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Ohio Parents Rally
COLUMBUS, OH - More than 400
parents packed the steps of the State
Capitol on the morning of October 11 for
a 90-minute rally to protest OutcomeBased Education and the national and
state plans promoting it, Goals 2000 and
Ohio 2000. Rally participants argued
that the educational "reforms" endorsed
by the Ohio Department of Education
and Governor George Voinovich will
erode local control of the schools and
undermine family values.
Rally participants who carried their

protests to an afternoon meeting of the
State Board of Education had many of
their number turned away, ostensibly in
compliance with the state fire code's capacity limits. The Board refused to move
to a meeting area large enough to accommodate the crowd, relying on state troopers summoned in advance to exclude
those deemed in excess of the limits.
During 1993, determined parents
foiled the efforts of Governor Voinovich
and Superintendent of Public Instruction
Ted Sanders to persuade the state legisla-

Suit Filed To Recover
Misspent Drug Ed Funds
GRAND RAPIDS, MI - Three Michigan parents have filed a lawsuit to recover for the federal government DrugFree Schools and Communities Act
(DFSCA) funds that they claim were
misappropriated. The suit claims that
"the Michigan State Board of Education,
three of its superintendents,
the Department
of Education, a
variety of state
officials and 21
intermediate
school districts
and five local
educational
age n cies conDavid Melton
spired to defraud the United States government and
taxpayers of $30 million of funds targeted for drug prevention education."
The case was filed in the U.S. Federal
District Court for the Western District of
Michigan in Grand Rapids.
Jan Bierlein, David Melton of the
Rutherford Institute, and Bob Lemieux
of the DADS Foundation filed the suit
after a six-year effort "to work cooperatively with the State Department of Education and its officials" proved unsuccessful. Bierlein and his fellow plaintiffs
concluded that "a federal lawsuit was the
only remaining avenue left to prohibit
the continued misuse of Drug-Free
Schools and Communities Act monies
for non-related comprehensive school
health education programs." According
to Bierlein, the purpose of the suit is "to
enhance the government's ability to recover losses sustained as a result of
fraud against the United States."
The plaintiffs argue that the channeling of DFSCA funds into the Michigan
Model for Comprehensive School Health
Education violates the federal False
Claims Act, which provides that any person who knowingly submits a false or
fraudulent claim to the United States

government for payment or approval is
liable to the government for a civil penalty
of not less than $5,000 and not more than
$10,000 for each such claim, plus three
times the amount of damages sustained
by the government as a result. The
amount of damages and civil penalties
could exceed $90 million.
The alleged misappropriations cited in
the complaint include "the DFSCA funds
to fund a $1 million public relations blitz
to combat parents opposition to the
Model, $10 million in expenditures for
non-related drug prevention education
'materials,' a statewide computer bulletin
board 'data collection' system that never
See Funds, page 2
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ture to approve "performance-based"
standards for public schools. A panel of
teachers, parents, and school administrators is currently revising the proposed
standards for presentation to the State
Board of Education next spring. The
revised standards will be subject to legislative approval.
In the meantime, however, Superintendent Sanders apprised school district
officials of the availability of "venture
capital," to be allocated by the legislature, "to support the creation of a statewide network of school improvement
sites." More than 1,500 state schools
were subsequently awarded grants under the program. In a June 1993 letter
announcing the program, Sanders recommended nine "school improvement
models," including Accelerated Progress
Schools, Success for All Schools, and
Outcome-Based Education.
One of the seven protesters allowed to
speak at the October 1994 meeting of the
State Board of Education argued that
"the process for providing the venture
capital funds is putting pressure on local
districts to adopt methods which are
foundational to the philosophy of Outcome-Based Education." Objectionable
methods employed by the recommended
models include the use of teachers as
"facilitators," the establishment of attitudinal outcomes, and reliance on subjectively-graded portfolios for student assessments.
''While schools are encouraged on the
application to include community in-

Angry parents rally against OBE in Ohio.

volvement," the speaker continued, "in
most cases districts are r~ceiving this
seed money without properly informing
the broad community, or applying
against the wishes of local communities."
He cited one school whose application
was approved in spite of a petition signed
by more than 500 opponents. "Grants
should not be awarded to schools in
which the parents involved are not supportive of the changes," the speaker concluded.
A second speaker objected to provisions of Ohio 2000 calling for the merging of schools and social service agencies, arguing that school-based agencies
could prove embarrassing to students receiving aid and lead to increased delivery
of sexual and psychological services
without parental permission. A third
speaker warned that the "massive statewide data system" known as the Ohio
Education Computer Network could be
used "to ensure compliance with national
education standards" and urged the
board to take steps to protect the confidentiality of student information.
□

Nov. Election Kills OBE in Oklahoma
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK - After a nar- Ms. Garrett will ask the 1995 Legislature
row victory in her race for re-election as to repeal a section of House Bill 1017
state schools superintendent, winner that includes an "outcome-oriented apSandy Garrett has had a seeming change proach" to school accreditation in Oklaof heart about Outcome-Based Educa- homa, and to strike a sentence in a later
tion. "It's dead and buried in Oklahoma," law that includes an "Outcomes-Based"
she announced at a state capitol news provision relating to teacher in-service
training.
conference.
Up until the November 8 election, Ms.
'Tm pleased that Ms. Garrett has acGarrett had been a supporter of Out- knowledged the need to change the dicome-Based Education. She was a lead- rection we have been going in education
ing advocate of the 1990 education "re- reform," Ms. Murphy said. 'This is a
form" law, which shifted the focus of
Oklahoma public schools from academic
procedures to student results. She was
repeatedly tied to OBE by her challenger,
NASHVILLE, TN -- A new grading
Linda Murphy.
On Nov. 8, Ms. GaiTett barely won the policy approved by the Williamson
election by a few thousand votes over Ms. County Board of Education last August
Murphy. Ms. Garrett got the message gets an "F" in many parents' grade book.
"A relaxation of standards" is how critics
the voters were sending about OBE.
"Parents and citizens don't have a good described the new grading system,
perception of OBE," and "rather ex- which the Board claimed would make
treme" interpretations of the educational high school seniors better positioned to
plan have hurt elementary and secondary compete for college admission and
school reform in Oklahoma," Ms. Garrett scholarships. Instead, the policy has desaid. "Let's strike OBE from our vocabu- valued the level of student achievement
lary. It's time to put the issue behind us." and is discouraging hard work.
The lowest passing grade, formerly
To make sure OBE stays deceased,

step in the right direction."
Ms. Garrett said that the state Department of Education, which she heads, will
continue pushing for measurable academic results in Oklahoma - but won't
call those "outcomes" any more.
Some parents have expressed reservations. They wonder, "Is this merely an
attempt to quiet parents and make them
think OBE is dead, while all the time the
state Education Department moves
ahead with the reform package?"
□

New Grading Systetn Gets 'F'
70, became 65. An "N' grade, which once
required a score of 94, now requires only
a score of 90. Other grades were similarly given looser definitions.
Now, the first report cards of the
school year have gone out indicating just
how much the standards have dropped:
• The number of honor roll students has
almost doubled.
• Teachers found that a student could
score as low as 66 but still receive a "B"
grade, because advanced placement
See Grades,page 2
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Parents Are Hoo·ked on
EDUCATION
BRIEFS 'i
A court in San Juan, Puerto
Rico has struck down the largest
school-voucher program in tlte
United States, leaving officials
searching for other ways to help
the 2,013 poor students who
would have benefitted. Under the
program, the commonwealth government paid a secular or religious
private school $1,500 toward the
cost of educating any student whose
family earned less than $18,000 a
year. But Puerto Rico's Supreme
Court ruled that this program violates the commonwealth's constitution, which prohibits providing public funds to private institutions.

The U.S. Supreme
Court
agreed to review for the third
time the Kansas
City, MO
school-desegregation
case,
which launched one of the most
sweeping and expensive remedial plans ever ordered by the
federal courts. The High Court
accepted an appeal by the state of
Missouri, which has been forced to
bear much of the cost of Kansas
City's $1.3 billion desegregation
plan. In its appeal, Missouri asks the
Court to review an order that student achievement in the district, as
measured on standardized tests, improve before the state is released
from its obligation to pay for desegregation programs.
A new organization called tlte
Association of American Educators speaks on behalf of teachers
who believe in traditional values
and the family and, as an alternative to tlte NEA, offers professional liability insurance coverage and legal assistance protection. Teachers can contact Gary
Beckner, Executive Director, 26285
Amapola Lane, Mission Viejo, CA
92691, (714)582-3206.

First Reader
COLORADO SPRINGS, CO - Focus
on the Family filled approximately 4,000
orders for the First Reader system after
the Oct. 31 broadcast of Dr. James
Dobson's interview with Phyllis Schlafly.
In addition, Focus on the Family filled
another 1,200 orders
for cassette copies of
Dr. Dobson's interview
with Mrs. Schlafly,
called "Teach Your
Children To Read."
In the interview,
Mrs. Schlafly described
the embarrassment and
frustration
so many
children and adults face
because of their illiteracy or poor reading
skills. Since the public schools have
fallen down on the job, Mrs. Schlafly
urged all parents to teach their own children at home. Her new system, First
Reader, makes this task so easy that any
parent can do it - even parents who them-

Funds
continued from page 1
gathered any data, and other expenditures prohibited under federal laws."
Bierlein, Melton, and Lemieux assert
that "adolescent health care costs in the
state have risen 134 percent" since the
inception of the Michigan Model curriculum, which was ostensibly developed as
a cost containment program. They also
note that the state's adolescent drug use
rate "has escalated to a level 200 to 300
percent above the national average"
since the Model's introduction.
A 1993 audit requested by Robert
Peterson, director of the Michigan Office
of Drug Control Policy, revealed that the
state Department of Education funneled
over $16 million in DFSCAfunds into the
Model over a two-year period (See Education Reporter, September 1993). In
many cases, funds were distributed with
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selves have limited skills!
Mrs. Schlafly said that intensive phonics is the answer to illiteracy. Only phonics provides the tools to read long words
by sounding out the syllables. Unlike the
widely-used Whole Language method,
phonics is not about
memorizing or guessing at words -- it's
about reading!
First Reader is
available for $79.95
(plus $7.00 shipping
and handling) and can
be ordered by calling
1 (800) 700-5228.
Cassette copies of Dr.
James Dobson's interview with Phyllis
Schlafly called 'Teach Your Children to
Read" are available from Focus on the
Family for a $5.00 donation. Specify item
number CS872, and send your check to
Focus on the Family, Colorado Springs,
co 80995.
CJ
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no applications received and with no
evaluation made to ensure their proper
use. "I've never seen a program mismanCJ
aged so badly," Peterson said.

Grades
continued from page 1

classes carry extra points. Last year, 66
was an "F."
• Awarding extra grade points for honors and college prep classes appears to
discourage
students from working
harder. One student found that a score of
86 translates into an "A:' grade, so she
had no incentive to give extra effort.
Many teachers and parents have been
outspoken against the grade inflation,
which they interpret as reducing the expectations held out for students.
CJ

A Nation of Victims:

The Decay of the
American Character
by Charles J. Sykes, 1992, St.
Martin's Press, New York, NY, 255
pps, $12.95.
'The National Anthem has become
The Whine," claims Charles Sykes in
his book, A Nation of Victims, as he
describes how people are rushing to
declare themselves victims of one sort
or another. The cry is always the
same: "I am not at
fault. [Fill in the
blank] made me do
it."
Sykes says that
TIHEil>!ECAV
@ll'THe
many cases
in
AMERfflCAN
.
C:HARACTl!!R
wh"lC h peop le Claim
tflARLESJ.
SYKES
victimization
are
""'"~~--completely outrageous. One former school district employee, when fired for consistently
showing up late for work, sued on the
grounds that he was a victim of
"chronic lateness syndrome."
A
woman who is so obese that she allegedly cannot sit behind the steering
wheel of her car (she must sit in the
middle of the seat and drive with her
left hand), charged that she is a victim
of "size discrimination."
Sykes claims that this victimization
movement shows a shift of American
cultural values and notions of character and personal responsibility. He
says it "reflects a readiness not merely
to feel sorry for oneself but to wield
one's resentments as weapons of social advantage and to regard deficiencies as entitlements to society's deference."
Americans are very compassionate,
Mr. Sykes points out, but we are suffering from compassion fatigue. It is
urgent that we "start making careful
distinctions between legitimate objects
of compassion and the products of the
victimist culture."
Schools are deeply involved in the
victimism movement. They detect
"mental disorders" in just about anybody, and they are quick to rush forward with a "victimist explanation" of
youth crime and social disorder. Misbehavior is never the youth's fault, but
is supposedly due to poor self-esteem,
bad home-life, overcrowding, etc. Students learn that every bad behavior
can be blamed on some sort of disease.
We have created a psychological society, and the consequences of this
type of thinking are tragic. Labeling
every kind of behavior as a disease,
Sykes says, has a "profound impact on
norms of social and personal conduct
and on the very notion of civilized behavior." The effects can be seen in the
break-down of the family, the message
of "free sex," and the self-esteem
classes bombarding our schools.
In A Nation of Victims, Sykes claims
we must strive to re-create a culture of
character. "Recognizing our own responsibility," Sykes writes, "and the
need to stop blaming others is the first
step toward dismantling the culture of
victimization."
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by Dale O'Leary
If a football coach were handed the
opposition's play book just before the
big game, he would consider himself
more than lucky. At the Cairo Conference on Population and Development,
the abortion rights activists allied with
the Women's Caucus were handing out
their long-term strategy to all comers.
The defenders of life and family would
be foolish not to study carefully what
they have been handed on a silver platter.
The 75-page play book, entitled
Sexual and Reproductive Rights and
Health as Human Rights: Concepts and
Strategies; An Introduction for Activists,
was prepared by Rhonda Copelon of the
International Women's Human Rights
Law Clinic at CUNY and Berta
Esperanza Hernandez of the International Women's Human Rights Project of
the Center for Law and Public Policy, St.
John's University (NY). It was used at a
series of workshops on Human Rights
Dimensions of Reproductive Health,
which were given as a daily part of the
Non-Governmental Organizations Forum held in conjunction with the Cairo
Conference.
Among the groups making presentations were Catholics For a Free Choice,
DAWN (Development Alternatives with
Women for a New ERA), IWRAW (International Women's Rights Action Watch),
Center for Women's Global Leadership,
UNIFEM (UN Development Fund for
Women), IRRRAG (International Reproductive Rights Research Action Group),
CUNY (City University of New York)
Law School, and Columbia University
School of Public Health.
Among the topics covered were: Using the UN Women's Convention and
CEDAW (Convention to Eliminate All
Forms of Discrimination
Against
Women) to Advance Women's Sexual
and Reproductive Rights, Health and
Development; Political, Social and Economic Rights Context of Women's
Health; Women's Reproduction and Political Uses of Religion, Ethnicity and
Culture; Accountability Enforcement
and Monitoring: Indicators and Strategies; and Action after Cairo.
The strategy outlined in the play book
is very simple: Push the evolution of
human rights protected by the UN to
include "sexual and reproductive rights
and health" and use the mechanism of
the UN to enforce these rights worldwide. In effect, they hope to create new
"rights," rooted in radical ideologies,
and to use these rights to overthrow traditional cultures and religious values.
When consensus seemed impossible
in Cairo because the conference had
deadlocked over the use of the phrase
"fertility regulation" because the World
Health Organization had defined fertility
regulation as including abortion, the
phrase was then changed to "regulation
of fertility" which has not been defined
at all. Nicholas Biegman, who chaired
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• Using Hutnan Rights As A Cover For
• Abortion and a Sex Class Revolution

the committee hammering out the wording, bragged about how they achieved
"consensus with diversity." The advocates of reproductive rights are not afraid
to push undefined terms because they
control the UN bureaucracy and enforcement mechanism. They will be the ones
who will do the defining, and when they
do they will be able to disregard the original intent of the conference delegates.
The Campaign. for Abortion
No one has to guess about the definitions the writers of Concepts and Strategies have in mind when they speak of
"Reproductive and Sexual Rights and
Health." These definitions were found in
the draft program of action for the Cairo
Conference on Population and Development. The groups presenting at the Human Rights Workshops were also involved in the Women's Caucus of the
NGO Forum. Bella Abzug, who chaired
the Women's Caucus, claimed publicly
that her group had written the document,
and no one contradicted her. The activists from the Women's Caucus lobbied
hard in Cairo to defend their wording.
Section 7.4 of the draft read: "All countries should strive to make accessible
through the primary health-care system,
reproductive health to all individuals of
all ages as soon as possible and no later
than the year 2015. Reproductive health
care in the context of primary health care
should, inter alia, include: family planning counseling, information, education
communication and services; education
and services for prenatal care, safe delivery, pregnancy termination .... "
Do they really mean "of all ages?"
They do. Proposed Section 7.43 states:
"Countries should remove legal, regulatory and social barriers to sexual and reproductive health information and care
for adolescents and must ensure that the
programmes and attitudes of health-care
providers do not restrict the access of
adolescents to the services and information they need. In doing so, services for
adolescents must safeguard their rights
to privacy, confidentiality, informed consent, and respect."
Article 7.46 of the Cairo Conference
final document stated: "Countries, with
the support of the international community, should protect and promote the
rights of adolescents to reproductive
health education, information and care
and greatly reduce the number of adolescent pregnancies."
In proposed Section 7.1, reproductive
health was broadly defined as: "a state of
complete physical, mental and social wellbeing and not merely the absence of disease or infirmity, in all matters relating to
the reproductive system and to its functions and processes. Reproductive health
therefore implies that people are able to
have a satisfying and safe sex life." "A
satisfying and safe sex life" is to be considered a human right. Proposed Section
7 .2 states: "Sexual and reproductive
rights embrace certain human rights that

are already recognized in various international human rights documents and in
other documents reflecting international
consensus."
In other words, just as the U.S. Supreme Court Justices in Roe v. Wade
found a right to abortion hidden in the
penumbra of the U.S. Constitution, the
Women's Caucus activists believe that
they have found a similar right to abortion, and support for a radical restructuring of the relationship between men and
women, hidden in the UN declarations on
human rights. They went to Cairo hoping
to have their discovery validated. They
failed to achieve all they wanted, but they
claimed victory anyway.
They are currently lobbying for
changes in the document being produced
for the Social Summit in Copenhagen to
be held in March of 1995. They are demanding "gender neutral language"
which would open the door to same sex
unions. They are also busy preparing for
the Conference on Women in Beijing
which will be held in September 1995.
Concepts and Strategies was, according
to its authors, "designed to enable
women's health advocates to use human
rights concepts at all levels - domestically, regionally, and internationally." By
classifying legal abortion and other elements of the sexual agenda as "human
rights," they hope to circumvent national
laws and religious opposition. The introduction states: "Human rights constitute
limitation of the sovereignty of states;
they constitute principles to which states,
donors, providers, intergovernmental organizations, and ultimately, the private
sector must be held accountable. Human
rights provides concepts and strategies,
formal and informal, that women can
shape in light of our diverse needs and
contexts, to challenge abuses, promote
positive programs, and at the most fundamental level, to empower women in our
daily lives. . . . Human rights do not
depend on whether a state has acknowledged them, for example, by ratifying a
particular treaty. Widely endorsed human rights norms are relevant regardless
of whether a state has ratified a particular
treaty."
In the final section of Concepts and
Strategies, the authors outline how the
activists can use the mechanism of the
UN to enforce the sexual and reproductive rights through "Rapporteurs and
Working Groups." The UN Human
Rights Commission appoints "special
rapporteurs" who are individuals from
outside their membership. These have
the "responsibility to investigate abuses
and make recommendations for redressing them." Rapporteurs "have almost universal jurisdiction," even if a country has
not agreed to be bound by a specific
treaty. They can investigate and expose
violations and "may contribute to the
elaboration of the meaning and scope of
the human rights norms."
According to Concepts and Strategies:
'There is unquestionably significant new

potential for advancing women's reproductive and sexual rights and health as
human rights through using the
rapporteurs and working groups. Coordinated action among women in different
countries to press a particular theme can
also enhance the attention to the problem
and development of needed documentation."
At the Cairo conference, one could observe how this system worked. The particular theme picked for attention was
"Unsafe Abortion" (meaning illegal abortion). It was identified as a health problem for women. There were massive reports and horror stories of w.omen's suffering. If women have a "right" to reproductive health, then laws that made abortion "unsafe," e.g., illegal, would be violations of human rights and countries
would have to decriminalize abortion.
The much debated section 8.25 originally
read: "All Government, intergovernmental organizations, and relevant non-governmental organizations are urged to
deal openly and forthrightly with unsafe
abortion as a major public health concern. . . . Governments are urged to
evaluate and review laws and policies on
abortion so that they take into account
the commitment to women's health and
well-being in accordance with local situations, rather than relying on criminal
codes or punitive measures."
Absolutist Equality Campaign
The main section of Concepts and
Strategies is a compilation of excerpts
from already approved international human rights statements. The writers have
chosen excerpts that which forward their
cause and, at the same time, reveal the
substantial progress they have already
made. Of particular concern is paragraph 38 of the Vienna Declaration and
Programme of Action, June 1993, the
World Conference on Human Rights:
"... The World Conference on Human
Rights stresses the importance of working towards . . . the elimination of gender
bias in the administration of justice and
the eradication of any conflicts which
may arise between the rights of women
and the harmful effects of certain traditional or customary practices, cultural
prejudices and religious extremism .... "
Traditional Catholic, Orthodox, Evangelical Christian, and Moslem theology
all discriminate (in the traditional meaning of the word, "to distinguish between") on the basis of gender and there
are many feminists who argue that this
discrimination harms them and prevents
their enjoyment of human rights. Will
the Catholic Church's refusal to ordain
women be seen as a violation of interna. tionally protected human rights?
For those who consider such a possibility far-fetched, consider the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination
Against
Women
(CEDAW). Article 16 states: "State Parties shall take all appropriate measures to
... ensure, on a basis of equality of men
and women: the same rights and respon-
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sibilities during marriage and at its dissolution .... "
Can countries legally and culturally
recognize that men and women are different? In many countries, the law regarding marriage and divorce treat men and
women differently. Most of these laws
were specifically designed to protect
women. The Moslem nations, most of
which base their national laws of the Islamic religious code, realized that a strict
interpretation of this section would invalidate their laws regarding marriage and
divorce. As a result they and many other
nations accepted CEDAW only with reservations.
Those pushing absolute equality between men and women were not about to
accept equivalency or complementarity.
Objections to the reservations by Germany, Mexico, and Sweden among others made it absolutely clear that absolute
identical treatment of men and women is
the goal: 'The Federal Republic of Germany considers that the reservations
made by Egypt regarding ... article 16
(and the similar reservations made by
other countries) are incompatible with
the object and purpose of the Convention."
Mexico also objected to the reservations: "Indeed these reservations, if
implemented, would inevitably result in
discrimination against women on the basis of sex, which is contrary to all the
articles of the Convention."
Sweden went further: "Incompatible
reservations made in respect of the
CEDAW do not only cast doubts on the
commitment of reserving States to the
object and purpose of this Convention,
but moreover, contribute to undermine
the basis on international contractual
law."
The Revolutionary Agenda
What is at stake here is the right to
distinguish in any way - in law, custom,
or religious practice - between men and
women, even when the purpose is to protect women.
Why would the supposed advocates of
women be so determined to eliminate all
differences in the treatment of women
and men, even if those differences
benefitted women? Why would the advocates of women be pushing abortion on
demand when such policies are often
used to push women into abortions they
don't want, and when easy access to
abortion lowers respect for women?
Why are those who cry for protection of
girls be for sexual activity among adolescents when the result of such activity is
often the sexual abuse and statutory rape
of girls?
Why? Because the members of the
Women's Caucus at the Non-Governmental Organizations Forum are not
representatives of ordinary women or
even liberal feminists looking for improvements in the situation of women,
but radical feminists and militant lesbians pushing a revolutionary agenda for
social change and sexual revolution.
Radical feminism sprang from the political radicalism of the early 60s and
adopted the Marxist analysis of power
and social change. The theoretical
mother of radical feminism is not Betty
Friedan or Simone de Beauvoir or Gloria
Steinem, but Shulamith Firestone. Her

book, The Dialectic of Sex, laid out the
agenda which radical feminists have followed for the last 24 years.
Shulamith took classic Marxism and
adapted it to the issue of gender relations.
According to Mane, all history is the history of class struggle. In the beginning,
according to Mane and Engels, there was
a classless society of mother-headed families. Men didn't know that they were
fathers or, if they did, didn't value their
relationship to their biological off-spring.
All property (which wasn't very much)
passed from the mother and her family to
her children.
Then came the Marxist original sin:
men discovered their fatherhood and enslaved women into marriage, creating the
father-headed family (patriarchy) and private property. This was the first oppression and the cause of all other oppression.
Mane insisted that the elimination of private property would destroy the economic foundation of the father-headed
family. This, combined with easy divorce, acceptance of illegitimacy, all
women in the work force, 24-hour free
daycare, and the elimination of religion,
would destroy the family and free the
world from classes and all oppression.
Shulamith argued that Marx hadn't
gone far enough: if the family was the
cause of the all oppression, then the family must be eliminated. According to this
analysis, it was in the family that the children first experienced the dualism of
classes - they saw the class father (oppressor) who benefitted from the labor
(reproduction) of the class mother (oppressed) and the class children (really
oppressed). Once children learned this,
they would be forever socially conditioned to accept oppression.
Shulamith recognized that the family
was rooted in the biological reality that
only women became pregnant, but for her
"... the 'natural' is not necessarily a 'human' value. . . . we can no longer justify
the maintenance of a discriminatory sex
class system on the grounds of its origins
in nature."
How can women be freed from the biological tyranny of the family and the world
liberated from oppression? According to
Shulamith, it will take an absolute sex
class revolution ("not just the elimination
of male privilege but of the sex distinction itself: genital differences between
human beings would no longer matter
culturally); absolute female control of
means of reproduction; and total sexual
liberation.
To the radical feminists, total sexual
liberation means the absolute right for
individuals to engage in sexual activity
regardless of age, gender, number, marital status, or family relationship.
Shulamith saw nothing wrong with mothers having sex with their children or children having sex with adults. Absolute
female "control of reproduction" (a
phrase borrowed from Marx) would include women's absolute right to abortion
on demand for the full term of pregnancy,
as well as access to every form of contraception and reproductive technology.
Men would have no rights unless they
were granted to them by women. All
acknowledgement - private or public - of
the differences between men and women
would be abolished. Absolute gender-

neutral language and laws would be mandated.
Shulamith's agenda was promoted in
women's consciousness-raising sessions
and women's studies programs in
American universities. According to
Ellen Herman, one of Shulamith's followers writing in 1990: "In the late 60s, the
radical young women who reclaimed the
derisive term 'feminist' and made it central to their own developing political
identities pinpointed the family - specifically, the Western, patriarchal, bourgeois, child-centered, nuclear family --as
the most important source of women's
oppression. They criticized the legal
contract by which women were categorically assigned to economic dependence
and lifetimes of domestic labor in exchange for promises of male support;
the gender socialization process, conducted within the family, which trained
girls and boys to expect separate and
unequal experiences in life; the sexual
double standard for repressing women's
sexuality.... Feminist radicals, in sum,
criticized the family for being rigid and
obligatory and women's functions within
it for being obstacles between them and
full human status.
"... These young women ... wanted
the freedom to design their present and
future families in myriad ways, without
penalty: to love women or men, to have
sex with one person at a time or several,
to live with or without children, to participate in parenting without necessarily
participating in reproduction, to experiment with different household forms.
Only when they could invent families of
all kinds - without fear of ridicule or selfloathing - could women hope to attain
genuine individuality, rather than categorization as captive members of a
sex/ gender class."
The radical feminists were able to
force their agenda onto large segments
of society, but the oppression-free, sexclassless society they dreamed of is no
closer today than it was 34 years ago.
Their inability to eradicate the natural
differences between men and women
has not caused radical feminists to rethink their ideology, but has motivated
them to call for even more drastic measures. The latest stage of the radical
feminist revolution can be found in the
writing of Judith Butler. In her book
Gender Trouble: Feminism and the Subversion of Identity, she argues that dividing the world into male and female constitutes oppressive compulsory heterosexuality, and that people should have a
choice as to their sex. According to Butler, people need to be free from the idea
that humanity is divided into two sexes.
Under her analysis, the transvestite drag
queen represents the really liberated individual.
Radical Re-education
Section 74 of the Draft for the Beijing
Conference on Women indicates the impact radical feminists could have on education: "Action should focus on the elimination of social stereotypes from curricula, textbooks and teacher training
materials that present a positive role and
contribution of women in order to enhance the empowerment and self-reliance of girls and women and ensure a
gender-sensitive educational environ-

ment."
In the light of the radical feminist
agenda, the relevant sections of the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination
Against
Women
(CEDAW) takes on a whole new meaning:
"Article 1. The term 'discrimination
against women' shall mean any distinction, exclusion, or restriction made on
the basis of sex which has the effect or
purpose 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, cultural, civil or any other field."
"Article 5. States Parties shall take all
appropriate measures: a. To modify the
social and cultural patterns of conduct of
men and women, with a view to achieving
the elimination of prejudices-and customary and all other practices which are
based on the idea of the inferiority or
superiority of either of the sexes or stereotyped roles for men and women."
"Article 10.c. The elimination of any stereotyped concept of the roles of men and
women at all levels of education by encouraging coeducation and other types of
education which will help to achieve this
aim and, in particular, by the revision of
textbooks and school programmes and
the adaption of teaching methods."
The radical feminists believe that the
observable differences between men and
women are not natural but caused by unjust oppressive sexist gender stereotypes
and must therefore be eliminated. Others disagree, believing that women are
drawn by their natures to care for the
human person and to be concerned with
the home, and that men naturally feel a
responsibility to protect and provide for
women and children.
It is clear that radical feminists intend
to use the mechanism of the UN to enforce their world view. While diverting
attention from their real objectives, they
garner support by focusing on such issues as domestic violence, rape, unsafe
abortion, reproductive tract infections,
genital mutilation, population, and breast
cancer.
They make alliances with
populationists and environmentalists.
They talk publicly of gender equality and
equity and the empowerment of women,
while behind the scenes they are steadily
advancing the radical feminist agenda.
Unfortunately, the defenders of life
and family have too often been fooled by
the rhetoric and have not understood the
real agenda of their opposition. They
have been afraid to oppose radical feminism for fear of being labeled "antiwoman," which is exactly what the radical feminists have counted on.
The defenders of life and family were
able to block the global coup d'etat
planned by the Women's Caucus for
Cairo, but because they entered the process late, they were able to focus on only
the most offensive passages. Much of
the radical feminist agenda slipped
through untouched. A comprehensive
□
strategy is needed for the future.
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