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Playboy And Rockefeller Foundations Finance ERA
Can big money buy a constitutional amendment? 

This is the question for State Legislators to decide.
Last month, we exposed how the w om en’s lib 

lobbyists have discovered a way to tap Federal and 
state tax funds for their campaign to ratify the Equal 
Rights Amendment. Now, they have discovered 
how to cash in on tax-exempt foundation money, 
too.

In the key state o f  Illinois, the ERA proponents 
operate out o f  a Chicago office called “ ERA Cen-
tral.”  The February issue o f  Playboy Magazine 
published a letter from ERA Central telling how 
this lobbying headquarters for ERA is “ deeply in-
debted”  to the Playboy Foundation, and stating 
further that ERA Central “ would probably not be 
operating at its present level”  without Playboy’s 
help.

Illinois State Legislators have been receiving let-
ters from ERA Central which are mailed with the 
use o f  Playboy’s postage meter. H ow do we know? 
Because the envelopes show the insignia o f  the 
Playboy Bunny and the words “ Playboy’s Tw en-
tieth Anniversary.”  The State Legislators are also 
receiving mail showing the same Playboy imprint 
from a pro-ERA “ front”  called “ Housewives for 
ERA.”

So, now we know who is financing the pro-ERA 
lobbying effort in Illinois! Playboy is perhaps the 
most militantly anti-marriage and anti-family force 
in the United States today.

Incidentally, Gloria Steinem had a brief stint as a 
Playboy Bunny before embarking on her w om en’s 
lib and Ms. magazine career.

On March 1, 1974, the Los Angeles Times 
reported that the Rockefeller Foundation has 
awarded $288,000 to the California Commission on 
the Status o f  Women (SOW) for a two-year study of 
equal rights for women. The California SOW 
Commission chairwoman, Anita Miller, told a news 
conference at the Greater Los Angeles Press Club 
that the project will be comprised o f  two major 
parts: (1) an examination o f  laws which will be 
affected by ratification o f  ERA and recommenda-
tions for changes in the laws; and (2) a “ mass educa-
tion process”  to inform Americans o f  the meaning 
and consequences o f  ERA.

Mrs. Miller bragged that the California SOW 
Commission’s work has included pushing success-
fully for ratification o f  ERA in California. The more 
she talked, the more it becam e clear that she will 
use the Rockefeller grant to push ratification in the 
remaining states. She said that the California SOW 
Com m ission w ill work in conjunction with 
wom en’s agencies in other states toward this end.

This means that thie Rockefeller grant o f  $288,000 
can be spent to push ratification in the remaining 
states, or, in Mrs. Miller’s words, for a “ mass educa-
tion process.”  She said that conform ance to ERA’s 
mandate will be “ the single most significant event 
o f  this century . . . .  It will bring about a dimension 
o f  change greater than ever before.”  In saying this, 
she confirmed the radical nature o f  ERA.

It is no wonder that the Playboy and Rockefeller 
Foundations are pushing ERA and putting big 
money behind the drive so it can be ratified in a 
hurry. Playboy is run by Hugh Hefner who doesn’t 
permit any o f  the girls who live with him to obtain 
the legal rights o f  a wife; he has a “ centerfold”  
playmate live with him for a few  months and then, 
in Sam Goldwynese, “ includes her out”  to make 
room for a new model.

Nelson Rockefeller’s parting from his first wife 
after 32 years o f  marriage, and his official actions in 
keeping New York the abortion capital o f  the coun-
try (by signing an abortion-on-demand law, and 
then vetoing its repeal), are matters o f  public re-
cord. He does not, o f  course, run the Rockefeller 
Foundation. But it carries his family name, and he is 
the best known m em ber o f  the family. Certainly his 
views on abortion are implemented by the Rock-
efeller Foundation, which pours a lot o f  m oney into 
the anti-life movement.

Whether the tax-exempt status o f  the Playboy and 
Rockefeller Foundations should be revoked be-
cause o f  this direct lobbying in behalf o f  specific 
legislation is a matter which should be investigated 
by the appropriate authorities.

Because this flagrant attempt by powerful anti-
marriage and anti-family forces to buy a constitu-
tional amendment with tax-exempt foundation 
money is so difficult to believe, the documentation 
is reproduced on pages 2 and 3 o f  this Report.
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WOMEN 'S RIGHTS
E. K. A. Central is an organization for 

Illinois supporters o f the Equal Rights 
Amendment to constitutionally protect 
women from legal and economic sex dis-
crimination. Without the help of the 
Playboy Foundation, E. R. A. Central 
would probably not be operating at its 
present level. We are deeply indebted to 
the Foundation.
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Los Angeles Times, March 1, 1974

1288,000 Awarded Grant Given for

to Study Equal 

Rights for Women
BY JEAN DOUGLAS MURPHY

TtaiM* Stiff Writ«

The Rockefeller Foundation has awarded $288,- 
000 to the California Commission on the Status of 
Women for a two-year study of equal rights for 
women, it was announced here Thursday.

"We believe it is the first major grant by a pri-
vate foundation for a national project in the wom-
en's rights area," commission chairwoman Anita 
Miller said prior to a news conference at the 
Greater Los Angeles Press Club.

The project, she said, will be comprised of two 
major parts:

—An examination of laws which will be affected 
by ratification of the pending Equal R i g h t s  
Amendment and recommendations for changes in 
the laws.

—A "mass education process" to inform Ameri-
cans of the meaning and consequences of the 
ERA.

Already ratified by 33 of the necessary 38 states, 
the proposed 27th Amendment to the U.S. Consti-
tution provides that all municipal, state and feder-
al laws conform to the principle of equality re-
gardless of sex.

Equality Under Law
"Equality under the law has never existed In the 

United States," Mrs. Miller said. The historic ma-
nifesto that "all men are created equal is not the 
same" as equality between the sexes.

Confident that the ERA will soon win ratifica-
tion, she said that conformance to its mandate will 
be "the single most significant event of this centu-
ry . , . Tt will bring about a dimension of change 
greater than ever before."

In addition to its two major thrusts, the commis-
sion's nationwide project will also study the 
ERA'S impact on family life, education, the legal 
system and other institutions. Additionally, it will 
create a model for change in all states. The Cali-
fornia commission, working in conjunction with 
women's agencies in other states, will coordinate 
the project.

Under often hostile questions from the predom-
inantly male delegation from the media, the Sa-
cramento woman remained cool and replied pa-
tiently.

"Won't the ERA deny protection to women?

Please Turn to Page 5, Col. 1

Equal Rights Study
Continued from First Pag<*

"Protection has been a 
myth for a long time. It 
has been said that wom-
en's pedestal is really a 
cage—and that says it," 
she answered.

Won't the ERA threaten 
the family?

"I know t h a t  m a n y  
housewives are apprehen-
sive but if we think that 
marriage is secure, we 
haven't been looking. Al-
most one out of two mar-
riages in California is end-
ing in divorce," Mrs. Mil-
ler responded.

The ERA, she pointed 
out, has "nothing to do 
with the relationships of 
people. I think it will 
s t r e n g t h e n  marriage. 
Nothing mandates the end 
of the family."

Won't women have to 
pay alimony under the 
ERA?

Mrs. Miller explained 
that the law now allows 
men to receive alimony 
when the woman has more 
money than the husband.

What about women in 
construction w o r k ,  as 
baseball players, handling 
TV cameras?

The chairwoman replied, 
as she has countless times 
before, that some women, 
like some men, are fit for 
certain jobs and not for

others. The ERA, she said, 
will bring "a great many 
improvements" to work-
ing women in terms of job 
opportunities, equal pay, 
promotions and "an end to 
certain exclusions."

Mrs. Miller said she 
"firmly believes" that any 
well-informed person sup-
ports the ERA and that 
"the distress comes from a 
great deal of misinforma-
tion."

Noting that women have 
sought the ERA since 
1923, she said wryly that 
"men have not exercised 
the limits of their capacity 
for fair play" but that she 
hopes equality will be-
come a reality "in my life-
time and yours."

The commission, first 
established by the Legisla-
ture in 1965, became a per-
manent state agency in 
1971. Its work has includ-
ed pushing successfully 
for ratification of the Er A~ 
in California, for a ban on 
discrimination in employ-
ment on the basis of sex 
and for an equal-pay-for- 
equal-work law.

The 17-member commis-
sion includes eight legisla-
tive and statutory mem-
bers and nine members 
appointed from the gener-
al public. Seven members 
are male.

Adam’s rib,

Satan’s fib,

Life o f trib,

Mary’s sib,

Women’s lib,

Females glib,
Empty crib.

by Dorothy Kujawski



How E R A  Changes State Support Laws
Colorado is one of the few states which adopted a. State 

Equal Rights Amendment as part o f its State 
constitution. This means that a doctrinaire equality is 
already the law in Colorado. Last November, the Phyllis 
Schlafly Report published the full text of a Colorado 
court decision which shows the effect of this State ERA: 
the case of Colorado v. Elliott, in which the court de-
clared unconstitutional the State law which required a 
husband to support his wife and children. The court 
decision stated: “ It is clear that men only can be prose-
cuted for non-support, and only men can be convicted of 
a felony under this law. It is just this type of sexual 
discrimination under the law that the Equal Rights 
Amendment prohibits.”

Now, the Colorado State Legislature has acted to bring 
its State support law into conformity with the new State 
ERA. This is done by amending the existing law which 
requires the husband to support his wife and children, 
and changing the “ sexist” words (such as man, woman, 
husband, wife) into “ sex-neutral” words (such as person 
or spouse). Below is a copy of the Colorado law, exactly 
as it was printed by the State Legislature, showing ex-
actly how the old law was amended to conform to the 
Equal Rights Amendment.

You will note that, under Colorado law, the wife now 
shares equally in the obligation to support the family, 
under pain of criminal conviction as a Class 5 Felony. 
This is what equality means. No longer is it a crime in 
Colorado for a husband to abandon his wife.

Through a quirk in the wording of this law, the mother 
of an illegitimate baby is still entitled to support -- during 
childbirth and attendant illness. But the mother of a 
legitimate child does not have this absolute right -- she 
has equal obligations with her husband for the support of 
each other and their children.

This new Colorado law is not mere speculation, or 
somebody’s wild idea of what might happen in the fu-
ture. It has already happened. This law took effect July 1, 
1973.

This is exactly what will happen to the support laws in 
the other 49 states if the Equal Rights Amendment is 
ratified as a Federal Constitutional amendment.

And if the State Legislature fails to amend its laws to 
rquire equality, the Courts will step in and do it anyway, 
as we have already seen in the case of Colorado v. 
Elliott.

AN ACT
CONCERNING CRIMINAL NONSUPPORT 

OF SPOUSES AND CHILDREN
Be it enacted by the General Assembly 
O f the State o f  Colorado:
Ch. 160, Section 1. 43-1-1. Colorado Revised Statutes 1963, is amended to read:

43-1-1, Nonsupport of spouse and children — penalty — bond. (1) Any-ma*»-PERSON who shall willfully neglect, 
fail, or refuse to provide reasonable support and maintenance ofhis-wifo, SPOUSE, or for his legitimate or illegitimate 
child or children, under sixteen years of age, or who willfully fails, refuses, or neglects to provide proper care, food, and 
clothing in case of sickness for hiswife-SPOUSE or such legitimate or illegitimate child or children, or tho mother of hio 
 illegitimate ohild during childbirth and attendant illnoGo, or any such child or children being legally the inmates o f a 
state or county home, or school for children in this state, or who shall willfully fail or refuse to pay to a trustee, who may 
be appointed by the court to receive such payment, or to the board erf control of such home or school the reasonable cost 
o f keeping such child or children in said home, or any-f»«H-PERSON being the father OR MOTHER of a child or 
children, under sixteen years of age, who shall leave such child or children, or his wifo with intent to abandon such-wife 
«»-child or children, OR ANY MAN WHO SHALL WILLFULLY NEGLECT, FAIL, OR REFUSE TO PROVIDE 
PROPER CARE, FOOD, AND CLOTHING TO THE MOTHER OF HIS ILLEGITIMATE CHILD DURING 
CHILDBIRTH AND ATTENDANT ILLNESS, shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and upon eonviction thereof shaM 
be punished by imprisonment in tho penitentiary for a term of not more than five years unlc33 it shall appear CLASS 5 
FELONY. IT SHALL BEAN AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, AS DEFINED IN SECTION 40-1-507, C.R.S. 1963, TO A 
PROSECUTION UNDER THIS SECTION that owing to physical incapacity or other good cause he-THE DEFEN-
DANT is unable to furnish the support, care, and maintenance herein required provided, that BY THIS SECTION.

Capital letters indicate new material added to existing statutes: 
dashes through words indicate deletions from existing statutes and 
such material not part o f  act.
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