Race: A TV Reporter’s Chron-
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Political Biography. Amherst, N.Y.: Prometheus 
Books, 1996.

Whitner v. South Carolina (328 S.C. 1, 492 
S.E.2d 777) (1997) This is a 1997 South Car-
olina State Supreme Court decision holding that 
pregnant women who risk harm to their viable 
fetuses may be prosecuted under the state child-
abuse laws. It is specifically targeted at women 
who use illegal drugs during pregnancy.

In this case, the South Carolina Supreme 
Court upheld the use of the state’s child-abuse 
and endangerment statute to prosecute cocaine-
addicted pregnant women for child abuse. 
Although the word child in the statute is defined 
as a “person under the age of eighteen,” the court 
held that a viable fetus met the definition and 
therefore warranted protection by the state. Gen-
erally, these policies are promoted as deterrents 
to adverse behavior among pregnant women; 
however, there is little evidence that arrest and 
prosecution deters drug or alcohol addiction in 
any form. More likely, these policies discourage 
other pregnant women from seeking prenatal 
care out of fear of criminal prosecution.

The Whitner decision poses significant ques-
tions for all pregnant women. The state supreme 
court decreed that anything a pregnant woman 
does after viability that causes “potential harm” 
to the fetus is child abuse. “Anything” may 
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include a list of activities that healthy pregnant 
women now take for granted—athletics, strenu-
ous exercise, conditions of employment, diet or 
travel.

Further Reading
Woliver, Laura R. The Political Geographies of Preg-

nancy. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2002.

—J. Celeste Lay

widow’s tradition (widow’s mandate) One 
of the paths to Congress for women well into 
the 20th century was an appointment, or a vic-
tory in a special election, to complete the unex-
pired term of their deceased husbands. Between 
1916 and 1940, 54 percent of all women mem-
bers succeeded their husbands. Of the 224 
women ever to serve in Congress, 46 (roughly 
21 percent) have entered Congress following 
the deaths of their husbands. Four women serv-
ing in the 109th Congress succeeded their 
husbands.

The “widow’s tradition” or the “widow’s 
mandate” has strong support from the voting 
public. A Rutgers University study found that 
when widows stand as candidates in special 
elections, they win 84 percent of the time. 
There are a number of reasons for this tradition, 
including what some scholars call “sentimental 
nepotism” or a form of “sentimental tribute.” 
Feminists do not view the practice with much 
favor because it puts women in the role of 
“stand in” rather than service as an indepen-
dent representative. In fact, proponents of the 
practice often say that a wife is most likely to 
mirror the deceased member’s goals, legislative 
agendas, and voting habits, suggesting that she 
has been his confidant in the past and assuming 
that she does not possess an independent politi-
cal perspective of her own. As more women are 
elected to the House and Senate in their own 
right, the practice may decline. Alternatively, 
as women gain a larger share of the seats in 
Congress, we may witness a “widower’s tradi-
tion” emerge.

Further Reading
Gertzog, Irwin N. Congressional Women: Their Recruit-

ment, Integration and Behavior, 2nd ed. Westport, 
Conn.: Praeger, 1995.

Center for American Women and Politics, Eagle-
ton Institute of Politics, Rutgers. “Women Who 
Succeeded their Husbands: Fact Sheet.” (2005) 
Available online. URL: http://www.cawp.rutgers.
edu/Facts/Officeholders/widows.pdf. Accessed on 
June 30, 2006.

Willard, Emma (Emma Hart Willard) (1787–
1870) women’s rights advocate, educator Emma 
Willard was an American educator and pioneer 
in woman’s education. Born Emma Hart on Feb-
ruary 23, 1787, in Berlin, Connecticut, she 
attended and later taught in the local academy 
there. In 1807, she took charge of the Female 
Academy at Middlebury, Vermont. Two years 
later, she married Dr. John Willard. In 1814, she 
opened a school in her home (Middlebury Female 
Seminary), where she taught subjects not then 
available to women. Since she herself was denied 
admission to Middlebury College on account of 
her sex, she borrowed her nephew’s books to 
teach herself higher mathematics, Greek, astron-
omy, botany, geology, biology, chemistry, and 
geography, among other subjects.

In 1818, after Emma Willard addressed the 
New York legislature with an appeal for support 
of her plan for improving female education, 
Governor George Clinton invited her to move 
to New York. She did so and opened a school at 
Waterford, but promised financial support was 
not forthcoming, and the school closed in 1821. 
In September that same year, however, Troy 
Female Seminary was founded under Willard’s 
leadership. The Troy Female Seminary later 
became famous as the Emma Willard School for 
its offering of collegiate education to women and 
new opportunity to women teachers.

Willard formulated her ideas about wom-
en’s education in a draft she called “A Plan for 
Improving Female Education.” She strongly sup-
ported the establishment of public schools and 
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educated hundreds of teachers in her schools for 
girls. She wrote a number of textbooks, a jour-
nal of her trip abroad in 1830, and a volume of 
poems, including “Rocked in the Cradle of the 
Deep.” In 1838, Willard retired from active man-
agement of the Troy Female Seminary, which 
was later renamed in her honor. She devoted 
the remainder of her life to the improvement of 
common schools and to the cause of woman’s 
education. She died in Troy, New York, on April 
15, 1870, at the age of 83. The Emma Willard 
School remains today in Troy, New York, with 
an enrollment of 314 girls from the United States 
and 22 foreign countries.

Further Reading
Lutz, Alma. Emma Willard, Daughter of Democracy. 

Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1929.
———. Emma Willard, Pioneer Educator of American 

Women. Boston: Beacon Press, 1964.

—Cynthia Melendy

Willard, Frances (Frances Elizabeth Caro-
line Willard) (1839–1898) educator, temper-
ance reformer, suffragist Born in Churchville, 
New York, on September 28, 1839, Frances Wil-
lard was raised in Wisconsin from the age of 
seven. At 18, she moved to Evanston, Illinois, 
where she graduated from the Northwestern 
Female College in 1859. She taught school after 
graduation, and after extended travels in Europe 
she became president of the Evanston College for 
Ladies, which became affiliated with Northwest-
ern in 1873. Willard resigned from her position 
as dean of women in 1874 when she was elected 
secretary of a new Chicago temperance organiza-
tion. She traveled to Cleveland for a temperance 
convention and was elected secretary of the 
WOMAN’S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION (WCTU); 
she was elected president of the WCTU in 1879 
and remained president for the rest of her life.

As president of the WCTU, Willard focused 
on numerous domestic social justice issues, 
including women’s SUFFRAGE, women’s health, 
equal pay for equal work, education, and PROS-

TITUTION. Internationally, she worked to abolish 
narcotics trafficking. Under Willard’s leader-
ship, the WCTU organized into a system of local 
chapters that affiliated with state chapters that 
were in turn guided by the national chapter. 
Willard could thus focus the attention of the 
organization on particular reforms, especially 
temperance. Under Willard, the WCTU played 
a leadership role in the suffrage movement (in 
part because its membership base was so large), 
first putting it on their national platform in 
1882. Prior to this, Willard had advocated the 
more moderate “home protection” rule, asking 
that women be granted the vote on the issue 
of alcohol alone. She argued that advocating 
temperance without simultaneously advocating 
a woman’s right to vote on the matter of tem-
perance (and other issues primarily relevant to 
women and children) would fail. Citing what 
she called the “Do Everything” policy, Willard 
argued: “Let us not be disconcerted, but stand 
bravely by that blessed trinity of movements, 
Prohibition, Woman’s Liberation, and Labour’s 
Uplift” (from her 1893 address before the World 
WCTU Convention).

In 1888, Willard, with SUSAN B. ANTHONY, 
founded simultaneously the National Council 
of Women and the International Council of 
Women, which advocated peace, health, and 
education; the councils urged, but did not 
demand, suffrage in order to attract the attention 
of more moderate nations. The National Council 
of Women acted as a central organization for the 
variety of smaller organizations advocating for 
women’s rights. Bringing together multiple orga-
nizations in twice-yearly conferences, the coun-
cil provided a way to focus the activities of the 
numerous women-led organizations throughout 
the country.

In 1891, Willard helped form the World 
WCTU and was subsequently elected its presi-
dent. The following year, she moved to England, 
where she became increasingly interested in 
socialist politics as the key to bringing about 
progressive change. She was not, however, able 
to convince socialists of the value of temperance 
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nor members of the TEMPERANCE MOVEMENT of 
the value of socialism. After her death on Feb-
ruary 17, 1898, the WCTU shifted its attention 
back to a more particular focus on temperance 
and the prohibition of alcohol.

Further Reading
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—Claire Curtis

Wilson, Edith (Edith Bolling Galt Wil-
son) (1872–1961) first lady Edith Bolling was 
born in Whytheville, Virginia, on October 15, 
1872, the fourth of 11 children. Her father, Wil-
liam Bolling, was a descendant of southern 
farmers forced off their land during the Civil 
War. He turned to law and served as a judge dur-
ing his daughter’s childhood. Edith grew up in a 
multigenerational household, caring for her 
grandparents. Unlike most of her immediate 
predecessors in the White House, she had little 
formal education. She was home-schooled by 
her grandmother but attended Martha Washing-
ton College for one year when she was 15 and 
later spent a year at Powell Girl’s School in Rich-
mond. She cared very little about studies and 
showed no intellectual curiosity in public issues 
or women’s rights, nor in arts or literature. 

While visiting her married sister in Wash-
ington, Edith met Norman Galt, a cousin to her 
brother-in-law. At 28, Norman was nine years 
her senior but wealthy thanks his family’s jew-
elry business. The couple married on April 30, 
1896. Upon the death of his relatives, Norman 
became the sole owner of the jewelry store, and 
the couple lived an ostentatious lifestyle. In 
1903, Edith gave birth to a son who died three 

days later. She was never again pregnant, but 
she was dedicated to her extended family and 
cared for a number of ailing relatives and her 
own mother until their deaths. In 1908, Norman 
died, leaving her heir to the jewelry store. She 
hired a manager and kept the store, although she 
later sold it to the employees.

A close friend, Alice Gertrude Gordon, 
wife of Dr. Cary Grayson, played a critical role 
in introducing Edith Bolling Galt to President 
Woodrow Wilson. Dr. Grayson had served as 
White House physician to two former presidents 
and now cared for ELLEN WILSON. Upon the 
first lady’s death in August 1914, Wilson’s three 
daughters and his closest allies realized that he 
would not survive long himself without a wife 
and intimate companion. Although not even a 
year had passed since Ellen’s death, Edith met 
Wilson in March 1915, and he began courting 
her soon thereafter. Wilson proposed for the 
first time on May 3, 1915. Edith declined, but 
she later accepted after he convinced her that 
continued refusals might jeopardize his ability 
to lead the nation. With war raging in Europe, 
she accepted, and they were married at her 
home on December 18, 1915.

After a brief honeymoon, Edith settled into 
the White House. She did little to change the 
building, and the war in Europe curtailed any 
expectations that she entertain. Instead, she 
concentrated on Woodrow Wilson, becoming 
his closest confidant and an eager student of 
public affairs, both foreign and domestic, in 
order to better serve his needs. She provided 
him with distractions, accompanying him to 
the theater and on drives around the city. She 
opposed the suffragists picketing the White 
House; their anti-Wilson slogans infuriated her, 
and she referred to them as “disgusting.” She 
cared nothing for the SUFFRAGE cause, since she 
herself cared nothing for public issues apart 
from her support of the president’s agenda. 
When the Democrats nominated Woodrow Wil-
son for a second term, Edith campaigned with 
and for her husband. He won the election by a 
narrow margin.
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In Wilson’s second term, Edith took an 
even more active role in his official business. 
When the United States entered World War I on 
April 6, 1917, she devoted herself to ensuring 
his health and well-being. She began to limit 
his advisers’ access to him, particularly those 
she thought were disloyal or pursued agendas 
contrary to Wilson’s own. The first lady partici-
pated in the war effort by volunteering with the 
Red Cross and selling Liberty Bonds, and she 
urged other Washington wives to economize, 
setting an example in her own plain dress. She 
allowed a flock of sheep to graze on the White 
House lawn to save in mowing expenses, and 
donated the wool to charitable causes.

After the armistice on November 11, 1918, 
Edith accompanied the president to Europe for 
the peace conference. The Treaty of Versailles 
was signed on June 28, 1919, and the Wilsons 
returned to Washington to seek its ratification 
as well as support for the League of Nations. 
Once home, they encountered fierce opposi-
tion in the Senate, led by Henry Cabot Lodge. 
On April 3, 1919, Woodrow Wilson suffered 
the first of several strokes. Weakened but not 
disabled, he refused to abandon the campaign 
for the League of Nations and decided to take 
his case directly to the American people, setting 
off on a cross-country speaking tour by train. 
The effort exhausted him, left him with severe 
headaches, and likely resulted in another stroke 
that impaired his ability to speak. The Wilsons 
returned to Washington without completing the 
tour.

Once back in the White House, Edith con-
spired with Woodrow’s doctors to conceal the 
president’s condition from Congress and the 
public. She limited visitors and guests and took 
over most of the business of state, although she 
denied ever doing so and claimed that the presi-
dent made every decision she communicated. 
Another stroke left him partially paralyzed 
and his thinking impaired. Still she refused to 
acknowledge his limitations, but for all practical 
purposes, government from the White House 
stopped. There were no provisions at the time 

for succession due to disability rather than 
death. She and Wilson’s closest advisers did not 
think Vice President Thomas Marshall a worthy 
successor, and Wilson refused to resign.

Accusations of “petticoat government” did 
not deter Edith from carrying on Woodrow’s 
attempts to win approval for the League of 
Nations. Wilson refused any compromise on 
it, and after being rebuked by her husband for 
urging him to make concessions, Edith refused 
to mention modifications with him again. She 
blamed the eventual demise of the League of 
Nations (and later, World War II) on Henry 
Cabot Lodge, calling him a “a snake in the 
open.”

Once the president’s health improved some-
what, Wilson took Edith’s advice on making 
changes to his cabinet. He dismissed his secre-
tary of state, Robert Lansing, for holding cabinet 
meetings in his absence. Edith Wilson had long 
disliked Lansing, and scholars attribute his 

Edith Bolling Galt Wilson, ca. 1918 (LIBRARY OF 
CONGRESS)

Wilson, Edith  495 

001-512_WmAmPolitics_a-z.indd   495 11/29/07   12:38:27 PM



resignation to her insistence. Apparently the 
Wilsons briefly flirted with thoughts of a third 
term in office, but this was untenable by anyone’s 
calculations, and Warren Harding was elected 
president in 1920. Edith Wilson took the Hard-
ing slogan of a return to normalcy as a personal 
insult. She did very little to ease their transition 
into the White House, and Woodrow Wilson was 
himself too weak even to attend the swearing-in 
ceremony.

After leaving the White House in 1921, the 
Wilsons moved to a house on S Street where the 
former president received visitors and accepted 
honors until he died on February 3, 1924. Edith 
Wilson lived on in Washington but paid little 
attention to politics or public causes. In 1939, 
she published My Memoir, widely held as a sen-
timental treatment of her life with Wilson rather 
than an accurate account of history. She carefully 
controlled access to Wilson’s letters and papers, 
forbidding them to be seen by former White 
House officials she did not like. Historians now 
believe she played a much larger role in govern-
ing during Wilson’s long disability than she ever 
admitted to and, in the process, made it more 
difficult for other presidential wives to take an 
active role in the public affairs of state. Edith’s 
insistence that Woodrow’s illness be kept from 
government officials and from the public went 
largely unchallenged by cabinet members and 
the vice president. Ratification of the Twenty-
fifth Amendment in 1967, providing a means 
for temporarily relieving a president of official 
duties because of disability or incompetence, 
makes a repeat of this scenario unlikely today.

Edith Wilson died of heart failure on 
December 28, 1961. At 89, she was the third 
longest-lived first lady after BESS TRUMAN and 
LADY BIRD JOHNSON.
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Wilson, Ellen (Ellen Louise Axon Wilson) 
(1860–1914) first lady Ellen Louise Axon was 
born in Savannah, Georgia, on May 15, 1860. 
Her father, Samuel Edward Axon, was an 
ordained Presbyterian minister, and her mother, 
Margaret Jane Hoyt Axon, was the daughter of a 
Presbyterian minister. Ellen was the oldest of 
four children born to the couple. Her father 
served as a chaplain to the Georgia Infantry 
during the Civil War, leading to an extended 
absence from home. In 1866, the family moved 
to Rome, Georgia, and Samuel Axon took over 
the pastoral duties at the First Presbyterian 
Church. Margaret Axon died giving birth to 
Ellen’s only sister in 1881. Ellen was 21 years of 
age and took over household duties and the care 
of her two brothers (the baby was sent to her 
mother’s sister to raise). Although Ellen had 
demonstrated real talent as an artist, her family 
responsibilities and finances limited her ability 
to paint and formally study art. Her father suf-
fered from mental illness and deteriorated 
steadily after her mother’s death.

In April 1883, Ellen met Woodrow Wil-
son, an attorney visiting from Atlanta. Wilson 
proposed marriage in September, and Ellen 
accepted. Before the couple could be married, 
Ellen’s father died, most likely a suicide. Ellen 
tried to break off the engagement, but Woodrow 
refused to hear of it, and they were married 
on June 24, 1885. The couple moved to Penn-
sylvania, where Woodrow accepted a faculty 
position at Bryn Mawr College. While playing 
the role of faculty wife, Ellen also enrolled in 
classes herself. She studied German, history, 
political economy and political philosophy so 
that she could help her husband with his 
monographs. In addition, she maintained her 
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own reading list, centering on literature and 
political philosophy. She also gave birth to three 
daughters between 1886 and 1889. In autumn 
1890, Woodrow accepted a position at Princeton 
University, and they moved to New Jersey. Ellen 
home-schooled her three daughters and served 
as a surrogate parent to her brothers, now both 
enrolled in universities. In 1902, Woodrow Wil-
son was elected president of Princeton.

The Wilsons moved into the presidential 
mansion, and Ellen grudgingly took on the 
responsibilities for entertaining. She stated that 
although it was simply a part of daily life and 
not worth complaining about, entertaining obli-
gations often bored her. Woodrow’s position 
afforded several opportunities for her to travel 
to Europe, and she used these trips to further 
her study in art and architecture. Ellen’s broad 
intellectual interests and liberal education made 
her a popular and effective hostess for the uni-
versity. She also served as a constant support to 
her husband, who suffered from bouts of insecu-
rity, depression, and stomach illness.

In 1905, Ellen’s youngest brother and his 
entire family died in a drowning accident. The 
loss was devastating for both Ellen and Wood-
row. She withdrew from her family and turned 
to philosophy for answers. He reportedly turned 
to the company of Mary Peck. Ellen referred to 
this relationship as the “most painful part” of 
their marriage. She also returned to her art dur-
ing this period, moving to the Lyme Summer 
School of Art in Lyme, Connecticut, to study 
with a professional instructor.

In autumn 1910, Woodrow resigned from 
Princeton, accepted the Democratic nomina-
tion to run for governor of New Jersey, and 
was elected. As the governor’s wife, little was 
expected from Ellen by way of formal enter-
taining. However, she continued to entertain in 
their Princeton home and toured the state with 
Woodrow, taking on a far more public role than 
she had in the past. She devoted more time to 
charities and emerged as a trusted campaign 
advisor. In 1912, Woodrow Wilson accepted 
the Democratic nomination for president. Ellen 

developed a good rapport with the press while 
campaigning with her husband. She was known 
for speaking frankly, but also for her discretion. 
Although Ellen was persuaded by her daughters 
to support SUFFRAGE for women, Woodrow’s 
longstanding patriarchal attitudes caused her 
to remain publicly silent on the issue. The cam-
paign took its toll on Ellen’s physical stamina, 
worrying her daughters and her husband.

Woodrow was elected, and just before mov-
ing to Washington, Ellen held her first one-
woman show at the Arts and Crafts Guild in 
Pennsylvania. Hanging 50 landscapes, she sold 
23 of them. Wilson cancelled the traditional 
inaugural ball as an unnecessary expense, and 
the family spent its first night in the White House 
dining alone. Over the next few months, how-
ever, Ellen entertained with vigor. She held recep-
tions, teas, musicales, and dinners and played 
host to numerous overnight guests. She hired 
Woodrow’s cousin, Helen Bones, as her social 
secretary and was also assisted by her daughters. 
She, like other first ladies, refurbished the White 
House and planned to expand the family quarters 
by adding five additional bedrooms. She helped 
Woodrow with his speeches and offered private 
advice on appointments. More often than not, he 
listened to Ellen’s advice, recognizing her insight 
into human nature and personalities.

The public side of First Lady Ellen Wilson 
grew dramatically. She involved herself in a 
number of reform efforts targeted at improv-
ing living conditions for the poor and most 
specifically blacks living in alleys surrounding 
the Capitol. Mrs. Wilson personally toured the 
worst areas and accepted an honorary chair 
of the Women’s Department of the District of 
Columbia’s National Civic Federation’s housing 
committee. Women’s engagement in politics and 
progressive causes was at its peak at this point, 
and many looked to Ellen Wilson for inspira-
tion. She offered her full support for legislation 
to improve slum living conditions but remained 
silent on the question of women’s suffrage.

In 1913, the first lady was diagnosed with 
Bright’s disease, an ailment that debilitates the 
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kidneys and was untreatable at the time. Ellen 
did not want to burden anyone with her illness 
and therefore kept the diagnosis to herself. She 
retreated with her daughters to the mountains 
of New Hampshire for the summer, but actively 
planned her daughter Jessie’s White House wed-
ding and kept up her correspondence. After the 
fall wedding, she plunged back into her philan-
thropic work. During this time, she also worked 
with the White House gardener to establish 
a rose garden on the grounds. This area has 
since become synonymous with formal political 
ceremonies.

In March 1914, Ellen fell while in her bed-
room and was slow to recover. She planned and 
attended daughter Eleanor’s May 1914 wedding, 
but declined rapidly after the wedding. Wood-
row Wilson remained unaware of the serious-
ness of his wife’s condition until August that 
year. On August 6, 1914, Ellen Wilson died in 
the White House. Before she died, she asked 
her doctor, “If I go away, promise me that you 
will take good care of my husband.” Soon after 
her death, Congress passed the Alley Dwelling 
Bill to demolish slums and build new housing 
using federal money. It was legislation Ellen had 
worked for.

Although Ellen Wilson’s tenure as first lady 
was short, she was the first to take on public 
causes of her choice and to promote her own 
political-social reform agenda. Although her first 
dedication was to her husband’s well-being and 
his career, she was not eclipsed by him in the same 
way that most of her predecessors had been.
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Wilson, Heather (1960– ) congressperson 
Heather Wilson was born on December 30, 
1960, in Keene, New Hampshire. She joined the 
air force at the age of 17, graduating from the 
U.S. Air Force Academy in 1982. Wilson was a 
Rhodes Scholar and continued her education at 
Oxford University, earning a Ph.D. in interna-
tional relations in 1985. Wilson became direc-
tor for European defense policy and arms 
control on the National Security Council in 
1989. She founded Keystone International, Inc., 
in 1991 to promote business development in the 
United States and Russia. She is the former sec-
retary of the New Mexico Children, Youth, and 
Family Department.

In 1998, Wilson was elected to the U.S. 
House of Representatives as a Republican in a 
special election to replace the late Steven Schiff. 
She represents New Mexico and is the first 
female veteran to be elected to Congress. In the 
House, she serves on the Committee on Energy, 
the Committee on Commerce, and the House 
Select Committee on Intelligence. In February 
2006, Wilson uncharacteristically went against 
President George W. Bush by calling for a full 
congressional inquiry into the National Secu-
rity Agency’s warrantless surveillance of U.S. 
citizens. She won reelection in 2006 by a margin 
of 875 votes.
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Winnemucca, Sarah (Thocmetony, Sarah 
Winnemucca Hopkins) (ca. 1844–1891) 
author, Native American activist Sarah Win ne-
mucca, Northern Paiute leader and activist, was 
born around 1844 in what is now western 
Nevada. Her Paiute name was Thocmetony (“Shell 
Flower”). Her grandfather, Chief Truckee, and 
father, Chief Winnemucca, both provided tribal 
leadership during a time of white encroachment 
onto Indian lands. By the time she was 14, Sarah 
Winnemucca spoke three Indian dialects, Eng-
lish, and Spanish, and had spent some time being 
educated in an American convent school. In 
1871, she went to work for the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs as an interpreter, and in 1878 she fought 
in the Bannock War. She married three times, the 
last time to Lt. L. H. Hopkins, with whom she ran 
a school for Indian children in Nevada.

In 1860, during the Pyramid Lake War, 
Winnemucca became acting chief of her Paiute 
nation. She recognized that the federal gov-
ernment had taken much of their reservation 
rights, making many of her people homeless. 
Determined to help, in 1880 Winnemucca trav-
eled to Washington, D.C., to present her people’s 
case. The federal government promised reforms 
that never came. Although she never again fully 
trusted the government, throughout the 1880s 
she continued to deliver public speeches on her 
people, American Indian rights, and the need for 
reform across the United States. Winnemucca 
found allies in Elizabeth Peabody and Mary 
Peabody Mann, reformers who helped her raise 
money. In 1883 she became the first American 
Indian woman to publish a personal and tribal 
history with her Life among the Piutes: Their 
Wrongs and Claims.

Sarah Winnemucca died of tuberculosis 
at Henry’s Lake, Nevada, on October 17, 1891. 
She continues to have a lasting influence as an 

example of political leadership and as a voice for 
American Indian rights.
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Winning Plan CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT orga-
nized the “Winning Plan” as the focus for the 
NATIONAL AMERICAN WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIA-
TION (NAWSA) based on the principle that each 
state that granted women the vote could then be 
pressed to support the effort on the federal level. 
In 1916, at a NAWSA convention in Atlantic 
City, New Jersey, she unveiled her Winning 
Plan. It involved campaigning simultaneously 
for SUFFRAGE on both state and federal levels and 
compromising for partial suffrage in resistant 
states. She ended her speech with these words: 
“Do not stand in the way of the next step in 
human progress. No one living who reads the 
signs of the times but realizes that woman suf-
frage must come. We are working for the ballot 
as a matter of justice and as a step for human 
betterment.”

Catt’s emphasis on the importance of state, 
in addition to congressional, action arose from 
her belief that passage of a suffrage amendment 
through Congress, let alone its ratification, 
would never be attained without increasing the 
number of “suffrage states,” which could compel 
their congressmen and senators as well as their 
legislatures to support the amendment. This 
effort pioneered grassroots democracy since 
suffragists began tracking the votes of the poli-
ticians and realized once states had some form 
of suffrage, support for the federal amendment 
became de facto.
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WISH List (Women in the Senate and the 
House) An organization modeled on EMILY’S 
LIST on the Democratic side, WISH (Women in 
the Senate and House) List supports Republican 
pro-choice women for public office. Founded by 
Glenda Greenwald in 1992, WISH List is a 
donor network of “members” who agree to sup-
port candidates on the list. The organization 
vets the candidates and carefully selects women 
they determine can win and then offers the can-
didate training and forwards “bundles” of 
checks written by the list’s members. In the 
2002–03 cycle, WISH List endorsed nearly 200 
candidates and saw a majority of them win 
office. WISH List remains the country’s largest 
fund-raising network for pro-choice Republican 
women. The organization maintains a Web site 
at www.thewishlist.org.

Wollstonecraft, Mary See Vindication of the 
Rights of Woman, A.

Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
(WCTU) The Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union (WCTU), founded in 1874 in Cleveland, 
Ohio, considers itself the “oldest continuing 
non-sectarian women’s organization in the 
world.” Most early members were white, middle-
class women, although men could be “honorary 
members,” without voting privileges. Initially 
focused on the harmful influences of alcohol on 
society, the WCTU rapidly expanded its concern 
to other issues affecting family life and Chris-
tian moral values and adopted a position of 

moral suasion in the “social purity” campaigns 
of the Progressive era. The union’s righteous 
stance gave women a powerful legitimacy for 
venturing out of their homes and into the politi-
cal sphere. Recognizing their potential political 
strength, they organized at local, state, national, 
and international levels. FRANCES WILLARD, pres-
ident of the WCTU from 1879 to 1898, urged 
women to learn public speaking and to “be 
involved in every social issue needing a woman’s 
perspective. . .”

The WCTU’s approach became twofold: 
(1) advocating government intervention to 
legislate censorship of harmful influences, 
and (2) production of their own alternatives, 
including promoting the WCTU’s agenda with 
literature, radio shows, movies, and children’s 
programs.

From its beginning, the WCTU has pressed 
for reforms: kindergartens, foster homes for 
abused children, physical education for women, 
woman SUFFRAGE, shelters and reformatories for 
women, and matrons for jails housing women 
prisoners. WCTU members fought to raise the 
age of consent for women, improve working 
conditions, promote child labor laws, increase 
minimum wages, and eradicate white slavery. 
They still distribute temperance and other lit-
erature published by their own Signal Press and 
publish a quarterly journal, the Union Signal. 
The WCTU was among the first organizations 
to keep a professional lobbyist in Washington, 
D.C., and in 1945 became a charter mem-
ber of the United Nations Non-Governmental 
Organizations.

Current issues reflect the original purpose 
of protecting families and society, as the WCTU 
continues work to halt alcoholism and tobacco 
and drug abuse, fight fetal alcohol syndrome, 
eliminate pornography, and demand alcohol-
free sports on television. The WCTU also 
supports the “sanctity of life” stance against 
ABORTION and opposes embryonic stem-cell 
research. Resolved to protect “traditional” fam-
ily values, they support the current move to 
amend the U.S. Constitution to define marriage 
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as a “sacred union between one man and one 
woman.” The organization maintains a Web site 
at www.wctu.org.

Further Reading
Parker, Alison M. Purifying America: Women, Cultural 

Reform, and Pro-Censorship Activism, 1873–1933. 
Chicago: University of Illinois Press, 1997.

Willard, Frances. Woman and Temperance. New York: 
Arno, 1972.

—Billie Ford

Woman Suffrage Party The Woman Suf-
frage Party was organized by women in New 
York in 1909 in order to campaign for a state 
woman SUFFRAGE amendment. The party orga-
nized parades and public speeches as well as 
a specific response strategy to attacks by anti-
suffragists. More than 800 women attended 
the first party convention, held at Carnegie 
Hall in New York City. Membership expanded 
to nearly 500,000 by 1917, when New York 
finally granted women the right to vote. Many 
in the suffrage movement viewed this victory 
as a good omen for final passage of the federal 
SUSAN B. ANTHONY Amendment. Ultimately that, 
too, was ratified as the Nineteenth Amendment 
in 1920.

Women Accepted for Voluntary Emer-
gency Service (WAVES) Women Accepted 
for Voluntary Emergency Service (WAVES) was 
established as the Women’s Reserve of the U.S. 
Navy in 1942. During World War II, more than 
100,000 female volunteers served with the navy 
overseas and at home. In 1944, President Frank-
lin Roosevelt racially integrated the WAVES, 
and membership rose even higher. Members of 
the organization served in a number of capaci-
ties, including (but not limited to) air traffic 
controllers, pilot instructors, aircraft mechan-
ics, and clerical workers. This organization, 
unlike many of the other auxiliary-type organi-
zations that formed during the 1940s, lasted 

until 1978, when women were fully integrated 
into the regular armed forces.

Women of All Red Nations (WARN) In 
1974, more than 300 women from 30 Native 
American tribal communities attended the inau-
gural conference of Women of All Red Nations 
(WARN) in Rapid City, South Dakota. The 
founders of this first pan-tribal women’s organi-
zation included Madonna Thunder Hawk 
(Lakota), Lorilei DeCora (Ho Chunk), and Janet 
McCloud (Tulalip). A number of WARN mem-
bers had been involved with the American 
Indian Movement (AIM) and had participated in 
the 1973 occupation of Wounded Knee. Native 
American women founded WARN in part 
because the federal government’s persecution of 
AIM after the 1973 occupation had created the 
need for new leadership. Their experiences 
working within AIM, which mirrored those of 
African-American and white women of the civil 
rights movement, also compelled these activists 
to address issues specific to Native American 
women, especially the forced sterilization of 
Native American women at Indian Health Ser-
vice hospitals, DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, substance 
abuse, and other threats to American Indian 
women’s health.

While championing Native American sov-
ereignty generally, WARN activists have argued 
that that sovereignty depends upon the pro-
tection of Native Americans’ “personal sover-
eignty.” American Indian women have played 
an important role in the environmental justice 
movement. In highlighting the high rates of 
birth defects, miscarriages, and deaths associ-
ated with nuclear mining and storage on Indian 
land, WARN linked women’s health and the 
survival of Native peoples to preserving envi-
ronmental health. WARN has also fought to 
restore and secure treaty rights, campaigned to 
eliminate derogatory Indian mascots in sports, 
sought more accurate historical accounts of 
Native peoples, and protested the commer-
cialization of Indian culture. The organization 
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serves as an important voice for Native America 
on critical issues of education, health, cultural 
identity, and the environment.

—Paul C. Rosier

Women’s Action Alliance See STEINEM, 
GLORIA.

Women’s Airforce Service Pilots (WASP) 
During World War II, after rejecting several pro-
posals to use qualified women pilots for flying 
duties, army commanders agreed to the forma-
tion of two groups designed to assist in meeting 
the need for pilots to ferry aircraft. The Women’s 
Auxiliary Ferrying Squadron (WAFS) and the 
Women’s Flying Training Detachment were both 
activated in September 1942. Both were designed 
to employ women as civilians in military tasks. 
WAFS was intended to use qualified females to 
ferry aircraft for the Air Corps Ferrying Com-
mand (later the Air Transport Service), and the 
second was to include an intensive training pro-
gram to qualify women to replace men in a num-
ber of flying duties. In 1943, the two programs 
were merged into one organization, Women’s 
Airforce Service Pilots (WASP), headed by Jac-
queline Cochran.

The WASP pilot training program had 1,074 
graduates who ferried aircraft, including bomb-
ers and fighters; towed targets for gunnery; 
and served as instrument instructors in the 
Eastern Flying Training Command. By late 
1944, the WASP organization was disbanded. 
WASP members remained civil service employ-
ees who did not receive the pay and benefits 
given to male pilots. In 1977, President Jimmy 
Carter signed legislation providing procedures 
for former WASPs to be granted veteran status, 
although with limited benefits. It was not until 
1979 that the first WASPs were given discharge 
certificates, and it was 1984 before they were 
awarded World War II Victory Medals.

Women’s Army Corps (WAC) More than 
150,000 American women served in the Women’s 
Army Corps (WAC) during World War II. First 
founded in 1942 as the Women’s Army Auxiliary 
Corps (WAAC), it was integrated into the regular 
army in 1943 and became known as the Women’s 
Army Corps. Representative Edith Nourse Rog-
ers (R-MA) proposed legislation to create the 
organization. There was considerable opposition 
to the bill when it was introduced. With women 
in the armed services, one representative asked, 
“Who will then do the cooking, the washing, the 
mending, the humble homey tasks to which 
every woman has devoted herself; who will nur-
ture the children?” After a long and acrimonious 
debate, which filled 98 columns in the Congres-

Poster created by the Recruiting Publicity Bureau of the 
United States Army, 1943 (LIBRARY OF CONGRESS)
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sional Record, the bill finally passed the House, 
249-86. The Senate approved the bill by a vote of 
38-27 in May. When President Franklin D. Roos-
evelt signed the bill into law the next day, he set 
a recruitment goal of 25,000 for the first year. 
WAAC recruiting topped that goal by November, 
at which point Secretary of War Henry L. Stim-
son authorized WAAC enrollment at 150,000, 
the original ceiling set by Congress. Major OVETA 
CULP HOBBY served as the WAC’s first director.

Members of the WAC were the first women 
(other than nurses) to serve within the ranks of 
the United States Army. Both the army and the 
American public initially had difficulty accept-
ing the concept of women in uniform. However, 
political and military leaders, faced with fighting 
a two-front war, realized that women could sup-
ply the additional resources desperately needed 
in the military and industrial sectors. Given 
the opportunity to make a major contribution 
to the national war effort, women seized it. 
Healthy, unmarried women of “excellent char-
acter” without dependents who could pass an 
intelligence test could join the WAC. The large 
number of women who served demonstrates 
their desire to both be of service to their country 
and expand their own individual opportunities 
beyond domesticity. The WAC remained a sepa-
rate unit of the U.S. Army until 1978, when male 
and female forces were integrated.

Further Reading
Bellafaire, Judith A. The Women’s Army Corps: A Com-

memoration of World War II Service. Carlisle, Pa.: 
Center for Military History, 1993.

Cott, Nancy F. No Small Courage: A History of Women 
in the United States. New York: Oxford University 
Press, 2000.

Women’s Bureau Established by Congress in 
1920, the Women’s Bureau continues to act under 
the aegis of the Department of Labor, with a 
mandate to represent the needs of wage-earning 
women in the public-policy process in the United 
States. The bureau counts among its successes the 

inclusion of women’s work under the FAIR LABOR 
STANDARDS ACT of 1938, the EQUAL PAY ACT of 
1963, and legislation for family and medical leave 
and protection against discrimination in hiring. 
The bureau has played an important role in 
linking grassroots women’s groups to government 
from the early post-SUFFRAGE era to the present, 
and it has undertaken valuable research, analysis, 
and reporting on women in the labor market.

Initially established in July 1918 as a tem-
porary agency called Women in Industry Ser-
vice, the bureau achieved a permanent place 
within the federal bureaucracy after lobbying 
by women’s groups. Mary Anderson, a founder 
of the National Women’s Trade Union League, 
was appointed director from 1920 to 1945, and 
under her leadership the bureau continued the 
earlier efforts of Progressive era reformers in the 
area of women and work. Further, the bureau 
was one of a number of groups that opposed the 
EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA) for fear that 
it would jeopardize earlier legislation that had 
been passed to protect women workers.

During the administration of John F. Ken-
nedy (1961–63) and the appointment of ESTHER 
PETERSON, a former lobbyist for the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor and the Congress of 
Industrial Organizations (AFL-CIO), the bureau 
played a primary role in the PRESIDENT’S COM-
MISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN. The bureau 
later reversed its longstanding position on the 
ERA with the appointment in 1969 of Elizabeth 
Koontz, a champion of minority rights.

Further Reading
Freeman, Jo. The Politics of Women’s Liberation. New 

York: David McKay, 1976.
Laughlin, Kathleen. Women’s Work and Public Policy: A 

History of the Women’s Bureau, U.S. Department of 
Labor, 1945–1970. Boston: Northeastern Univer-
sity Press, 2000.

Sealander, Judith. As Minority Becomes Majority: Fed-
eral Reaction to the Phenomenon of Women in the 
Work Force, 1920–1963. Westport, Conn.: Green-
wood Press, 1983.

—Leanne Dustan
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Women’s Campaign Fund (WCF) The 
Women’s Campaign Fund (WCF) is the oldest 
national nonpartisan political action committee 
(PAC) dedicated to electing pro-choice women. 
Founded shortly after the Supreme Court deci-
sion in ROE V. WADE in 1974, the WCF strives 
to preserve access to reproductive choice by 
helping to elect progressive women to political 
office. The WCF’s goal is to increase the num-
ber of progressive women, regardless of party, 
serving in political office. To this end, they 
raise funds but also provide strategic consult-
ing, fund-raising, networking, field campaign-
ing and get-out-the-vote assistance. Since its 
founding, the fund has contributed to over 2000 
campaigns. Recent successful WCF-supported 
candidacies include Senators HILLARY RODHAM 
CLINTON, MARY LANDRIEU, and OLYMPIA SNOWE; 
and Representatives JUDY BIGGERT, STEPHANIE 
HERSETH, and NITA LOWEY, as well as Speaker 
of the House NANCY PELOSI. The Women’s 
Campaign Fund was reorganized and renamed 
The Women’s Campaign Forum in 2006. The 
organization maintains a Web site at: www.
wcfonline.org.

Women’s Educational Equity Act (WEEA) 
(1974) TITLE IX OF THE EDUCATION AMENDMENTS 
OF 1972 requires gender-neutral treatment of 
men and women in education. The results have 
been more opportunities for women and fewer 
overt barriers to college admission and career 
choices. However, without proactive counseling 
and intervention strategies designed to increase 
the numbers of girls in nontraditional courses of 
study, the opportunities created by Title IX are 
likely to go unrealized. In 1974, Congress 
passed the Women’s Educational Equity Act 
(WEEA), which authorized funds to promote 
bias-free textbooks and curriculum, support 
research on gender equity, and revamp teacher-
training programs. The effort was significantly 
underfunded by Congress and ignored by 
Republican administrations through Ronald 
Reagan and George H. W. Bush. It was not until 

the AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSITY WOMEN 
(AAUW) published its 1992 report “How Schools 
Shortchange Girls” that a credible effort to sup-
port WEEA materialized. Fiscal year 1996 had 
no appropriation for WEEA; however, between 
1997 and 1999, funding remained constant at $3 
million a year. As part of the original legislation, 
a national Equity Resource Center was estab-
lished. It remains active as a clearinghouse for 
teacher training, developing equity curriculum 
materials, and conducting research related to 
gender equity in education.

In September 2004, Congress passed the 
Maloney/Woolsey/Sanchez amendment, which 
provided $3 million to fund the WEEA in 
2005. The Heritage Foundation, a conservative 
Washington-based think tank, lobbied to end 
program funding, arguing that WEEA was out-
dated: “On nearly every indicator of academic 
success girls outperform boys. The GENDER GAP 
in reading and writing achievement, Advanced 
Placement participation, honors course par-
ticipation, high school and college graduation 
rates, and other indicators favor girls. Boys, 
however, are more likely to be in Special Educa-
tion, to repeat a grade, to be suspended, or to 
be involved with crime, drugs, and alcohol.” In 
2001, the Heritage Foundation issued a report 
titled Wasting Dollars: The Women’s Educational 
Equity Act, in which it argued that “focusing 
on non-existent problems like gender inequity 
diverts funds and attention from the real—and 
critical—problems in America’s educational 
system.” The National Coalition for Women 
and Girls in Education, however, lobbied hard 
for the amendment and funding. WEEA is the 
only remaining program solely focused on 
advancing gender equity, and it is one of the 
smallest programs in the Department of Educa-
tion. Equity advocates remain concerned about 
the way in which funds have been allocated. 
Previously, over one-third of the appropriation 
was used to fund the WEEA Equity Resource 
Center, but the Department of Education has 
redirected those dollars to fund a study of 
SINGLE-SEX EDUCATION.
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Further Reading
American Association of University Women. How 

Schools Shortchange Girls: A Study of Major Find-
ings on Girls and Education. Wellesley, Mass.: 
Wellesley College Center for Research on Women, 
1992.

Kafer, Krista. “Girl Power: Why Girls Don’t Need the 
Women’s Educational Equity Act.” The Heritage 
Foundation, Web Memo #536, September 8, 
2004. Available online. URL: http://www.heritage.
org/Research/Education/win563.cfm. Accessed on 
January 24, 2007.

Women’s Equity Action League (WEAL) 
The Women’s Equity Action League (WEAL) was 
founded in Cleveland, Ohio, in 1968. The league 
had a network of state affiliates, but the national 
organization remained small (no more than 
2000). WEAL sought to attract more conserva-
tive women who disliked the more radical or 
confrontational politics of the NATIONAL ORGANI-
ZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW). Instead of focusing 
on “controversial” issues such as reproductive 
rights, equity in divorce, and rape laws, WEAL 
members devoted their efforts to winning eco-
nomic advancement for women and eliminating 
sexism in educational institutions. They had 
notable success in establishing equity in estate 
taxation, eliminating gender-specific job list-
ings, and removing sex-based bias in vocational 
education training programs. WEAL is perhaps 
best known, however, for its initiatives to reduce 
sexism in American colleges and universities. Its 
members filed hundreds of lawsuits against 
schools that received federal operating aid, suc-
cessfully arguing that any recipient of federal 
contracts had to conform to already existing 
affirmative action guidelines contained in the 
federal Civil Rights Act of 1965. Although small 
in membership, its members included many 
influential people in politics, academia, and 
business. WEAL members strongly endorsed the 
EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT. WEAL membership 
dwindled at the state and national level in the 
mid-1970s as members moved on to other femi-

nist organizations such as the NATIONAL WOMEN’S 
POLITICAL CAUCUS.

Women’s Era Club See NEW ERA CLUB.

Women’s National Loyal League See 
NATIONAL WOMAN’S LOYAL LEAGUE.

Women’s Peace Party The Women’s Peace 
Party was organized in 1915 by Crystal East-
man, JANE ADDAMS, and CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT in 
response to the outbreak of World War I. More 
than 3,000 people attended the first meeting 
held in the Willard Hotel in Washington, D.C. 
Frustrated by what they perceived as ineffectual 
action by male-dominated peace groups, mem-
bers of the Women’s Peace Party argued that 
women were more ably suited to lobby to pre-
serve life since women are the “custodians of 
life.” They claimed a moral imperative to oppose 
war. Following the war, the organization merged 
with the Women’s International League for 
Peace and Freedom (WILPF).

Women’s Policy, Inc. See CONGRESSIONAL 
CAUCUS FOR WOMEN’S ISSUES / WOMEN’S POLICY, 
INC.

Women’s Political Union (Equality League 
of Self-Supporting Women) The Women’s 
Political Union was an offspring of the British 
Women’s Social and Political Union founded by 
Emmeline Pankhurst and her two daughters, 
Christabel and Sylvia Pankhurst. In the United 
States, the Women’s Political Union was founded 
by HARRIOT STANTON BLATCH (daughter of ELIZA-
BETH CADY STANTON), a participant in the British 
SUFFRAGE campaign. Blatch had been to England, 
where she had observed the methods used by 
suffragists there to get their message across. She 
returned to the United States in 1902 determined 
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to engage in some of the same tactics. In 1907, 
she organized women into the Equality League 
of Self-Supporting Women, later named the 
Women’s Political Union. This organization is 
credited with holding the first suffrage parade in 
1910. They later merged with ALICE PAUL’S CON-
GRESSIONAL UNION FOR WOMAN SUFFRAGE in 1915.

Woodhull, Victoria (Victoria California 
Claflin Woodhull) (1838–1927) suffragist, pub-
lisher, first woman presidential candidate Con-
troversial women’s rights activist Victoria 
Woodhull was born Victoria California Claflin 
on September 28, 1838. The uneducated daughter 
of a petty criminal, she followed an unconven-
tional path to prominence. Woodhull was mar-
ried three times—the first time to Dr. Canning 
Woodhull when she was just 15—and divorced 
twice. As a young woman, she supported her 
family by engaging in clairvoyant healing along 
with her sister, Tennessee Claflin. It was in this 
role that the two gained the trust and financial 
backing of wealthy businessman Cornelius Van-
derbilt. With his support, they opened the first 
female brokerage house on Wall Street in 1870. 
Soon thereafter, Woodhull and Claflin began 
publishing the controversial newspaper Woodhull 
and Claflin’s Weekly, which became a source of 
radical ideas. It was the first newspaper to pub-
lish Karl Marx’s The Communist Manifesto in 
English.

Woodhull, an advocate of sexual equality 
(or “free love” as it was known to its detractors), 
became the first woman to address a congres-
sional committee when she presented a memo-
rial (speech by a citizen) on behalf of woman’s 
SUFFRAGE in January 1871. She and her friends 
formed the Equal Rights Party, and in 1872 
Woodhull became its nominee for president, 
hoping to get former slave and abolitionist Fred-
erick Douglass as her running mate. Although 
Douglass declined to run with Woodhull, the 
party wanted to unite advocates of suffrage 
for women with civil rights activists. In 1872, 
Woodhull published the details of an affair 

between prominent reform preacher Henry 
Ward Beecher and the wife of a colleague in the 
Weekly, in part to reveal the double standard 
applied to the sexes. Woodhull and her sister 
were arrested under the COMSTOCK ACT, which 
prohibited sending obscene materials through 
the mail. Although both were acquitted, the 
scandal ended Woodhull’s political career. She 
spent her last years in England and died on June 
9, 1927.

Further Reading
Gabriel, Mary. Notorious Victoria: the Life of Victoria 

Woodhull, Uncensored. Chapel Hill: Algonquin 
Books of Chapel Hill, 1998.

Underhill, Lois Beachy. The Woman Who Ran for 
President: The Many Lives of Victoria Woodhull. 
Bridgehampton, N.Y.: Bridgehampton Works 
Publishing, 1995.

—Laura Prieto

Woodward, Charlotte (Charlotte Wood-
ward Pierce) (1829–1921) suffragist Char-
lotte Woodward was born in 1829 into a Quaker 
family. She began making her living at 15 as a 
teacher but later sewed gloves as piecework in 
Waterloo, New York. Excited to hear of the 
upcoming SENECA FALLS CONVENTION for wom-
en’s rights, she made the trip there with several 
other young women from the rural environs of 
Syracuse. She participated in both days of the 
convention, July 19–20, 1848. At its conclusion, 
she signed the DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, which included radical demands 
for equal rights and SUFFRAGE for women. In 
doing so, Woodward joined only 100 of the 
roughly 300 women and men who attended the 
convention. She later married and lived most of 
the rest of her life in Philadelphia. Like all but 
a handful of the Seneca Falls convention attend-
ees, Woodward never became a suffrage leader, 
but she remained dedicated to the cause 
throughout her life. When the suffrage move-
ment split over the issue of black male suffrage 
after the Civil War, she joined the AMERICAN 
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WOMAN SUFFRAGE ASSOCIATION. She was also a 
member of the Association for the Advance-
ment of Women.

The only woman to sign the Declaration of 
Sentiments (1848) still living when the United 
States passed the Nineteenth Amendment in 
1920, Charlotte Woodward (who apparently 
never voted) symbolically links the generations 
of activists who struggled to extend the vote to 
women. She exemplifies the unsung, grass-roots 
members of the movement whose long years 
of dedication made success possible. In 1921, 
shortly before her death at 92, she sent a trowel 
to the NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY to be used in 
laying a cornerstone of their new headquarters 
in Washington, D.C. The inscription read: “In 
Memory of the Seneca Falls Convention in 1848: 
presented by its sole survivor, Mrs. Charlotte L. 
Pierce, in thanksgiving for progress made by 
women and in honor of the National Woman’s 
Party, which will carry on the struggle so 
bravely begun.”

Further Reading
Gurko, Miriam. The Ladies of Seneca Falls: The Birth 

of the Woman’s Rights Movement. New York: 
Schocken Books, 1974.

Wellman, Judith. The Road to Seneca Falls: Elizabeth 
Cady Stanton and the First Women’s Rights Conven-
tion. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2004.

—Laura R. Prieto

Woolsey, Lynn (Lynn C. Woolsey) (1937– ) 
congressperson Lynn Woolsey was born on 
November 3, 1937, in Seattle, Washington. She 
was educated at the University of Washington 
and the University of San Francisco, earning a 
degree in human resources and organizational 
behavior in 1980. She was a human resources 
manager a teacher at the College of Marin and 
the Dominican University of San Rafael before 
entering public service as a member of the Peta-
luma, California, City Council (1985–92). She 
served as vice mayor of Petaluma in 1989 and 
again in 1992.

In the 1992 primary to succeed Congress-
woman BARBARA BOXER, who successfully ran 
for the Senate, Woolsey defeated a crowded 
field easily and went on to win the general elec-
tion. Woolsey is a progressive democrat who 
has established a liberal voting record in the 
House and has worked to gain more funding for 
poor women and children and to improve the 
child support collection system. She believes 
in universal health care and is an advocate of 
ABORTION rights. Woolsey is one of two women 
in the House who have received welfare. In the 
109th Congress, she served on the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce and the Com-
mittee on Science.

Lynn Woolsey is a critic of the 2003 inva-
sion of Iraq and has introduced a number of 
resolutions on troop withdrawal. In 2006, she 
gave war protester Cindy Sheehan a guest pass 
for the State of the Union address. Sheehan was 
removed from the gallery for wearing a shirt 
with a political message. Woolsey was reelected 
in 2006.

Further Reading
Barone, Michael. The Almanac of American Politics. 

Washington, D.C.: National Journal Group, 
2006.

“Representative Lynn C. Woolsey (CA).” In Project Vote 
Smart. Available online. URL: http://votesmart.
org/bio.php?can_idíH0226103. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

“Woolsey, Lynn C.” In Biographical Directory of the 
United States Congress, 1774–present. Available 
online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/scripts/
biodisplay.pl?index=W000738. Accessed on Jan-
uary 8, 2007.

—Angela Kouters

Wright, Frances (Fanny Wright) (1795–
1852) lecturer, writer, feminist, utopian Born in 
Dundee, Scotland, on September 6, 1795, Fran-
ces Wright, known as Fanny, was a pioneer in 
many areas: the first woman to speak publicly 
from a podium in the United States, the first 
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woman to advocate woman’s inherent equality 
to men, the first to question the utility of reli-
gion and to denounce the power of the clergy. 
She was an early advocate of free public educa-
tion and a pioneering antislavery activist and 
antiracist advocate, as well as a social reformer.

The daughter of a wealthy family, Wright 
became smitten with the United States after 
a trip there as a teenager. Upon her return to 
England, she published Views of Society and 
Manners in America (1821). She went back to 
America with the marquis de Lafayette in 1824 
and officially became an American citizen in 
1825. Influenced by the socialist Robert Dale 
Owen, the wealthy heiress purchased land in 
west Tennessee for a model communal planta-
tion that she called Nashoba and where she 
planned to educate her slaves for freedom. 
Her ill-planned, underfunded, and understaffed 
experiment failed, however, in part due to her 
support for miscegenation. Traveling as far west 
as St. Louis, Wright lectured throughout the 
East and Midwest on the need for education for 
women and the need to free people’s minds from 
the shackles of religion. In 1829, she settled in 
New York, where, with Owen, she published the 
Free Enquirer, a socialist newspaper advocat-
ing universal SUFFRAGE, the abolition of slavery, 
and BIRTH CONTROL, among other controversial 

topics. She also published her book Course of 
Popular Lectures.

In 1831, Wright was devastated by the death 
of her sister. That same year, she married Phique-
pal D’Arusmont, moved to France, and had a 
daughter. Her marriage was an unhappy one. As 
was the custom of the day, upon marriage, all of 
Wright’s wealth became her husband’s to disperse 
as he saw fit. She returned to the United States 
in 1835, and in 1844, she purchased a house in 
Cincinnati and sued D’Arusmont to regain her 
American properties. She divorced him, lost cus-
tody of her daughter, and continued writing and 
lecturing, though she was no longer as radical as 
before. Although her daughter, Sylvia, became a 
Christian and saw her mother’s newspaper Free 
Enquirer as “infidel trash,” she nonetheless raised 
a marble monument to Wright, whom she never 
understood, after her death on December 13, 
1852. Wright’s letters and lectures were collected 
and reprinted in Life Letters and Lectures (1972).

Further Reading
James, Edward T., Janet Wilson James, and Paul S. 

Boyer, eds. Notable American Women 1607–1950: 
A Biographical Dictionary, vol. 1. Cambridge, 
Mass.: Belknap Press, 1971.

Morris, Celia. Fanny Wright: Rebel in America. Urbana: 
University of Illinois Press, 1992.

—Paula Casey
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Yard, Molly (Mary Alexander Yard) (1912–
2005) feminist, women’s rights activist Mary 
Alexander Yard, known as Molly, was born on 
July 6, 1912, Chengdu, the capital of Szechwan 
Province in China. Her father was a Methodist 
missionary, and the family lived in China until 
Molly was 13 years old. Because she was the 
third of three daughters, upon her birth, Chinese 
friends gave her father an ornate brass bowl as a 
consolation gift, to show their sympathy for yet 
another girl child. Yard later said that living in a 
country where women were so discriminated 
against made her a feminist almost from birth.

As a student at Swarthmore College in the 
early 1930s, Yard began her life of social activ-
ism by protesting fraternities and sororities 
because of the exclusion of a Jewish student in 
her own sorority, Kappa Alpha Theta. Although 
she was trained as a social worker, she found her 
inability to change the social condition frustrat-
ing and soon turned to activism in the trade 
union movement. She graduated in 1933 with a 
degree in political science. Yard became active 
in the American Student Union, serving first as 
the national organization secretary and eventu-
ally as chair. In this capacity, she met and later 
worked with ELEANOR ROOSEVELT. In 1938, Yard 

married Sylvester Garrett, but she kept her own 
name. When the couple tried to open a joint 
bank account, they were told they could only do 
so if Ms. Yard was Mr. Garrett’s mistress rather 
than his spouse. Together the couple had three 
children, two sons and a daughter. Sylvester 
Garrett, a noted labor arbitrator, died in 1996.

Molly Yard became active in Democratic 
Party politics in California when she worked 
on behalf of HELEN GAHAGAN DOUGLAS in her 
campaign for the U.S. Senate against Richard 
M. Nixon. After the family moved to Pittsburgh, 
Yard worked in presidential campaign poli-
tics on behalf of John F. Kennedy in 1960 and 
George McGovern in 1972, as well as numerous 
state and congressional campaigns. Yard herself 
only ran for office once but was unsuccessful in 
her bid to win a seat in the Pennsylvania state 
legislature in 1964. She was also a founder of the 
Americans for Democratic Action, an indepen-
dent liberal lobbying organization.

Yard’s civil rights commitments were broad 
and deep, but her work on behalf of women’s 
rights was extensive. She first became active in 
the NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN (NOW) 
in 1974 while still in Pennsylvania. By 1978, 
however, she had gone to work on the national 

Y
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staff as part of the campaign to ratify the EQUAL 
RIGHTS AMENDMENT (ERA). She worked as a 
lobbyist in the effort until the ERA’s demise in 
1982. During this time, she became a leader 
within NOW and one of the organization’s 
primary legal and political strategists and a 
prolific fundraiser. She served as a senior staff 
member for the NOW Political Action Com-
mittee from 1978 to 1984. Between 1985 and 
1987, she served as NOW’s political director and 
dedicated her energies to defeating anti-abortion 
legislation in several states.

In 1987, at the age of 75, Molly Yard won 
election as president of NOW, serving until she 
suffered a stroke in 1991. During her tenure, 
membership swelled by 110,000 and the orga-
nization collaborated with other progressives to 
defeat the Supreme Court nomination of Judge 
Robert Bork. NOW’s agenda during her presi-
dency included ABORTION rights, promoting gay 
and lesbian rights, and electing more women to 
public office. She was doggedly committed to pro-
tecting the gains for women and girls won under 
TITLE IX OF THE EDUCATION AMENDMENTS OF 1972 
and against threats to weaken its provisions and 
negative interpretations by the federal courts.

Following her stroke, Yard continued to 
work for the Feminist Majority. She gave her 
last public speech at the Feminist Expo, spon-
sored by the Feminist Majority, in 2000. Molly 
Yard received the Feminist Majority Founda-
tion’s lifetime achievement award for “tireless 
work for women’s rights, for women and girls 
in sports, for the Equal Rights Amendment 
for Women, for civil rights for all Americans, 
for her championing of the trade union move-
ment, and her devotion to world peace and 
non-violence.” She died in her sleep at age 93 at 
a nursing home in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, on 
September 20, 2005. Although Molly Yard was a 
tireless advocate for social change and women’s 
rights, very little has been written about her 
life, and no official biography is known.

Further Reading
Fox, Margalit. “Molly Yard, Advocate for Liberal 

Causes, Dies at 93,” New York Times, 22 Septem-

ber 2005. Available online. URL: www.nytines.
com/2005/09/22/national/22yard.html.

Year of the Woman (1992) “The Year of the 
Woman” is a phrase commonly used to describe 
the 1992 congressional elections. Historic num-
bers of women ran for and won seats in the 
United States House of Representatives and Sen-
ate. Specifically, 11 women ran for Senate seats 
(10 Democrats and 1 Republican) and 106 
women were major-party candidates for House 
and delegate seats (70 Democrats and 36 Repub-
licans). Out of these, five women were elected to 
the Senate, including two from the state of Cali-
fornia (DIANNE FEINSTEIN and BARBARA BOXER, 
both Democrats); and CAROL MOSELEY BRAUN, an 
Illinois Democrat, became was the first African-
American woman and the first woman of color 
to be elected to the U.S. Senate. Twenty-four 
women were elected to the U.S. House of Repre-
sentatives. Among them were NYDIA VELÁSQUEZ, 
a New York Democrat who became the first 
Puerto Rican woman to serve in Congress.

Women were successful in the 1992 congres-
sional elections in large part due to events that 
took place on the national stage highlighting 
such problems as SEXUAL HARASSMENT and sex dis-
crimination. The ANITA HILL–Clarence Thomas 
controversy politicized thousands of women who 
had never before donated money to a candidate 
or thought about seeking office themselves. Carol 
Mosely Braun challenged incumbent Illinois sen-
ator Alan Dixon in the Democratic primary, beat 
him, and went on to win not only his U.S. Senate 
seat but a place on the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee. The NATIONAL WOMEN’S POLITICAL CAUCUS 
effectively channeled women’s dismay over an 
all-male, all-white Senate Judiciary Committee 
by asking, “What if . . . ” in a fund-raising letter 
intended to raise money in support of female Sen-
ate candidates such as Braun.

The need for more women in public office 
was never more visible than in 1992. Women 
candidates promised that women’s interests and 
experiences would be more fairly represented in 
policy-making, and voters responded.

510  Year of the Woman
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Carroll, Susan J. and Ronnee Schreiber. “Media Cover-

age of Women in the 103rd Congress.” In Women, 
Media and Politics, edited by Pippa Norris. New 
York: Oxford University Press, 1997, pp. 131–148.

Handlin, Amy. Whatever Happened to the Year of the 
Woman? Why Women Still Aren’t Making it to the 
Top of Politics. New York: Arden Press, 1998.

—Krista Jenkins
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Zbaraz v. Hartigan (484 U.S. 171)  (1987)    
This case concerned the Illinois Parental Notice 
of Abortion Act of 1983. The act required a 
minor to notify her parents, or seek a court 
order instead, and wait 24 hours before having 
an ABORTION. The Illinois federal district court 
found both provisions of the act unconstitu-
tional. On appeal, the Seventh Circuit Court 
agreed that the waiting period was unconstitu-

tional, citing several other cases; however, the 
court took note that the U.S. Supreme Court had 
never ruled on a waiting period for minors only. 
The court upheld the parental notification pro-
vision but delayed enforcement until the confi-
dentiality of the minors seeking court orders 
could be assured. In 1987, the U.S. Supreme 
Court voted to uphold the appellate court’s deci-
sions (4-4). 
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1. FIRSTS FOR WOMEN 
IN U.S. POLITICS

1872 Victoria Woodhull, a stockbroker, pub-
lisher, and protégé of Cornelius Van-
derbilt, runs for president of the United 
States on the Equal Rights Party ticket.

1884  Belva Lockwood, the first woman admit-
ted to practice law before the U.S. Supreme 
Court, runs for president on the Equal 
Rights Party Ticket; she did so again in 
1888.

1887 Susanna Salter is elected mayor of Argo-
nia, Kansas, the first woman mayor in the 
country.

1894 Three women are elected to the Colorado 
House of Representatives, the first women 
elected to any state legislature. They were 
Clara Cressingham, Carrie C. Holly, and 
Frances Klock.

1896 Martha Hughes Cannon is elected to the 
Utah State Senate, becoming the first 
woman state senator.

1900 Frances Warren of Wyoming becomes 
the first woman delegate to a Republican 
National Convention. In the same year, 
Elizabeth Cohen of Utah is chosen as an 
alternate to the Democratic National Con-
vention. When another delegate falls ill, 
Cohen becomes the first woman delegate 
to a Democratic National Convention.

1917 Jeannette Rankin, a Republican from 
Montana, enters the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the first woman ever 
elected to Congress. She serves from 
1917 to 1919 and again from 1941 to 
1942; a pacifist, she is the only law-
maker to vote against U.S. entry into 
both world wars.

1920 After 72 years of struggle, the Nineteenth 
Amendment to the Constitution is rati-
fied, giving women the right to vote.

1920 The League of Women Voters (initially 
the National League of Women Voters) 
is founded by members of the National 
American Woman Suffrage Association as 

a means of encouraging informed partici-
pation by the new female electorate.

1922 Rebecca Latimer Felton, a Georgia Demo-
crat, becomes the first woman to serve in 
the U.S. Senate. She is appointed to fill 
a vacant seat temporarily; she serves for 
only two days before giving up her seat to 
the man who had been elected to it.

1924 Bertha K. Landes, Republican city coun-
cil president at the time, becomes acting 
mayor of Seattle, the first woman to lead 
a major American city. Two years later, 
she is elected mayor in her own right in a 
campaign run by women. She lost in her 
bid for a second full term.

1924 Lena Springs of South Carolina chairs 
the credentials committee at the Demo-
cratic National Convention and receives 
several votes for the vice presidential 
nomination.

1925 Nellie Tayloe Ross, a Wyoming Demo-
crat, becomes the nation’s first woman 
governor, elected to replace her deceased 
husband. She serves for two years. Later, 
she becomes vice chair of the Demo-
cratic National Committee and director 
of the U.S. Mint. At the 1928 Democratic 
National Convention, she received 31 
votes on the first ballot for vice president.

1925 Representative Mae Ella Nolan (R-CA) 
becomes the first woman chair a congres-
sional committee when, during the 68th 
Congress, she chairs the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Post Office Depart-
ment.

1931 Hattie Wyatt Caraway (D-AR), is appointed 
to the U.S. Senate to succeed her late hus-
band, the first of many women to reach 
the Senate in this way. She subsequently 
becomes the first woman ever elected 
to the Senate, where she served two full 
terms. She is the first woman to chair a 
Senate committee—the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, a minor post.

1933 When she is appointed by President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt as secretary of 
labor, Frances Perkins becomes the first 
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woman ever to serve in a presidential 
cabinet. She serves until 1945.

1933 Ruth Bryan Owen, a former congress-
woman, becomes the first woman to hold 
a major diplomatic post when she is 
appointed by President Roosevelt as min-
ister to Denmark. She holds this post until 
1936, when her marriage to a Dane and 
resulting dual citizenship make her ineli-
gible to serve.

1933 Minnie Davenport Craig (R-ND) becomes 
the first woman to hold the position of 
Speaker of the House in a state legisla-
ture.

1945 Representative Chase G. Woodhouse (D-
CT) is the first woman to hold the posi-
tion of secretary in the House Democratic 
Caucus.

1952 Two women, India Edwards and Judge 
Sarah Hughes, are proposed as Demo-
cratic vice-presidential candidates. Both 
withdraw their names before the ballot-
ing so the choice of presidential nominee 
Adlai Stevenson, Senator Estes Kefauver, 
could be nominated by acclamation.

1955 Consuelo Bailey, a Vermont Republican, 
becomes the first woman ever elected 
lieutenant governor of a state. In that role, 
she served as president of the state Senate. 
She had previously served as Speaker of 
the state House of Representatives, thus 
becoming the only woman in the country 
ever to preside over both chambers of a 
state legislature.

1964 Senator Margaret Chase Smith, a Maine 
Republican, is nominated for the presi-
dency by Vermont senator George Aiken 
at the Republican national convention. 
Smith had campaigned briefly for the 
post, limiting herself to periods when 
the Senate was not in session. Elected to 
the House of Representatives in 1940 (to 
replace her dying husband) and the Sen-
ate in 1948, Smith had already made his-
tory by becoming the first woman to serve 
in both houses of Congress.

1965 Patsy Takemoto Mink, a Democrat from 
Hawaii, becomes the first woman of color 

and the first woman of Asian–Pacific 
Islander descent in the House of Repre-
sentatives. She served until 1977 and was 
reelected in 1990, serving until her death 
on September 28, 2002.

1966 The National Organization for Women 
is established to combat discrimination 
against women in every sphere. Its aim 
is to “bring women into full participation 
in the mainstream of American society 
now.”

1968 Shirley Chisholm, a New York Democrat, 
becomes the first black woman to serve 
in Congress. She remains in the House of 
Representatives until 1982.

1971 The Center for the American Woman 
and Politics is founded at the Eagleton 
Institute of Politics at Rutgers, the State 
University of New Jersey.

1971 The National Women’s Political Caucus 
(NWPC) is formed at a Washington, D.C., 
meeting of more than 300 feminists. Its 
aims are to increase women’s access to 
political power in the major parties and to 
encourage and support women committed 
to women’s rights who seek elective and 
appointive office.

1972 Congresswoman Shirley Chisholm runs 
for president in the Democratic primaries. 
At the party’s national convention, she 
garnered 151.25 delegate votes before Sen-
ator George McGovern clinched the nom-
ination. At the same convention, Frances 
(Sissy) Farenthold, a former Texas state 
legislator who twice ran for governor of 
that state, finished second in the ballot-
ing for the vice-presidential nomination, 
receiving more than 400 votes.

1972 Jean Westwood chairs the Democratic 
National Committee. The first woman to 
hold that position, she serves until just 
after the election, when she was replaced 
by Robert Strauss.

1974 The Women’s Campaign Fund is formed 
for the purpose of “electing qualified 
progressive women of both parties to 
public office at every level.” It is the first 
national political action committee with 
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the specific goal of funding women’s 
campaigns.

1977 Patricia Roberts Harris is appointed by 
President Jimmy Carter to serve as Secre-
tary of Housing and Urban Development 
during 1977–79. From 1979 to 1981, she 
served as secretary of Health and Human 
Services. She was the first black woman 
to serve in a presidential cabinet and the 
first woman to hold two different cabinet 
positions.

1978 Nancy Landon Kassebaum, a Kansas 
Republican, is elected to the United States 
Senate. Prior to her election, all of the 
women who served in the Senate had suc-
ceeded their husbands in Congress or had 
first been appointed to fill out unexpired 
terms.

1980 For the first time, a national party’s nomi-
nating convention delegates included 
equal numbers of men and women. At its 
convention in New York, the Democratic 
Party also added to its charter a require-
ment that future conventions have equal 
numbers of female and male delegates.

1981 Sandra Day O’Connor, a former Repub-
lican state legislator from Arizona who 
had served on a state appeals court, is 
appointed by President Ronald Reagan 
as the first woman ever to sit on the U.S. 
Supreme Court.

1984 Congresswoman Lynn Morley Martin (R-
IL) is elected to the first of two terms as 
vice chair of the Republican Conference 
in the House, the first time a woman has 
held an elected position in the congres-
sional party’s hierarchy.

1984 Third-term congresswoman Geraldine A. 
Ferraro (D-NY), secretary of the House 
Democratic Caucus, becomes the first 
woman ever to run on a major party’s 
national ticket when she was selected by 
Walter F. Mondale as his vice-presidential 
running mate.

1985 Madeline Kunin, a Democrat, is elected 
governor of Vermont. She becomes the 
first woman to serve three terms as gover-
nor (1985–91).

1987 Kay Orr, a Republican from Nebraska, is 
the first Republican woman elected gov-
ernor of a state, as well as the first woman 
to defeat another woman in a gubernato-
rial race (former Lincoln mayor Helen 
Boosalis).

1987 Jan Faiks, a Republican from Alaska, 
becomes the first woman to hold the 
position of president of a state senate 
(1987–88).

1989 Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, a Florida Republi-
can, becomes the first Hispanic woman 
and first Cuban American to be elected 
to Congress. She is elected in August 
1989 in a special election and continues 
to serve.

1990 Joan Finney, a Kansas Democrat, becomes 
the first woman to defeat an incumbent 
governor. She served as governor from 
1991 to 1995.

1991 Representative Barbara Kennelly (D-CT) 
becomes the first woman to hold the posi-
tion of House Democratic chief deputy 
whip.

1992 Nydia Velázquez, a New York Democrat, is 
elected in 1992, becoming the first Puerto 
Rican woman to serve in Congress. She 
continues to serve.

1992 Carol Moseley Braun, an Illinois Demo-
crat, becomes the first African-American 
woman and the first women of color to 
be elected to the U.S. Senate. She is also 
the first African-American woman to win 
a major-party Senate nomination. She 
served until 1999.

1993 Janet Reno becomes the first woman to 
serve as U.S. attorney general (1993–
2001).

1993 Representative Nancy Lee Johnson (R-
CT) becomes the first woman to hold the 
position of secretary in the House Repub-
lican Conference.

1993 Representative Rosa DeLauro (D-CT) 
becomes the first woman to hold the posi-
tion of secretary to the House Democratic 
Conference. She later serves as assistant 
to the House democratic leader in the 
107th Congress.
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1994 Christine Todd Whitman is elected as the 
first female governor of New Jersey, serv-
ing two terms (1994–2004).

1995 Senator Barbara Mikulski (D-MD) 
becomes the first woman to hold the posi-
tion of secretary to the Senate Democratic 
Conference.

1995 Senator Nancy Landon Kassebaum (R-
KS) becomes the first woman to chair a 
major Senate committee, the Committee 
on Labor and Human Resources.

1997 Madeleine K. Albright becomes the first 
woman to serve as U.S. secretary of state 
(1997 to 2001). Although she becomes 
the highest-ranking woman in the U.S. 
government, as a naturalized citizen, she 
would not have been eligible to become 
president. She had previously served as 
U.S. ambassador to the United Nations 
(1993 to 1997).

1997 Aida Alvarez becomes the first Hispanic 
woman, as well as the first person of 
Puerto Rican heritage, to hold a cabi-
net-level position when she is appointed 
administrator of the U.S. Small Business 
Administration.

1998 Tammy Baldwin, a Democrat from Wis-
consin, becomes the first openly gay or 
lesbian person elected to Congress as a 
nonincumbent. She is also Wisconsin’s 
first woman elected to Congress.

2001 Hillary Rodham Clinton becomes the first 
woman elected to the U.S. Senate from 
New York, the only first lady ever elected 
to public office.

2001 Condoleezza Rice becomes the first 
woman to hold the post of National Secu-
rity Advisor.

2001 Elaine Chao becomes the first Asian-
American woman to serve in a presi-
dential cabinet when she is appointed 
secretary of labor.

2001 Gale Norton becomes the first woman to 
serve as secretary of the interior.

2001 Ann Veneman is appointed to be the first 
female secretary of agriculture. She had 
previously been the first woman to serve 

as secretary of the California Department 
of Food and Agriculture.

2001 Christine Todd Whitman of New Jersey 
becomes the first female former governor 
to serve in a presidential cabinet-level 
position when she is appointed admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency.

2001 Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison (R-TX) 
becomes the first woman to hold the posi-
tion of vice chair of the Senate Republican 
Conference.

2001 Senator Patty Murray (D-WA) becomes the 
first woman to serve as chair of the Demo-
cratic Senatorial Campaign Committee.

2001 Representative Nancy Pelosi (D-CA) is 
elected by her colleagues as House Demo-
cratic whip, becoming the highest-ranking 
woman in the history of the U.S. Congress.

2001 Representative Nita Lowey (D-NY) be-
comes the first woman to chair the 
Democratic Congressional Campaign 
Committee.

2002  Representative Nancy Pelosi (D-CA) 
becomes the first woman to head her 
party in Congress when she is elected 
by her colleagues as House democratic 
leader.

2002 With the election of Linda Sánchez (D-
CA), for the first time two sisters serve 
together in the House of Representatives.

2003 Arizona becomes the first state where 
a woman governor succeeded another 
woman governor. Jane Dee Hull (R) is suc-
ceeded by Janet Napolitano (D).

2005  Washington becomes the first state to 
have both a woman governor—Christine 
Gregoire (D)—and two women serving 
in the U.S. Senate—Patty Murray (D) and 
Maria Cantwell (D).

2007 Representative Nancy Pelosi (D-CA) 
becomes the first woman to serve as 
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Source: Center for American Women and Politics, 
Eagleton Institute of Politics, Rutgers, the State 
University of New Jersey, 2007.
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2. WOMEN IN THE U.S. CONGRESS 1917–2009

CONGRESS WOMEN IN SENATE WOMEN IN HOUSE TOTAL # OF WOMEN

65th 1917–1919 0 1 1
66th 1919–1921 0 0 0
67th 1921–1923 1 3 4
68th 1923–1925 0 1 1
69th 1925–1927 0 3 3
70th 1927–1929 0 5 5
71st 1929–1931 0 9 9
72nd 1931–1933 1 7 8
73rd 1933–1935 1 7 8
74th 1935–1937 2 6 8
75th 1937–1939 2 6 8
76th 1939–1941 1 8 9
77th 1941–1943 1 9 10
78th 1943–1945 1 8 9
79th 1945–1947 0 11 11
80th 1947–1949 1 7 8
81st 1949–1951 1 9 10
82nd 1951–1953 1 10 11
83rd 1953–1955 2 11 13
84th 1955–1957 1 16 17
85th 1957–1959 1 15 16
86th 1959–1961 2 17 19
87th 1961–1963 2 18 20
88th 1963–1965 2 12 14
89th 1965–1967 2 11 13
90th 1967–1969 1 11 12
91st 1969–1971 1 10 11
92nd 1971–1973 2 13 15
93rd 1973–1975 0 16 16
94th 1975–1977 0 19 19
95th 1977–1979 2 18 20
96th 1979–1981 1 16 17
97th 1981–1983 2 21 23
98th 1983–1985 2 22 24
99th 1985–1987 2 23 25
100th 1987–1989 2 23 25
101st 1989–1991 2 29 31
102nd 1991–1993 4 28 32
103rd 1993–1995 7 47 54
104th 1995–1997 9 48 57

(continues)
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105th 1997–1999 9 54 63
106th 1999–2001 9 56 65
107th 2001–2003 13 59 72
108th 2003–2005 14 60 74
109th 2005–2007 14 65 79
110th 2007–2009 16 71 87

Source: Center for American Women and Politics, Eagleton Institute of Politics, Rutgers, State University of 
New Jersey, 2007. Available online. URL: http://www.cawp.rutgers.edu/Facts/Offi ceholders/cong.pdf.

3. WOMEN OF COLOR IN THE U.S. CONGRESS 1965–2009

CONGRESS WOMEN IN SENATE WOMEN IN HOUSE TOTAL # OF WOMEN

89th 1965–1967 0 1 1
90th 1967–1969 0 1 1
91th 1969–1971 0 2 2
92th 1971–1973 0 2 2
93th 1973–1975 0 5 5
94th 1975–1977 0 5 5
95th 1977–1979 0 4 4
96th 1979–1981 0 2 2
97th 1981–1983 0 2 2
98th 1983–1985 0 2 2
99th 1985–1987 0 1 1
100th 1987–1989 0 2 2
101st 1989–1991 0 4 4
102nd 1991–1993 0 6 6
103rd 1993–1995 1 12 13
104th 1995–1997 1 14 15
105th 1997–1999 1 17 18
106th 1999–2001 0 19 19
107th 2001–2003 0 21 21
108th 2003–2005 0 20 20
109th 2005–2007 0 21 21
110th 2007–2009 0 21 21

Source: Center for American Women and Politics, Eagleton Institute of Politics, Rutgers, State University of 
New Jersey, 2007. Available online. www.rci.rutgers.edu/~cawp/Facts/Offi ceholders/color.pdf.

CONGRESS WOMEN IN SENATE WOMEN IN HOUSE TOTAL # OF WOMEN
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4. WOMEN IN THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 1917–2007

NAME DATES METHOD ACQUIRED

Jeannette Rankin (R-MT) 1917–1919; 1941–1943 Elected
Alice Mary Roberton (R-OK) 1921–1923 Elected
Winnifred Sprague Mason Huck (R-IL) 1922–1923 Elected
Mae Ella Nolan (R-CA) 1923–1925 Widow’s tradition
Florence Prag Kahn (R-CA) 1925–1937 Widow’s tradition
Mary Teresa Norton (D-NJ) 1925–1951 Elected
Edith Nourse Rogers (R-MA) 1925–1960 Widow’s tradition
Katherine Gudger Langley (R-KY) 1927–1937 Elected
Pearl Peden Oldfi eld (D-AR) 1929–1931 Widow’s tradition
Ruth Hanna McCormick (R-IL) 1929–1931 Elected
Ruth Bryan Owen (D-FL) 1929–1933 Elected
Ruth Sears Baker Pratt (R-NY) 1929–1933 Elected
Effi egene Locke Wingo (D-AR) 1930–1933 Widow’s tradition
Willa McCord Blake Eslick (D-TN) 1932–1933 Widow’s tradition
Virginia Ellis Jenckes (D-IN) 1933–1939 Elected
Kathryn Ellen O’Loughlin (D-KS) 1933–1935 Elected
Isabella Selmes Greenway (D-AZ) 1933–1937 Elected
Marian Williams Clarke (R-NY) 1933–1935 Widow’s tradition
Caroline Love Goodwin O’Day (D-NY) 1935–1943 Elected
Nan Wood Honeyman (D-OR) 1937–1939 Elected
Elizabeth Hawley Gasque (D-SC) 1938–1939 Widow’s tradition
Jessie Sumner (R-IL) 1939–1947 Elected
Clara Gooding McMillan (D-SC) 1939–1941 Elected
Frances Payne Bolton (R-OH) 1940–1969 Widow’s tradition
Margaret Chase Smith (R-ME) 1940–1969 Widow’s tradition
Florence Reville Gibbs (D-GA) 1940–1941 Widow’s tradition
Katharine Edgar Byron (D-MD) 1941–1943 Widow’s tradition
Veronica Grace Boland (D-PA) 1942–1943 Widow’s tradition
Clare Boothe Luce (R-CT) 1943–1947 Elected
Winifred Claire Stanley (R-NY) 1943–1945 Elected
Willa Lybrand Fulmer (D-SC) 1944–1945 Widow’s tradition
Emily Taft Douglas (D-IL) 1945–1947 Elected
Helen Gahagan Douglas (D-CA) 1945–1951 Elected
Chase Goin Woodhouse (D-CT) 1945–1947  Elected
 1949–1951
Helen Douglas Mankin (D-GA) 1946–1947 Elected
Eliza Jane Pratt (D-NC) 1946–1947 Elected
Georgia Lee Lusk (D-NM) 1947–1949 Elected
Katharine Price Collier St. George (R-NY) 1947–1965 Elected
Reva Zilpha Beck Bosone (D-UT) 1949–1953 Elected

(continues)
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Cecil Murray Harden (R-IN) 1949–1959 Elected
Edna Flannery Kelly (D-NY) 1949–1969 Elected
Marguerite Stitt Church (R-IL) 1951–1963 Elected
Ruth Thompson (R-MI) 1951–1957 Elected
Maude Elizabeth Kee (D-WV) 1951–1965 Widow’s tradition
Vera Daerr Buchanan (D-PA) 1951–1955 Widow’s tradition
Gracis Bowers Pfost (D-ID) 1953–1963 Elected
Leonor Kretzer Sullivan (D-MO) 1953–1977 Widow’s tradition
Mary Elizabeth Pruett Farrington (R-HI) 1954–1957 Widow’s tradition
Iris Faircloth Blitch (D-GA) 1955–1963 Elected
Edith Starrett Green (D-OR) 1955–1974 Elected
Martha Wright Griffi ths (D-MI) 1955–1974 Elected
Coya Cjesdal Knutson (D-MN) 1955–1959 Elected
Kathryn Elizabeth Granahan (D-PA) 1956–1963 Widow’s tradition
Florence Price Dwyer (R-NJ) 1957–1973 Elected
Catherine Dean May (R-WA)  1959–1971 Elected
Edna Oakes Simpson (R-IL) 1959–1961 Widow’s tradition
Jessica McCullough Weis (R-NY) 1959–1963 Elected
Julia Butler Hansen (D-WA) 1960–1974 Elected
Catherine Dorris Norrell (D-AR) 1961–1963 Widow’s tradition
Louise Goff Reece (R-TN) 1961–1963 Widow’s tradition
Corinne Boyd Riley (D-SC) 1962–1963 Widow’s tradition
Charlotts Thompson Reid (R-IL) 1963–1971 Elected
Irene Bailey Baker (R-TN) 1964–1965 Widow’s tradition
Patsy Takemoto Mink (D-HI) 1965–1977  Elected
 1990–2002
Lera Millard Thomas (D-TX) 1966–1967 Widow’s tradition
Margaret M. Heckler (R-MA) 1967–1983 Elected
Shirley Anita Chisholm (D-NY) 1969–1983 Elected
Bella Savitzky Abzug (D-NY) 1971–1977 Elected
Ella Tambussi Grasso (D-CT) 1971–1975 Elected
Louise Day Hicks (D-MA) 1971–1973 Elected
Elizabeth Andrews (D-AL) 1972–1973 Widow’s tradition
Yvonne Brathwaite Burke (D-CA) 1973–1979 Elected
Marjorie Sewell Holt (R-MD) 1973–1987 Elected
Elizabeth Holtzman (D-NY) 1973–1981 Elected
Barbara Charline Jordan (D-TX) 1973–1979 Elected
Patricia Scott Schroeder (D-CO) 1973–1997 Elected
Corinne Claiborne (Lindy) Boggs (D-LA)  1973–1991 Widow’s tradition
Cardiss Collins (D-IL) 1973–1997 Widow’s tradition
Millicent Hammond Fenwick (R-NJ) 1975–1983 Elected
Martha Elizabeth Keys (D-KS) 1975–1979 Elected
Marilyn Laird Lloyd (D-TN) 1975–1995 Elected
Helen Stevenson Meyner (D-NJ) 1975–1979 Elected
Vorgonoa Dodd Smith (R-NE) 1975–1991 Elected

NAME DATES METHOD ACQUIRED
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Gladys Noon Spellman (D-MD) 1975–1981 Elected
Shirley Neil Pettis (R-CA) 1975–1979 Widow’s tradition
Barbara Ann Mikulski (D-MD) 1977–1987 Elected
Mary Rose OaKar (D-OH) 1977–1993 Elected
Beverly Barton Butcher Byron (D-MD) 1979–1993 Widow’s tradition
Geraldine Ann Ferraro (D-NY) 1979–1985 Elected
Olympia Jean Snowe (R-ME) 1979–1995 Elected
Bobbi Fiedler (R-CA) 1981–1975 Elected
Lynn Morley Martin (R-NJ) 1981–1991 Elected
Margaret Scafati Roukema (R-NJ) 1981–2003 Elected
Claudine Schneider (R-RI) 1981–1991 Elected
Barbara Bailey Kennelly (D-CT) 1982–1999 Elected
Jean Spencer Ashbrook (R-OH) 1982–1983 Widow’s tradition
Katie Beatrice Hall (D-IN) 1982–1985 Elected
Barbara Boxer (D-CA) 1983–1993 Elected
Nancy Lee Johnson (R-CT) 1983–2007 Elected
Marcia Carolyn Kaptur (D-OH) 1983– Elected
Barbara Farrell Vucanovich (R-NV) 1983–1997 Elected
Sala Burton (D-CA) 1983–1987 Widow’s tradition
Helen Delich Bentley (R-MD) 1985–1995 Elected
Jan Meyers (R-KS) 1985–1997 Elected
Catherine S. Long (D-LA) 1985–1987 Widow’s tradition
Constance A. Morella (R-MD) 1987–2003 Elected
Elizabeth J. Patterson (D-SC) 1987–1993 Elected
Patricia Fukuda Saiki (R-HI) 1987–1991 Elected
Louise McIntosh Slaughter (D-NY) 1987– Elected
Nancy Pelosi (D-CA) 1987– Elected
Nita M. Lowey (D-NY) 1989– Elected
Jolene Unsoeld (D-WA) 1989–1995 Elected
Jill Long (D-IN) 1989–1995 Elected
Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-FL 1989– Elected
Susan Molinari (R-NY) 1990–1997 Elected
Barbara-Rose Collins (D-MI) 1991–1997 Elected
Rosa L. DeLauro (D-CT) 1991– Elected
Joan Kelly Horn (D-MO) 1991–1993 Elected
Eleanor Holmes Norton (D-DC) 1991– Elected
Maxine Waters (D-CA) 1991– Elected
Eva Clayton (D-NC) 1992–2003 Elected
Corrine Brown (D-FL) 1993– Elected
Leslie Byrne (D-VA) 1993–1995 Elected
Maria Cantwell (D-WA) 1993–1995 Elected
Pat Danner (D-MO) 1993–2001 Elected
Jennifer Dunn (R-WA) 1993–2005 Elected
Karan English (D-AZ) 1993–2005 Elected

NAME DATES METHOD ACQUIRED
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Anna G. Eshoo (D-CA) 1993– Elected
Tillie Fowler (R-FL) 1993–2001 Elected
Elizabeth Furse (D-OR) 1993–1999 Elected
Jane Harman (D-CA) 1993–1999
 2001– Elected
Eddie Bernice Johnson (D-TX) 1993– Elected
Blanche Lambert Lincoln (D-AR) 1993–1997 Elected
Carolyn B. Maloney (D-NY) 1993– Elected
Marjorie Margolies-Mezvinsky (D-PA) 1993–2003 Elected
Cynthia McKinney (D-GA) 1993–2003
 2005–2007 Elected
Carrie P. Meek (D-FL) 1993–2003 Elected
Deborah Pryce (R-OH) 1993– Elected
Lucille Roybal-Allard (D-CA) 1993– Elected
Lynn Schenk (D-CA) 1993–1995 Elected
Karen Shepherd (D-UT) 1993–1995 Elected
Karen Thurman (D-FL) 1993–2003 Elected
Nydia M. Velazquez (D-NY) 1993– Elected
Lynn Woolsey (D-CA) 1993– Elected
Helen Chenoweth-Hage (R-ID) 1995–1997 Elected
Barbara Cubin (R-WY) 1995– Elected
Enid Greene (Waldholtz) (R-UT) 1995–1997 Elected
Shelia Jackson-Lee (D-TX) 1995– Elected
Sue Kelly (R-NY) 1995–2007 Elected
Zoe Lofgren (D-CA) 1995– Elected
Karen McCarthy (D-MO) 1995–2005 Elected
Sue Myrick (R-NC) 1995– Elected
Lynn Rivers (D-MI) 1995–2003 Elected
Andrea Seastrand (R-CA) 1995–1997 Elected
Linda Smith (R-WA) 1995–1999 Elected
Juanita Millender-McDonald (D-CA) 1996–2007 Elected
JoAnn Emerson (R-MO) 1996– Widow’s tradition
Julia Carson (D-IN) 1997– Elected
Donna MC Christensen (D-VI) 1997– Elected
Diana DeGette (D-CO) 1997– Elected
Kay Granger (R-TX) 1997– Elected
Darlene Hooley (D-OR) 1997– Elected
Carolyn Cheeks Kilpatrick (D-MI) 1997– Elected
Carolyn McCarthy (D-NY) 1997– Elected
Anne Northup (R-KY) 1997–2006 Elected
Loretta Sanchez (D-CA) 1997– Elected
Debbie Stabenow (D-MI) 1997–2001 Elected
Ellen Tauscher (D-CA) 1997– Elected
Lois Capps (D-CA) 1998– Widow’s tradition
Mary Bono (R-CA) 1998– Widow’s tradition

NAME DATES METHOD ACQUIRED
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Barbara Lee (D-CA) 1998– Elected
Heather Wilson (R-NM) 1998,– Elected
Tammy Baldwin (D-WI) 1999– Elected
Shelley Berkley (D-NV) 1999– Elected
Judith Borg Biggert (R-IL) 1999– Elected
Stephanie Tubbs Jones (D-OH) 1999– Elected
Grace Napolitano (D-CA) 1999– Elected
Janice Schakowshy (D-IL) 1999– Elected
Shelly Capito (R-WV) 2001– Elected
Jo Ann Davis (R-VA) 2001– Elected
Susan Davis (R-CA) 2001– Elected
Melissa Hart (D-PA) 2001–2007 Elected
Betty McCollum (D-MN) 2001– Elected
Hilda Solis (D-CA) 2001– Elected
Diane E. Watson (D-CA) 2001– Elected
Marsha Blackburn (R-TN) 2003– Elected
Madeleine Bordallo (D-GU) 2003– Elected
Virginia Brown-Waite (R-FL) 2003 Elected
Katherine Harris (R-FL) 2003–2007 Elected
Denise Majette (D-GA) 2003–2005 Elected
Candice Miller (R-MI) 2003– Elected
Marilyn Musgrave (R-CO) 2003– Elected
Linda T. Sanchez (D-CA) 2003– Elected
Stephanie Herseth (D-SD) 2004– Elected
Melissa Bean (D-IL) 2005– Elected
Thelma Drake (R-VA) 2005– Elected
Virginia Foxx (R-NC) 2005– Elected
Kathy McMorris (R-WA) 2005– Elected
Gwen Moore (D-WI) 2005– Elected
Allyson Schwartz (D-PA) 2005– Elected
Debbie Wasserman-Schultz (D-FL) 2005– Elected
Doris O. Matsui (D-CA) 2005– Widow’s tradition
Jean Schmidt (R-OH) 2005– Elected
Michele Bachmann (R-MN) 2007– Elected
Nancy Boyda (D-KS) 2007– Elected
Kathy Castor (D-FL) 2007– Elected
Yvette Clarke (D-NY) 2007– Elected
Mary Fallin (R-OK) 2007– Elected
Gabrielle Giffords (D-AZ) 2007– Elected
Kirsten Gillibrand (D-NY) 2007– Elected
Mazie Hirono (D-HI) 2007– Elected
Carol She-Porter (D-NH) 2007– Elected
Betty Sutton (D-OH) 2007– Elected

Source: U.S. House of Representatives. “Women in Congress: Chronological List of Members.” 
Congresswomen’s Biographies. Available online. URL: http://bioguide.congress.gov/congresswomen/chrono.asp.
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5. WOMEN IN THE U.S. SENATE 1922–2007

NAME DATES METHOD ACQUIRED

Rebecca Latimer Felton (D-GA) 1922 (24 hours) Appointed
Hattie Wyatt Caraway (D-AR) 1931–1945  Appointed then elected, widow’s 

tradition
Rose McConnell Long (D-LA) 1936–1937 Appointed then elected widow’s tradition
Dixie Bibb Graves (D-AL) 1937–1938 Appointed by Gov. Bibb Graves (husband)
Gladys Pyle (R-SD) 1938–1939 Elected
Vera Cahalan Bushfi eld (R- SD) 1948 Appointed, widow’s tradition
Margaret Chase Smith (R-ME) 1949–1973  Elected (previously elected to U.S. 

House, widow’s tradition)
Eva Kelley Bowring (R-NE) 1954 Appointed
Hazel Hempel Abel (R-NE) 1954 Elected
Maurine Brown Neuberger (D-OR) 1960–1967 Elected, widow’s tradition
Elaine S. Edwards (D-LA) 1972  Appointed by Gov. Edwin Edwards 

(husband)
Muriel Humphrey (D-MN) 1978 Appointed, widow’s tradition
Maryon Allen (D-AL) 1978 Appointed, widow’s tradition
Nancy Landon Kassebaum (R-KS) 1978–1997 Elected
Paula Hawkins (R-FL) 1981–1987 Elected
Barbara Mikulski (D-MD) 1987–present Elected
Jocelyn Burdick (D-ND) 1992 Appointed, widow’s tradition
Dianne Feinstein (D-CA) 1993–present Elected
Barbara Boxer (D-CA) 1993–present Elected
Carol Moseley-Braun (D-IL) 1993–1999 Elected
Patty Murray (D-WA) 1993–present Elected
Kay Bailey Hutchinson (R-TX) 1993–present Elected
Olympia Jean Snowe (R-ME) 1995–present Elected
Sheila Frahm (R-KS) 1996 Appointed
Mary Landrieu (D-LA) 1997–present Elected
Susan Collins (R-ME) 1997–present Elected
Blanche Lincoln (D-AR) 1999–present Elected
Hillary Rodham Clinton (D-NY) 2001–present Elected
Deborah Stabenow (D-MI) 2001–present Elected
Maria E. Cantwell (D-WA) 2001–present Elected
Jean Carnahan (D-MO) 2001–2002 Appointed, widow’s tradition
Lisa Murkowski (R-AK) 2002–present  Appointed by Gov. Frank Murkowski 

(father)
Elizabeth Dole (R-NC) 2003–present Elected
Claire McCaskill (D-MO) 2007–present Elected
Amy Klobuchar (D-MN) 2007–present Elected

Source: United States Senate. “Women in the Senate.” Available online. URL: http://www.senate.gov/
artandhistory/history/common/briefi ng/women_senators.htm.
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6. WOMEN IN STATEWIDE ELECTIVE EXECUTIVE OFFICE 1969–2007

YEAR TOTAL WOMEN TOTAL POSITIONS PERCENT WOMEN

2007 76 315 24.1
2005 79 315 25.1
2004 81 315 25.4
2003 81 316 25.6
2001 89 323 27.6
2000 92 323 28.5
1999 89 323 27.6
1998 82 323 25.4
1997 82 324 25.4
1996 80 324 25.6
1995 84 324 25.9
1994 73 324 22.5
1993 72 324 22.2
1992 60 324 18.5
1991 59 324 18.2
1990 47 323 14.6
1989 46 322 14.3
1988 41 322 12.7
1987 45 323 13.9
1986 45 323 13.9
1985 43 323 13.3
1984 38 323 11.8
1983 34 324 10.5
1982 34 324 10.5
1981 34 324 10.5
1980 34 N/A N/A
1979 35 327 10.7
1978 32 N/A N/A
1977 33 333 9.9
1976 32 N/A N/A
1975 33 337 9.8
1974 26 N/A N/A
1973 26 342 7.6
1972 24 N/A N/A
1971 24 343 7.0
1970 24 N/A N/A
1969 23 346 6.6

Source: Center for American Women and Politics, Eagleton Institute of Politics, Rutgers, State University of 
New Jersey, 2007. Available online. URL: www.rci.rutgers.edu/~cawp/Facts/Offi ceholders/stwidehist.pdf.
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7. PERCENTAGE OF WOMEN IN STATE LEGISLATURES 1971–2007

YEAR WOMEN LEGISLATORS % TOTAL OF LEGISLATORS

2007 1734 23.5
2005 1663 22.5
2003 1654 22.4
2002 1662 22.7
2001 1666 22.4
2000 1670 22.5
1999 1664 22.4
1998 1617 21.8
1997 1605 21.6
1996 1539 20.7
1995 1532 20.6
1993 1524 20.5
1991 1368 18.3
1989 1270 17.0
1987 1170 15.7
1985 1103 14.8
1983 991 13.3
1981 908 12.1
1979 770 10.3
1977 688 9.1
1975 604 8.0
1973 424 5.6
1971 344 4.5

Source: Center for American Women and Politics, Eagleton Institute of Politics, Rutgers, State University of 
New Jersey, 2007. Available online. URL: http://www.cawp.rutgers.edu/Facts/Offi ceholders/stleg.pdf.

8. WOMEN APPOINTED TO CABINET POSITIONS 1933–2007

APPOINTEE POSITION APPOINTED BY  DATES

Frances Perkins Secretary of Labor F. D. Roosevelt  1933–1945
Oveta Culp Hobby Secretary of Health, Education and 

Welfare
Eisenhower  1953–1955

Carla Anderson Hills Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development

Ford  1975–1977

Juanita A. Kreps Secretary of Commerce Carter  1977–1979
Patricia R. Harris Secretary of Housing and Urban 

Development
Carter  1977–1979

Patricia R. Harris Secretary of Health and Human 
Services

Carter  1979–1981

Shirley M. Hufstedler Secretary of Education Reagan  1981–1985
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Jeane J. Kirkpatrick United Nations Ambassadori* Reagan  1981–1985
Margaret M. Heckler Secretary of Health and Human 

Services
Reagan  1983–1985

Elizabeth H. Dole Secretary of Transportation Reagan  1983–1987
Anne McLaughlin Secretary of Labor Reagan  1987–1989
Elizabeth H. Dole Secretary of Labor G. H. W. Bush  1989–1991
Carla Anderson Hills Special Trade Representative* G. H. W. Bush  1989–1993
Lynn Morley Martin Secretary of Labor G. H. W. Bush  1991–1993
Barbara H. Franklin Secretary of Commerce G. H. W. Bush  1992–1993
Madeleine K. Albright United Nations Ambassador* Clinton  1993–1997
Hazel R. O’Leary Secretary of Energy Clinton  1993–1997
Carol M. Browner Administrator, Environmental 

Protection Agency*
Clinton  1993–2001

Janet Reno Attorney General Clinton  1993–2001
Donna E. Shalala Secretary of Health and Human 

Services
Clinton  1993–2001

Alice M. Rivlin Director, Offi ce of Management and 
Budget*

Clinton  1994–1996

Laura D’Andrea Tyson Chair, National Economic Council* Clinton  1995–1997
Janet L. Yellen Chair, Council of Economic 

Advisors*
Clinton  1997–1999

Madeleine K. Albright Secretary of State Clinton  1997–2001
Aida Alvarez Administrator, Small Business 

Administration*
Clinton  1997–2001

Charlene Barshefsky U.S. Trade Represenative* Clinton  1997–2001
Alexis Herman Secretary of Labor Clinton  1997–2001
Janice R. Lachance Director, Offi ce of Personnel 

Management*
Clinton  1997–2001

Christine Todd Whitman Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency*

G. W. Bush  2001–2003

Elaine Chao Secretary of Labor G. W. Bush  2001–present
Gale Norton Secretary of Interior G. W. Bush  2001–present
Condoleezza Rice National Security Advisor G. W. Bush  2001–2005
Ann Veneman Secretary of Agriculture G. W. Bush  2001–2005
Margaret Spellings Secretary of Education G. W. Bush  2005–present
Condoleezza Rice Secretary of State G. W. Bush  2005–present

* Position considered cabinet-level during this administration.

Source: Center for American Women and Politics, Eagleton Institute of Politics, Rutgers, State University of 
New Jersey, 2003. Available online. URL: http://www.cawp.rutgers.edu/Facts/Offi ceholders/fedcab.pdf.
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9. WOMEN’S REPRESENTATION IN NATIONAL LEGISLATURES 
AROUND THE WORLD

FIFTEEN COUNTRIES RANKING HIGHEST FOR WOMEN’S REPRESENTATION

NATIONAL PARLIAMENT—LOWER HOUSE—2006

COUNTRY PROPORTION OF WOMEN MEMBERS

Rwanda 48.8% (rank 1)
Sweden 47.3% (rank 2)
Costa Rica 38.6% (rank 3)
Finland 38.0% (rank 4)
Denmark 36.9% (rank 5)
Netherlands 36.7% (rank 6)
Cuba 36.0% (rank 7)
Spain 36.0% (rank 8)
Argentina 35.0% (rank 9)
Mozambique 34.85 (rank 10)
Belgium 34.7% (rank 11)
Iceland 33.3% (rank 12)
South Africa 32.8% (rank 13)
Austria 32.2% (rank 14)
New Zealand 32.2% (rank 14)
Germany 31.6% (rank 15)
United States 16.2% (rank 66)

Source: Inter-Parliamentary Union. “Women in Parliaments: World Classifi cation,” as of November 30, 2006. 
Available online. URL: www.ipu.org/wmn-e/world.htm.

10. FIRST LADIES OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FIRST LADY PRESIDENT DATES

Martha Dandridge Custis Washington George Washington 1789–1797
Abigail Smith Adams John Adams 1797–1801
Dolley Payne Todd Madison James Madison 1809–1817
Elizabeth Kortright Monroe James Monroe 1817–1825
Louisa Catherine Johnson Adams John Quincy Adams 1825–1829
Anna Tuthill Symmes Harrison William Henry Harrison 1841
Letitia Christian Tyler John Tyler 1841–1842 (died)
Julia Gardiner Tyler John Tyler 1844–1845
Sarah Childress Polk James K. Polk 1845–1849
Margaret Mackall Smith Taylor Zachary Taylor 1849–1850
Abigail Powers Fillmore Millard Fillmore 1850–1853
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Jane Means Appleton Pierce Franklin Pierce 1953–1857
Mary Ann Todd Lincoln Abraham Lincoln 1861–1865
Eliza McCardle Johnson Andrew Johnson 1865–1869
Julia Dent Grant Ulysses S. Grant 1869–1877
Lucy Ware Webb Hayes Rutherford B. Hayes 1877–1881
Lucretia Rudolph Garfi eld James A. Garfi eld 1881
Frances Clara Folsom Cleveland Grover Cleveland 1885–1889
Caroline Lavinia Scott Harrison Benjamin Harrison 1889–1893
Frances Folsom Cleveland Grover Cleveland 1893–1897
Ida Saxton McKinley William McKinley 1897–1901
Edith Kermit Carow Roosevelt Theodore Roosevelt 1901–1909
Helen Herron Taft William H. Taft 1909–1913
Ellen Louise Axson Wilson Woodrow Wilson 1913–1914 (died)
Edith Bolling Galt Wilson Woodrow Wilson 1915–1921
Florence Mabel Kling Harding Warren G. Harding 1921–1923
Grace Anna Goodhue Coolidge Calvin Coolidge 1923–1929
Lou Henry Hoover Herbert Hoover 1929–1933
Eleanor Roosevelt Franklin D. Roosevelt 1933–1945
Bess Wallace Truman Harry S. Truman 1945–1953
Mamie Geneva Doud Eisenhower Dwight D. Eisenhower 1953–1961
Jacqueline Lee Bouvier Kennedy John F. Kennedy 1961–1963
Lady Bird Johnson Lyndon B. Johnson 1963–1969
Pat Nixon Richard M. Nixon 1969–1974
Betty Ford Gerald R. Ford 1974–1977
Rosalynn Carter Jimmy Carter 1977–1981
Nancy Reagan Ronald Reagan 1981–1989
Barbara Pierce Bush George H. W. Bush 1989–1993
Hillary Rodham Clinton Bill Clinton 1993–2001
Laura Welch Bush George W. Bush 2001–2009

Source: American Memory, Library of Congress. “Time Line of Presidents and First Ladies.” Available online. 
URL: http://memory.loc.gov/ammem/odmdhtml/pptime.html.

NOTE: Five women married to future presidents did not live long enough to be fi rst lady. They are: Martha 
Wayles Skelton Jefferson, Rachel Donelson Robards Jackson, Hanna Hoes Van Buren, Ellen Lewis Herndon 
Arthur, Alice Hathaway Lee Roosevelt. These women, as well as the many women who served as White House 
hostesses, are not included in this volume.

FIRST LADY PRESIDENT DATES
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SIGNIFICANT SPEECHES DELIVERED 
BY WOMEN AND SELECTED PRIMARY 

DOCUMENTS FROM THE 
WOMEN’S RIGHTS MOVEMENT

1. Address to the first Women’s Rights Convention, Elizabeth Cady Stanton (1848)

2. Declaration of Sentiments and Resolutions, Elizabeth Cady Stanton (1848)

3. “Ain’t I a Woman?” Sojourner Truth (1851)

4. Address to the Woman’s National Loyal League, Angelina Grimké Weld (1863)

5.  Speech after Being Convicted of Voting in the 1872 Presidential Election, Susan B. Anthony (1873)

6. “What it Means to be Colored in the Capital of the United States,” Mary Church Terrell (1906)

7. “The Fundamental Principle of a Republic,” Anna Howard Shaw (1915)

8. “The Crisis,” Carrie Chapman Catt (1916)

9. Address to the United States Congress, Carrie Chapman Catt (1917)

10. U.S. Constitution: Nineteenth Amendment, Women’s Suffrage Rights (1920)

11. “A Moral Necessity for Birth Control,” Margaret Sanger (1921)

12. Declaration of Conscience, Margaret Chase Smith (1950)

13. The National Organization for Women’s 1966 Statement of Purpose

14. “Equal Rights for Women,” Shirley Chisholm (1969)

15. Text of the Proposed Equal Rights Amendment

16.  Opening Statement to the House Judiciary Committee Proceedings on the Impeachment of 
Richard Nixon, Barbara Jordan (1974)

PRIM ARY DOCUMENTS
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17.  Democratic Convention Keynote Address: “Who Then Will Speak for the Common Good?” 
Barbara Jordan (1976)

18. Address Accepting the Nomination for Vice President, Geraldine Ferraro (1984)

19. Keynote Address to the 1988 Democratic National Convention, Ann Richards (1988)

20. Commencement Address at Wellesley College, Barbara Pierce Bush (1990)

21. “Women’s Rights are Human Rights,” Hillary Rodham Clinton (1995)
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1. ADDRESS TO THE 
FIRST WOMEN’S RIGHTS 
CONVENTION

ELIZABETH CADY STANTON, JULY 19, 1848, 
SENECA FALLS, NEW YORK

We have met here today to discuss our rights and 
wrongs, civil and political, and not, as some have 
supposed, to go into the detail of social life alone. 
We do not propose to petition the legislature to 
make our husbands just, generous, and courte-
ous, to seat every man at the head of a cradle, 
and to clothe every woman in male attire. None 
of these points, however important they may be 
considered by leading men, will be touched in 
his convention. As to their costume, the gentle-
men need feel no fear of our imitating that, or 
we think it in violation of every principle of 
taste, beauty, and dignity; notwithstanding all the 
contempt cast upon our loose, flowing garments, 
we still admire the graceful folds, and consider 
our costume far more artistic than theirs. Many 
of the nobler sex seem to agree with us in this 
opinion, for the bishops, priests, judges, barris-
ters, and lord mayors of the first nation on the 
globe, and the Pope of Rome, with his cardinals, 
too, all wear the loose flowing robes, thus tacity 
acknowledging that the male attire is neither 
dignified nor imposing. No, we shall not molest 
you in your philosophical experiments with 
stocks, pants, high-heeled boots, and Russian 
belts. Yours be the glory to discover, by personal 
experience, how long the kneepan can resist the 
terrible strapping down which you impose, in 
how short time the well-developed muscles of 
the throat can be reduced to mere threads by the 
constant pressure of the stock, how high the heel 
of a boot must be to make a short man tall, and 
how tight the Russian belt may be drawn and yet 
have wind enough left to sustain life.

But we are assembled to protest against a 
form of government existing without the consent 
of the governed—to declare our right to be free 
as man is free, to be represented in the govern-
ment which we are taxed to support, to have 
such disgraceful laws as give man the power to 

chastise and imprison his wife, to take the wages 
which she earns, the property which she inherits, 
and, in case of separation, the children of her 
love; laws which make her the mere dependent 
on his bounty. It is to protest against such unjust 
laws as these that we are assembled today, and 
to have them, if possible, forever erased from 
our statute books, deeming them a shame and a 
disgrace to a Christian republic in the nineteenth 
century. We have met to uplift woman’s fallen 
divinity upon an even pedestal with man’s. And, 
strange as it may seem to many, we now demand 
our right to vote according to the declaration of 
the government under which we live. This right 
no one pretends to deny. We need not prove 
ourselves equal to Daniel Webster to enjoy this 
privilege, for the ignorant Irishman in the ditch 
has all the civil rights he has. We need not prove 
our muscular power equal to this same Irishman 
to enjoy this privilege, for the most tiny, weak, 
ill-shaped stripling of twenty-one has all the civil 
rights of the Irishman. We have no objection to 
discuss the question of equality, for we feel that 
the weight of argument lies wholly with us, but 
we wish the question of equality kept distinct 
from the question of rights, for the proof of the 
one does not determine the truth of the other. 
All white men in this country have the same 
rights, however they may differ in mind, body, 
or estate.

The right is ours. The question now is: how 
shall we get possession of what rightfully belongs 
to us? We should not feel so sorely grieved if no 
man who had not attained the full stature of a 
Webster, Clay, Van Buren, or Gerrit Smith could 
claim the right of the elective franchise. But to 
have drunkards, idiots, horse-racing, rum-sell-
ing rowdies, ignorant foreigners, and silly boys 
fully recognized, while we ourselves are thrust 
out from all the rights that belong to citizens, it 
is too grossly insulting to the dignity of woman 
to be longer quietly submitted to. The right is 
ours. Have it, we must. Use it, we will. The pens, 
the tongues, the fortunes, the indomitable wills 
of many women are already pledged to secure 
this right. The great truth that no just govern-
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ment can be formed without the consent of the 
governed we shall echo and re-echo in the ears of 
the unjust judge, until by continual coming we 
shall weary him. There seems now to be a kind 
of moral stagnation in our midst. Philanthro-
pists have done their utmost to rouse the nation 
to a sense of its sins. War, slavery, drunken-
ness, licentiousness, gluttony, have been dragged 
naked before the people, and all their abomina-
tions and deformities fully brought to light, yet 
with idiotic laugh we hug those monsters to our 
breasts and rush on to destruction. Our churches 
are multiplying on all sides, our missionary 
societies, Sunday schools, and prayer meetings 
and innumerable charitable and reform organi-
zations are all in operation, but still the tide of 
vice is swelling, and threatens the destruction of 
everything, and the battlements of righteousness 
are weak against the raging elements of sin and 
death. Verily, the world waits the coming of some 
new element, some purifying power, some spirit 
of mercy and love. The voice of woman has been 
silenced in the state, the church, and the home, 
but man cannot fulfill his destiny alone, he can-
not redeem his race unaided. There are deep and 
tender chords of sympathy and love in the hearts 
of the downfallen and oppressed that woman can 
touch more skillfully than man.

The world has never yet seen a truly great 
and virtuous nation, because in the degradation 
of woman the very fountains of life are poisoned 
at their source. It is vain to look for silver and 
gold from mines of copper and lead. It is the wise 
mother that has the wise son. So long as your 
women are slaves you may throw your colleges 
and churches to the winds. You can’t have scholars 
and saints so long as your mothers are ground to 
powder between the upper and nether millstone 
of tyranny and lust. How seldom, now, is a father’s 
pride gratified, his fond hopes realized, in the 
budding genius of his son! The wife is degraded, 
made the mere creature of caprice, and the foolish 
son is heaviness to his heart. Truly are the sins of 
the fathers visited upon the children to the third 
and fourth generation. God, in His wisdom, has 
so linked the whole human family together that 

any violence done at one end of the chain is felt 
throughout its length, and here, too, is the law of 
restoration, as in woman all have fallen, so in her 
elevation shall the race be recreated.

“Voices” were the visitors and advisers of 
Joan of Arc. Do not “voices” come to us daily 
from the haunts of poverty, sorrow, degradation, 
and despair, already too long unheeded. Now is 
the time for the women of this country, if they 
would save our free institutions, to defend the 
right, to buckle on the armor that can best resist 
the keenest weapons of the enemy—contempt 
and ridicule. The same religious enthusiasm that 
nerved Joan of Arc to her work nerves us to ours. 
In every generation God calls some men and 
women for the utterance of truth, a heroic action, 
and our work today is the fulfilling of what has 
long since been foretold by the Prophet—Joel 
2:28: “And it shall come to pass afterward, that I 
will pour out my spirit upon all flesh; and your 
sons and your daughters shall prophesy.” We 
do not expect our path will be strewn with the 
flowers of popular applause, but over the thorns 
of bigotry and prejudice will be our way, and 
on our banners will beat the dark storm clouds 
of opposition from those who have entrenched 
themselves behind the stormy bulwarks of cus-
tom and authority, and who have fortified their 
position by every means, holy and unholy. But 
we will steadfastly abide the result. Unmoved we 
will bear it aloft. Undauntedly we will unfurl it 
to the gale, for we know that the storm cannot 
rend from it a shred, that the electric flash will 
but more clearly how to us the glorious words 
inscribed upon it, “Equality of Rights.”

Source: Accessed at the National Park Service. URL: 
http://www.nps.gov/wori/address.htm.

2. DECLARATION OF SENTIMENTS 
AND RESOLUTIONS

ELIZABETH CADY STANTON

SENECA FALLS CONVENTION, 1848

When in the course of human events, it becomes 
necessary for one portion of the family of man 
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to assume among the people of the earth a posi-
tion different from that which they have hitherto 
occupied, but one to which the laws of nature 
and of nature’s God entitle them, a decent respect 
to the opinions of mankind requires that they 
should declare the causes that impel them to 
such a course.

We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all 
men and women are created equal; that they are 
endowed by their Creator with certain inalien-
able rights; that among these are life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness; that to secure these 
rights governments are instituted, deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the governed. 
Whenever any form of government becomes 
destructive of these ends, it is the right of those 
who suffer from it to refuse allegiance to it, and 
to insist upon the institution of a new govern-
ment, laying its foundation on such principles, 
and organizing its powers in such form, as to 
them shall seem most likely to effect their safety 
and happiness. Prudence indeed, will dictate 
that governments long established should not 
be changed for light and transient causes; and 
accordingly all experience hath shown that 
mankind are more disposed to suffer, while 
evils are sufferable, than to right themselves 
by abolishing the forms to which they were 
accustomed. But when a long train of abuses 
and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same 
object evinces a design to reduce them under 
absolute despotism, it is their duty to throw off 
such government, and to provide new guards for 
their future security. Such has been the patient 
sufferance of the women under this government, 
and such is now the necessity which constrains 
them to demand the equal station to which they 
are entitled.

The history of mankind is a history of repeated 
injuries and usurpations on the part of man 
toward woman, having in direct object the 
establishment of an absolute tyranny over her. 
To prove this, let facts be submitted to a candid 
world.

He has never permitted her to exercise her 
inalienable right to the elective franchise.

He has compelled her to submit to laws, in the 
formation of which she had no voice.

He has withheld from her rights which are given 
to the most ignorant and degraded men—both 
natives and foreigners.

Having deprived her of this first right of a citizen, 
the elective franchise, thereby leaving her with-
out representation in the halls of legislation, he 
has oppressed her on all sides.

He has made her, if married, in the eye of the law, 
civilly dead.

He has taken from her all right in property, even 
to the wages she earns.

He has made her, morally, an irresponsible being, 
as she can commit many crimes with impunity, 
provided they be done in the presence of her 
husband. In the covenant of marriage, she is 
compelled to promise obedience to her husband, 
he becoming, to all intents and purposes, her 
master—the law giving him power to deprive her 
of her liberty, and to administer chastisement.

He has so framed the laws of divorce, as to what 
shall be the proper causes, and in case of separa-
tion, to whom the guardianship of the children 
shall be given, as to wholly regardless of the 
happiness of women—the law in all cases, going 
upon a false supposition of the supremacy of 
man, and giving all power into his hands.

After depriving her of all rights as a married 
woman, if single, and the owner of property, he 
has taxed her to support a government which 
recognizes her only when her property can be 
made profitable to it.

He has monopolized nearly all of the profitable 
employments, and from those she is permitted to 
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follow, she receives but a scanty remuneration. 
He closes against her all the avenues to wealth 
and distinction which he considers most honor-
able to himself. As a teacher of theology, medi-
cine, or law, she is not known.

He has denied her the facilities for obtaining a 
thorough education, all colleges being closed 
against her.

He allows her in Church, as well as State, but a 
subordinate position, claiming Apostolic author-
ity for her exclusion from the ministry, and, with 
some exceptions, from any public participation 
in the affairs of the Church.

He has created a false public sentiment by giv-
ing to the world a different code of morals for 
men and women, but which moral delinquencies 
which exclude women from society, are not only 
tolerated, but deemed of little account in man.

He has usurped the prerogative of Jehovah him-
self, claiming it as his right to assign for her a 
sphere of action, when that belongs to her con-
science and to her God.

He has endeavored, in every way that he could, 
to destroy her confidence in her own powers, to 
lessen her self-respect, and to make her willing to 
lead a dependent and abject life.

Now, in view of this entire disfranchisement of 
one-half the people of this country, their social 
and religious degradation—in view of the unjust 
laws above mentioned, and because women do 
feel themselves aggrieved, oppressed, and fraud-
ulently deprived of their most sacred rights, we 
insist that they have immediate admission to all 
the rights and privileges which belong to them as 
citizens of the United States.

In entering upon the great work before us, we 
anticipate no small amount of misconception, 
misrepresentation, and ridicule; but we shall 
use every instrumentality within our power 

to effect our object. We shall employ agents, 
circulate tracts, petition the State and National 
legislatures, and endeavor to enlist the pulpit and 
the press in our behalf. We hope this Conven-
tion will be followed by a series of Conventions 
embracing every part of the country.

Source: Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Susan B. Anthony, 
and Matilda Joslyn Gage, eds., History of Women’s 
Suffrage, vol. 1. Rochester, NY: Charles Mann, 1881.

3. “AIN’T I A WOMAN?”
SOJOURNER TRUTH

WOMEN’S CONVENTION IN AKRON, OHIO, MAY 29, 
1851.

Well, children, where there is so much racket 
there must be something out of kilter. I think 
that ‘twixt the Negroes of the South and the 
women at the North, all talking about rights, the 
white men will be in a fix pretty soon. But what’s 
all this here talking about?

That man over there says women need to be 
helped into carriages, and lifted over ditches, 
and to have the best place everywhere. Nobody 
ever helps me into carriages, or over mud-
puddles, or gives me any best place! And ain’t 
I a woman? Look at me! Look at my arm! I 
have ploughed, and planted, and gathered into 
barns, and no man could head me! And ain’t I a 
woman? I could work as much and eat as much 
as a man—when I could get it—and bear the 
lash as well! And ain’t I a woman? I have borne 
thirteen children, and seen them most all sold 
off to slavery, and when I cried out with my 
mother’s grief, none but Jesus heard me! And 
ain’t I a woman?

Then they talk about this thing in the head; 
what’s this they call it? [“Intellect,” whispered 
someone near.] That’s it, honey. What’s that got 
to do with women’s rights or Negroes rights? If 
my cup won’t hold but a pint, and yours holds a 
quart, wouldn’t you be mean not to let me have 
my little half-measure full?
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Then that little man in black there, he says 
women can’t have as much rights as men, 
because Christ wasn’t a woman! Where did your 
Christ come from? Where did your Christ come 
from? From God and a woman! Man had noth-
ing to do with Him. . . .

If the first woman God ever made was strong 
enough to turn the world upside down all alone, 
these women together ought to be able to turn 
it back, and get it right side up again! And now 
they are asking to do it, the men better let them.

Obliged to you for hearing me, and now old 
Sojourner ain’t got nothing more to say.

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.
net. Available online. URL: http://www.sojust.net/
speeches/truth_a_woman.html.

4. ADDRESS TO THE NATIONAL 
WOMAN’S LOYAL LEAGUE

ANGELINA GRIMKÉ WELD, MAY 14, 1863

I came here with no desire and no intention to 
speak; but my heart is full, my country is bleed-
ing, my people are perishing around me. But I 
feel as a South Carolinian, I am bound to tell 
the North, go on! go on! Never falter, never 
abandon the principles which you have adopted. 
I could but say thus when it was proclaimed in 
the Northern States that the Union was all that 
we sought. No, my friends, such a Union as we 
had then, God be praised that it has perished. 
Oh, never for one moment consent that such a 
Union should be reestablished in our land. There 
was a time when I looked upon the Fathers of 
the Revolution with the deepest sorrow and 
the keenest reproach. I said to their shadows in 
another world, “Why did you leave this accursed 
system of slavery for us to suffer and die under? 
why did you not, with a stroke of the pen, deter-
mine—when you acquired your own indepen-
dence—that the principles which you adopted 
in the Declaration of Independence should be 
a shield of protection to every man, whether he 

be slave or whether he be free?” But, my friends, 
the experience of sixty years has shown me that 
the fruit grows slowly. I look back and see that 
great Sower of the world, as he traveled the 
streets of Jerusalem and dropped the precious 
seed, “Do unto others as ye would that others 
should do unto you.” I look at all the contests of 
different nations, and see that, whether it were 
the Patricians of Rome, England, France, or any 
part of Europe, every battle fought gained some-
thing to freedom. Our fathers, driven out by the 
oppression of England, came to this country and 
planted that little seed of liberty upon the soil of 
New England. When our Revolution took place, 
that seed was only in the process of sprouting. 
You must recollect that our Declaration of Inde-
pendence was the very first National evidence of 
the great doctrine of brotherhood and equality. I 
verily believe that those who were the true lov-
ers of liberty did all they could at that time. In 
their debates in the Convention they denounced 
slavery—they protested against the hypocrisy 
and inconsistency of a nation declaring such glo-
rious truths, and then trampling them underfoot 
by enslaving the poor and oppressed, because he 
had a skin not colored like their own; as though 
a man’s skin should make any difference in the 
recognition of his rights, any more than the color 
of his hair or his eyes. This little blade sprouted 
as it were from the precious seeds that were 
planted by Jesus of Nazareth. But, my friends, if 
it took eighteen hundred years to bring forth the 
little blade which was seen in our Declaration, 
are we not unreasonable to suppose that more 
could have been done than has been done, look-
ing at the imperfection of human nature, looking 
at the selfishness of man, looking at his desire for 
wealth and his greed for glory?

Had the South yielded at that time to the free-
men of the North, we should have had a free 
Government; but it was impossible to overcome 
the long and strong prejudices of the South in 
favor of slavery. I know what the South is. I 
lived there the best part of my life. I never could 
talk against slavery without making my friends 
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angry—never. When they thought the day was 
far off, and there was no danger of emancipa-
tion, they were willing to admit it was an evil; 
but when God in His providence raised up in 
this country an Anti-slavery Society, protesting 
against the oppressions of the colored man, they 
began to feel that truth which is more powerful 
than arms—that truth which is the only banner 
under which we can successfully fight. They 
were comparatively quiet till they found, in the 
election of Mr. Lincoln, the scepter had actually 
departed from them. His election took place on 
the ground that slavery was not to be extended—
that it must not pass into the Territories. This 
was what alarmed them. They saw that if the 
National Government should take one such step, 
it never would stop there; that this principle had 
never before been acknowledged by those who 
had any power in the nation.

God be praised. Abolitionists never sought place 
or power. All they asked was freedom; all they 
wanted was that the white man should take his 
foot off the negro’s neck. The South determined 
to resist the election of Mr. Lincoln. They deter-
mined if Fremont was elected, they would rebel. 
And this rebellion is like their own Republic, as 
they call it; it is founded upon slavery. As I asked 
one of my friends one day, “What are you rebel-
ling for? The North never made any laws for you 
that they have not cheerfully obeyed themselves. 
What is the trouble between us?” Slavery, slav-
ery is the trouble. Slavery is a “divine institu-
tion.” My friends, it is a fact that the South has 
incorporated slavery into her religion; that is 
the most fearful thing in this rebellion. They are 
fighting, verily believing that they are doing God 
service. Most of them have never seen the North. 
They understand very little of the working of 
our institutions; but their politicians are stung 
to the quick by the prosperity of the North. 
They see that the institution which they have 
established can not make them wealthy, can not 
make them happy, can not make them respected 
in the world at large, and their motto is, “Rule 
or ruin.”

Before I close, I would like, however strange it 
may seem, to utter a protest against what Mrs. 
Stanton said of colonizing the aristocrats in 
Liberia. I can not consent to such a thing. Do 
you know that Liberia has never let a slave tread 
her soil?—that when, from the interior of the 
country, the slaves came there to seek shelter, 
and their heathen master pursued them, she 
never surrendered one? She stands firmly on the 
platform of freedom to all. I am deeply interested 
in this colony of Liberia. I do not want it to be 
cursed with the aristocracy of the South, or any 
other aristocracy, and far less with the Copper-
headism of the North. If these Southern aristo-
crats are to be colonized, Mrs. President, don’t 
you think England is the best place for them? 
England is the country which has sympathized 
most deeply with them. She has allowed vessels 
to be built to prey upon our commerce; she has 
sent them arms and ammunition, and everything 
she could send through the West India Islands. 
Shall we send men to Liberia, who are ready to 
tread the black men under their feet? No. God 
bless Liberia for what she has done, and what she 
is destined to do.

I am very glad to say here, that last summer I 
had the pleasure of entertaining several times, in 
our house, a Liberian who was well educated in 
England. He had graduated at Oxford College, 
and had a high position there. His health broke 
down, and he went to Liberia. “When I went to 
Liberia,” said he, “I had a first-rate education, and 
I supposed, of course, I would be a very superior 
man there; but I soon found that, though I knew a 
great deal more Greek and Latin and mathematics 
than most of the men there, I was a child to them 
in the science of government and history. “Why,” 
said he, “you have no idea of the progress of Libe-
ria. The men who go there are freemen—citizens; 
the burdens of society are upon them; and they 
feel that they must begin to educate themselves, 
and they are self-educated men. The President 
of Liberia, Mr. Benson, was a slave about seven 
years ago on a plantation in this country. He 
went to Liberia. He was a man of uncommon 

513-614_WmAmPolitics_bm.indd   540 11/29/07   12:48:36 PM



Primary Documents  541 

talents. He educated himself to the duties which 
he found himself called upon to perform as a 
citizen. And when Mr. Benson visited England 
a year ago, he had a perfect ovation. The white 
ladies and gentlemen of England, those who were 
really anti-slavery in their feelings—who love 
liberty—followed him wherever he went. They 
opened their houses, they had their soirees, and 
they welcomed him by every kind of demonstra-
tion of their good wishes for Liberia.”

Now, Mrs. President, the great object that I had 
in view in rising, was to give you a representative 
from South Carolina. I mourn exceedingly that 
she has taken the position she has. I once had 
a brother who, had he been there, would have 
stood by judge Pettigrew in his protest against 
the action of the South. He, many years ago, 
during the time of nullification in 1832, was in 
the Senate of South Carolina, and delivered an 
able address, in which he discussed these very 
points, and showed that the South had no right 
of secession; that, in becoming an integral part 
of the United States, they had themselves volun-
tarily surrendered that right. And he remarked, 
“If you persist in this contest, you will be like a 
girdled tree, which must perish and die. You can 
not stand.”

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.
net. Available online. URL: http://www.sojust.net/
speeches/grimké_weld_wlnl.html.

5. SPEECH AFTER BEING 
CONVICTED OF VOTING IN THE 
1872 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION

SUSAN B. ANTHONY

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA (1872)

Friends and fellow citizens: I stand before you 
tonight under indictment for the alleged crime 
of having voted at the last presidential election, 
without having a lawful right to vote. It shall 
be my work this evening to prove to you that 
in thus voting, I not only committed no crime, 

but, instead, simply exercised my citizen’s rights, 
guaranteed to me and all United States citizens 
by the National Constitution, beyond the power 
of any state to deny.

The preamble of the Federal Constitution says:

“We, the people of the United States, in order 
to form a more perfect union, establish justice, 
insure domestic tranquility, provide for the com-
mon defense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity, do ordain and establish this Con-
stitution for the United States of America.”

It was we, the people; not we, the white male 
citizens; nor yet we, the male citizens; but we, 
the whole people, who formed the Union. And 
we formed it, not to give the blessings of liberty, 
but to secure them; not to the half of ourselves 
and the half of our posterity, but to the whole 
people—women as well as men. And it is a 
downright mockery to talk to women of their 
enjoyment of the blessings of liberty while they 
are denied the use of the only means of securing 
them provided by this democratic-republican 
government—the ballot.

For any state to make sex a qualification that 
must ever result in the disfranchisement of one 
entire half of the people, is to pass a bill of attain-
der, or, an ex post facto law, and is therefore a 
violation of the supreme law of the land. By it 
the blessings of liberty are forever withheld from 
women and their female posterity.

To them this government has no just powers 
derived from the consent of the governed.

To them this government is not a democracy. It is 
not a republic. It is an odious aristocracy; a hate-
ful oligarchy of sex; the most hateful aristocracy 
ever established on the face of the globe; an oli-
garchy of wealth, where the rich govern the poor. 
An oligarchy of learning, where the educated 
govern the ignorant, or even an oligarchy of 
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race, where the Saxon rules the African, might be 
endured; but this oligarchy of sex, which makes 
father, brothers, husband, sons, the oligarchs 
over the mother and sisters, the wife and daugh-
ters, of every household—which ordains all men 
sovereigns, all women subjects, carries dissen-
sion, discord, and rebellion into every home 
of the nation. Webster, Worcester, and Bouvier 
all define a citizen to be a person in the United 
States, entitled to vote and hold office.

The only question left to be settled now is: Are 
women persons? And I hardly believe any of our 
opponents will have the hardihood to say they 
are not. Being persons, then, women are citizens; 
and no state has a right to make any law, or to 
enforce any old law, that shall abridge their privi-
leges or immunities. Hence, every discrimination 
against women in the constitutions and laws of 
the several states is today null and void, precisely 
as is every one against Negroes.

Source: “On A Woman’s Right to Vote.” Accessed at 
Historic Speeches, Sojust.net. Available online. URL: 
http://www.sojust.net/speeches/susananthony.html.

6. “WHAT IT MEANS TO BE 
COLORED IN THE CAPITAL OF 
THE UNITED STATES”

MARY CHURCH TERRELL, OCTOBER 10, 1906, 
UNITED WOMEN’S CLUB, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Washington, D.C., has been called “The Colored 
Man’s Paradise.” Whether this sobriquet was 
given to the national capital in bitter irony by a 
member of the handicapped race, as he reviewed 
some of his own persecutions and rebuffs, or 
whether it was given immediately after the war 
by an ex-slave holder who for the first time in 
his life saw colored people walking about like 
freemen, minus the overseer and his whip, his-
tory saith not. It is certain that it would be dif-
ficult to find a worse misnomer for Washington 
than “The Colored Man’s Paradise” if so prosaic 
a consideration as veracity is to determine the 
appropriateness of a name.

For fifteen years I have resided in Washing-
ton, and while it was far from being a paradise 
for colored people, when I first touched these 
shores, it has been doing its level best ever 
since to make conditions for us intolerable. As 
a colored woman I might enter Washington any 
night, a stranger in a strange land, and walk 
miles without finding a place to lay my head. 
Unless I happened to know colored people who 
live here or ran across a chance acquaintance 
who could recommend a colored boarding house 
to me, I should be obliged to spend the entire 
night wandering about. Indians, Chinamen [sic], 
Filipinos, Japanese and representatives of any 
other dark race can find hotel accommodations, 
if they can pay for them. The colored man alone 
is thrust out of the hotels of the national capital 
like a leper.

As a colored woman I may walk from the Capi-
tol to the White House, ravenously hungry and 
abundantly supplied with money with which to 
purchase a meal, without finding a single res-
taurant in which I would be permitted to take 
a morsel of food, if it was patronized by white 
people, unless I were willing to sit behind a 
screen. As a colored woman I cannot visit the 
tomb of the Father of this country, which owes 
its very existence to the love of freedom in the 
human heart and which stands for equal oppor-
tunity to all, without being forced to sit in the 
Jim Crow section of an electric car which starts 
from the very heart of the city—midway between 
the Capitol and the White House. If I refuse thus 
to be humiliated, I am cast into jail and forced to 
pay a fine for violating the Virginia laws. Every 
hour in the day Jim Crow cars filled with colored 
people, many of whom are intelligent and well to 
do, enter and leave the national capital.

As a colored woman I may enter more than one 
white church in Washington without receiving 
that welcome which as a human being I have a 
right to expect in the sanctuary of God. Some-
times the color blindness of the usher takes on 
that peculiar form which prevents a dark face 
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from making any impression whatsoever upon 
his retina, so that it is impossible for him to see 
colored people at all. If he is not so afflicted, 
after keeping a colored man or woman waiting 
a long time, he will ungraciously show these 
dusky Christians who have had the temerity to 
thrust themselves into a temple where only the 
fair of face are expected to worship God to a seat 
in the rear, which is named in honor of a certain 
personage, well known in this country, and com-
monly called Jim Crow. Unless I am willing to 
engage in a few menial occupations, in which the 
pay for my services would be very poor, there is 
no way for me to earn an honest living, if I am 
not a trained nurse or a dressmaker or can secure 
a position as teacher in the public schools, which 
is exceedingly difficult to do. It matters not what 
my intellectual attainments may be or how great 
is the need of the services of a competent person, 
if I try to enter many of the numerous vocations 
in which my white sisters are allowed to engage, 
the door is shut in my face.

From one Washington theater I am excluded 
altogether. In the remainder certain seats are 
set aside for colored people, and it is almost 
impossible to secure others. I once telephoned 
to the ticket seller just before a matinee and 
asked if a neat appearing colored nurse would 
be allowed to sit in the parquet with her little 
white charge, and the answer rushed quickly and 
positively thru [sic] the receiver—NO. When I 
remonstrated a bit and told him that in some of 
the theaters colored nurses were allowed to sit 
with the white children for whom they cared, 
the ticket seller told me that in Washington it 
was very poor policy to employ colored nurses, 
for they were excluded from many places where 
white girls would be allowed to take children for 
pleasure.

If I possess artistic talent, there is not a single 
art school of repute which will admit me. A few 
years ago a colored woman who possessed great 
talent submitted some drawings to the Corcoran 
Art School, of Washington, which were accepted 

by the committee of awards, who sent her a 
ticket entitling her to a course in this school. But 
when the committee discovered that the young 
woman was colored, they declined to admit her, 
and told her that if they had suspected that her 
drawings had been made by a colored woman, 
they would not have examined them at all. The 
efforts of Frederick Douglass and a lawyer of 
great repute who took a keen interest in the 
affair were unavailing. In order to cultivate her 
talent this young woman was forced to leave her 
comfortable home in Washington and incur the 
expense of going to New York. Having entered 
the Woman’s Art School of Cooper Union, she 
graduated with honor, and then went to Paris to 
continue her studies, where she achieved signal 
success and was complimented by some of the 
greatest living artists in France.

With the exception of the Catholic University, 
there is not a single white college in the national 
capital to which colored people are admitted, no 
matter how great their ability, how lofty their 
ambition, how unexceptionable their character 
or how great their thirst for knowledge may 
be. A few years ago the Columbian Law School 
admitted colored students, but in deference to 
the Southern white students the authorities have 
decided to exclude them altogether.

Some time ago a young woman who had already 
attracted some attention in the literary world 
by her volume of short stories answered an 
advertisement which appeared in a Washington 
newspaper, which called for the services of a 
skilled stenographer and expert typewriter. It is 
unnecessary to state the reasons why a young 
woman whose literary ability was so great as that 
possessed by the one referred to should decide 
to earn money in this way. The applicants were 
requested to send specimens of their work and 
answer certain questions concerning their expe-
rience and their speed before they called in per-
son. In reply to her application the young colored 
woman, who, by the way, is very fair and attrac-
tive indeed, received a letter from the firm stating 
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that her references and experience were the most 
satisfactory that had been sent and requesting 
her to call. When she presented herself there was 
some doubt in the mind of the man to whom she 
was directed concerning her racial pedigree, so 
he asked her point blank whether she was col-
ored or white. When she confessed the truth the 
merchant expressed great sorrow and deep regret 
that he could not avail himself of the services of 
so competent a person, but frankly admitted that 
employing a colored woman in his establishment 
in any except a menial position was simply out 
of the question.

Another young friend had an experience which, 
for some reasons, was still more disheartening 
and bitter than the one just mentioned. In order 
to secure lucrative employment she left Wash-
ington and went to New York. There she worked 
her way up in one of the largest dry goods stores 
till she was placed as saleswoman in the cloak 
department. Tired of being separated from her 
family, she decided to return to Washington, 
feeling sure that, with her experience and her 
fine recommendation from the New York firm, 
she could easily secure employment. Nor was 
she overconfident, for the proprietor of one 
of the largest dry goods stores in her native 
city was glad to secure the services of a young 
woman who brought such hearty credentials 
from New York. She had not been in this store 
very long, however, before she called upon me 
one day and asked me to intercede with the pro-
prietor in her behalf, saying that she had been 
discharged that afternoon because it had been 
discovered that she was colored. When I called 
upon my young friend’s employer he made no 
effort to avoid the issue, as I feared he would. He 
did not say he had discharged the young sales-
woman because she had not given satisfaction, 
as he might easily have done. On the contrary, 
he admitted without the slightest hesitation that 
the young woman he had just discharged was 
one of the best clerks he had ever had. In the 
cloak department where she had been assigned, 
she had been a brilliant success, he said. “But I 

cannot keep Miss Smith in my employ,” he con-
cluded. “Are you not master of your own store?” 
I ventured to inquire. The proprietor of this 
store was a Jew, and I felt that it was particularly 
cruel, unnatural and cold-blooded for the repre-
sentative of one oppressed and persecuted race 
to deal so harshly and unjustly with a member of 
another. I had intended to make this point when 
I decided to intercede for my young friend, but 
when I thought how a reference to the persecu-
tion of his own race would wound his feelings, 
the words froze on my lips. “When I first heard 
your friend was colored,” he explained, “I did 
not believe it and said so to the clerks who 
made the statement. Finally, the girls who had 
been most pronounced in their opposition to 
working in a store with a colored girl came to 
me in a body and threatened to strike. ‘Strike 
away,’ said I, ‘your places will be easily filled.’ 
Then they started on another tack. Delegation 
after delegation began to file down to my office, 
some of the women my very best customers, 
to protest against my employing a colored girl. 
Moreover, they threatened to boycott my store if 
I did not discharge her at once. Then it became 
a question of bread and butter and I yielded to 
the inevitable—that’s all. Now,” said he, con-
cluding, “if I lived in a great, cosmopolitan city 
like New York, I should do as I pleased, and 
refuse to discharge a girl simply because she was 
colored.” But I thought of a similar incident that 
happened in New York. I remembered that a 
colored woman, as fair as a lily and as beautiful 
as a Madonna, who was the head saleswoman 
in a large department store in New York, had 
been discharged, after she had held this posi-
tion for years, when the proprietor accidentally 
discovered that a fatal drop of African blood was 
percolating somewhere thru [sic] her veins.

Not only can colored women secure no employ-
ment in the Washington stores, department and 
otherwise, except as menials, and such positions, 
of course, are few, but even as customers they are 
not infrequently treated with discourtesy both by 
the clerks and the proprietor himself. Following 
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the trend of the times, the senior partner of the 
largest and best department store in Washington, 
who originally hailed from Boston, once the 
home of William Lloyd Garrison, Wendell Phil-
lips, and Charles Sumner, if my memory serves 
me right, decided to open a restaurant in his 
store. Tired and hungry after her morning’s shop-
ping a colored school teacher, whose relation to 
her African progenitors is so remote as scarcely 
to be discernible to the naked eye, took a seat at 
one of the tables in the restaurant of this Boston 
[sic] store. After sitting unnoticed a long time the 
colored teacher asked a waiter who passed her by 
if she would not take her order. She was quickly 
informed that colored people could not be served 
in that restaurant and was obliged to leave in 
confusion and shame, much to the amusement of 
the waiters and the guests who had noticed the 
incident. Shortly after that a teacher in Howard 
University, one of the best schools for colored 
youth in the country, was similarly insulted in 
the restaurant of the same store.

In one of the Washington theaters from which 
colored people are excluded altogether, members 
of the race have been viciously assaulted several 
times, for the proprietor well knows that colored 
people have no redress for such discriminations 
against them in the District courts. Not long 
ago a colored clerk in one of the departments 
who looks more like his paternal ancestors who 
fought for the lost cause than his grandmothers 
who were the victims of the peculiar institution, 
bought a ticket for the parquet of this theater in 
which colored people are nowhere welcome, for 
himself and mother, whose complexion is a bit 
swarthy. The usher refused to allow the young 
man to take the seats for which his tickets called 
and tried to snatch from him the coupons. A 
scuffle ensued and both mother and son were 
ejected by force. A suit was brought against the 
proprietor and the damages awarded the injured 
man and his mother amounted to the munificent 
sum of one cent. One of the teachers in the Col-
ored High School received similar treatment in 
the same theater.

Not long ago one of my little daughter’s bosom 
friends figured in one of the most pathetic 
instances of which I have ever heard. A gentle-
man who is very fond of children promised to 
take six little girls in his neighborhood to a mati-
nee. It happened that he himself and five of his 
little friends were so fair that they easily passed 
muster, as they stood in judgment before the 
ticket seller and the ticket taker. Three of the lit-
tle girls were sisters, two of whom were very fair 
and the other a bit brown. Just as this little girl, 
who happened to be last in the procession, went 
by the ticket taker, that argus eyed sophisticated 
gentleman detected something which caused a 
deep, dark frown to mantle his brow and he did 
not allow her to pass. “I guess you have made 
a mistake,” he called to the host of this theater 
party. “Those little girls,” pointing to the fair 
ones, “may be admitted, but this one,” desig-
nating the brown one, “can’t.” But the colored 
man was quite equal to the emergency. Fairly 
frothing at the mouth with anger, he asked the 
ticket taker what he meant, what he was trying 
to insinuate about that particular little girl. “Do 
you mean to tell me,” he shouted in rage, “that I 
must go clear to the Philippine Islands to bring 
this child to the United States and then I can’t 
take her to the theater in the National Capital?” 
The little ruse succeeded brilliantly, as he knew 
it would. “Beg your pardon,” said the ticket 
taker, “don’t know what I was thinking about. 
Of course she can go in.” “What was the matter 
with me this afternoon mother?” asked the little 
brown girl innocently, when she mentioned the 
affair at home. “Why did the man at the theater 
let my two sisters and the other girls in and try 
to keep me out?” In relating this incident, the 
child’s mother told me her little girl’s question, 
which showed such blissful ignorance of the 
depressing, cruel conditions which confronted 
her, completely unnerved her for a time.

Altho [sic] white and colored teachers are under 
the same Board of Education and the system for 
the children of both races is said to be uniform, 
prejudice against the colored teachers in the 
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public schools is manifested in a variety of ways. 
From 1870 to 1900 there was a colored super-
intendent at the head of the colored schools. 
During all that time the directors of the cooking, 
sewing, physical culture, manual training, music 
and art departments were colored people. Six 
years ago a change was inaugurated. The colored 
superintendent was legislated out of office and 
the directorships, without a single exception, 
were taken from colored teachers and given to 
the whites. There was no complaint about the 
work done by the colored directors, no more 
than is heard about every officer in every school. 
The directors of the art and physical culture 
departments were particularly fine. Now, no mat-
ter how competent or superior the colored teach-
ers in our public schools may be, they know that 
they can never rise to the height of a director-
ship, can never hope to be more than an assistant 
and receive the meager salary therefore, unless 
the present regime is radically changed.

Not long ago one of the most distinguished 
kindergartners in the country came to deliver a 
course of lectures in Washington. The colored 
teachers were eager to attend, but they could 
not buy the coveted privilege for love or money. 
When they appealed to the director of kindergar-
tens, they were told that the expert kindergartner 
had come to Washington under the auspices of 
private individuals, so that she could not pos-
sibly have them admitted. Realizing what a loss 
colored teachers had sustained in being deprived 
of the information and inspiration which these 
lectures afforded, one of the white teachers vol-
unteered to repeat them as best she could for the 
benefit of her colored co-laborers for half the 
price she herself had paid, and the proposition 
was eagerly accepted by some.

Strenuous efforts are being made to run Jim Crow 
streetcars in the national capital. “Resolved, that 
a Jim Crow law should be adopted and enforced 
in the District of Columbia,” was the subject of a 
discussion engaged in last January by the Colum-
bian Debating Society of the George Washington 

University in our national capital, and the deci-
sion was rendered in favor of the affirmative. 
Representative Heflin, of Alabama, who intro-
duced a bill providing for Jim Crow street cars 
in the District of Columbia last winter, has just 
received a letter from the president of the East 
Brookland Citizens’ Association “indorsing [sic] 
the movement for separate street cars and sin-
cerely hoping that you will be successful in get-
ting this enacted into a law as soon as possible.” 
Brookland is a suburb of Washington.

The colored laborer’s path to a decent livelihood 
is by no means smooth. Into some of the trades 
unions here he is admitted, while from others he 
is excluded altogether. By the union men this is 
denied, altho [sic] I am personally acquainted 
with skilled workmen who tell me they are not 
admitted into the unions because they are col-
ored. But even when they are allowed to join 
the unions they frequently derive little benefit, 
owing to certain tricks of the trade. When the 
word passes round that help is needed and col-
ored laborers apply, they are often told by the 
union officials that they have secured all the men 
they needed, because the places are reserved for 
white men, until they have been provided with 
jobs, and colored men must remain idle, unless 
the supply of white men is too small.

I am personally acquainted with one of the most 
skilful laborers in the hardware business in Wash-
ington. For thirty years he has been working for 
the same firm. He told me he could not join the 
union, and that his employer had been almost 
forced to discharge him, because the union men 
threatened to boycott his store if he did not. If 
another man could have been found at the time to 
take his place he would have lost his job, he said. 
When no other human being can bring a refrac-
tory chimney or stove to its senses, this colored 
man is called upon as the court of last appeal. 
If he fails to subdue it, it is pronounced a hope-
less case at once. And yet this expert workman 
receives much less for his services than do white 
men who cannot compare with him in skill.
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And so I might go on citing instance after 
instance to show the variety of ways in which our 
people are sacrificed on the altar of prejudice in 
the Capital of the United States and how almost 
insurmountable are the obstacles which block his 
[sic] path to success. Early in life many a colored 
youth is so appalled by the helplessness and the 
hopelessness of his situation in this country that, 
in a sort of stoical despair he resigns himself to his 
fate. “What is the good of our trying to acquire an 
education? We can’t all be preachers, teachers, 
doctors and lawyers. Besides those professions, 
there is almost nothing for colored people to do 
but engage in the most menial occupations, and 
we do not need an education for that.” More than 
once such remarks, uttered by young men and 
women in our public schools who possess bril-
liant intellects, have wrung my heart.

It is impossible for any white person in the United 
States, now matter how sympathetic and broad, to 
realize what life would mean to him if his incentive 
to effort were suddenly snatched away. To the lack 
of incentive to effort, which is the awful shadow 
under which we live, may be traced the wreck 
and ruin of scores of colored youth. And surely 
nowhere in the world do oppression and persecu-
tion based solely on the color of the skin appear 
more hateful and hideous than in the capital of 
the United States, because the chasm between 
the principles upon which this Government was 
founded, in which it still professes to believe, and 
those which are daily practiced under the protec-
tion of the flag, yawns so wide and deep.

Source: Accessed at American Rhetoric.com. Available 
online. URL: http://www.american.rhetoric.com/
speeches/marychurchterellcolored.htm.

7. “THE FUNDAMENTAL 
PRINCIPLE OF A REPUBLIC”

ANNA HOWARD SHAW, JUNE 21, 1915, 
OGDENBURG, NEW YORK

When I came into your hall tonight, I thought 
of the last time I was in your city. Twenty- one 

years ago I came here with Susan B. Anthony, and 
we came for exactly the same purpose as that for 
which we are here tonight. Boys have been born 
since that time and have become voters, and the 
women are still trying to persuade American 
men to believe in the fundamental principles of 
democracy, and I never quite feel as if it was a fair 
field to argue this question with men, because 
in doing it you have to assume that a man who 
professes to believe in a Republican form of gov-
ernment does not believe in a Republican form 
of government, for the only thing that woman’s 
enfranchisement means at all is that a govern-
ment which claims to be a Republic should be a 
Republic, and not an aristocracy. The difficulty 
with discussing this question with those who 
oppose us is that they make any number of argu-
ments but none of them have anything to do with 
Woman’s Suffrage; they always have something 
to do with something else, therefore the argu-
ments which we have to make rarely ever have 
anything to do with the subject, because we have 
to answer our opponents who always escape the 
subject as far as possible in order to have any sort 
of reason in connection with what they say.

Now one of two things is true: either a Republic 
is a desirable form of government, or else it is 
not. If it is, then we should have it, if it is not 
then we ought not to pretend that we have it. We 
ought at least be true to our ideals, and the men 
of New York have for the first time in their lives, 
the rare opportunity on the second day of next 
November, of making the state truly a part of the 
Republic. It is the greatest opportunity which 
has ever come to the men of the state. They have 
never had so serious a problem to solve before, 
they will never have a more serious problem 
to solve in any future of our nation’s life, and 
the thing that disturbs me more than anything 
else in connection with it is that so few people 
realize what a profound problem they have to 
solve on November 2. It is not merely a trifling 
matter; it is not a little thing that does not con-
cern the state, it is the most vital problem we 
could have, and any man who goes to the polls 
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on the second day of next November without 
thoroughly informing himself in regard to this 
subject is unworthy to be a citizen of this state, 
and unfit to cast a ballot.

If woman’s suffrage is wrong, it is a great wrong; 
if it is right, it is a profound and fundamental 
principle, and we all know, if we know what a 
Republic is, that it is the fundamental principle 
upon which a Republic must rise. Let us see 
where we are as a people; how we act here and 
what we think we are. The difficulty with the 
men of this country is that they are so consistent 
in their inconsistency that they are not aware of 
having been inconsistent; because their consis-
tency has been so continuous and their incon-
sistency so consecutive that it has never been 
broken, from the beginning of our Nation’s life 
to the present time. If we trace our history back 
we will find that from the very dawn of our exis-
tence as a people, men have been imbued with 
a spirit and a vision more lofty than they have 
been able to live; they have been led by visions 
of the sublimest truth, both in regard to religion 
and in regard to government that ever inspired 
the souls of men from the time the Puritans left 
the old world to come to this country, led by 
the Divine ideal which is the sublimest and the 
supremest ideal in religious freedom which men 
have ever known, the theory that a man has a 
right to worship God according to the dictates of 
his own conscience, without the intervention of 
any other man or any other group of men. And 
it was this theory, this vision of the right of the 
human soul which led men first to the shores of 
this country.

Now, nobody can deny that they are sincere, hon-
est, and earnest men. No one can deny that the 
Puritans were men of profound conviction, and 
yet these men who gave up everything in behalf 
of an ideal, hardly established their communities 
in this new country before they began to practice 
exactly the same sort of persecutions on other 
men which had been practiced upon them. They 
settled in their communities on the New England 

shores and when they formed their compacts by 
which they governed their local societies, they 
permitted no man to have a voice in the affairs 
unless he was a member of the church, and not 
a member of any church, but a member of the 
particular church which dominated the particu-
lar community in which he happened to be. In 
Massachusetts they drove the Baptists down to 
Rhode Island; in Connecticut they drove the 
Presbyterians over to New Jersey; they burned 
the Quakers in Massachusetts and ducked the 
witches, and no colony, either Catholic or Prot-
estant allowed a Jew to have a voice. And so a 
man must worship God according to the con-
science of the particular community in which 
he was located, and yet they called that religious 
freedom, they were not able to live the ideal of 
religious liberty, and from that time to this the 
men of this government have been following 
along the same line of inconsistency, while they 
too have been following a vision of equal gran-
deur and power.

Never in the history of the world did it dawn 
upon the human mind as it dawned upon your 
ancestors, what it would mean for men to be free. 
They got the vision of a government in which 
the people would be the supreme power, and so 
inspired by this vision men wrote such docu-
ments as were went from the Massachusetts leg-
islature, from the New York legislature and from 
the Pennsylvania group over to the Parliament of 
Great Britain, which rang with the profoundest 
measures of freedom and justice. They did not 
equivocate in a single word when they wrote the 
Declaration of Independence; no one can dream 
that these men had not got the sublimest ideal 
of democracy which had ever dawned upon the 
souls of men. But as soon as the war was over 
and our government was formed, instead of 
asking the question, who shall be the govern-
ing force in this great new Republic, when they 
brought those thirteen little territories together, 
they began to eliminate instead of include the 
men who should be the great governing forces, 
and they said, who shall have the voice in this 
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great new Republic, and you would have sup-
posed that such men as fought the Revolutionary 
War would have been able to answer that every 
man who has fought, everyone who has given up 
all he has and all he has been able to accumulate 
shall be free, it never entered their minds. These 
excellent ancestors of yours had not been away 
from the old world long enough to realize that 
man is of more value than his purse, so they said 
every man who has an estate in the government 
shall have a voice; and they said what shall that 
estate be? And they answered that a man who 
had property valued at two hundred and fifty 
dollars will be able to cast a vote, and so they 
sang “The land of the free and the home of the 
brave.” And they wrote into their Constitution, 
“All males who pay taxes on $250 shall cast a 
vote,” and they called themselves a Republic, 
and we call ourselves a Republic, and they were 
not quite so much of a Republic that we should 
be called a Republic yet. We might call ourselves 
angels, but that wouldn’t make us angels, you 
have got to be an angel before you are an angel, 
and you have got to be a Republic before you 
are a Republic. Now what did we do? Before the 
word “male” in the local compacts, they wrote 
the word “Church-members”; and they wrote 
in the word “taxpayer.” Then there arose a great 
Democrat, Thomas Jefferson, who looked down 
into the day when you and I are living and saw 
that the rapidly accumulated wealth in the hands 
of a few men would endanger the liberties of the 
people, and he knew what you and I know, that 
no power under heaven or among men is known 
in a Republic by which men can defend their 
liberties except by the power of the ballot, and 
so the Democratic party took another step in the 
evolution of the Republic out of a monarchy and 
they rubbed out the word “taxpayer” and wrote 
in the word “white”, and then the Democrats 
thought the millennium had come, and they 
sang “ The land of the free and the home of the 
brave” as lustily as the Republicans had sung 
it before them and spoke of the divine right of 
motherhood with the same thrill in their voices 
and at the same time they were selling mother’s 

babies by the pound on the auction block—and 
mothers apart from their babies. Another arose 
who said a man is not a good citizen because he 
is white, he is a good citizen because he is a man, 
and the Republican party took out that progres-
sive evolutionary eraser and rubbed out the word 
“white” from before the word “male” and could 
not think of another word to put in there- they 
were all in, black and white, rich and poor, wise 
and otherwise, drunk and sober; not a man left 
out to be put in, and so the Republicans could 
not write anything before the word “male”, and 
they had to let the little word, “male” stay alone 
by itself.

And God said in the beginning, “It is not good 
for man to stand alone.” That is why we are here 
tonight, and that is all that woman’s suffrage 
means; just to repeat again and again that first 
declaration of the Divine, “It is not good for man 
to stand alone,” and so the women of this state 
are asking that the word “male” shall be stricken 
out of the Constitution altogether and that the 
Constitution stand as it ought to have stood in 
the beginning and as it must before this state is 
any part of a Republic. Every citizen possessing 
the necessary qualifications shall be entitled to 
cast one vote at every election, and have that vote 
counted. We are not asking as our Anti-Suffrage 
friends think we are, for any of awful things that 
we hear will happen if we are allowed to vote; 
we are simply asking that that government which 
professes to be a Republic shall be a Republic and 
not pretend to be what it is not.

Now what is a Republic? Take your dictionary, 
encyclopedia, lexicon or anything else you like 
and look up the definition and you will find that 
a Republic is a form of government in which the 
laws are enacted by representatives elected by the 
people. Now when did the people of New York 
ever elect their own representatives? Never in the 
world. The men of New York have, and I grant 
you that men are people, admirable people, as 
far as they go, but they only go half way. There 
is still another half of the people who have not 
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elected representatives, and you never read a 
definition of a Republic in which half of the 
people elect representatives to govern the whole 
of the people. That is an aristocracy and that is 
just what we are. We have been many kinds of 
aristocracies. We have been a hierarchy of church 
members, than an oligarchy of sex.

There are two old theories, which are dying 
today. Dying hard, but dying. One of them is 
dying on the plains of Flanders and the Moun-
tains of Galicia and Austria, and that is the 
theory of the divine right of kings. The other is 
dying here in the state of New York and Massa-
chusetts and New Jersey and Pennsylvania and 
that is the divine right of sex. Neither of them 
had a foundation in reason, or justice, or com-
mon sense.

Now I want to make this proposition, and I 
believe every man will accept it. Of course he 
will if he is intelligent. Whenever a Republic pre-
scribes the qualifications as applying equally to 
all the citizens of the Republic, when the Repub-
lic says in order to vote, a citizen must be twenty-
one years of age, it applies to all alike, there is no 
discrimination against any race or sex. When the 
government says that a citizen must be a native-
born citizen or a naturalized citizen that applies 
to all; we are either born or naturalized, some-
how or other we are here. Whenever the govern-
ment says that a citizen, in order to vote, must 
be a resident of a community a certain length of 
time, and of the state a certain length of time and 
of the nation a certain length of time, that applies 
to all equally. There is no discrimination. We 
might go further and we might say that in order 
to vote the citizen must be able to read his ballot. 
We have not gone that far yet. We have been very 
careful of male ignorance in these United States. 
I was much interested, as perhaps many of you, 
in reading the Congressional Record this last 
winter over the debate over the immigration bill, 
and when that illiteracy clause was introduced 
into the immigration bill, what fear there was in 
the souls of men for fear we would do injustice 

to some of the people who might want to come 
to our shores, and I was much interested in the 
language in which the President vetoed the bill, 
when he declared that by inserting the clause we 
would keep out of our shores a large body of very 
excellent people. I could not help wondering 
then how it happens that male ignorance is so 
much less ignorant than female ignorance. When 
I hear people say that if women were permitted 
to vote a large body of ignorant people would 
vote, and therefore because an ignorant woman 
would vote, no intelligent women should be 
allowed to vote, I wonder why we have made it 
so easy for male ignorance and so hard for female 
ignorance.

When I was a girl, years ago, I lived in the back 
woods and there the number of votes cast at 
each election depended entirely upon the size of 
the ballot box. We had what was known as the 
old-tissue ballots and the man who got the most 
tissue in was the man elected. Now the best part 
of our community was very much disturbed by 
this method, and they did not know what to 
do in order to get a ballot both safe and secret; 
but they heard that over in Australia, where the 
women voted, they had a ballot which was both 
safe and secret, so we went over there and we got 
the Australian ballot and we brought it here. But 
when we got it over we found it was not adapted 
to this country, because in Australia they have to 
be able to read their ballot. Now the question was 
how could we adapt it to our conditions? Some-
one discovered that if you should put a symbol 
at the head of each column, like a rooster, or an 
eagle, or a hand holding a hammer, that if a man 
has intelligence to know the difference between 
a rooster and an eagle he will know which politi-
cal party to vote for, and when the ballot was 
adapted it was a very beautiful ballot, it looked 
like a page from Life.

Now almost any American could vote that bal-
lot, or if she had not that intelligence to know 
the difference between an eagle and a rooster, we 
could take the eagle out and put in the hen. Now 
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when we take so much pains to adapt the bal-
lot to the male intelligence of the United States, 
we should be very humble when we talk about 
female ignorance. Now if we should take a vote 
and the men had to read their ballot in order to 
vote it, more women could vote than men. But 
when the government says not only that you 
must be twenty-one years of age, a resident of 
the community and native born or naturalized, 
those are qualifications, but when it says that an 
elector must be a male, that is not a qualification 
for citizenship; that is an insurmountable barrier 
between one half of the people and the other half 
of the citizens and their rights as citizens. No 
such nation can call itself a Republic. It is only an 
aristocracy. That barrier must be removed before 
the government can become a Republic, and that 
is exactly what we are asking right now, that the 
last step in the evolutionary process be taken on 
November 2d. and that this great state of New 
York shall become in fact as it is in theory, a part 
of a government of the people, by the people, and 
for the people.

Men know the inconsistencies themselves; they 
realize it in one way while they do not realize 
it in another, because you never heard a man 
make a political speech when he did not speak 
of this country as a whole as though the thing 
existed which does not exist and that is that the 
people were equally free, because you hear them 
declare over and over again on the Fourth of July 
“under God the people rule.” They know it is 
not true, but they say it with a great hurrah, and 
they repeat over and over again that clause from 
the Declaration of Independence. “Governments 
derive their just powers from the consent of the 
governed,” and they see how they can prevent 
half of us from giving our consent to anything, 
and then they give it to us on the Fourth of July 
in two languages, so if it is not true in one it 
will be in the other, “vox populi, vox Dei.” “The 
voice of the people is the voice of God,” and the 
orator forgets that in the people’s voice there is 
a soprano as well as a bass. If the voice of the 
people is the voice of God, how are we ever going 

to know what God’s voice is when we are content 
to listen to a bass solo? Now if it is true that the 
voice of the people is the voice of God, we will 
never know what the Deity’s voice in govern-
ment is until the bass and soprano are mingled 
together, the result of which will be the divine 
harmony. Take any of the magnificent appeals 
for freedom, which men make, and rob them of 
their universal application and you take the very 
life and soul out of them.

Where is the difficulty? Just in one thing and one 
thing only, that men are so sentimental. We used 
to believe that women were the sentimental sex, 
but they can not hold a tallow candle compared 
with the arc light of the men. Men are so senti-
mental in their attitude about women that they 
cannot reason about them. Now men are usually 
very fair to each other. I think the average man 
recognizes that he has no more right to anything 
at the hands of the government than has every 
other man. He has no right at all to anything to 
which every other man has not an equal right 
with himself. He says why have I a right to cer-
tain things in the government; why have I a right 
to life and liberty; why have I a right to this or 
this? Does he say because I am a man? Not at all, 
because I am human, and being human I have a 
right to everything which belongs to humanity, 
and every right which any other human being 
has, I have. And then he says of his neighbor, and 
my neighbor he also is human, therefore every 
right which belongs to me as a human being, 
belongs to him as a human being, and I have no 
right to anything under the government to which 
he is not equally entitled. And then up comes a 
woman, and then they say now she’s a woman; 
she is not quite human, but she is my wife, or my 
sister, or my daughter, or an aunt, or my cousin. 
She is not quite human; she is only related to a 
human, and being related to a human a human 
will take care of her. So we have had that care-
taking human being to look after us and they 
have not recognized that women too are equally 
human with men. Now if men could forget for a 
minute I believe the anti-suffragists say that we 
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want men to forget that we are related to them, 
they don’t know me if for a minute they could 
forget our relationship and remember that we are 
equally human with themselves, then they would 
say yes, and this human being, not because she is 
a woman, but because she is human is entitled to 
every privilege and every right under the govern-
ment which I, as a human being am entitled to. 
The only reason men do not see as fairly in regard 
to women as they do in regard to each other is 
because they have looked upon us from an alto-
gether different plane than what they have looked 
at men; that is because women have been the 
homemakers while men have been the so-called 
protectors, in the period of the world’s civilization 
when people needed to be protected. I know that 
they say that men protect us now and when we 
ask them what they are protecting us from the 
only answer they can give is from themselves. I 
do not think that men need any very great credit 
for protecting us from themselves. They are not 
protecting us from any special thing from which 
we could not protect ourselves except themselves. 
Now this old time idea of protection was all right 
when the world needed this protection, but today 
the protection in civilization comes from within 
and not from without.

What are the arguments, which our good Anti-
friends give us? We know that lately they have 
stopped to argue and call suffragists all sorts of 
creatures. If there is anything we believe that we 
do not believe, we have not heard about them, 
so the cry goes out of this; the cry of the infant’s 
mind; the cry of a little child. The anti-suffrag-
ists’ cries are all the cries of little children who 
are afraid of the unborn and are forever crying, 
“The goblins will catch you if you don’t watch 
out.” So that anything that has not been should 
not be and all that is right, when as a matter of 
fact if the world believed that we would be in a 
statical condition and never move, except back 
like a crab. And so the cry goes on.

When suffragists are feminists, and when I ask 
what that is no one is able to tell me. I would 

give anything to know what a feminist is. They 
say, would you like to be a feminist? If I could 
find out I would, you either have to be masculine 
or feminine and I prefer feminine. Then they cry 
that we are socialists, and anarchists. Just how 
a human can be both at the same time, I really 
do not know. If I know what socialism means 
it means absolute government and anarchism 
means no government at all. So we are feminists, 
socialists, anarchists, and Mormons or spinsters. 
Now that is about the list. I have not heard the 
last speech. Now as a matter of fact, as a unit we 
are nothing, as individuals we are like all other 
individuals.

We have our theories, our beliefs, but as suf-
fragists we have but one belief, but one prin-
ciple, but one theory and that is the right of a 
human being to have a voice in the government, 
under which he or she lives, on that we agree, 
if on nothing else. Whether we agree or not on 
religion or politics we are concerned. A clergy-
man asked me the other day, “By the way, what 
church does your official board belong to?” I 
said I don’t know. He said, “Don’t you know 
what religion your official board believes?” I 
said, “Really it never occurred to me, but I will 
look them up and see, they are not elected to 
my board because they believe in any particular 
church. We had no concern either as to what we 
believe as religionists or as to what we believe 
as women in regard to theories of government, 
except that one fundamental theory in the right 
of democracy. We do not believe in this fad or 
the other, but whenever any question is to be 
settled in any community, then the people of 
that community shall settle that question, the 
women people equally with the men people. 
That is all there is to it, and yet when it comes to 
arguing our case they bring up all sorts of argu-
ments, and the beauty of it is they always answer 
all their own arguments. They never make an 
argument, but they answer it. When I was asked 
to answer one of their debates I said, “ What is 
the use? Divide up their literature and let them 
destroy themselves.”
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I was followed up last year by a young, married 
woman from New Jersey. She left her husband 
home for three months to tell the women that 
their place was at home, and that they could not 
leave home long enough to go to the ballot box, 
and she brought all her arguments out in pairs 
and backed them up by statistics. The anti-suf-
fragists can gather more statistics than any other 
person I ever saw, and there is nothing so sweet 
and calm as when they say, “ You cannot deny 
this, because here are the figures, and figures 
never lie.” Well they don’t but some liars figure.

When they start out they always begin the same. 
She started by proving that it was no use to give 
the women the ballot because if they did have it 
they would not use it, and she had statistics to 
prove it. If we would not use it then I really can 
not see the harm of giving it to us, we would not 
hurt anybody with it and what an easy way for 
you men to get rid of us. No more suffrage meet-
ings, never any nagging you again, no one could 
blame you for anything that went wrong with the 
town, if it did not run right, all you would have 
to say is, you have the power, why don’t you go 
ahead and clean up.

Then the young lady, unfortunately for her first 
argument, proved by statistics, of which she had 
many, the awful results which happened where 
women did have the ballot; what awful laws have 
been brought about by women’s vote; the condi-
tions that prevail in the homes and how deeply 
women get interested in politics, because women 
are hysterical, and we can not think of anything 
else, we just forget our families, cease to care for 
our children, cease to love our husbands and just 
go to the polls and vote and keep on voting for 
ten hours a day 365 days in the year, never let 
up, if we ever get to the polls once you will never 
get us home, so that the women will not vote at 
all, and they will not do anything but vote. Now 
these are two very strong anti-suffrage arguments 
and they can prove them by figures. Then they 
will tell you that if women are permitted to vote 
it will be a great expense and no use because 

wives will vote just as their husbands do; even if 
we have no husbands, that would not effect the 
result because we would vote just as our hus-
bands would vote if we had one. How I wish the 
anti-suffragists could make the men believe that; 
if they could make men believe that the women 
would vote just as they wanted them to do you 
think we would ever have to make another 
speech or hold another meeting, we would have 
to vote whether we wanted to or not.

And then the very one who will tell you that 
women will vote just as their husbands do will 
tell you in five minutes that they will not vote as 
their husbands will and then the discord in the 
homes, and the divorce. Why, they have discov-
ered that in Colorado there are more divorces 
than there were before women began to vote, but 
they have forgotten to tell you that there are four 
times as many people in Colorado today as there 
were when women began to vote, and that may 
have some effect, particularly as these people 
went from the East. Then they will tell you all 
the trouble that happens in the home. A gentle-
man told me that in California and when he was 
talking I had a wonderful thing pass through my 
mind, because he said that he and his wife had 
lived together for twenty years and never had a 
difference in opinion in the whole twenty years 
and he was afraid if women began to vote that his 
wife would vote differently from him and then 
that beautiful harmony which they had had for 
twenty years would be broken, and all the time 
he was talking I could not help wondering which 
was the idiot because I knew that no intelligent 
human beings could live together for twenty 
years and not have a differences of opinion. All 
the time he was talking I looked at that splendid 
type of manhood and thought, how would a 
man feel being tagged up by a little woman for 
twenty years saying, “Me too, me too.” I would 
not want to live in a house with a human being 
for twenty years who agreed with everything I 
said. The stagnation of a frog pond would be 
hilarious compared to that. What a reflection is 
that on men. If we should say that about men 
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we would never hear the last of it. Now it may 
be that the kind of men being that the anti-suf-
fragists live with is that kind, but they are not 
the kind we live with and we could not do it. 
Great big overgrown babies! Cannot be disputed 
without having a row! While we do not believe 
that men are saints, by any means, we do believe 
that the average American man is a fairly good 
sort of fellow.

In fact my theory of the whole matter is exactly 
opposite, because instead of believing that men 
and women will quarrel, I think just the opposite 
thing will happen. I think just about six weeks 
before election a sort of honeymoon will start 
and it will continue until they will think they are 
again hanging over the gate, all in order to get 
each other’s votes. When men want each other’s 
votes they do not go up and knock them down; 
they are very solicitous of each other, if they 
are thirsty or need a smoke or—well we don’t 
worry about home. The husband and wife who 
are quarreling after the vote are quarreling now. 
Then the other belief that the women would not 
vote if they had a vote and would not do any-
thing else; and would vote just as their husbands 
vote, and would not vote like their husbands; 
that women have so many burdens that they 
cannot bear another burden, and that women are 
the leisure class.

I remember having Reverend Dr. Abbott speak 
before the anti-suffrage meeting in Brooklyn 
and he stated that if women were permitted to 
vote we would not have so much time for char-
ity and philanthropy, and I would like to say, 
“Thank God, there will not be so much need 
of charity and philanthropy.” The end and aim 
of the suffrage is not to furnish an opportunity 
for excellent old ladies to be charitable. There 
are two words that we ought to be able to get 
along without, and they are charity and philan-
thropy. They are not needed in a Republic. If we 
put in the word “opportunity” instead, that is 
what Republics stand for. Our doctrine is not to 
extend the length of our bread lines or the size 

of our soup kitchens, what we need is for men to 
have the opportunity to buy their own bread and 
eat their own soup. We women have used up our 
lives and strength in fool charities, and we have 
made more paupers than we have ever helped by 
the folly of our charities and philanthropies; the 
unorganized methods by which we deal with the 
conditions of society, and instead of giving peo-
ple charity we must learn to give them an oppor-
tunity to develop and make themselves capable 
of earning the bread; no human being has the 
right to live without toil; toil of some kind, and 
that old theory that we used to hear “The world 
owes a man a living” never was true and never 
will be true. This world does not owe anybody a 
living, what it does owe to every human being is 
the opportunity to earn a living. We have a right 
to the opportunity and then the right to the liv-
ing thereafter. We want it. No woman, any more 
than a man, has the right to live an idle life in 
this world, we must learn to give back something 
for the space occupied and we must do our duty 
wherever duty calls, and the woman herself must 
decide where her duty calls, just as a man does.

Now they tell us we should not vote because 
we have not the time, we are so burdened that 
we should not have any more burdens. Then, if 
that is so, I think we ought to allow the women 
to vote instead of the men, since we pay a man 
anywhere from a third to a half more than we do 
women it would be better to use up the cheap 
time of the women instead of the dear time of the 
men. And talking about time you would think it 
took about a week to vote.

A dear, good friend of mine in Omaha said, 
“Now Miss Shaw,” and she held up her child in 
her arms, “is not this my job.” I said it certainly 
is, and then she said, “How can I go to the polls 
and vote and neglect my baby?” I said, “Has your 
husband a job?” and she said, “Why you know 
he has.” I did know it; he was a banker and a 
very busy one. I said, “Yet your husband said 
he was going to leave and go down to the polls 
and vote,” and she said, “Oh yes, he is so very 
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interested in elections.” Then I said, “What an 
advantage you have over your husband, he has 
to leave his job and you can take your job with 
you and you do not need to neglect your job.” Is 
it not strange that the only time a woman might 
neglect her baby is on election day, and then 
the dear old Antis hold up their hands and say, 
“You have neglected your baby.” A woman can 
belong to a whist club and go once a week and 
play whist, she cannot take her baby to the whist 
club, and she has to keep whist herself without 
trying to keep a baby whist. She can go to the 
theatre, to church or a picnic and no one is wor-
rying about the baby, but to vote and everyone 
cries out about the neglect. You would think on 
Election Day that a woman grabbed up her baby 
and started out and just dropped it somewhere 
and paid no attention to it. It used to be asked 
when we had the question box, “Who will take 
care of the babies?” I did not know what person 
could be got to take care of all the babies, so 
I thought I would go out West and find out. I 
went to Denver and I found that they took care 
of their babies just the same on election day 
as they did on every other day; they took their 
baby along with them, when they went to put 
a letter in a box they took their baby along and 
when they went to put their ballot in the box 
they took their baby along. If the mother had 
to stand in line and the baby got restless she 
would joggle the go-cart and when she went in 
to vote a neighbor would joggle the go-cart and 
if there was no neighbor there was the candidate 
and he would joggle the cart. That is one day in 
the year when you can get a hundred people to 
take care of any number of babies. I have never 
worried about the babies on Election Day since 
that time.

Then the people will tell you that women are so 
burdened with their duties that they can not vote, 
and they will tell you that women are the leisure 
class and the men are worked to death: but the 
funniest argument of the lady who followed me 
about in the West: Out there they were great in 
the temperance question, and she declared that 

we were not prohibition, or she declared that we 
were. Now in North Dakota which is one of the 
first prohibition states, and they are dry because 
they want to be dry. In that state she wanted to 
prove to them that if women were allowed to 
vote they would vote North Dakota wet and she 
had her figures; that women had not voted San 
Francisco dry, or Portland dry, or Chicago dry. 
Of course we had not voted on the question in 
Chicago, but that did not matter. Then we went 
to Montana, which is wet. They have it wet there 
because they want it wet, so that any argument 
that she could bring to bear upon them to prove 
that we would make North Dakota wet and keep 
it wet would have given us the state, but that 
would not work, so she brought out the figures 
out of her pocket to prove to the men of Montana 
that if women were allowed to vote in Montana 
they would vote Montana dry. She proved that 
in two years in Illinois they had voted ninety-six 
towns dry, and that at that rate we would soon 
get over Montana and have it dry. Then I went 
to Nebraska and as soon as I reached there a 
reporter came and asked me the question, “ How 
are the women going to vote on the prohibition 
question?” I said, “ I really don’t know. I know 
how we will vote in North Dakota, we will vote 
wet in North Dakota; in Montana we will vote 
dry, but how we will vote in Nebraska, I don’t 
know, but I will let you know just as soon as the 
lady from New Jersey comes.”

We will either vote as our husbands vote or we 
will not vote as our husbands vote. We either 
have time to vote or we don’t have time to vote. 
We will either not vote at all or we will vote all 
the time. It reminds me of the story of the old 
Irish woman who had twin boys and they were 
so much alike that the neighbors could not tell 
them apart, so one of the neighbors said, “ Now 
Mrs. Mahoney, you have two of the finest twin 
boys I ever saw in all my life, but how do you 
know them apart.” “Oh,” she says, “That’s easy 
enough, any one could tell them apart. When I 
want to know which is which I just put my finger 
in Patsey’s mouth and if he bites it is Mikey.”
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Now what does it matter whether the women 
will vote as their husbands do or will not vote; 
whether they have time or have not; or whether 
they will vote for prohibition or not. What has 
that to do with the fundamental question of 
democracy, no one has yet discovered. But they 
cannot argue on that; they cannot argue on the 
fundamental basis of our existence so that they 
have to get off on all of these side tricks to get 
anything approaching an argument. So they tell 
you that democracy is a form of government. It 
is not. It was before governments were; it will 
prevail when governments cease to be; it is more 
than a form of government; it is a great spiritual 
force emanating from the heart of the Infinite, 
transforming human character until some day, 
some day in the distant future, man by the power 
of the spirit of democracy, will be able to look 
back into the face of the Infinite and answer, as 
man can not answer today, “One is our Father, 
even God, and all we people are the children 
of one family.” And when democracy has taken 
possession of human lives no man will ask 
from him to grant to his neighbor, whether that 
neighbor be a man or woman; no man will then 
be willing to allow another man to rise to power 
on his shoulders, nor will he be willing to rise 
to power on the shoulders of another prostrate 
human being. But that has not yet taken posses-
sion of us, but some day we will be free, and we 
are getting nearer and nearer to it all the time; 
and never in the history of our country had the 
men and women of this nation a better right to 
approach it than they have today; never in the 
history of the nation did it stand out so splen-
didly as it stands today, and never ought we men 
and women to be more grateful for anything than 
that there presides in the White House today a 
man of peace.

As so our good friends go on with one thing after 
another and they say if women should vote they 
will have to sit on the jury and they ask whether 
we will like to see a woman sitting on a jury. I 
have seen some juries that ought to be sat on 
and I have seen some women that would be glad 

to sit on anything. When a woman stands up 
all day behind a counter, or when she stands all 
day doing a washing she is glad enough to sit; 
and when she stands for seventy-five cents she 
would like to sit for two dollars a day. But don’t 
you think we need some women on juries in 
this country? You read your paper and you read 
that one day last week or the week before or the 
week before a little girl went out to school and 
never came back; another little girl was sent on 
an errand and never came back; another little girl 
was left in charge of a little sister and her mother 
went out to work and when she returned the 
little girl was not there, and you read it over and 
over again, and the horror of it strikes you. You 
read that in these United States five thousand 
young girls go out and never come back, don’t 
you think that the men and women the vampires 
of our country who fatten and grow rich on 
the ignorance and innocence of children would 
rather face Satan himself than a jury of mothers. 
I would like to see some juries of mothers. I lived 
in the slums of Boston for three years and I know 
the need of juries of mothers.

Then they tell us that if women were permit-
ted to vote that they would take office, and you 
would suppose that we just took office in this 
country. There is a difference of getting an office 
in this country and in Europe. In England, a 
man stands for Parliament and in this country 
he runs for Congress, and so long as it is a ques-
tion of running for office I don’t think women 
have much chance, especially with our present 
hobbles. There are some women who want to 
hold office and I may as well own up. I am one 
of them. I have been wanting to hold office for 
more than thirty-five years. Thirty-five years ago 
I lived in the slums of Boston and ever since 
then I have wanted to hold office. I have applied 
to the major to be made an officer; I wanted 
to be the greatest office holder in the world, I 
wanted the position of the man I think is to be 
the most envied, as far as the ability to do good 
is concerned, and that is a policeman. I have 
always wanted to be a policeman and I have 
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applied to be appointed policeman and the very 
first question that was asked me was, “Could 
you knock a man down and take him to jail?” 
That is some people’s idea of the highest ser-
vice that a policeman can render a community. 
Knock somebody down and take him to jail! My 
idea is not so much to arrest criminals, as it is 
to prevent crime. That is what is needed in the 
police force of every community. When I lived 
for three years in the back alleys of Boston. I saw 
there that it was needed to prevent crime and 
from that day? This I believe there is no great 
public gathering of any sort whatever where we 
do not need women on the police force; we need 
them at every moving picture show, every dance 
house, every restaurant, every hotel, and every 
great store with a great bargain counter and 
every park and every resort where the vampires 
who fatten on the crimes and vices of men and 
women gather. We need women on the police 
force and we will have them there some day.

If women vote, will they go to war? They are 
great on having us fight. They tell you that the 
government rests on force, but there are a great 
many kinds of force in this world, and never 
in the history of man were the words of the 
Scriptures proved to the extent that they are 
today, that the men of the nation that lives by 
the sword shall die by the sword. When I was 
speaking in North Dakota from an automobile 
with a great crowd and a great number of men 
gathered around a man who had been sitting in 
front of a store whittling a stick called out to 
another man and asked if women get the vote 
will they go over to Germany and fight the Ger-
mans? I said, “Why no, why should we go over 
to Germany and fight Germans?” “If Germans 
come over here would you fight?” I said, “Why 
should we women fight men, but if Germany 
should send an army of women over here, then 
we would show you what we would do. We 
would go down and meet them and say, “Come 
on, let’s go up to the opera house and talk this 
matter over.” It might grow wearisome but it 
would not be death.

Would it not be better if the heads of the govern-
ments in Europe had talked things over? What 
might have happened to the world if a dozen men 
had gotten together in Europe and settled the 
awful controversy, which is today discriminating 
the nations of Europe? We women got together 
there last year, over in Rome, the delegates from 
twenty-eight different nations of women, and for 
two weeks we discussed problems which had 
like interests to us all. They were all kinds of 
Protestants, both kinds of Catholics, Roman, and 
Greek, three were Jews and Mohamedans, but we 
were not there to discuss our different religious 
beliefs, but we were there to discuss the things 
that were of vital importance to us all, and at the 
end of the two weeks, after the discussions were 
over we passed a great number of resolutions. 
We discussed white slavery, the immigration 
laws, we discussed the spread of contagious and 
infectious diseases; we discussed various forms 
of education, and various forms of juvenile 
criminals, every question which every nation has 
to meet, and at the end of two weeks we passed 
many resolutions, but two of them were passed 
unanimously. One was presented by myself as 
Chairman on the Committee on Suffrage and on 
that resolution we called upon all civilizations 
of the world to give to women equal rights with 
men and there was not a dissenting vote.

The other resolution was on peace. We believed 
then and many of us believe today, notwithstand-
ing all the discussion that is going on, we believe 
and we will continue to believe that prepared-
ness for war is an incentive to war, and the only 
hope of permanent peace is the systematic and 
scientific disarmament of all the nations of the 
world, and we passed a resolution and passed it 
unanimously to that effect. A few days afterward 
I attended a large reception given by the Ameri-
can ambassador, and there was an Italian diplo-
mat there and he spoke rather superciliously and 
said, “You women think you have been having a 
very remarkable convention, and I understand 
that a resolution on peace was offered by the 
Germans, the French women seconded it, and 
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the British presiding presented it and it was car-
ried unanimously.” We none of us dreamed what 
was taking place at that time, but he knew and 
we learned it before we arrived home, that awful, 
awful thing that was about to sweep over the 
nations of the world. The American ambassador 
replied to the Italian diplomat and said, “Yes, 
Prince, it was a remarkable convention, and it 
is a remarkable thing that the only people who 
can get together internationally and discuss their 
various problems without acrimony and without 
a sword at their side are the women of the world, 
but we men, even when we go to the Hague to 
discuss peace, we go with a sword dangling at 
our side.” It is remarkable that even at this age 
men can not discuss international problems and 
discuss them in peace.

When I turned away from that place up in North 
Dakota that man in the crowd called out again, 
just as we were leaving, and said, “Well what 
does a woman know about war anyway?” I had 
read my paper that morning and I knew what 
the awful headline was, and I saw a gentleman 
standing in the crowd with a paper in his pocket, 
and I said, “Will that gentleman hold the paper 
up.” And he held it up, and the headline read, 
“250,000 Men Killed Since the War Began”. I 
said, “You ask me what a woman knows about 
war? No woman can read that line and compre-
hend the awful horror; no woman knows the 
significance of 250,000 dead men, but you tell 
me that one man lay dead and I might be able to 
tell you something of its awful meaning to one 
woman. I would know that years before a woman 
whose heart beat in unison with her love and her 
desire for motherhood walked day by day with 
her face to an open grave, with courage, which 
no man has ever surpassed, and if she did not 
fill that grave, if she lived, and if there was laid 
in her arms a tiny little bit of helpless humanity, 
I would know that there went out from her soul 
such a cry of thankfulness as none save a mother 
could know. And then I would know, what men 
have not yet learned that women are human; that 
they have human hopes and human passions, 

aspirations and desires as men have, and I would 
know that that mother had laid aside all those 
hopes and aspirations for herself, laid them aside 
for her boy, and if after years had passed by she 
forgot her nights of sleeplessness and her days 
of fatiguing toil in her care of her growing boy, 
and when at last he became a man and she stood 
looking up into his eyes and beheld him, bone 
of her bone and flesh of her flesh, for out of her 
woman’s life she had carved twenty beautiful 
years that went into the making of a man; and 
there he stands, the most wonderful thing in all 
the world; for in all the Universe of God there is 
nothing more sublimely wonderful than a strong 
limbed, clean hearted, keen brained, aggressive 
young man, standing as he does on the border 
line of life, ready to reach out and grapple with 
its problems. O, how wonderful he is, and he is 
hers. She gave her life for him, and in an hour 
this country calls him out and in an hour he lies 
dead; that wonderful, wonderful thing lies dead; 
and sitting by his side, that mother looking into 
the dark years to come knows that when her son 
died her life’s hope died with him, and in the face 
of that wretched motherhood, what man dare ask 
what a woman knows of war. And that is not all. 
Read your papers, you can not read it because it 
is not printable; you cannot tell it because it is 
not speakable, you cannot even think it because 
it is not thinkable, the horrible crimes perpe-
trated against women by the blood drunken men 
of the war.

You read your paper again and the second head-
lines read, “It Costs Twenty Millions of Dollars a 
Day,” for what? To buy the material to slaughter 
the splendid results of civilization of the centu-
ries. Men whom it has taken centuries to build 
up and make into great scientific forces of brain, 
the flower of the manhood of the great nations of 
Europe, and we spend twenty millions of dollars 
a day to blot out all the results of civilization of 
hundreds and hundreds of years. And what do 
we do? We lay a mortgage on every unborn child 
for a hundred and more years to come. Mortgage 
his brain, his brawn, and every pulse of his heart 
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in order to pay the debt, to buy the material to 
slaughter the men of our country. And that is not 
all, the greatest crime of war is the crime against 
the unborn. Read what they are doing. They are 
calling out every man, every young man, and 
every virile man from seventeen to forty-five or 
fifty years old; they are calling them out. All the 
splendid scientific force and energy of the splen-
did virile manhood are being called out to be 
food for the cannon, and they are leaving behind 
the degenerate, defective imbecile, the unfit, the 
criminals, the diseased to be the fathers of chil-
dren yet to be born. The crime of crimes of the 
war is the crime against the unborn children, and 
in the face of the fact that women are driven out 
of the home shall men ask if women shall fight if 
they are permitted to vote.

No, we women do not want the ballot in order 
that we may fight, but we do want the ballot in 
order that we may help men to keep from fight-
ing, whether it is in the home or in the state, 
just as the home is not without the man, so the 
state is not without the woman, and you can 
no more build up homes without men than you 
can build up the state without women. We are 
needed everywhere where human problems are 
to be solved. Men and women must go through 
this world together from the cradle to the grave; 
it is God’s way and the fundamental principle of 
a Republican form of government.

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.
net. Available online. URL: http://www.sojust.net/
speeches/anna_shaw_republic.html.

8. “THE CRISIS”
CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT, SEPTEMBER 7, 1916, 
ATLANTIC CITY, NEW JERSEY

I have taken for my subject, “The Crisis,” because 
I believe that a crisis has come in our movement 
which, if recognized and the opportunity seized 
with vigor, enthusiasm and will, means the final 
victory of our great cause in the very near future. 
I am aware that some suffragists do not share 

this belief; they see no signs nor symptoms today 
which were not present yesterday; no manifesta-
tions in the year 1916 which differ significantly 
from those in the year 1910. To them, the move-
ment has been a steady, normal growth from the 
beginning and must so continue until the end. 
I can only defend my claim with the plea that 
it is better to imagine a crisis where none exists 
than to fail to recognize one when it comes; for 
a crisis is a culmination of events which calls for 
new considerations and new decisions. A failure 
to answer the call may mean an opportunity lost, 
a possible victory postponed.

The object of the life of an organized movement 
is to secure its aim. Necessarily, it must obey the 
law of evolution and pass through the stages of 
agitation and education and finally through the 
stage of realization. As one has put it: “A new 
idea floats in the air over the heads of the people 
and for a long, indefinite period evades their 
understanding but, by and by, when through 
familiarity, human vision grows clearer, it is 
caught out of the clouds and crystalized into 
law.” Such a period comes to every movement 
and is its crisis. In my judgment, that crucial 
moment, bidding us to renewed consecration 
and redoubled activity has come to our cause. I 
believe our victory hangs within our grasp, invit-
ing us to pluck it out of the clouds and establish 
it among the good things of the world.

If this be true, the time is past when we should 
say: “Men and women of America, look upon 
that wonderful idea up there; see, one day it will 
come down.” Instead, the time has come to shout 
aloud in every city, village and hamlet, and in 
tones so clear and jubilant that they will rever-
berate from every mountain peak and echo from 
shore to shore: “The woman’s Hour has struck.” 
Suppose suffragists as a whole do not believe a 
crisis has come and do not extend their hands 
to grasp the victory, what will happen? Why, we 
shall all continue to work and our cause will 
continue to hang, waiting for those who pos-
sess a clearer vision and more daring enterprise. 
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On the other hand, suppose we reach out with 
united earnestness and determination to grasp 
our victory while it still hangs a bit too high? Has 
any harm been done? None!

Therefore, fellow suffragists, I invite your atten-
tion to the signs which point to a crisis and your 
consideration of plans for turning the crisis into 
victory.

FIRST: We are passing through a world crisis. All 
thinkers of every land tell us so; and that nothing 
after the great war will be as it was before. Those 
who profess to know, claim that 100 millions of 
dollars are being spent on the war every day and 
that 2 years of war have cost 50 billions of dollars 
or 10 times more than the total expense of the 
American Civil War. Our own country has sent 
35 millions of dollars abroad for relief expenses.

Were there no other effects to come from the 
world’s war, the transfer of such unthinkably vast 
sums of money from the usual avenues to those 
wholly abnormal would give so severe a jolt to 
organized society that it would vibrate around 
the world and bring untold changes in its wake.

But three and a half millions of lives have been 
lost. The number becomes the more impressive 
when it is remembered that the entire popula-
tion of the American Colonies was little more 
than three and one-half millions. These losses 
have been the lives of men within the age of 
economic production. They have been taken 
abruptly from the normal business of the world 
and every human activity from that of the hum-
blest, unskilled labor to art, science and litera-
ture has been weakened by their loss. Millions of 
other men will go to their homes, blind, crippled 
and incapacitated to do the work they once per-
formed. The stability of human institutions has 
never before suffered so tremendous a shock. 
Great men are trying to think out the conse-
quences but one and all proclaim that no imagi-
nation can find color or form bold enough to 
paint the picture of the world after the war. Brit-

ish and Russian, German and Austrian, French 
and Italian agree that it will lead to social and 
political revolution throughout the entire world. 
Whatever comes, they further agree that the war 
presages a total change in the status of women.

A simple-minded man in West Virginia, when 
addressed upon the subject of woman suffrage 
in that State, replied, “We’ve been so used to 
keepin’ our women down, ‘twould seem queer 
not to.” He expressed what greater men feel but 
do not say. Had the wife of that man spoken in 
the same clear-thinking fashion, she would have 
said, “We women have been so used to being 
kept down that it would seem strange to get up. 
Nature intended women for door-mats.” Had she 
so expressed herself, these two would have put 
the entire anti-suffrage argument in a nut-shell.

In Europe, from the Polar Circle to the Aegean 
Sea, women have risen as though to answer 
that argument. Everywhere they have taken the 
places made vacant by men and in so doing, they 
have grown in self-respect and in the esteem of 
their respective nations. In every land, the people 
have reverted to the primitive division of labor 
and while the men have gone to war, women 
have cultivated the fields in order that the army 
and nation may be fed. No army can succeed and 
no nation can endure without food; those who 
supply it are a war power and a peace power.

Women by the thousands have knocked at the 
doors of munition factories and, in the name of 
patriotism, have begged for the right to serve 
their country there. Their services were accepted 
with hesitation but the experiment once made, 
won reluctant but universal praise. An offi-
cial statement recently issued in Great Britain 
announced that 660,000 women were engaged 
in making munitions in that country alone. 
In a recent convention of munition workers, 
composed of men and women, a resolution was 
unanimously passed informing the government 
that they would forego vacations and holidays 
until the authorities announced that their muni-
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tion supplies were sufficient for the needs of the 
war and Great Britain pronounced the act the 
highest patriotism. Lord Derby addressed such a 
meeting and said, “When the history of the war 
is written, I wonder to whom the greatest credit 
will be given; to the men who went to fight or 
to the women who are working in a way that 
many people hardly believed that it was pos-
sible for them to work.” Lord Sydenham added 
his tribute. Said he, “It might fairly be claimed 
that women have helped to save thousands of 
lives and to change the entire aspect of the war. 
Wherever intelligence, care and close attention 
have been needed, women have distinguished 
themselves.” A writer in the London Times of 
July 18, 1916, said: “But, for women, the armies 
could not have held the field for a month; the 
national call to arms could not have been made 
or sustained; the country would have perished 
of inanition and disorganization. If, indeed, it be 
true that the people have been one, it is because 
the genius of women has been lavishly applied 
to the task of reinforcing and complementing the 
genius of men. The qualities of steady industry, 
adaptability, good judgement and concentration 
of mind which men do not readily associate with 
women have been conspicuous features.”

On fields of battle, in regular and improvised 
hospitals, women have given tender and skilled 
care to the wounded and are credited with the 
restoration of life to many, heroism and self-sac-
rifice have been frankly acknowledged by all the 
governments; but their endurance, their skill, 
the practicality of their service, seem for the first 
time, to have been recognized by governments 
as “war power.” So, thinking in war terms, great 
men have suddenly discovered that women 
are “war assets.” Indeed, Europe is realizing, 
as it never did before, that women are holding 
together the civilization for which men are fight-
ing. A great search-light has been thrown upon 
the business of nation-building and it has been 
demonstrated in every European land that it is 
a partnership with equal, but different responsi-
bilities resting upon the two partners.

It is not, however, in direct war work alone 
that the latent possibilities of women have been 
made manifest. In all the belligerent lands, 
women have found their way to high posts of 
administration where no women would have 
been trusted two years ago and the testimony is 
overwhelming that they have filled their posts 
with entire satisfaction to the authorities. They 
have dared to stand in pulpits (once too sacred 
to be touched by the unholy feet of a woman) 
and there, without protest, have appealed to the 
Father of All in behalf of their stricken lands. 
They have come out of the kitchen where there 
was too little to cook and have found a way to 
live by driving cabs, motors and streetcars. Many 
a woman has turned her hungry children over 
to a neighbor and has gone forth to find food 
for both mothers and both families of children 
and has found it in strange places and occupa-
tions. Many a drawing-room has been closed 
and the maid who swept and dusted it is now 
cleaning streets that the health of the city may 
be conserved. Many a woman who never before 
slept in a bed of her own making, or ate food not 
prepared by paid labor, is now sole mistress of 
parlor and kitchen.

In all the warring countries, women are post-
men, porters, railway conductors, ticket, switch 
and signal men. Conspicuous advertisements 
invite women to attend agricultural, milking 
and motor-car schools. They are employed as 
police in Great Britain and women detectives 
have recently been taken on the government 
staff. In Berlin, there are over 3,000 women 
streetcar conductors and 3,500 women are 
employed on the general railways. In every city 
and country, women are doing work for which 
they would have been considered incompetent 
two years ago.

The war will soon end and the armies will return 
to their native lands. To many a family, the men 
will never come back. The husband who returns 
to many a wife, will eat no bread the rest of his 
life save of her earning.
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What then, will happen after the war? Will the 
widows left with families to support cheerfully 
leave their well-paid posts for those command-
ing lower wages? Not without protest! Will 
the wives who now must support crippled 
husbands give up their skilled work and take 
up the occupations which were open to them 
before the war? Will they resignedly say: “The 
woman who has a healthy husband who can 
earn for her, has a right to tea and raisin cake, 
but the woman who earns for herself and a 
husband who has given his all to his country, 
must be content with butterless bread?” Not 
without protest! On the contrary, the economic 
axiom, denied and evaded for centuries, will be 
blazoned on every factory, counting house and 
shop: “Equal pay for equal work”; and com-
mon justice will slowly, but surely enforce that 
law. The European woman has risen. She may 
not realize it yet, but the woman “door-mat” in 
every land has unconsciously become a “door-
jamb”! She will have become accustomed to her 
new dignity by the time the men come home. 
She will wonder how she ever could have been 
content lying across the threshold now that 
she discovers the upright jamb gives so much 
broader and more normal a vision of things. 
The men returning may find the new order a 
bit queer but everything else will be strangely 
unfamiliar too, and they will soon grow accus-
tomed to all the changes together. The “jamb” 
will never descend into a “door-mat” again.

The male and female anti-suffragists of all lands 
will puff and blow at the economic change which 
will come to the women of Europe. They will 
declare it to be contrary to Nature and to God’s 
plan and that somebody ought to do something 
about it. Suffragists will accept the change as the 
inevitable outcome of an unprecedented world’s 
cataclysm over which no human agency had any 
control and will trust in God to adjust the altered 
circumstances to the eternal evolution of human 
society. They will remember that in the long run, 
all things work together for good, for progress 
and for human weal.

The economic change is bound to bring politi-
cal liberty. From every land, there comes the 
expressed belief that the war will be followed by 
a mighty, oncoming wave of democracy for it is 
now well known that the conflict has been one 
of governments, of kings and Czars, Kaisers and 
Emperors; not of peoples. The nations involved 
have nearly all declared that they are fighting to 
make an end of wars. New and higher ideals of 
governments and of the rights of the people under 
them, have grown enormously during the past 
two years. Another tide of political liberty, simi-
lar to that of 1848, but of a thousandfold greater 
momentum, is rising from battlefield and hospital, 
from camp and munitions factory, from home and 
church which, great men of many lands, tell us, is 
destined to sweep over the world. On the conti-
nent, the women say, “It is certain that the vote will 
come to men and women after the war, perhaps 
not immediately but soon. In Great Britain, which 
was the storm centre of the suffrage movement 
for some years before the war, hundreds of bitter, 
active opponents have confessed their conversion 
on account of the war services of women. Already, 
three great provinces of Canada, Manitoba, Alberta, 
and Saskatchawan [sic], have given universal suf-
frage to their women in sheer generous apprecia-
tion of their war work. Even Mr. Asquith, world 
renouned [sic] for his immovable opposition to 
the Parliamentary suffrage for British women, has 
given evidence of a change of view. Some months 
ago, he announced his amazement at the utterly 
unexpected skill, strength and resource devel-
oped by the women and his gratitude for their 
loyalty and devotion. Later, in reply to Mrs. Henry 
Fawcett, who asked if woman suffrage would be 
included in a proposed election bill, he said that 
when the war should end, such a measure would 
be considered without prejudice carried over from 
events prior to the war. A public statement issued 
by Mr. Asquith in August, was couched in such 
terms as to be interpreted by many as a pledge to 
include women in the next election bill.

In Great Britain, a sordid appeal which may 
prove the last straw to break the opposition to 
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woman suffrage, has been added to the enthu-
siastic appreciation of woman’s patriotism and 
practical service and to the sudden comprehen-
sion that motherhood is a national asset which 
must be protected at any price. A new voters’ list 
is contemplated. A parliamentary election should 
be held in September but the voters are scattered 
far and wide. The whole nation is agitated over 
the questions involved in making a new register. 
At the same time, there is a constant anxiety over 
war funds, as is prudent in a nation spending 50 
millions of dollars per day. It has been proposed 
that a large poll tax be assessed upon the voters 
of the new lists, whereupon a secondary proposal 
of great force has been offered and that is, that 
twice as much money would find its way into 
the public coffers were women added to the vot-
ers’ list. What nation, with compliments fresh 
spoken concerning women’s patriotism and effi-
ciency, could resist such an appeal?

So it happens that above the roar of cannon, the 
scream of shrapnel and the whirr of aeroplanes, 
one who listens may hear the cracking of the 
fetters which have long bound the European 
woman to outworn conventions. It has been a 
frightful price to pay but the fact remains that 
a womanhood, well started on the way to final 
emancipation, is destined to step forth from the 
war. It will be a bewildered, troubled and grief-
stricken womanhood with knotty problems of 
life to solve, but it will be freer to deal with them 
than women have ever been before.

“The Woman’s Hour has struck.” It has struck 
for the women of Europe and for those of all the 
world. The significance of the changed status 
of European women has not been lost upon the 
men and women of our land; our own people 
are not so unlearned in history, nor so lacking in 
National pride that they will allow the Republic 
to lag long behind the Empire, presided over by 
the descendant of George the Third. If they pos-
sess the patriotism and the sense of nationality 
which should be the inheritance of an American, 
they will not wait until the war is ended but will 

boldly lead in the inevitable march of democ-
racy, our own American specialty. Sisters, let me 
repeat, the Woman’s Hour has struck!

SECOND: As the most adamantine rock gives 
way under the constant dripping of water, so the 
opposition to woman suffrage in our own coun-
try has slowly disintegrated before the increasing 
strength of our movement. Turn backward the 
pages of our history! Behold, brave Abbie Kelley 
rotten-egged because she, a woman, essayed to 
speak in public. Behold the Polish Ernestine Rose 
startled that women of free America drew aside 
their skirts when she proposed that they should 
control their own property. Recall the saintly 
Lucretia Mott and the legal-minded Elizabeth 
Cady Stanton, turned out of the [W]orld’s Tem-
perance convention in London and conspiring 
together to free their sex from the world’s stupid 
oppressions. Remember the gentle, sweet-voiced 
Lucy Stone, egged because she publicly claimed 
that women had brains capable of education. 
Think upon Dr. Elizabeth Blackwell, snubbed and 
boycotted by other women because she proposed 
to study medicine. Behold Dr. Antoinette Brown 
Blackwell, standing in sweet serenity before an 
Assembly of howling clergymen, angry that she, 
a woman dared to attend a Temperance Conven-
tion as a delegate. Revere the intrepid Susan B. 
Anthony mobbed from Buffalo to Albany because 
she demanded fair play for women. These are 
they who builded with others the foundation of 
political liberty for American women. Those who 
came after only laid the stones in place. Yet, what 
a wearisome task even that has been! Think of 
the wonderful woman who has wandered from 
village to village, from city to city, for a genera-
tion compelling men and women to listen and 
to reflect by her matchless eloquence. Where in 
all the world’s history has any movement among 
men produced so invincible an advocate as our 
own Dr. Anna Howard Shaw? Those whom she 
has led to the light are Legion. Think, too, of 
the consecration, the self-denial, the never-fail-
ing constancy of that other noble soul set in 
a frail but unflinching body—the heroine we 
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know as Alice Stone Blackwell! A woman who 
never forgets, who detects the slightest flaw in 
the weapons of her adversary, who knows the 
most vulnerable spot in his armor, presides over 
the Woman’s Journal and, like a lamp in a light-
house, the rays of her intelligence, farsightedness 
and clear-thinking have enlightened the world 
concerning our cause. The names of hundreds 
of other brave souls spring to memory when we 
pause to review the long struggle.

The hands of many suffrage master-masons have 
long been stilled; the names of many who laid 
the stones have been forgotten. That does not 
matter. The main thing is that the edifice of 
woman’s liberty nears completion. It is strong, 
indestructible. All honor to the thousands who 
have helped in the building.

The four Corner-stones of the foundations were 
laid long years ago. We read upon the first: “We 
demand for women education, for not a high 
school or college is open to her”; upon the sec-
ond, “We demand for women religious liberty 
for in few churches is she permitted to pray or 
speak”; upon the third, “We demand for women 
the right to own property and an opportunity 
to earn an honest living. Only six, poorly-paid 
occupations are open to her, and if she is mar-
ried, the wages she earns are not hers”; upon the 
fourth, “We demand political freedom and its 
symbol, the vote.”

The stones in the foundation have long been 
overgrown with the moss and mould of time, 
and some there are who never knew they were 
laid. Of late, four cap-stones at the top have 
been set to match those in the base, and we read 
upon the first: “The number of women who are 
graduated from high schools, colleges and uni-
versities is legion”; upon the second, “The Chris-
tian Endeavor, that mighty, undenominational 
church militant, asks the vote for the women 
and the Methodist Episcopal Church, and many 
another, joins that appeal”; upon the third, “Bil-
lions of dollars worth of property are earned 

[and] owned by women; more than 8 millions 
of women are wage-earners. Every occupation is 
open to them”; upon the fourth: “Women vote in 
12 States; they share in the determination of 91 
electoral votes.”

After the cap-stones and cornice comes the roof. 
Across the empty spaces, the rooftree has been 
flung and fastened well in place. It is not made 
of stone but of two planks—planks in the plat-
form of the two majority parties, and these are 
well supported by planks in the platforms of all 
minority parties.

And we who are the builders of 1916, do we see 
a crisis? Standing upon these planks which are 
stretched across the top-most peak of this edifice 
of woman’s liberty, what shall we do? Over our 
heads, up there in the clouds, but tantalizing 
[sic] near, hangs the roof of our edifice—the vote. 
What is our duty? Shall we spend time in admir-
ing the capstones and cornice? Shall we lament 
the tragedies which accompanied the laying of 
the cornerstones? or, shall we, like the builders 
of old, chant, “Ho! all hands, all hands, heave 
to! All hands, heave to!” and while we chant, 
grasp the overhanging roof and with a long pull, 
a strong pull and a pull together, fix it in place 
forevermore?

Is the crisis real or imaginary? If it be real, it calls 
for action, bold, immediate and decisive.

Let us then take measure of our strength. Our 
cause has won the endorsement of all political 
parties. Every candidate for the presidency is a 
suffragist. It has won the endorsement of most 
churches; it has won the hearty approval of all 
great organizations of women. It was won the 
support of all reform movements; it has won 
the progressives of every variety. The majority 
of the press in most States is with us. Great men 
in every political party, church and movement 
are with us. The names of the greatest men and 
women of art, science, literature and philosophy, 
reform, religion and politics are on our lists. 

513-614_WmAmPolitics_bm.indd   564 11/29/07   12:48:38 PM



Primary Documents  565 

We have not won the reactionaries of any party, 
church or society, and we never will. From the 
beginning of things, there have been Antis. The 
Antis drove Moses out of Egypt; they crucified 
Christ who said, “Love thy neighbor as thyself” 
[Matt. 19:19, 22:39]; they have persecuted Jews 
in all parts of the world; they poisoned Socrates, 
the great philosopher; they cruelly persecuted 
Copernicus and Galileo, the first great scien-
tists; they burned Giordano Bruno at the stake 
because he believed the world was round; they 
burned Savonarola who warred upon church 
corruption; they burned Eufame McIlyane [sic] 
because she used an anaesthetic; they burned 
Joan d’Arc for a heretic; they have sent great men 
and women to Siberia to eat their hearts out in 
isolation; they burned in effigy William Lloyd 
Garrison; they egged Abbie Kelley and Lucy 
Stone and mobbed Susan B. Anthony. Yet, in pro-
portion to the enlightenment of their respective 
ages, these Antis were persons of intelligence 
and honest purpose. They were merely deaf to 
the call of Progress and were enraged because 
the world insisted upon moving on. Antis male 
and female there still are and will be to the end 
of time. Give to them a prayer of forgiveness for 
they know not what they do; and prepare for the 
forward march.

We have not won the ignorant and illiterate and 
we never can. They are too undeveloped men-
tally to understand that the institutions of today 
are not those of yesterday nor will be those of 
tomorrow.

We have not won the forces of evil and we 
never will. Evil has ever been timorous and sus-
picious of all change. It is an instinctive act of 
self-preservation which makes it fear and con-
sequently oppose votes for women. As the Hon. 
Champ Clark said the other day: “Some good 
and intelligent people are opposed to woman 
suffrage; but all the ignorant and evil-minded 
are against it.”

These three forces are the enemies of our cause.

Before the vote is won, there must and will be a 
gigantic final conflict between the forces of prog-
ress, righteousness and democracy and the forces 
of ignorance, evil and reaction. That struggle 
may be postponed, but it cannot be evaded or 
avoided. There is no question as to which side 
will be the victor.

Shall we play the coward, then, and leave the 
hard knocks for our daughters, or shall we throw 
ourselves into the fray, bare our own shoulders 
to the blows, and thus bequeath to them a politi-
cally liberated womanhood? We have taken note 
of our gains and of our resources and they are 
all we could wish. Before the final struggle, we 
must take cognizance of our weaknesses. Are 
we prepared to grasp the victory? Alas, no! our 
movement is like a great Niagara with a vast 
volume of water tumbling over its ledge but 
turning no wheel. Our organized machinery is 
set for the propagandistic stage and not for the 
seizure of victory. Our supporters are spreading 
the argument for our cause; they feel no sense 
of responsibility for the realization of our hopes. 
Our movement lacks cohesion, organization, 
unity and consequent momentum.

Behind us, in front of us, everywhere about 
us are suffragists—millions of them, but inac-
tive and silent. They have been “agitated and 
educated” and are with us in belief. There are 
thousands of women who have at one time or 
another been members of our organization but 
they have dropped out because, to them the 
movement seemed negative and pointless. Many 
have taken up other work whose results were 
more immediate. Philanthropy, charity, work for 
corrective laws of various kinds, temperance, 
relief for working women and numberless simi-
lar public services have called them. Others have 
turned to the pleasanter avenues of clubwork, art 
or literature.

There are thousands of other women who have 
never learned of the earlier struggles of our 
movement. They found doors of opportunity 
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open to them on every side. They found well-
paid posts awaiting the qualified woman and 
they have availed themselves of all these bless-
ings; almost without exception they believe in 
the vote but they feel neither gratitude to those 
who opened the doors through which they have 
entered to economic liberty nor any sense of 
obligation to open other doors for those who 
come after.

There are still others who, timorously looking 
over their shoulders to see if any listeners be 
near, will tell us they hope we will win and 
win soon but they are too frightened of Mother 
Grundy to help. There are others too occupied 
with the small things of life to help. They say 
they could find time to vote but not to work for 
the vote. There are men, too, millions of them, 
waiting to be called. These men and women 
are our reserves. They are largely unorganized 
and untrained soldiers with little responsibility 
toward our movement. Yet these reserves must 
be mobilized. The final struggle needs their 
numbers and the momentum those numbers 
will bring. Were never another convert made, 
there are suffragists enough in this country, if 
combined, to make so irresistible a driving force 
that victory might be seized at once.

How can it be done? By a simple change of mental 
attitude. If we are to seize the victory, that change 
must take place in this hall, here and now!

The old belief, which has sustained suffragists 
in many an hour of discouragement, “woman 
suffrage is bound to come,” must give way 
to the new, “The Woman’s Hour has struck.” 
The long drawn out struggle, the cruel hostil-
ity which, for years was arrayed against our 
cause, have accustomed suffragists to the idea 
of indefinite postponement but eventual vic-
tory. The slogan of a movements sets its pace. 
The old one counseled patience; it said, there 
is plenty of time; it pardoned sloth and half-
hearted effort. It set the pace of an educational 

campaign. The “Woman’s Hour has struck” sets 
the pace of a crusade which will have its way. It 
says: “Awake, arise, my sisters, let your hearts 
be filled with joy—the time of victory is here. 
Onward March.”

If you believe with me that a crisis has come to 
our movement—if you believe that the time for 
final action is now, if you catch the rosy tints of 
the coming day, what does it mean to you? Does it 
not give you a thrill of exaltation; does the blood 
not course more quickly through your veins; does 
it not bring a new sense of freedom, of joy and of 
determination? Is it not true that you who wanted 
a little time ago to lay down the work because 
you were weary with long service, now, under 
the compelling influence of a changed mental 
attitude, are ready to go on until the vote is won. 
The change is one of spirit! Aye, and the spiritual 
effect upon you will come to others. Let me bor-
row an expression from Hon. John Finlay: What 
our great movement needs now is a “mobiliza-
tion of spirit”—the jubilant, glad spirit of victory. 
Then let us sound a bugle call here and now to 
the women of the Nation: “The Woman’s Hour 
has struck.” Let the bugle sound from the suffrage 
headquarters of every State at the inauguration of 
a State campaign. Let the call go forth again and, 
again and yet again. Let it be repeated in every 
article written, in every speech made, in every 
conversation held. Let the bugle blow again and 
yet again. The Political emancipation of our sex 
call[s] you, women of, America, arise! Are you 
content that others shall pay the price of your 
liberty? Women in schools and counting house, 
in shops and on the farm, women in the home 
with babes at their breasts and women engaged 
in public careers will hear. The veins of American 
women are not filled with milk and water. They 
are neither cowards nor slackers. They will come. 
They only await the bugle call to learn that the 
final battle is on.

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.
net. Available online. URL: http://www.sojust.net/
speeches/catt_the_crisis.html.
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9. ADDRESS TO THE UNITED 
STATES CONGRESS

CARRIE CHAPMAN CATT, NOVEMBER 4, 1917

Woman suffrage is inevitable. Suffragists knew it 
before November 4, 1917; opponents afterward. 
Three distinct causes made it inevitable.

First, the history of our country. Ours is a nation 
born of revolution, of rebellion against a system of 
government so securely entrenched in the customs 
and traditions of human society that in 1776 it 
seemed impregnable. From the beginning of things, 
nations had been ruled by kings and for kings, 
while the people served and paid the cost. The 
American Revolutionists boldly proclaimed the 
heresies: “Taxation without representation is tyr-
anny.” “Governments derive their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.” The colonists won, 
and the nation which was established as a result 
of their victory has held unfailingly that these two 
fundamental principles of democratic government 
are not only the spiritual source of our national 
existence but have been our chief historic pride and 
at all times the sheet anchor of our liberties.

Eighty years after the Revolution, Abraham Lin-
coln welded those two maxims into a new one: 
“Ours is a government of the people, by the peo-
ple, and for the people.” Fifty years more passed 
and the president of the United States, Woodrow 
Wilson, in a mighty crisis of the nation, pro-
claimed to the world: “We are fighting for the 
things which we have always carried nearest to 
our hearts: for democracy, for the right of those 
who submit to authority to have a voice in their 
own government.”

All the way between these immortal aphorisms 
political leaders have declared unabated faith in 
their truth. Not one American has arisen to ques-
tion their logic in the 141 years of our national 
existence. However stupidly our country may 
have evaded the logical application at times, 
it has never swerved from its devotion to the 

theory of democracy as expressed by those two 
axioms. . . .

With such a history behind it, how can our nation 
escape the logic it has never failed to follow, 
when its last unenfranchised class calls for the 
vote? Behold our Uncle Sam floating the banner 
with one hand, “Taxation without representa-
tion is tyranny,” and with the other seizing the 
billions of dollars paid in taxes by women to 
whom he refuses “representation.” Behold him 
again, welcoming the boys of twenty-one and 
the newly made immigrant citizen to “a voice 
in their own government” while he denies that 
fundamental right of democracy to thousands of 
women public school teachers from whom many 
of these men learn all they know of citizenship 
and patriotism, to women college presidents, to 
women who preach in our pulpits, interpret law 
in our courts, preside over our hospitals, write 
books and magazines, and serve in every uplifting 
moral and social enterprise. Is there a single man 
who can justify such inequality of treatment, such 
outrageous discrimination? Not one. . . .

Second, the suffrage for women already estab-
lished in the United States makes women suf-
frage for the nation inevitable. When Elihu 
Root, as president of the American Society of 
International Law, at the eleventh annual meet-
ing in Washington, April 26, 1917, said, “The 
world cannot be half democratic and half auto-
cratic. It must be all democratic or all Prussian. 
There can be no compromise,” he voiced a gen-
eral truth. Precisely the same intuition has already 
taught the blindest and most hostile foe of woman 
suffrage that our nation cannot long continue a 
condition under which government in half its ter-
ritory rests upon the consent of half of the people 
and in the other half upon the consent of all the 
people; a condition which grants representation 
to the taxed in half of its territory and denies it in 
the other half a condition which permits women 
in some states to share in the election of the presi-
dent, senators, and representatives and denies 
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them that privilege in others. It is too obvious 
to require demonstration that woman suffrage, 
now covering half our territory, will eventually 
be ordained in all the nation. No one will deny 
it. The only question left is when and how will 
it be completely established.

Third, the leadership of the United States in world 
democracy compels the enfranchisement of its own 
women. The maxims of the Declaration were once 
called “fundamental principles of government.” 
They are now called “American principles” or even 
“Americanisms.” They have become the slogans of 
every movement toward political liberty the world 
around, of every effort to widen the suffrage for 
men or women in any land. Not a people, race, 
or class striving for freedom is there anywhere in 
the world that has not made our axioms the chief 
weapon of the struggle. More, all men and women 
the world around, with farsighted vision into the 
verities of things, know that the world tragedy of 
our day is not now being waged over the assassina-
tion of an archduke, nor commercial competition, 
nor national ambitions, nor the freedom of the 
seas. It is a death grapple between the forces which 
deny and those which uphold the truths of the 
Declaration of Independence. . . .

Do you realize that in no other country in the 
world with democratic tendencies is suffrage so 
completely denied as in a considerable number 
of our own states? There are thirteen black states 
where no suffrage for women exists, and four-
teen others where suffrage for women is more 
limited than in many foreign countries.

Do you realize that when you ask women to take 
their cause to state referendum you compel them 
to do this: that you drive women of education, 
refinement, achievement, to beg men who can-
not read for their political freedom?

Do you realize that such anomalies as a college 
president asking her janitor to give her a vote are 
overstraining the patience and driving women to 
desperation?

Do you realize that women in increasing num-
bers indignantly resent the long delay in their 
enfranchisement?

Your party platforms have pledged women suf-
frage. Then why not be honest, frank friends of 
our cause, adopt it in reality as your own, make it 
a party program, and “fight with us”? As a party 
measure—a measure of all parties—why not put 
the amendment through Congress and the legis-
latures? We shall all be better friends, we shall 
have a happier nation, we women will be free to 
support loyally the party of our choice, and we 
shall be far prouder of our history.

“There is one thing mightier than kings and 
armies”—aye, than Congresses and political par-
ties—“the power of an idea when its time has 
come to move.” The time for woman suffrage 
has come. The woman’s hour has struck. If par-
ties prefer to postpone action longer and thus do 
battle with this idea, they challenge the inevi-
table. The idea will not perish; the party which 
opposes it may. Every delay, every trick, every 
political dishonesty from now on will antago-
nize the women of the land more and more, and 
when the party or parties which have so delayed 
woman suffrage finally let it come, their sincer-
ity will be doubted and their appeal to the new 
voters will be met with suspicion. This is the 
psychology of the situation. Can you afford the 
risk? Think it over.

We know you will meet opposition. There are 
a few “women haters” left, a few “old males 
of the tribe,” as Vance Thompson calls them, 
whose duty they believe it to be to keep women 
in the places they have carefully picked out 
for them. Treitschke, made world famous by 
war literature, said some years ago, “Germany, 
which knows all about Germany and France, 
knows far better what is good for Alsace-Lor-
raine than that miserable people can possibly 
know.” A few American Treitschkes we have 
who know better than women what is good 
for them. There are women, too, with “slave 
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souls” and “clinging vines” for backbones. 
There are female dolls and male dandies. But 
the world does not wait for such as these, nor 
does liberty pause to heed the plaint of men 
and women with a grouch. She does not wait 
for those who have a special interest to serve, 
nor a selfish reason for depriving other people 
of freedom. Holding her torch aloft, liberty is 
pointing the way onward and upward and say-
ing to America, “Come.”

To you and the supporters of our cause in Senate 
and House, and the number is large, the suffrag-
ists of the nation express their grateful thanks. 
This address is not meant for you. We are more 
truly appreciative of all you have done than any 
words can express. We ask you to make a last, 
hard fight for the amendment during the pres-
ent session. Since last we asked a vote on this 
amendment, your position has been fortified by 
the addition to suffrage territory of Great Britain, 
Canada, and New York.

Some of you have been too indifferent to give 
more than casual attention to this question. It 
is worthy of your immediate consideration. A 
question big enough to engage the attention of 
our allies in wartime is too big a question for you 
to neglect.

Some of you have grown old in party service. 
Are you willing that those who take your places 
by and by shall blame you for having failed to 
keep pace with the world and thus having lost 
for them a party advantage? Is there any real gain 
for you, for your party, for your nation by delay? 
Do you want to drive the progressive men and 
women out of your party?

Some of you hold to the doctrine of states’ rights 
as applying to woman suffrage. Adherence to 
that theory will keep the United States far behind 
all other democratic nations upon this question. 
A theory which prevents a nation from keeping 
up with the trend of world progress cannot be 
justified.

Gentlemen, we hereby petition you, our only 
designated representatives, to redress our griev-
ances by the immediate passage of the Federal 
Suffrage Amendment and to use your influence 
to secure its ratification in your own state, in 
order that the women of our nation may be 
endowed with political freedom before the next 
presidential election, and that our nation may 
resume its world leadership in democracy.

Woman suffrage is coming—you know it. Will 
you, Honorable Senators and Members of the 
House of Representatives, help or hinder it?

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.
net. Available online. URL: http://www.sojust.net/
speeches/catt_congress.html.

10. U.S. CONSTITUTION: 
NINETEENTH AMENDMENT

WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE RIGHTS, 1920

Section 1. The right of the citizens of the United 
States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by 
the United States or by any State on account of 
sex.

Section 2. Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.

Source: Accessed at Legal Information Institute, 
Cornell Law School. Available online. URL: http://
www.law.cornell.edu/constitution/constitution.
amendmentxix.html.

11. “A MORAL NECESSITY FOR 
BIRTH CONTROL”

MARGARET SANGER ON BEHALF OF THE AMERICAN 
BIRTH CONTROL LEAGUE, NOVEMBER 18, 1921, 
NEW YORK CITY

The meeting tonight is a postponement of one 
which was to have taken place at the Town Hall 
last Sunday evening. It was to be a culmination of 
a three day conference, two of which were held at 
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the Hotel Plaza, in discussing the Birth Control 
subject in its various and manifold aspects.

The one issue upon which there seems to be most 
uncertainty and disagreement exists in the moral 
side of the subject of Birth Control. It seemed 
only natural for us to call together scientists, 
educators, members of the medical profession 
and the theologians of all denominations to ask 
their opinion upon this uncertain and important 
phase of the controversy. Letters were sent to the 
most eminent men and women in the world. We 
asked in this letter, the following questions:

1.  Is over-population a menace to the peace of 
the world?

2.  Would the legal dissemination of scien-
tific Birth Control information through the 
medium of clinics by the medical profession 
be the most logical method of checking the 
problem of over-population?

3.  Would knowledge of Birth Control change the 
moral attitude of men and women toward the 
marriage bond or lower the moral standards 
of the youth of the country?

4.  Do you believe that knowledge which enables 
parents to limit the families will make for 
human happiness, and raise the moral, social 
and intellectual standards of population?

We sent such a letter not only to those who, we 
thought, might agree with us, but we sent it also 
to our known opponents. Most of these people 
answered. Every one who answered did so with 
sincerity and courtesy, with the exception of one 
group whose reply to this important question 
as demonstrated at the Town Hall last Sunday 
evening was a disgrace to liberty-loving people, 
and to all traditions we hold dear in the United 
States. I believed that the discussion of the moral 
issue was one which did not solely belong to 
theologians and to scientists, but belonged to the 
people. And because I believed that the people 
of this country may and can discuss this subject 
with dignity and with intelligence I desired to 
bring them together, and to discuss it in the 
open.

When one speaks of moral, one refers to human 
conduct. This implies action of many kinds, which 
in turn depends upon the mind and the brain. So 
that in speaking of morals one must remember 
that there is a direct connection between moral-
ity and brain development. Conduct is said to be 
action in pursuit of ends, and if this is so, then we 
must hold the irresponsibility and recklessness in 
our action is immoral, while responsibility and 
forethought put into action for the benefit of the 
individual and the race becomes in the highest 
sense the finest kind of morality.

We know that every advance that woman has 
made in the last half century has been made with 
opposition, all of which has been based upon 
the grounds of immorality. When women fought 
for higher education, it was said that this would 
cause her to become immoral and she would 
lose her place in the sanctity of the home. When 
women asked for the franchise it was said that 
this would lower her standard of morals, that it 
was not fit that she should meet with and mix 
with the members of the opposite sex, but we 
notice that there was no objection to her meeting 
with the same members of the opposite sex when 
she went to church.

The church has ever opposed the progress of 
woman on the ground that her freedom would 
lead to immorality. We ask the church to have 
more confidence in women. We ask the oppo-
nents of this movement to reverse the methods 
of the church, which aims to keep women moral 
by keeping them in fear and in ignorance, and to 
inculcate into them a higher and truer morality 
based upon knowledge. And ours is the morality 
of knowledge. If we cannot trust woman with 
the knowledge of her own body, then I claim that 
two thousand years of Christian teaching has 
proved to be a failure.

We stand on the principle that Birth Control 
should be available to every adult man and 
woman. We believe that every adult man and 
woman should be taught the responsibility and 
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the right use of knowledge. We claim that 
woman should have the right over her own body 
and to say if she shall or if she shall not be a 
mother, as she sees fit. We further claim that the 
first right of a child is to be desired. While the 
second right is that it should be conceived in 
love, and the third, that it should have a heritage 
of sound health.

Upon these principles the Birth Control move-
ment in America stands. When it comes to 
discussing the methods of Birth Control, that is 
far more difficult. There are laws in this country 
which forbid the imparting of practical informa-
tion to the mothers of the land. We claim that 
every mother in this country, either sick or well, 
has the right to the best, the safest, the most 
scientific information. This information should 
be disseminated directly to the mothers through 
clinics by members of the medical profession, 
registered nurses and registered midwives.

Our first step is to have the backing of the medical 
profession so that our laws may be changed, so that 
motherhood may be the function of dignity and 
choice, rather than one of ignorance and chance. 
Conscious control of offspring is now becoming 
the ideal and the custom in all civilized countries. 
Those who oppose it claim that however desirable 
it may be on economic or social grounds, it may be 
abused and the morals of the youth of the country 
may be lowered. Such people should be reminded 
that there are two points to be considered. First, 
that such control is the inevitable advance in civi-
lization. Every civilization involves an increasing 
forethought for others, even for those yet unborn. 
The reckless abandonment of the impulse of the 
moment and the careless regard for the conse-
quences, is not morality. The selfish gratification 
of temporary desire at the expense of suffering to 
lives that will come may seem very beautiful to 
some, but it is not our conception of civilization, 
or is it our concept of morality.

In the second place, it is not only inevitable, 
but it is right to control the size of the family 

for by this control and adjustment we can raise 
the level and the standards of the human race. 
While Nature’s way of reducing her numbers is 
controlled by disease, famine and war, primitive 
man has achieved the same results by infan-
ticide, exposure of infants, the abandonment 
of children, and by abortion. But such ways of 
controlling population is no longer possible 
for us. We have attained high standards of life, 
and along the lines of science must we conduct 
such control. We must begin farther back and 
control the beginnings of life. We must control 
conception. This is a better method, it is a more 
civilized method, for it involves not only greater 
forethought for others, but finally a higher sanc-
tion for the value of life itself.

Society is divided into three groups. Those intel-
ligent and wealthy members of the upper classes 
who have obtained knowledge of Birth Control 
and exercise it in regulating the size of their 
families. They have already benefited by this 
knowledge, and are today considered the most 
respectable and moral members of the commu-
nity. They have only children when they desire, 
and all society points to them as types that 
should perpetuate their kind.

The second group is equally intelligent and 
responsible. They desire to control the size of 
their families, but are unable to obtain knowl-
edge or to put such available knowledge into 
practice.

The third are those irresponsible and reckless 
ones having little regard for the consequence of 
their acts, or whose religious scruples prevent 
their exercising control over their numbers. 
Many of this group are diseased, feeble-minded, 
and are of the pauper element dependent entirely 
upon the normal and fit members of society for 
their support. There is no doubt in the minds of 
all thinking people that the procreation of this 
group should be stopped. For if they are not able 
to support and care for themselves, they should 
certainly not be allowed to bring offspring into 
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this world for others to look after. We do not 
believe that filling the earth with misery, poverty 
and disease is moral. And it is our desire and 
intention to carry on our crusade until the per-
petuation of such conditions has ceased.

We desire to stop at its source the disease, 
poverty and feeble-mindedness and insanity 
which exist today, for these lower the standards 
of civilization and make for race deterioration. 
We know that the masses of people are growing 
wiser and are using their own minds to decide 
their individual conduct. The more people of 
this kind we have, the less immorality shall 
exist. For the more responsible people grow, 
the higher do they and shall they attain real 
morality.

Source: Accessed at American Rhetoric.com. Available 
online. URL: http://www.americanrhetoric.com/
speeches/margaretsangermoralityofbirthcontrol.htm.

12. DECLARATION OF 
CONSCIENCE

MARGARET CHASE SMITH, JUNE 1, 1950, 
WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. President:

I would like to speak briefly and simply about a 
serious national condition. It is a national feel-
ing of fear and frustration that could result in 
national suicide and the end of everything that 
we Americans hold dear. It is a condition that 
comes from the lack of effective leadership in 
either the Legislative Branch or the Executive 
Branch of our Government.

That leadership is so lacking that serious and 
responsible proposals are being made that 
national advisory commissions be appointed to 
provide such critically needed leadership.

I speak as briefly as possible because too much 
harm has already been done with irresponsible 
words of bitterness and selfish political oppor-

tunism. I speak as briefly as possible because the 
issue is too great to be obscured by eloquence. 
I speak simply and briefly in the hope that my 
words will be taken to heart.

I speak as a Republican. I speak as a woman. I 
speak as a United States Senator. I speak as an 
American.

The United States Senate has long enjoyed world-
wide respect as the greatest deliberative body in 
the world. But recently that deliberative character 
has too often been debased to the level of a forum 
of hate and character assassination sheltered by 
the shield of congressional immunity.

It is ironical that we Senators can in debate in 
the Senate directly or indirectly, by any form 
of words, impute to any American who is not 
a Senator any conduct or motive unworthy or 
unbecoming an American—and without that 
non-Senator American having any legal redress 
against us—yet if we say the same thing in the 
Senate about our colleagues we can be stopped 
on the grounds of being out of order.

It is strange that we can verbally attack anyone 
else without restraint and with full protection 
and yet we hold ourselves above the same type 
of criticism here on the Senate Floor. Surely the 
United States Senate is big enough to take self-
criticism and self-appraisal. Surely we should be 
able to take the same kind of character attacks 
that we “dish out” to outsiders.

I think that it is high time for the United States 
Senate and its members to do some soul-search-
ing—for us to weigh our consciences—on the 
manner in which we are performing our duty to 
the people of America—on the manner in which 
we are using or abusing our individual powers 
and privileges.

I think that it is high time that we remembered 
that we have sworn to uphold and defend the 
Constitution. I think that it is high time that we 
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remembered that the Constitution, as amended, 
speaks not only of the freedom of speech but also 
of trial by jury instead of trial by accusation.

Whether it be a criminal prosecution in court 
or a character prosecution in the Senate, there 
is little practical distinction when the life of a 
person has been ruined.

Those of us who shout the loudest about Ameri-
canism in making character assassinations are 
all too frequently those who, by our own words 
and acts, ignore some of the basic principles of 
Americanism:

The right to criticize;
The right to hold unpopular beliefs;
The right to protest;
The right of independent thought.

The exercise of these rights should not cost one 
single American citizen his reputation or his 
right to a livelihood nor should he be in danger 
of losing his reputation or livelihood merely 
because he happens to know someone who holds 
unpopular beliefs. Who of us doesn’t? Otherwise 
none of us could call our souls our own. Other-
wise thought control would have set in.

The American people are sick and tired of being 
afraid to speak their minds lest they be politi-
cally smeared as “Communists” or “Fascists” by 
their opponents. Freedom of speech is not what 
it used to be in America. It has been so abused by 
some that it is not exercised by others.

The American people are sick and tired of see-
ing innocent people smeared and guilty peo-
ple whitewashed. But there have been enough 
proved cases, such as the Amerasia case, the Hiss 
case, the Coplon case, the Gold case, to cause 
the nationwide distrust and strong suspicion that 
there may be something to the unproved, sensa-
tional accusations.

As a Republican, I say to my colleagues on this 
side of the aisle that the Republican Party faces a 

challenge today that is not unlike the challenge 
that it faced back in Lincoln’s day. The Republi-
can Party so successfully met that challenge that 
it emerged from the Civil War as the champion 
of a united nation—in addition to being a Party 
that unrelentingly fought loose spending and 
loose programs.

Today our country is being psychologically 
divided by the confusion and the suspicions that 
are bred in the United States Senate to spread like 
cancerous tentacles of “know nothing, suspect 
everything” attitudes. Today we have a Demo-
cratic Administration that has developed a mania 
for loose spending and loose programs. History is 
repeating itself—and the Republican Party again 
has the opportunity to emerge as the champion 
of unity and prudence.

The record of the present Democratic Adminis-
tration has provided us with sufficient campaign 
issues without the necessity of resorting to politi-
cal smears. America is rapidly losing its posi-
tion as leader of the world simply because the 
Democratic Administration has pitifully failed to 
provide effective leadership.

The Democratic Administration has completely 
confused the American people by its daily con-
tradictory grave warnings and optimistic assur-
ances—that show the people that our Democratic 
Administration has no idea of where it is going.

The Democratic Administration has greatly lost 
the confidence of the American people by its 
complacency to the threat of communism here 
at home and the leak of vital secrets to Russia 
though key officials of the Democratic Adminis-
tration. There are enough proved cases to make 
this point without diluting our criticism with 
unproved charges.

Surely these are sufficient reasons to make it 
clear to the American people that it is time for 
a change and that a Republican victory is neces-
sary to the security of this country. Surely it is 
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clear that this nation will continue to suffer as 
long as it is governed by the present ineffective 
Democratic Administration.

Yet to displace it with a Republican regime 
embracing a philosophy that lacks political integ-
rity or intellectual honesty would prove equally 
disastrous to this nation. The nation sorely needs 
a Republican victory. But I don’t want to see the 
Republican Party ride to political victory on the 
Four Horsemen of Calumny—Fear, Ignorance, 
Bigotry, and Smear.

I doubt if the Republican Party could—simply 
because I don’t believe the American people will 
uphold any political party that puts political 
exploitation above national interest. Surely we 
Republicans aren’t that desperate for victory.

I don’t want to see the Republican Party win 
that way. While it might be a fleeting victory for 
the Republican Party, it would be a more lasting 
defeat for the American people. Surely it would 
ultimately be suicide for the Republican Party 
and the two-party system that has protected our 
American liberties from the dictatorship of a one 
party system.

As members of the Minority Party, we do not 
have the primary authority to formulate the 
policy of our Government. But we do have the 
responsibility of rendering constructive criti-
cism, of clarifying issues, of allaying fears by 
acting as responsible citizens.

As a woman, I wonder how the mothers, wives, 
sisters, and daughters feel about the way in 
which members of their families have been 
politically mangled in the Senate debate—and I 
use the word “debate” advisedly.

As a United States Senator, I am not proud of the 
way in which the Senate has been made a public-
ity platform for irresponsible sensationalism. I 
am not proud of the reckless abandon in which 

unproved charges have been hurled from this 
side of the aisle. I am not proud of the obviously 
staged, undignified countercharges that have 
been attempted in retaliation from the other side 
of the aisle.

I don’t like the way the Senate has been made a 
rendezvous for vilification, for selfish political 
gain at the sacrifice of individual reputations 
and national unity. I am not proud of the way we 
smear outsiders from the Floor of the Senate and 
hide behind the cloak of congressional immunity 
and still place ourselves beyond criticism on the 
Floor of the Senate.

As an American, I am shocked at the way Repub-
licans and Democrats alike are playing directly 
into the Communist design of “confuse, divide, 
and conquer.” As an American, I don’t want 
a Democratic Administration “whitewash” or 
“cover-up” any more than a want a Republican 
smear or witch hunt.

As an American, I condemn a Republican “Fas-
cist” just as much I condemn a Democratic 
“Communist.” I condemn a Democrat “Fascist” 
just as much as I condemn a Republican “Com-
munist.” They are equally dangerous to you and 
me and to our country. As an American, I want to 
see our nation recapture the strength and unity 
it once had when we fought the enemy instead 
of ourselves.

It is with these thoughts that I have drafted what 
I call a “Declaration of Conscience.” I am grati-
fied that Senator Tobey, Senator Aiken, Senator 
Morse, Senator Ives, Senator Thye, and Senator 
Hendrickson have concurred in that declara-
tion and have authorized me to announce their 
concurrence.

Source: Accessed at Gift of Speech: Women’s 
Speeches from Around the World, Sweetbriar 
College. Available online. URL: http://gos.sbc.edu/s/
chasesmith.html.
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13. THE NATIONAL ORGANIZATION 
FOR WOMEN’S 1966 STATEMENT 
OF PURPOSE

NOTE: This is a historic document, which was 
adopted at NOW’s fi rst National Conference in 
Washington, D.C., on October 29, 1966. The words 
are those of the 1960s, and do not refl ect current 
language or NOW’s current priorities.

We, men and women who hereby constitute our-
selves as the National Organization for Women, 
believe that the time has come for a new move-
ment toward true equality for all women in 
America, and toward a fully equal partnership of 
the sexes, as part of the world-wide revolution 
of human rights now taking place within and 
beyond our national borders.

The purpose of NOW is to take action to bring 
women into full participation in the mainstream 
of American society now, exercising all the privi-
leges and responsibilities thereof in truly equal 
partnership with men.

We believe the time has come to move beyond 
the abstract argument, discussion and symposia 
over the status and special nature of women 
which has raged in America in recent years; the 
time has come to confront, with concrete action, 
the conditions that now prevent women from 
enjoying the equality of opportunity and free-
dom of choice which is their right, as individual 
Americans, and as human beings.

NOW is dedicated to the proposition that women, 
first and foremost, are human beings, who, like all 
other people in our society, must have the chance 
to develop their fullest human potential. We 
believe that women can achieve such equality only 
by accepting to the full the challenges and respon-
sibilities they share with all other people in our 
society, as part of the decision-making mainstream 
of American political, economic and social life.

We organize to initiate or support action, nation-
ally, or in any part of this nation, by individuals 
or organizations, to break through the silken 
curtain of prejudice and discrimination against 
women in government, industry, the professions, 
the churches, the political parties, the judiciary, 
the labor unions, in education, science, medi-
cine, law, religion and every other field of impor-
tance in American society.

Enormous changes taking place in our society 
make it both possible and urgently necessary 
to advance the unfinished revolution of women 
toward true equality, now. With a life span 
lengthened to nearly 75 years it is no longer 
either necessary or possible for women to devote 
the greater part of their lives to child-rearing; 
yet childbearing and rearing, which continues 
to be a most important part of most women’s 
lives, still is used to justify barring women from 
equal professional and economic participation 
and advance.

Today’s technology has reduced most of the pro-
ductive chores which women once performed 
in the home and in mass-production industries 
based upon routine unskilled labor. This same 
technology has virtually eliminated the quality of 
muscular strength as a criterion for filling most 
jobs, while intensifying American industry’s need 
for creative intelligence. In view of this new 
industrial revolution created by automation in 
the mid-twentieth century, women can and must 
participate in old and new fields of society in full 
equality—or become permanent outsiders.

Despite all the talk about the status of American 
women in recent years, the actual position of 
women in the United States has declined, and is 
declining, to an alarming degree throughout the 
1950’s and 60’s. Although 46.4% of all American 
women between the ages of 18 and 65 now work 
outside the home, the overwhelming majority—
75%—are in routine clerical, sales, or factory 
jobs, or they are household workers, cleaning 
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women, hospital attendants. About two-thirds of 
Negro women workers are in the lowest paid ser-
vice occupations. Working women are becoming 
increasingly—not less—concentrated on the bot-
tom of the job ladder. As a consequence full-time 
women workers today earn on the average only 
60% of what men earn, and that wage gap has 
been increasing over the past twenty-five years 
in every major industry group. In 1964, of all 
women with a yearly income, 89% earned under 
$5,000 a year; half of all full-time year round 
women workers earned less than $3,690; only 
1.4% of full-time year round women workers had 
an annual income of $10,000 or more.

Further, with higher education increasingly 
essential in today’s society, too few women are 
entering and finishing college or going on to 
graduate or professional school. Today, women 
earn only one in three of the B.A.’s and M.A.’s 
granted, and one in ten of the Ph.D.’s.

In all the professions considered of importance 
to society, and in the executive ranks of indus-
try and government, women are losing ground. 
Where they are present it is only a token handful. 
Women comprise less than 1% of federal judges; 
less than 4% of all lawyers; 7% of doctors. Yet 
women represent 51% of the U.S. population. 
And, increasingly, men are replacing women in 
the top positions in secondary and elementary 
schools, in social work, and in libraries—once 
thought to be women’s fields.

Official pronouncements of the advance in the 
status of women hide not only the reality of this 
dangerous decline, but the fact that nothing is 
being done to stop it. The excellent reports of the 
President’s Commission on the Status of Women 
and of the State Commissions have not been fully 
implemented. Such Commissions have power 
only to advise. They have no power to enforce 
their recommendation; nor have they the free-
dom to organize American women and men to 
press for action on them. The reports of these 
commissions have, however, created a basis upon 

which it is now possible to build. Discrimination 
in employment on the basis of sex is now prohib-
ited by federal law, in Title VII of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964. But although nearly one-third of 
the cases brought before the Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission during the first year 
dealt with sex discrimination and the proportion 
is increasing dramatically, the Commission has 
not made clear its intention to enforce the law 
with the same seriousness on behalf of women as 
of other victims of discrimination. Many of these 
cases were Negro women, who are the victims 
of double discrimination of race and sex. Until 
now, too few women’s organizations and offi-
cial spokesmen have been willing to speak out 
against these dangers facing women. Too many 
women have been restrained by the fear of being 
called “feminist.” There is no civil rights move-
ment to speak for women, as there has been for 
Negroes and other victims of discrimination. The 
National Organization for Women must there-
fore begin to speak.

WE BELIEVE that the power of American law, 
and the protection guaranteed by the U.S. Con-
stitution to the civil rights of all individuals, must 
be effectively applied and enforced to isolate and 
remove patterns of sex discrimination, to ensure 
equality of opportunity in employment and edu-
cation, and equality of civil and political rights 
and responsibilities on behalf of women, as well 
as for Negroes and other deprived groups. We 
realize that women’s problems are linked to many 
broader questions of social justice; their solution 
will require concerted action by many groups. 
Therefore, convinced that human rights for all 
are indivisible, we expect to give active support 
to the common cause of equal rights for all those 
who suffer discrimination and deprivation, and 
we call upon other organizations committed to 
such goals to support our efforts toward equality 
for women.

WE DO NOT ACCEPT the token appointment 
of a few women to high-level positions in gov-
ernment and industry as a substitute for serious 
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continuing effort to recruit and advance women 
according to their individual abilities. To this 
end, we urge American government and industry 
to mobilize the same resources of ingenuity and 
command with which they have solved problems 
of far greater difficulty than those now impeding 
the progress of women.

WE BELIEVE that this nation has a capacity at 
least as great as other nations, to innovate new 
social institutions which will enable women 
to enjoy the true equality of opportunity and 
responsibility in society, without conflict with 
their responsibilities as mothers and homemak-
ers. In such innovations, America does not lead 
the Western world, but lags by decades behind 
many European countries. We do not accept 
the traditional assumption that a woman has 
to choose between marriage and motherhood, 
on the one hand, and serious participation in 
industry or the professions on the other. We 
question the present expectation that all normal 
women will retire from job or profession for 10 
or 15 years, to devote their full time to raising 
children, only to reenter the job market at a 
relatively minor level. This, in itself, is a deter-
rent to the aspirations of women, to their accep-
tance into management or professional training 
courses, and to the very possibility of equality 
of opportunity or real choice, for all but a few 
women. Above all, we reject the assumption that 
these problems are the unique responsibility of 
each individual woman, rather than a basic social 
dilemma which society must solve. True equality 
of opportunity and freedom of choice for women 
requires such practical, and possible innovations 
as a nationwide network of child-care centers, 
which will make it unnecessary for women to 
retire completely from society until their chil-
dren are grown, and national programs to pro-
vide retraining for women who have chosen to 
care for their children full-time.

WE BELIEVE that it is as essential for every girl 
to be educated to her full potential of human 
ability as it is for every boy—with the knowledge 

that such education is the key to effective partici-
pation in today’s economy and that, for a girl as 
for a boy, education can only be serious where 
there is expectation that it will be used in society. 
We believe that American educators are capable 
of devising means of imparting such expecta-
tions to girl students. Moreover, we consider the 
decline in the proportion of women receiving 
higher and professional education to be evidence 
of discrimination. This discrimination may take 
the form of quotas against the admission of 
women to colleges, and professional schools; 
lack of encouragement by parents, counselors 
and educators; denial of loans or fellowships; or 
the traditional or arbitrary procedures in gradu-
ate and professional training geared in terms of 
men, which inadvertently discriminate against 
women. We believe that the same serious atten-
tion must be given to high school dropouts who 
are girls as to boys.

WE REJECT the current assumptions that a 
man must carry the sole burden of supporting 
himself, his wife, and family, and that a woman 
is automatically entitled to lifelong support by a 
man upon her marriage, or that marriage, home 
and family are primarily woman’s world and 
responsibility—hers, to dominate—his to sup-
port. We believe that a true partnership between 
the sexes demands a different concept of mar-
riage, an equitable sharing of the responsibili-
ties of home and children and of the economic 
burdens of their support. We believe that proper 
recognition should be given to the economic and 
social value of homemaking and child-care. To 
these ends, we will seek to open a reexamina-
tion of laws and mores governing marriage and 
divorce, for we believe that the current state of 
“half-equity” between the sexes discriminates 
against both men and women, and is the cause of 
much unnecessary hostility between the sexes.

WE BELIEVE that women must now exercise 
their political rights and responsibilities as Amer-
ican citizens. They must refuse to be segregated 
on the basis of sex into separate-and-not-equal 
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ladies’ auxiliaries in the political parties, and 
they must demand representation according to 
their numbers in the regularly constituted party 
committees—at local, state, and national lev-
els—and in the informal power structure, par-
ticipating fully in the selection of candidates and 
political decision-making, and running for office 
themselves.

IN THE INTERESTS OF THE HUMAN DIGNITY 
OF WOMEN, we will protest, and endeavor to 
change, the false image of women now prevalent 
in the mass media, and in the texts, ceremonies, 
laws, and practices of our major social institutions. 
Such images perpetuate contempt for women by 
society and by women for themselves. We are 
similarly opposed to all policies and practices—in 
church, state, college, factory, or office—which, in 
the guise of protectiveness, not only deny oppor-
tunities but also foster in women self-denigration, 
dependence, and evasion of responsibility, under-
mine their confidence in their own abilities and 
foster contempt for women.

NOW WILL HOLD ITSELF INDEPENDENT OF 
ANY POLITICAL PARTY in order to mobilize 
the political power of all women and men intent 
on our goals. We will strive to ensure that no 
party, candidate, president, senator, governor, 
congressman, or any public official who betrays 
or ignores the principle of full equality between 
the sexes is elected or appointed to office. If it 
is necessary to mobilize the votes of men and 
women who believe in our cause, in order to 
win for women the final right to be fully free and 
equal human beings, we so commit ourselves.

WE BELIEVE THAT women will do most to cre-
ate a new image of women by acting now, and 
by speaking out in behalf of their own equality, 
freedom, and human dignity—not in pleas for 
special privilege, nor in enmity toward men, 
who are also victims of the current, half-equality 
between the sexes—but in an active, self-respect-
ing partnership with men. By so doing, women 
will develop confidence in their own ability to 

determine actively, in partnership with men, the 
conditions of their life, their choices, their future 
and their society.

This Statement of Purpose was co-authored by Betty 
Friedan, author of The Feminine Mystique, and 
Dr. Pauli Murray, an African-American Episcopal 
minister.

Source: National Organization for Women, 
Washington, D.C. Available online. URL: www.now.
org/history/purpos66.html.

14. “EQUAL RIGHTS FOR WOMEN”
SHIRLEY CHISHOLM (D-NY)
ADDRESS TO THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, MAY 21, 1969, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. Speaker, when a young woman graduates 
from college and starts looking for a job, she is 
likely to have a frustrating and even demeaning 
experience ahead of her. If she walks into an 
office for an interview, the first question she will 
be asked is, “Do you type?”

There is a calculated system of prejudice that lies 
unspoken behind that question. Why is it accept-
able for women to be secretaries, librarians, and 
teachers, but totally unacceptable for them to be 
managers, administrators, doctors, lawyers, and 
Members of Congress?

The unspoken assumption is that women are dif-
ferent. They do not have executive ability, orderly 
minds, stability, leadership skills, and they are too 
emotional. It has been observed before, that soci-
ety for a long time, discriminated against another 
minority, the blacks, on the same basis—that 
they were different and inferior. The happy little 
homemaker and the contented “old darkey” on 
the plantation were both produced by prejudice.

As a black person, I am no stranger to race preju-
dice. But the truth is that in the political world 
I have been far oftener discriminated against 
because I am a woman than because I am black.
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Prejudice against blacks is becoming unaccept-
able although it will take years to eliminate 
it. But it is doomed because, slowly, white 
America is beginning to admit that it exists. 
Prejudice against women is still acceptable. 
There is very little understanding yet of the 
immorality involved in double pay scales and 
the classification of most of the better jobs as 
“for men only.”

More than half of the population of the United 
States is female. But women occupy only 2 per-
cent of the managerial positions. They have not 
even reached the level of tokenism yet no women 
sit on the AFL-CIO council or Supreme Court 
There have been only two women who have held 
Cabinet rank, and at present there are none. Only 
two women now hold ambassadorial rank in the 
diplomatic corps. In Congress, we are down to 
one Senator and 10 Representatives.

Considering that there are about 3½ million 
more women in the United States than men, this 
situation is outrageous.

It is true that part of the problem has been that 
women have not been aggressive in demand-
ing their rights. This was also true of the black 
population for many years. They submitted to 
oppression and even cooperated with it. Women 
have done the same thing. But now there is an 
awareness of this situation particularly among 
the younger segment of the population.

As in the field of equal rights for blacks, Spanish-
Americans, the Indians, and other groups, laws 
will not change such deep-seated problems over-
night. But they can be used to provide protection 
for those who are most abused, and to begin the 
process of evolutionary change by compelling 
the insensitive majority to reexamine its uncon-
scious attitudes.

It is for this reason that I wish to introduce today 
a proposal that has been before every Congress 
for the last 40 years and that sooner or later must 

become part of the basic law of the land—the 
equal rights amendment.

Let me note and try to refute two of the com-
monest arguments that are offered against this 
amendment. One is that women are already pro-
tected under the law and do not need legislation. 
Existing laws are not adequate to secure equal 
rights for women. Sufficient proof of this is the 
concentration of women in lower paying, menial, 
unrewarding jobs and their incredible scarcity in 
the upper level jobs. If women are already equal, 
why is it such an event whenever one happens to 
be elected to Congress?

It is obvious that discrimination exists. Women 
do not have the opportunities that men do. And 
women that do not conform to the system, who 
try to break with the accepted patterns, are stig-
matized as “odd” and “unfeminine.” The fact is 
that a woman who aspires to be chairman of the 
board, or a Member of the House, does so for 
exactly the same reasons as any man. Basically, 
these are that she thinks she can do the job and 
she wants to try.

A second argument often heard against the equal 
rights amendment is that is would eliminate 
legislation that many States and the Federal Gov-
ernment have enacted giving special protection 
to women and that it would throw the marriage 
and divorce laws into chaos.

As for the marriage laws, they are due for a 
sweeping reform, and an excellent beginning 
would be to wipe the existing ones off the 
books. Regarding special protection for working 
women, I cannot understand why it should be 
needed. Women need no protection that men 
do not need. What we need are laws to protect 
working people, to guarantee them fair pay, safe 
working conditions, protection against sickness 
and layoffs, and provision for dignified, com-
fortable retirement. Men and women need these 
things equally. That one sex needs protection 
more than the other is a male supremacist myth 
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as ridiculous and unworthy of respect as the 
white supremacist myths that society is trying to 
cure itself of at this time.

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.
net. Available online. URL: http://www.sojust.net/
speeches/shirley_chisholm_women.html.

15. TEXT OF THE PROPOSED 
EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT

(AS PROPOSED TO THE STATE LEGISLATURES IN 
1972)

Section 1. Equality of rights under the law shall 
not be denied or abridged by the United States or 
by any state on account of sex.

Section 2. The Congress shall have the power 
to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the provi-
sions of this article.

Section 3. This amendment shall take effect two 
years after the date of ratification.

Source: Accessed at http://www.
equalrightsamendment.org/overview/htm.

16. OPENING STATEMENT 
TO THE HOUSE JUDICIARY 
COMMITTEE PROCEEDINGS ON 
THE IMPEACHMENT OF 
RICHARD NIXON

CONGRESSWOMAN BARBARA JORDAN, JULY 25, 
1974, WASHINGTON, D.C.

Mr. Chairman, I join my colleague Mr. Rangel in 
thanking you for giving the junior members of 
this committee the glorious opportunity of shar-
ing the pain of this inquiry. Mr. Chairman, you 
are a strong man, and it has not been easy but 
we have tried as best we can to give you as much 
assistance as possible.

Earlier today we heard the beginning of the Pre-
amble to the Constitution of the United States, 
“We, the people.” It is a very eloquent beginning. 

But when that document was completed, on the 
seventeenth of September in 1787, I was not 
included in that “We, the people.” I felt some-
how for many years that George Washington and 
Alexander Hamilton just left me out by mistake. 
But through the process of amendment, inter-
pretation, and court decision I have finally been 
included in “We, the people.”

Today I am an inquisitor. I believe hyperbole 
would not be fictional and would not overstate 
the solemnness that I feel right now. My faith 
in the Constitution is whole, it is complete, it is 
total. I am not going to sit here and be an idle 
spectator to the diminution, the subversion, the 
destruction of the Constitution.

“Who can so properly be the inquisitors for 
the nation as the representatives of the nation 
themselves?” (Federalist, no. 65) The subject of 
its jurisdiction are those offenses which proceed 
from the misconduct of public men.” That is 
what we are talking about. In other words, the 
jurisdiction comes from the abuse of violation 
of some public trust. It is wrong, I suggest, it is 
a misreading of the Constitution for any member 
here to assert that for a member to vote for an 
article of impeachment means that that member 
must be convinced that the president should be 
removed from office. The Constitution doesn’t 
say that. The powers relating to impeachment 
are an essential check in the hands of this body, 
the legislature, against and upon the encroach-
ment of the executive. In establishing the divi-
sion between the two branches of the legislature, 
the House and the Senate, assigning to the one 
the right to accuse and to the other the right to 
judge, the framers of this Constitution were very 
astute. They did not make the accusers and the 
judges the same person.

We know the nature of impeachment. We have 
been talking about it awhile now. “It is chiefly 
designed for the president and his high minis-
ters” to somehow be called into account. It is 
designed to “bridle” the executive if he engages in 
excesses. “It is designed as a method of national 
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inquest into the public men.” (Hamilton, Federal-
ist, no. 65) The framers confined in the Congress 
the power if need be, to remove the president in 
order to strike a delicate balance between a presi-
dent swollen with power and grown tyrannical, 
and preservation of the independence of the 
executive. The nature of impeachment is a nar-
rowly channeled exception to the separation-of-
powers maxim; the federal convention of 1787 
said that. It limited impeachment to high crimes 
and misdemeanors and discounted and opposed 
the term “maladministration.” “It is to be used 
only for great misdemeanors,” so it was said in 
the North Carolina ratification convention. And 
in the Virginia ratification convention: “We do 
not trust our liberty to a particular branch. We 
need one branch to check the others.”

The North Carolina ratification convention: “No 
one need be afraid that officers who commit 
oppression will pass with immunity.”

“Prosecutions of impeachments will seldom fail 
to agitate the passions of the whole commu-
nity,” said Hamilton in the Federalist Papers, no. 
65. “And to divide it into parties more or less 
friendly or inimical to the accused.” I do not 
mean political parties in that sense.

The drawing of political lines goes to the moti-
vation behind impeachment; but impeachment 
must proceed within the confines of the constitu-
tional term “high crimes and misdemeanors.”

Of the impeachment process, it was Woodrow 
Wilson who said that “nothing short of the gross-
est offenses against the plain law of the land will 
suffice to give them speed and effectiveness. 
Indignation so great as to overgrow party interest 
may secure a conviction; but nothing else can.”

Common sense would be revolted if we engaged 
upon this process for insurance, campaign 
finance reform, housing, environmental protec-
tion, energy sufficiency, mass transportation. 
Pettiness cannot be allowed to stand in the face 

of such overwhelming problems. So today we are 
not being petty. We are trying to be big because 
the task we have before us is a big one.

This morning, in a discussion of the evidence, 
we were told that the evidence which purports to 
support the allegations of misuse of the CIA by the 
president is thin. We are told that that evidence is 
insufficient. What that recital of the evidence this 
morning did not include is what the president did 
know on June 23, 1972. The president did know 
that it was Republican money, that it was money 
from the Committee for the Re-Election of the 
President, which was found in the possession of 
one of the burglars arrested on June 17.

What the president did know on June 23 was 
the prior activities of E. Howard Hunt, which 
included his participation in the break-in of 
Daniel Ellsberg’s psychiatrist, which included 
Howard Hunt’s participation in the Dita Beard 
ITT affair, which included Howard Hunt’s fab-
rication of cables designed to discredit the Ken-
nedy administration.

We were further cautioned today that perhaps 
these proceedings ought to be delayed because 
certainly there would be new evidence forthcom-
ing from the president. The committee subpoena 
is outstanding, and if the president wants to sup-
ply that material, the committee sits here.

The fact is that yesterday, the American people 
waited with great anxiety for eight hours, not 
knowing whether their president would obey an 
order of the Supreme Court of the United States.

At this point I would like to juxtapose a few 
of the impeachment criteria with some of the 
president’s actions.

Impeachment criteria: James Madison, from the 
Virginia ratification convention. “If the president 
be connected in any suspicious manner with any 
person and there be grounds to believe that he 
will shelter him, he may be impeached.”
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We have heard time and time again that the 
evidence reflects payment to the defendants of 
money. The president had knowledge that these 
funds were being paid and that these were funds 
collected for the 1972 presidential campaign.

We know that the president met with Mr. Henry 
Petersen twenty-seven times to discuss matters 
related to Watergate and immediately thereafter 
met with the very persons who were implicated 
in the information Mr. Petersen was receiving 
and transmitting to the president. The words are 
“if the president be connected in any suspicious 
manner with any person and there be grounds to 
believe that he will shelter that person, he may 
be impeached.”

Justice Story: “Impeachment is intended for 
occasional and extraordinary cases where a supe-
rior power acting for the whole people is put into 
operation to protect their rights and rescue their 
liberties from violations.”

We know about the Huston plan. We know 
about the break-in of the psychiatrist’s office. We 
know that there was absolute complete direction 
in August 1971 when the president instructed 
Ehrlichman to “do whatever is necessary.” This 
instruction led to a surreptitious entry into Dr. 
Fielding’s office.

“Protect their rights.” “Rescue their liberties 
from violation.” The South Carolina ratifica-
tion convention impeachment criteria: those are 
impeachable “who behave amiss or betray their 
public trust.”

Beginning shortly after the Watergate break-
in and continuing to the present time, the 
president has engaged in a series of public 
statements and actions designed to thwart the 
lawful investigation by government prosecu-
tors. Moreover, the president has made public 
announcements and assertions bearing on the 
Watergate case which the evidence will show he 
knew to be false.

These assertions, false assertions, impeachable, 
those who misbehave. Those who “behave amiss 
or betray their public trust.” James Madison 
again at the Constitutional Convention: “A presi-
dent is impeachable if he attempts to subvert the 
Constitution.”

The Constitution charges the president with the 
task of taking care that the laws be faithfully 
executed, and yet the president has counseled 
his aides to commit perjury, willfully disregarded 
the secrecy of grand jury proceedings, concealed 
surreptitious entry, attempted to compromise a 
federal judge while publicly displaying his coop-
eration with the processes of criminal justice.

“A president is impeachable if he attempts to 
subvert the Constitution.”

If the impeachment provision in the Constitution 
of the United States will not reach the offenses 
charged here, then perhaps that eighteenth 
century Constitution should be abandoned to 
a twentieth-century paper shredder. Has the 
president committed offenses and planned and 
directed and acquiesced in a course of conduct 
which the Constitution will not tolerate? That 
is the question. We know that. We know the 
question. We should now forthwith proceed to 
answer the question. It is reason, and not pas-
sion, which must guide our deliberations, guide 
our debate, and guide our decision.”

Source: Accessed at Gifts of Speech: Women’s Speeches 
from Around the World, Sweetbriar College. Available 
online. URL: http://gos.sbc.edu/j/jordan3.html.

17. DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION 
KEYNOTE ADDRESS: “WHO THEN 
WILL SPEAK FOR THE COMMON 
GOOD?”

BARBARA JORDAN, JULY 12, 1976, NEW YORK CITY

One hundred and forty-four years ago, members 
of the Democratic Party first met in convention 
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to select a Presidential candidate. Since that time, 
Democrats have continued to convene once every 
four years and draft a party platform and nomi-
nate a Presidential candidate. And our meeting 
this week is a continuation of that tradition.

But there is something different about tonight. 
There is something special about tonight. What 
is different? What is special? I, Barbara Jordan, 
am a keynote speaker.

A lot of years passed since 1832, and during 
that time it would have been most unusual for 
any national political party to ask that a Barbara 
Jordan deliver a keynote address . . . but tonight 
here I am. And I feel that notwithstanding the 
past that my presence here is one additional bit 
of evidence that the American Dream need not 
forever be deferred. Now that I have this grand 
distinction what in the world am I supposed to 
say? I could easily spend this time praising the 
accomplishments of this party and attacking the 
Republicans but I don’t choose to do that.

I could list the many problems which Ameri-
cans have. I could list the problems which cause 
people to feel cynical, angry, frustrated: problems 
which include lack of integrity in government; 
the feeling that the individual no longer counts; 
the reality of material and spiritual poverty; the 
feeling that the grand American experiment is 
failing or has failed. I could recite these problems 
and then I could sit down and offer no solutions. 
But I don’t choose to do that either.

The citizens of America expect more. They 
deserve and they want more than a recital of 
problems.

We are a people in a quandary about the present. 
We are a people in search of our future. We are a 
people in search of a national community.

We are a people trying not only to solve the prob-
lems of the present: unemployment, inflation . . . 
but we are attempting on a larger scale to fulfill 

the promise of America. We are attempting to 
fulfill our national purpose; to create and sustain 
a society in which all of us are equal.

Throughout out history, when people have 
looked for new ways to solve their problems, 
and to uphold the principles of this nation, many 
times they have turned to political parties. They 
have often turned to the Democratic Party.

What is it, what is it about the Democratic Party 
that makes it the instrument that people use 
when they search for ways to shape their future? 
Well I believe the answer to that question lies in 
our concept of governing. Our concept of gov-
erning is derived from our view of people. It is 
a concept deeply rooted in a set of beliefs firmly 
etched in the national conscience, of all of us.

Now what are these beliefs?

First, we believe in equality for all and privileges 
for none. This is a belief that each American 
regardless of background has equal standing in 
the public forum, all of us. Because we believe 
this idea so firmly, we are inclusive rather than 
an exclusive party.

Let everybody come.

I think it no accident that most of those emigrating 
to America in the 19th century identified with the 
Democratic Party. We are a heterogeneous party 
made up of Americans of diverse backgrounds.

We believe that the people are the source of all 
governmental power; that the authority of the 
people is to be extended, not restricted. This can 
be accomplished only by providing each citizen 
with every opportunity to participate in the man-
agement of the government.

They must have that.

We believe that the government which repre-
sents the authority of all the people, not just 
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one interest group, but all the people, has an 
obligation to actively underscore, actively seek 
to remove those obstacles which would block 
individual achievement . . . obstacles emanating 
from race, sex, economic condition. The govern-
ment must seek to remove them.

We are a party of innovation. We do not reject 
our traditions, but we are willing to adapt to 
changing circumstances, when change we must. 
We are willing to suffer the discomfort of change 
in order to achieve a better future.

We have a positive vision of the future founded 
on the belief that the gap between the promise 
and reality of America can one day be finally 
closed. We believe that. This my friends, is the 
bedrock of our concept of governing. This is a 
part of the reason why Americans have turned to 
the Democratic Party. These are the foundations 
upon which a national community can be built.

Let’s all understand that these guiding principles 
cannot be discarded for short-term political gains. 
They represent what this country is all about. 
They are indigenous to the American idea. And 
these are principles which are not negotiable.

In other times, I could stand here and give this 
kind of exposition on the beliefs of the Demo-
cratic Party and that would be enough. But today 
that is not enough. People want more. That is not 
sufficient reason for the majority of the people of 
this country to vote Democratic. We have made 
mistakes. In our haste to do all things for all 
people, we did not foresee the full consequences 
of our actions. And when the people raised their 
voices, we didn’t hear. But our deafness was only 
a temporary condition, and not an irreversible 
condition.

Even as I stand here and admit that we have 
made mistakes I still believe that as the people of 
America sit in judgment on each party, they will 
recognize that our mistakes were mistakes of the 
heart. They’ll recognize that.

And now we must look to the future. Let us heed 
the voice of the people and recognize their com-
mon sense. If we do not, we not only blaspheme 
our political heritage, we ignore the common ties 
that bind all Americans.

Many fear the future, Many are distrustful of 
their leaders, and believe that their voices are 
never heard. Many seek only to satisfy their pri-
vate work wants. To satisfy private interests.

But this is the great danger America faces. That 
we will cease to be one nation and become 
instead a collection of interest groups: city against 
suburb, region against region, individual against 
individual. Each seeking to satisfy private wants.

If that happens, who then will speak for America?

Who then will speak for the common good? 
This is the question which must be answered in 
1976.

Are we to be one people bound together by com-
mon spirit sharing in a common endeavor or will 
we become a divided nation?

For all of its uncertainty, we cannot flee the 
future. We must not become the new puritans 
and reject our society. We must address and 
master the future together. It can be done if we 
restore the belief that we share a sense of national 
community, that we share a common national 
endeavor. It can be done.

There is no executive order; there is no law 
that can require the American people to form a 
national community. This we must do as indi-
viduals and if we do it as individuals, there is no 
President of the United States who can veto that 
decision.

As a first step, we must restore our belief in our-
selves. We are a generous people so why can’t we 
be generous with each other? We need to take to 
heart the words spoken by Thomas Jefferson:
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Let us restore to social intercourse the harmony 
and that affection without which liberty and even 
life are but dreary things.

A nation is formed by the willingness of each of 
us to share in the responsibility for upholding 
the common good.

A government is invigorated when each of us 
is willing to participate in shaping the future of 
this nation.

In this election year we must define the common 
good and begin again to shape a common good 
and begin again to shape a common future. Let 
each person do his or her part. If one citizen is 
unwilling to participate, all of us are going to suf-
fer. For the American idea, though it is shared by 
all of us, is realized in each one of us.

And now, what are those of us who are elected 
public officials supposed to do? We call our-
selves public servants but I’ll tell you this: we 
as public servants must set an example for the 
rest of the nation. It is hypocritical for the public 
official to admonish and exhort the people to 
uphold the common good. More is required of 
public officials than slogans and handshakes and 
press releases. More is required. We must hold 
ourselves strictly accountable. We must provide 
the people with a vision of the future.

If we promise as public officials, we must deliver. 
If we as public officials propose, we must pro-
duce. If we say to the American people it is time 
for you to be sacrificial; sacrifice. If the public 
official says that, we (public officials) must be 
the first to give. We must be. And again, if we 
make mistakes, we must be willing to admit 
them. We have to do that. What we have to do 
is strike a balance between the idea, the belief, 
that government ought to do nothing. Strike a 
balance.

Let there be no illusions about the difficulty of 
forming this kind of a national community. It’s 

tough, difficult, not easy. But a spirit of harmony 
will survive in America only if each of us remem-
bers that we share a common destiny.

I have confidence that we can form this kind of 
national community.

I have confidence that the Democratic Party 
can lead the way. I have confidence. We cannot 
improve on the system of government handed 
down to us by the founders of the Republic, there 
is no way to improve upon that. But what we can 
do is to find new ways to implement that system 
and realize our destiny.

Now, I began this speech by commenting to you 
on the uniqueness of a Barbara Jordan making 
the keynote address. Well I am going to close 
my speech by quoting a Republican President 
and I ask you that as you listen to these words of 
Abraham Lincoln, relate them to the concept of 
national community in which every last one of 
us participates:

As I would not be a slave, so I would not be a 
master. This expresses my idea of Democracy. 
Whatever differs from this, to the extent of the 
difference, is no Democracy.

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.
net. Available online. URL: http://www.sojust.net/
speeches/barbara_jordan_1976dnc.html.

18. ADDRESS ACCEPTING THE 
NOMINATION FOR VICE PRESIDENT

GERALDINE FERRARO, JULY 19, 1984, SAN 
FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Ladies and gentlemen of the convention:

My name is Geraldine Ferraro. I stand before 
you to proclaim tonight: America is the land 
where dreams can come true for all of us. As I 
stand before the American people and think of 
the honor this great convention has bestowed 
upon me, I recall the words of Dr. Martin Luther 
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King Jr., who made America stronger by making 
America more free. He said, “Occasionally in life 
there are moments which cannot be completely 
explained by words. Their meaning can only 
be articulated by the inaudible language of the 
heart.” Tonight is such a moment for me.

My heart is filled with pride. My fellow citizens, 
I proudly accept your nomination for Vice Presi-
dent of the United States.

And I am proud to run with a man who will be 
one of the great presidents of this century, Walter 
F. Mondale. Tonight, the daughter of a woman 
whose highest goal was a future for her children 
talks to our nation’s oldest party about a future 
for us all. Tonight, the daughter of working 
Americans tells all Americans that the future is 
within our reach, if we’re willing to reach for it. 
Tonight, the daughter of an immigrant from Italy 
has been chosen to run for [Vice] President in 
the new land my father came to love.

Our faith that we can shape a better future is 
what the American dream is all about. The prom-
ise of our country is that the rules are fair. If you 
work hard and play by the rules, you can earn 
your share of America’s blessings. Those are the 
beliefs I learned from my parents. And those are 
the values I taught my students as a teacher in 
the public schools of New York City.

At night, I went to law school. I became an 
assistant district attorney, and I put my share of 
criminals behind bars. I believe if you obey the 
law, you should be protected. But if you break the 
law, you must pay for your crime.

When I first ran for Congress, all the politi-
cal experts said a Democrat could not win my 
home district in Queens. I put my faith in the 
people and the values that we shared. Together, 
we proved the political experts wrong. In this 
campaign, Fritz Mondale and I have put our faith 
in the people. And we are going to prove the 
experts wrong again. We are going to win. We 

are going to win because Americans across this 
country believe in the same basic dream.

Last week, I visited Elmore, Minnesota, the small 
town where Fritz Mondale was raised. And soon 
Fritz and Joan will visit our family in Queens. 
Nine hundred people live in Elmore. In Queens, 
there are 2,000 people on one block. You would 
think we would be different, but we’re not. Chil-
dren walk to school in Elmore past grain eleva-
tors; in Queens, they pass by subway stops. But, 
no matter where they live, their future depends 
on education, and their parents are willing to 
do their part to make those schools as good as 
they can be. In Elmore, there are family farms; 
in Queens, small businesses. But the men and 
women who run them all take pride in support-
ing their families through hard work and initia-
tive. On the 4th of July in Elmore, they hang 
flags out on Main Street; in Queens, they fly 
them over Grand Avenue. But all of us love our 
country, and stand ready to defend the freedom 
that it represents.

Americans want to live by the same set of rules. 
But under this administration, the rules are 
rigged against too many of our people. It isn’t 
right that every year the share of taxes paid by 
individual citizens is going up, while the share 
paid by large corporations is getting smaller and 
smaller. The rules say: Everyone in our society 
should contribute their fair share. It isn’t right 
that this year Ronald Reagan will hand the Amer-
ican people a bill for interest on the national debt 
larger than the entire cost of the federal govern-
ment under John F. Kennedy. Our parents left us 
a growing economy. The rules say: We must not 
leave our kids a mountain of debt.

It isn’t right that a woman should get paid 59 
cents on the dollar for the same work as a man.

If you play by the rules, you deserve a fair day’s 
pay for a fair day’s work. It isn’t right that, if 
trends continue, by the year 2000 nearly all of 
the poor people in America will be women and 
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children. The rules of a decent society say: When 
you distribute sacrifice in times of austerity, you 
don’t put women and children first. It isn’t right 
that young people today fear they won’t get the 
Social Security they paid for, and that older 
Americans fear that they will lose what they 
have already earned. Social Security is a contract 
between the last generation and the next, and the 
rules say: You don’t break contracts.
We are going to keep faith with older Americans. 
We hammered out a fair compromise in the Con-
gress to save Social Security. Every group sacri-
ficed to keep the system sound. It is time Ronald 
Reagan stopped scaring our senior citizens.

It isn’t right that young couples question whether 
to bring children into a world of 50,000 nuclear 
warheads. That isn’t the vision for which Ameri-
cans have struggled for more than two centuries. 
And our future doesn’t have to be that way. 
Change is in the air, just as surely as when John 
Kennedy beckoned America to a new frontier; 
when Sally Ride rocketed into space; and when 
Reverend Jesse Jackson ran for the office of Presi-
dent of the United States.

By choosing a woman to run for our nation’s 
second highest office, you send a powerful signal 
to all Americans: There are no doors we cannot 
unlock. We will place no limits on achievement. 
If we can do this, we can do anything.

Tonight, we reclaim our dream. We are going to 
make the rules of American life work fairly for 
all Americans again. To an Administration that 
would have us debate all over again whether the 
Voting Rights Act should be renewed and whether 
segregated schools should be tax exempt, we say, 
Mr. President: Those debates are over. On the 
issue of civil rights, voting rights, and affirmative 
action for minorities, we must not go backwards. 
We must—and we will—move forward to open 
the doors of opportunity.

To those who understand that our country can-
not prosper unless we draw on the talents of all 

Americans, we say: We will pass the Equal Rights 
Amendment.

The issue is not what America can do for women, 
but what women can do for America.

To the Americans who will lead our country 
into the 21st century, we say: We will not have a 
Supreme Court that turns the clock back to the 
19th century.

To those concerned about the strength of Ameri-
can and family values, as I am, I say: We are 
going to restore those values—love, caring, part-
nership—by including, and not excluding, those 
whose beliefs differ from our own. Because our 
own faith is strong, we will fight to preserve the 
freedom of faith for others.

To those working Americans who fear that banks, 
utilities, and large special interests have a lock on 
the White House, we say: Join us; let’s elect a 
people’s president; and let’s have government by 
and for the American people again.

To an Administration that would savage student 
loans and education at the dawn of a new tech-
nological age, we say: You fit the classic defini-
tion of a cynic; you know the price of everything, 
but the value of nothing.

To our students and their parents, we say: We 
will insist on the highest standards of excellence, 
because the jobs of the future require skilled 
minds. To young Americans who may be called 
to our country’s service, we say: We know your 
generation will proudly answer our country’s 
call, as each generation before you.

This past year, we remembered the bravery and 
sacrifice of Americans at Normandy. And we 
finally paid tribute—as we should have done 
years ago—to that unknown soldier who repre-
sents all the brave young Americans who died 
in Vietnam. Let no one doubt, we will defend 
America’s security and the cause of freedom 
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around the world. But we want a president who 
tells us what America’s fighting for, not just what 
we are fighting against.

We want a president who will defend human 
rights, not just where it is convenient, but wher-
ever freedom is at risk—from Chile to Afghani-
stan, from Poland to South Africa. To those who 
have watched this administration’s confusion in 
the Middle East, as it has tilted first toward one 
and then another of Israel’s long-time enemies 
and wonder: “Will America stand by her friends 
and sister democracy?” We say: America knows 
who her friends are in the Middle East and 
around the world. America will stand with Israel 
always.

Finally, we want a President who will keep Amer-
ica strong, but use that strength to keep America 
and the world at peace. A nuclear freeze is not a 
slogan: It is a tool for survival in the nuclear age. 
If we leave our children nothing else, let us leave 
them this Earth as we found it: whole and green 
and full of life.

I know in my heart that Walter Mondale will be 
that president.

A wise man once said, “Every one of us is given 
the gift of life, and what a strange gift it is. If it 
is preserved jealously and selfishly, it impover-
ishes and saddens. But if it is spent for others, it 
enriches and beautifies.” My fellow Americans: 
We can debate policies and programs, but in the 
end what separates the two parties in this elec-
tion campaign is whether we use the gift of life 
for others or only ourselves.

Tonight, my husband, John, and our three chil-
dren are in this hall with me. To my daughters, 
Donna and Laura, and my son, John Junior, I 
say: My mother did not break faith with me, and 
I will not break faith with you.

To all the children of America, I say: The gen-
eration before ours kept faith with us, and like 

them, we will pass on to you a stronger, more 
just America.

Thank you.

Source: Accessed at Gifts of Speech: Women’s 
Speeches from Around the World, Sweetbriar 
College. Available online. URL: http://gos.sbc.edu/f/
ferraro.html.

19. KEYNOTE ADDRESS TO 
THE 1988 DEMOCRATIC 
NATIONAL CONVENTION

GOVERNOR ANN RICHARDS OF TEXAS, JULY 19, 
1988, ATLANTA, GEORGIA

Thank you. Thank you. Thank you, very much.

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. Buenas 
noches, mis amigos.

I’m delighted to be here with you this evening, 
because after listening to George Bush all these 
years, I figured you needed to know what a real 
Texas accent sounds like.

Twelve years ago Barbara Jordan, another Texas 
woman, Barbara made the keynote address to 
this convention, and two women in a hundred 
and sixty years is about par for the course.

But if you give us a chance, we can perform. 
After all, Ginger Rogers did everything that Fred 
Astaire did. She just did it backwards and in high 
heels.

I want to announce to this Nation that in a little 
more than 100 days, the Reagan-Meese-Deaver-
Nofziger-Poindexter-North-Weinberger-Watt-
Gorsuch-Lavelle-Stockman-Haig-Bork-Noriega-George 
Bush [era] will be over!

You know, tonight I feel a little like I did when 
I played basketball in the 8th grade. I thought I 
looked real cute in my uniform. And then I heard 
a boy yell from the bleachers, “Make that basket, 
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Birdlegs.” And my greatest fear is that same guy 
is somewhere out there in the audience tonight, 
and he’s going to cut me down to size, because 
where I grew up there really wasn’t much toler-
ance for self-importance, people who put on 
airs. I was born during the Depression in a little 
community just outside Waco, and I grew up lis-
tening to Franklin Roosevelt on the radio. Well, 
it was back then that I came to understand the 
small truths and the hardships that bind neigh-
bors together. Those were real people with real 
problems and they had real dreams about getting 
out of the Depression. I can remember summer 
nights when we’d put down what we called the 
Baptist pallet, and we listened to the grown-ups 
talk. I can still hear the sound of the dominoes 
clicking on the marble slab my daddy had found 
for a tabletop. I can still hear the laughter of 
the men telling jokes you weren’t supposed to 
hear—talkin’ about how big that old buck deer 
was, laughin’ about mama puttin’ Clorox in the 
well when the frog fell in.

They talked about war and Washington and what 
this country needed. They talked straight talk. 
And it came from people who were living their 
lives as best they could. And that’s what we’re 
gonna do tonight. We’re gonna tell how the cow 
ate the cabbage. I got a letter last week from a 
young mother in Lorena, Texas, and I wanna read 
part of it to you. She writes,

“Our worries go from pay day to pay day, 
just like millions of others. And we have two 
fairly decent incomes, but I worry how I’m going 
to pay the rising car insurance and food. I pray 
my kids don’t have a growth spurt from August 
to December, so I don’t have to buy new jeans. 
We buy clothes at the budget stores and we have 
them fray and fade and stretch in the first wash. 
We ponder and try to figure out how we’re gonna 
pay for college and braces and tennis shoes. We 
don’t take vacations and we don’t go out to eat. 
Please don’t think me ungrateful. We have jobs 
and a nice place to live, and we’re healthy. We’re 
the people you see every day in the grocery 
stores, and we obey the laws. We pay our taxes. 

We fly our flags on holidays and we plod along 
trying to make it better for ourselves and our 
children and our parents. We aren’t vocal any 
more. I think maybe we’re too tired. I believe that 
people like us are forgotten in America.”

Well of course you believe you’re forgotten, 
because you have been.

This Republican Administration treats us as if 
we were pieces of a puzzle that can’t fit together. 
They’ve tried to put us into compartments and 
separate us from each other. Their political the-
ory is “divide and conquer.” They’ve suggested 
time and time again that what is of interest to one 
group of Americans is not of interest to any one 
else. We’ve been isolated. We’ve been lumped 
into that sad phraseology called “special inter-
ests.” They’ve told farmers that they were self-
ish, that they would drive up food prices if they 
asked the government to intervene on behalf of 
the family farm, and we watched farms go on the 
auction block while we bought food from foreign 
countries.

Well, that’s wrong!

They told working mothers it’s all their fault—
their families are falling apart because they had 
to go to work to keep their kids in jeans and ten-
nis shoes and college. And they’re wrong!! They 
told American labor they were trying to ruin free 
enterprise by asking for 60 days’ notice of plant 
closings, and that’s wrong. And they told the auto 
industry and the steel industry and the timber 
industry and the oil industry, companies being 
threatened by foreign products flooding this coun-
try, that you’re “protectionist” if you think the 
government should enforce our trade laws. And 
that is wrong. When they belittle us for demand-
ing clean air and clean water for trying to save the 
oceans and the ozone layer, that’s wrong.

No wonder we feel isolated and confused. We 
want answers and their answer is that “some-
thing is wrong with you.” Well nothing’s wrong 
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with you. Nothing’s wrong with you that you 
can’t fix in November!

We’ve been told—We’ve been told that the inter-
ests of the South and the Southwest are not the 
same interests as the North and the Northeast. 
They pit one group against the other. They’ve 
divided this country and in our isolation we 
think government isn’t gonna help us, and we’re 
alone in our feelings. We feel forgotten. Well, the 
fact is that we are not an isolated piece of their 
puzzle. We are one nation. We are the United 
States of America.

Now we Democrats believe that America is still 
the county of fair play, that we can come out of a 
small town or a poor neighborhood and have the 
same chance as anyone else; and it doesn’t mat-
ter whether we are black or Hispanic or disabled 
or a women [sic]. We believe that America is a 
country where small business owners must suc-
ceed, because they are the bedrock, backbone of 
our economy.

We believe that our kids deserve good daycare 
and public schools. We believe our kids deserve 
public schools where students can learn and 
teachers can teach. And we wanna believe that 
our parents will have a good retirement and that 
we will too. We Democrats believe that social 
security is a pact that cannot be broken.

We wanna believe that we can live out our lives 
without the terrible fear that an illness is going 
to bankrupt us and our children. We Democrats 
believe that America can overcome any problem, 
including the dreaded disease called AIDS. We 
believe that America is still a country where there 
is more to life than just a constant struggle for 
money. And we believe that America must have 
leaders who show us that our struggles amount to 
something and contribute to something larger—
leaders who want us to be all that we can be.

We want leaders like Jesse Jackson. Jesse Jackson 
is a leader and a teacher who can open our hearts 

and open our minds and stir our very souls. 
And he has taught us that we are as good as our 
capacity for caring, caring about the drug prob-
lem, caring about crime, caring about education, 
and caring about each other.

Now, in contrast, the greatest nation of the free 
world has had a leader for eight straight years that 
has pretended that he can not hear our questions 
over the noise of the helicopters. And we know 
he doesn’t wanna answer. But we have a lot of 
questions. And when we get our questions asked, 
or there is a leak, or an investigation the only 
answer we get is, “I don’t know,” or “I forgot.”

But you wouldn’t accept that answer from your 
children. I wouldn’t. Don’t tell me “you don’t 
know” or “you forgot.” We’re not going to have 
the America that we want until we elect leaders 
who are gonna tell the truth; not most days but 
every day; leaders who don’t forget what they 
don’t want to remember. And for eight straight 
years George Bush hasn’t displayed the slightest 
interest in anything we care about. And now that 
he’s after a job that he can’t get appointed to, he’s 
like Columbus discovering America. He’s found 
child care. He’s found education. Poor George. 
He can’t help it. He was born with a silver foot 
in his mouth.

Well, no wonder. No wonder we can’t figure it 
out. Because the leadership of this nation is tell-
ing us one thing on TV and doing something 
entirely different. They tell us that they’re fight-
ing a war against terrorists. And then we find 
out that the White House is selling arms to the 
Ayatollah. They tell us that they’re fighting a war 
on drugs and then people come on TV and testify 
that the CIA and the DEA and the FBI knew they 
were flying drugs into America all along. And 
they’re negotiating with a dictator who is shovel-
ing cocaine into this country like crazy. I guess 
that’s their Central American strategy.

Now they tell us that employment rates are great, 
and that they’re for equal opportunity. But we 
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know it takes two paychecks to make ends meet 
today, when it used to take one. And the oppor-
tunity they’re so proud of is low-wage, dead-end 
jobs. And there is no major city in America 
where you cannot see homeless men sitting in 
parking lots holding signs that say, “I will work 
for food.”

Now my friends, we really are at a crucial point 
in American history. Under this Administration 
we have devoted our resources into making this 
country a military colossus. But we’ve let our 
economic lines of defense fall into disrepair. The 
debt of this nation is greater than it has ever been 
in our history. We fought a world war on less 
debt than the Republicans have built up in the 
last eight years. You know, it’s kind of like that 
brother-in-law who drives a flashy new car, but 
he’s always borrowing money from you to make 
the payments.

Well, but let’s take what they are most proudest 
of—that is their stand of defense. We Demo-
crats are committed to a strong America, and, 
quite frankly, when our leaders say to us, “We 
need a new weapons system,” our inclination 
is to say, “Well, they must be right.” But when 
we pay billions for planes that won’t fly, bil-
lions for tanks that won’t fire, and billions for 
systems that won’t work, “that old dog won’t 
hunt.” And you don’t have to be from Waco to 
know that when the Pentagon makes crooks 
rich and doesn’t make America strong, that it’s 
a bum deal.

Now I’m going to tell you, I’m really glad that 
our young people missed the Depression and 
missed the great Big War. But I do regret that they 
missed the leaders that I knew, leaders who told 
us when things were tough, and that we’d have 
to sacrifice, and that these difficulties might last 
for a while. They didn’t tell us things were hard 
for us because we were different, or isolated, or 
special interests. They brought us together and 
they gave us a sense of national purpose. They 
gave us Social Security and they told us they 

were setting up a system where we could pay our 
own money in, and when the time came for our 
retirement we could take the money out. People 
in the rural areas were told that we deserved to 
have electric lights, and they were gonna harness 
the energy that was necessary to give us electric-
ity so my grandmama didn’t have to carry that 
old coal oil lamp around. And they told us that 
they were gonna guarantee when we put our 
money in the bank, that the money was going 
to be there, and it was going to be insured. They 
did not lie to us.

And I think one of the saving graces of Demo-
crats is that we are candid. We talk straight talk. 
We tell people what we think. And that tradition 
and those values live today in Michael Dukakis 
from Massachusetts.

Michael Dukakis knows that this country is on 
the edge of a great new era, that we’re not afraid 
of change, that we’re for thoughtful, truthful, 
strong leadership. Behind his calm there’s an 
impatience to unify this country and to get on 
with the future. His instincts are deeply Ameri-
can. They’re tough and they’re generous. And 
personally, I have to tell you that I have never 
met a man who had a more remarkable sense 
about what is really important in life.

And then there’s my friend and my teacher 
for many years, Senator Lloyd Bentsen. And I 
couldn’t be prouder, both as a Texan and as a 
Democrat, because Lloyd Bentsen understands 
America. From the barrio to the boardroom, he 
knows how to bring us together, by regions, by 
economics, and by example. And he’s already 
beaten George Bush once.

So, when it comes right down to it, this election 
is a contest between those who are satisfied with 
what they have and those who know we can do 
better. That’s what this election is really all about. 
It’s about the American dream—those who want 
to keep it for the few and those who know it 
must be nurtured and passed along.
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I’m a grandmother now. And I have one nearly 
perfect granddaughter named Lily. And when 
I hold that grandbaby, I feel the continuity of 
life that unites us, that binds generation to 
generation, that ties us with each other. And 
sometimes I spread that Baptist pallet out on the 
floor, and Lily and I roll a ball back and forth. 
And I think of all the families like mine, like the 
one in Lorena, Texas, like the ones that nurture 
children all across America. And as I look at 
Lily, I know that it is within families that we 
learn both the need to respect individual human 
dignity and to work together for our common 
good. Within our families, within our nation, it 
is the same.

And as I sit there, I wonder if she’ll ever grasp 
the changes I’ve seen in my life—if she’ll ever 
believe that there was a time when blacks could 
not drink from public water fountains, when 
Hispanic children were punished for speak-
ing Spanish in the public schools, and women 
couldn’t vote.

I think of all the political fights I’ve fought, and 
all the compromises I’ve had to accept as part 
payment. And I think of all the small victories 
that have added up to national triumphs and all 
the things that would never have happened and 
all the people who would’ve been left behind if 
we had not reasoned and fought and won those 
battles together. And I will tell Lily that those 
triumphs were Democratic Party triumphs.

I want so much to tell Lily how far we’ve come, 
you and I. And as the ball rolls back and forth, 
I want to tell her how very lucky she is that for 
all our difference, we are still the greatest nation 
on this good earth. And our strength lies in the 
men and women who go to work every day, who 
struggle to balance their family and their jobs, 
and who should never, ever be forgotten.

I just hope that like her grandparents and her 
great-grandparents before that Lily goes on to 
raise her kids with the promise that echoes in 

homes all across America: that we can do better, 
and that’s what this election is all about.

Thank you very much.

Source: Accessed at Gifts of Speech: Women’s 
Speeches from Around the World, Sweetbriar 
College. Available online. URL: http://gos.sbc.edu/r/
richards.html.

20. COMMENCEMENT ADDRESS 
AT WELLESLEY COLLEGE

BARBARA PIERCE BUSH, JUNE 1, 1990, 
WELLESLEY, MASSACHUSETTS

Thank you very, very much, President Keohane. 
Mrs. Gorbachev, Trustees, faculty, parents, and I 
should say, Julia Porter, class president, and cer-
tainly my new best friend, Christine Bicknell—
and, of course, the Class of 1990. I am really 
thrilled to be here today, and very excited, as I 
know all of you must be, that Mrs. Gorbachev 
could join us. These are exciting times. They’re 
exciting in Washington, and I have really looked 
forward to coming to Wellesley. I thought it was 
going to be fun. I never dreamt it would be this 
much fun. So, thank you for that.

More than ten years ago, when I was invited 
here to talk about our experiences in the People’s 
Republic of China, I was struck by both the 
natural beauty of your campus and the spirit of 
this place.

Wellesley, you see, is not just a place but an 
idea—an experiment in excellence in which 
diversity is not just tolerated, but is embraced. 
The essence of this spirit was captured in a mov-
ing speech about tolerance given last year by a 
student body president of one of your sister col-
leges. She related the story by Robert Fulghum 
about a young pastor, finding himself in charge 
of some very energetic children, hits upon the 
game called “Giants, Wizards, and Dwarfs.” “You 
have to decide now,” the pastor instructed the 
children, “which you are—a giant, a wizard, or a 
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dwarf?” At that, a small girl tugging at his pants 
leg, asked, “But where do the mermaids stand?” 
And the pastor tells her there are no mermaids. 
And she says, “Oh yes there are—they are. I am 
a mermaid.”

Now this little girl knew what she was, and she 
was not about to give up on either her identity, 
or the game. She intended to take her place 
wherever mermaids fit into the scheme of things. 
“Where do the mermaids stand? All of those who 
are different, those who do not fit the boxes and 
the pigeonholes?” “Answer that question,” wrote 
Fulghum, “And you can build a school, a nation, 
or a whole world.” As that very wise young 
woman said, “Diversity, like anything worth 
having, requires effort—effort to learn about 
and respect difference, to be compassionate with 
one another, to cherish our own identity, and to 
accept unconditionally the same in others.

You should all be very proud that this is the Welles-
ley spirit. Now I know your first choice today was 
Alice Walker—guess how I know!—known for 
The Color Purple. Instead you got me—known 
for the color of my hair. Alice Walker’s book has 
a special resonance here. At Wellesley, each class 
is known by a special color. For four years the 
Class of ’90 has worn the color purple. Today you 
meet on Severance Green to say goodbye to all of 
that, to begin a new and a very personal journey, 
to search for your own true colors.

In the world that awaits you, beyond the shores 
of Waban—Lake Waban, no one can say what 
your true colors will be. But this I do know: 
You have a first class education from a first class 
school. And so you need not, probably cannot, 
live a “paint-by-numbers” life. Decisions are not 
irrevocable. Choices do come back. And as you 
set off from Wellesley, I hope that many of you 
will consider making three very special choices.

The first is to believe in something larger than 
yourself, to get involved in some of the big ideas 
of our time. I chose literacy because I honestly 

believe that if more people could read, write, and 
comprehend, we would be that much closer to 
solving so many of the problems that plague our 
nation and our society.

And early on I made another choice, which I 
hope you’ll make as well. Whether you are talk-
ing about education, career, or service, you’re 
talking about life—and life really must have joy. 
It’s supposed to be fun.

One of the reasons I made the most important 
decision of my life, to marry George Bush, is 
because he made me laugh. It’s true, sometimes 
we’ve laughed through our tears, but that shared 
laughter has been one of our strongest bonds. 
Find the joy in life, because as Ferris Bueller 
said on his day off, “Life moves pretty fast; and 
ya don’t stop and look around once in a while, 
ya gonna miss it.” (I’m not going to tell George 
ya clapped more for Ferris than ya clapped for 
George.)

The third choice that must not be missed is to 
cherish your human connections: your relation-
ships with family and friends. For several years, 
you’ve had impressed upon you the importance 
to your career of dedication and hard work. 
And, of course, that’s true. But as important as 
your obligations as a doctor, a lawyer, a business 
leader will be, you are a human being first. And 
those human connections—with spouses, with 
children, with friends—are the most important 
investments you will ever make.

At the end of your life, you will never regret not 
having passed one more test, winning one more 
verdict, or not closing one more deal. You will 
regret time not spent with a husband, a child, a 
friend, or a parent.

We are in a transitional period right now, fasci-
nating and exhilarating times, learning to adjust 
to changes and the choices we, men and women, 
are facing. As an example, I remember what a 
friend said, on hearing her husband complain 
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to his buddies that he had to babysit. Quickly 
setting him straight, my friend told her husband 
that when it’s your own kids, it’s not called baby-
sitting.

Now maybe we should adjust faster; maybe 
we should adjust slower. But whatever the era, 
whatever the times, one thing will never change: 
fathers and mothers, if you have children, they 
must come first. You must read to your children, 
and you must hug your children, and you must 
love your children. Your success as a family, our 
success as a society, depends not on what hap-
pens in the White House, but on what happens 
inside your house.

For over fifty years, it was said that the winner 
of Wellesley’s annual hoop race would be the 
first to get married. Now they say, the winner 
will be the first to become a C.E.O. Both of 
those stereotypes show too little tolerance for 
those who want to know where the mermaids 
stand. So I want to offer a new legend: the win-
ner of the hoop race will be the first to realize 
her dream—not society’s dreams—her own 
personal dream.

Who knows? Somewhere out in this audience 
may even be someone who will one day follow in 
my footsteps, and preside over the White House 
as the President’s spouse—and I wish him well.

Well, the controversy ends here. But our conver-
sation is only beginning. And a worthwhile con-
versation it has been. So as you leave Wellesley 
today, take with you deep thanks for the courtesy 
and the honor you have shared with Mrs. Gor-
bachev and with me.

Thank you. God bless you. And may your future 
be worthy of your dreams.

Source: Accessed at Gifts of Speech. Women’s 
Speeches from Around the World, Sweetbriar 
College. Available online. URL: http://gos.sbc.edu/b/
bush.html.

21. “WOMEN’S RIGHTS ARE 
HUMAN RIGHTS”

REMARKS TO THE UNITED NATIONS FOURTH WORLD 
CONFERENCE ON WOMEN PLENARY SESSION

HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON, FIRST LADY OF THE 
UNITED STATES

SEPTEMBER 5, 1995, BEIJING, CHINA

Mrs. Mongella, Under Secretary Kittani, distin-
guished delegates and guests:

I would like to thank the Secretary General of 
the United Nations for inviting me to be part of 
the United Nations Fourth World Conference on 
Women. This is truly a celebration—a celebra-
tion of the contributions women make in every 
aspect of life: in the home, on the job, in their 
communities, as mothers, wives, sisters, daugh-
ters, learners, workers, citizens and leaders.

It is also a coming together, much the way women 
come together every day in every country.

We come together in fields and in factories. 
In village markets and supermarkets. In living 
rooms and board rooms.

Whether it is while playing with our children in 
the park, or washing clothes in a river, or tak-
ing a break at the office water cooler, we come 
together and talk about our aspirations and con-
cerns. And time and again, our talk turns to our 
children and our families.

However different we may be, there is far more 
that unites us than divides us. We share a com-
mon future. And we are here to find common 
ground so that we may help bring new dignity 
and respect to women and girls all over the 
world—and in so doing, bring new strength and 
stability to families as well.

By gathering in Beijing, we are focusing world 
attention on issues that matter most in the lives 
of women and their families: access to education, 
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health care, jobs and credit, the chance to enjoy 
basic legal and human rights and participate fully 
in the political life of their countries.

There are some who question the reason for this 
conference.

Let them listen to the voices of women in their 
homes, neighborhoods, and workplaces. There 
are some who wonder whether the lives of 
women and girls matter to economic and politi-
cal progress around the globe.

Let them look at the women gathered here and at 
Huairou—the homemakers, nurses, teachers, law-
yers, policymakers, and women who run their own 
businesses. It is conferences like this that compel 
governments and people everywhere to listen, look 
and face the world’s most pressing problems.

Wasn’t it after the women’s conference in Nairobi 
ten years ago that the world focused for the first 
time on the crisis of domestic violence?

Earlier today, I participated in a World Health 
Organization forum, where government officials, 
NGOs, and individual citizens are working on 
ways to address the health problems of women 
and girls.

Tomorrow, I will attend a gathering of the United 
Nations Development Fund for Women. There, 
the discussion will focus on local—and highly 
successful—programs that give hard-working 
women access to credit so they can improve their 
own lives and the lives of their families.

What we are learning around the world is that if 
women are healthy and educated, their families 
will flourish. If women are free from violence, 
their families will flourish. If women have a 
chance to work and earn as full and equal part-
ners in society, their families will flourish.

And when families flourish, communities and 
nations will flourish.

That is why every woman, every man, every 
child, every family, and every nation on our 
planet has a stake in the discussion that takes 
place here.

Over the past 25 years, I have worked persis-
tently on issues relating to women, children and 
families. Over the past two-and-a-half years, I 
have had the opportunity to learn more about the 
challenges facing women in my own country and 
around the world.

I have met new mothers in Jojakarta, Indonesia, 
who come together regularly in their village to 
discuss nutrition, family planning, and baby 
care.

I have met working parents in Denmark who 
talk about the comfort they feel in knowing that 
their children can be cared for in creative, safe, 
and nurturing after-school centers. I have met 
women in South Africa who helped lead the 
struggle to end apartheid and are now helping 
build a new democracy.

I have met with the leading women of the West-
ern Hemisphere who are working every day to 
promote literacy and better health care for the 
children of their countries. I have met women in 
India and Bangladesh who are taking out small 
loans to buy milk cows, rickshaws, thread and 
other materials to create a livelihood for them-
selves and their families.

I have met doctors and nurses in Belarus and 
Ukraine who are trying to keep children alive in 
the aftermath of Chernobyl.

The great challenge of this Conference is to give 
voice to women everywhere whose experiences 
go unnoticed, whose words go unheard.

Women comprise more than half the world’s 
population. Women are 70% percent of the 
world’s poor, and two-thirds of those who are not 
taught to read and write.
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Women are the primary caretakers for most of 
the world’s children and elderly. Yet much of the 
work we do is not valued—not by economists, 
not by historians, not by popular culture, not by 
government leaders.

At this very moment, as we sit here, women 
around the world are giving birth, raising chil-
dren, cooking meals, washing clothes, cleaning 
houses, planting crops, working on assembly 
lines, running companies, and running countries.

Women also are dying from diseases that should 
have been prevented or treated; they are watching 
their children succumb to malnutrition caused 
by poverty and economic deprivation; they are 
being denied the right to go to school by their 
own fathers and brothers; they are being forced 
into prostitution, and they are being barred from 
the bank lending office and banned from the 
ballot box.

Those of us who have the opportunity to be here 
have the responsibility to speak for those who 
could not.

As an American, I want to speak up for women in 
my own country—women who are raising chil-
dren on the minimum wage, women who can’t 
afford health care or child care, women whose 
lives are threatened by violence, including vio-
lence in their own homes. I want to speak up for 
mothers who are fighting for good schools, safe 
neighborhoods, clean air and clean airwaves; for 
older women, some of them widows, who have 
raised their families and now find that their skills 
and life experiences are not valued in the work-
place; for women who are working all night as 
nurses, hotel clerks, and fast food cooks so that 
they can be at home during the day with their 
kids; and for women everywhere who simply 
don’t have time to do everything they are called 
upon to do each day.

Speaking to you today, I speak for them, just as 
each of us speaks for women around the world 

who are denied the chance to go to school, or see 
a doctor, or own property, or have a say about the 
direction of their lives, simply because they are 
women. The truth is that most women around 
the world work both inside and outside the 
home, usually by necessity.

We need to understand that there is no formula 
for how women should lead their lives. That 
is why we must respect the choices that each 
woman makes for herself and her family. Every 
woman deserves the chance to realize her God-
given potential. We also must recognize that 
women will never gain full dignity until their 
human rights are respected and protected.

Our goals for this Conference, to strengthen fam-
ilies and societies by empowering women to take 
greater control over their own destinies, cannot 
be fully achieved unless all governments—here 
and around the world—accept their responsibil-
ity to protect and promote internationally recog-
nized human rights.

The international community has long acknowl-
edged—and recently affirmed at Vienna—that 
both women and men are entitled to a range of 
protections and personal freedoms, from the right 
of personal security to the right to determine freely 
the number and spacing of the children they bear.

No one should be forced to remain silent for fear 
of religious or political persecution, arrest, abuse 
or torture.

Tragically, women are most often the ones whose 
human rights are violated. Even in the late 20th 
century, the rape of women continues to be used 
as an instrument of armed conflict. Women and 
children make up a large majority of the world’s 
refugees. When women are excluded from the 
political process, they become even more vulner-
able to abuse.

I believe that, on the eve of a new millennium, 
it is time to break our silence. It is time for us to 
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say here in Beijing, and the world to hear, that it 
is no longer acceptable to discuss women’s rights 
as separate from human rights.

These abuses have continued because, for too 
long, the history of women has been a history 
of silence. Even today, there are those who are 
trying to silence our words. The voices of this 
conference and of the women at Huairou must be 
heard loud and clear: It is a violation of human 
rights when babies are denied food, or drowned, 
or suffocated, or their spines broken, simply 
because they are born girls.

It is a violation of human rights when women 
and girls are sold into the slavery of prostitu-
tion.

It is a violation of human rights when women are 
doused with gasoline, set on fire and burned to 
death because their marriage dowries are deemed 
too small.

It is a violation of human rights when individual 
women are raped in their own communities and 
when thousands of women are subjected to rape 
as a tactic or prize of war.

It is a violation of human rights when a leading 
cause of death worldwide among women ages 14 
to 44 is the violence they are subjected to in their 
own homes.

It is a violation of human rights when young 
girls are brutalized by the painful and degrading 
practice of genital mutilation.

It is a violation of human rights when women are 
denied the right to plan their own families, and 
that includes being forced to have abortions or 
being sterilized against their will.

If there is one message that echoes forth from 
this conference, it is that human rights are 
women’s rights—and women’s rights are human 
rights. Let us not forget that among those rights 

are the right to speak freely—and the right to 
be heard.

Women must enjoy the right to participate fully 
in the social and political lives of their countries 
if we want freedom and democracy to thrive and 
endure.

It is indefensible that many women in nongov-
ernmental organizations who wished to par-
ticipate in this conference have not been able 
to attend—or have been prohibited from fully 
taking part.

Let me be clear. Freedom means the right of 
people to assemble, organize, and debate openly. 
It means respecting the views of those who may 
disagree with the views of their governments. It 
means not taking citizens away from their loved 
ones and jailing them, mistreating them, or 
denying them their freedom or dignity because 
of the peaceful expression of their ideas and 
opinions.

In my country, we recently celebrated the 75th 
anniversary of women’s suffrage. It took 150 
years after the signing of our Declaration of Inde-
pendence for women to win the right to vote.

It took 72 years of organized struggle on the part 
of many courageous women and men. It was one 
of America’s most divisive philosophical wars. 
But it was also a bloodless war. Suffrage was 
achieved without a shot being fired.

We have also been reminded, in V-J Day obser-
vances last weekend, of the good that comes 
when men and women join together to combat 
the forces of tyranny and build a better world.

We have seen peace prevail in most places for a 
half century. We have avoided another world war.

But we have not solved older, deeply-rooted 
problems that continue to diminish the potential 
of half the world’s population.
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Now it is time to act on behalf of women every-
where. If we take bold steps to better the lives of 
women, we will be taking bold steps to better the 
lives of children and families too.

Families rely on mothers and wives for emotional 
support and care; families rely on women for 
labor in the home; and increasingly, families rely 
on women for income needed to raise healthy 
children and care for other relatives.

As long as discrimination and inequities remain 
so commonplace around the world—as long as 
girls and women are valued less, fed less, fed last, 
overworked, underpaid, not schooled and sub-
jected to violence in and out of their homes—the 
potential of the human family to create a peace-
ful, prosperous world will not be realized.

Let this Conference be our—and the world’s—
call to action.

And let us heed the call so that we can create 
a world in which every woman is treated with 
respect and dignity, every boy and girl is loved 
and cared for equally, and every family has the 
hope of a strong and stable future.

Thank you very much.

God’s blessings on you, your work and all who 
will benefit from it.

Source: Accessed at Historic Speeches, sojust.net. 
URL: http://www.sojust.net/speeches/hillaryclinton_
women.html.
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