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Cour}trty th'et.wax" 1had to be- e.n’ded, but also that in doing so on terms compatible with
any international responsibility we would get no help from those with whom I had

spent my professional life. The wounds would have to be healed after the war was
over; in the event, these were not.

Cax?‘lbodla Was nor a moral issue; neither Nixon nor his opponents should ever
have}plesented it in those terms. What we faced was an essentially tactical choice;
whether the use of American troops to neutralize the sanctuaries for a period of

eight weeks was the best way to maintain the established pace and security of our
exit from Vietnam and prevent Hanoi from overrunning Indochina. Reasonable men
might differ; instead, rational discussion ended. . . .

But it was not the incursion into Cambodia that was the real subject of debate. It
was the same issue that had torn the country during the Moratorium the previous
year: whether there were any terms that the United States should insist on for
its honor, its world position, and the sacrifices already made, or whether it should
collapse its effort immediately and unconditionally. A political settlement as urged by
Senator Fulbright—other than the quick imposition of 2 Communist government in
Saigon—was precisely what Hanoi had always rejected, as Le Duc Tho had con-
firmed to me in the most unqualified terms not three weeks earlier. What non¢ of the
moderate critics was willing to admit was that if we followed their recommendations
of refusing aid to Cambodia, we would soon have no choice but to accept Hanot's
terms, which none of them supported. Our opponents kept proclaiming an assump-
tion for which there did not exist the slightest evidence—that there was SOme un-
specified political alternative, some magic formula of neutrality, which was being
willfully spurned. The panicky decision to set a June 30 deadline for the removal of

our forces from Cambodia was one concrete result of public pressures. . . .
Unfortunately, the arguments for a withdrawal deadline had not improved with

age. Either the deadline was compatible with Vietnamization, in which case it coin-
cided with our own policy but would deprive us of negotiating leverage. Or it was
arbitrary, in which case it was euphemism for a collapse; and it would have been
nearly impossible to justify risking lives in the interval before the deadline expired.
So we ended the Cambodia operation still on the long route out of Vietnam, con-
fronting an implacable enemy and an equally implacable domestic opposition.
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rosidential career on a strong reputation as a bawkish

cold warrior—and thus, ironically, he was in a particularly favorable position to bring

some thaw to the chilly Cold War. As a certified conservative, be bad a freedom of ma-
v available to a liberal Democrat, who would bhave been

very right wing that Nixon could easily control. Nixon
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shrewdly saw the implications of the split between China and the Soviet Uy,
developed in the 1960s, and he was determined to turn that split to U.S, g,
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the following passage from bis memoirs, Nixon describes his thinking apboy,, ] 8€. In

Jairs as be embarked upon his presidency. What does he mean when pe = Sl aj-

[5,37) g > y ] ' ° t ;
Rey to a Vietnam settlement lay in Moscow and Peking rather than in HanoJ;»; bar the

In the late 1940s and during the 1950s I had seen communism spreyg
and other parts of Asia, and to Africa and South America, under the cam t
parties of socialist revolution, or under the guise of wars of national liberaot
finally, during the 1960s I had watched as Peking and Moscow became iy
role of leadership in the Communist world.

Never once in my career have I doubted that the Communists meap j
they say that their goal is to bring the world under Communist control. Noy hWhen
ever forgotten Whittaker Chambers’s chilling comment that when he left ¢q N
nism, he had the feeling he was leaving the winning side. But unlike some antrizmw
munists who think we should refuse to recognize or deal with the Communists(;m‘
in doing so we imply or extend an ideological respectability to their philosophy a;i;
their system, I have always believed that we can and must communicate and, whey
possible, negotiate with Communist nations. They are too powerful to ign(;re. We
must always remember that they will never act out of altruism, but only out of self.
interest. Once this is understood, it is more sensible—and also sater—to communj.
cate with the Communists than it is to live in icy cold-war isolation or confrontation
In fact, in January 1969 I felt the relationship between the United States and the So-
viet Union would probably be the single most important factor in determining
whether the world would live at peace during and after my administration.

I felt that we had allowed ourselves to get in a disadvantageous position vis--
vis the Soviets. They had a major presence 1in the Arab states of the Middle East,

' had none: they had Castro in Cuba; since the mid-1960s they had sup-

planted the Chinese as the principal military suppliers of North Vietnam; and except
ontrolled Eastern Europe and threatened the
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stability and security of Western Europe.
There were, however, a few things in O

esting was the Soviet split with China. Ther i
albeit limited, independence in some of the satellite nations. There were indicatio

that the Soviet leaders were becoming interested in reaching an agreement ;2
strategic arms limitation. They also appeared to be ready to hold serious talks Onhad
Jnomalous situation in Berlin, which, almost a quarter century after the wat "
ended, was still a divided city and a constant source of tension, not just betweet

: ODE. We
Soviets and the United States, but 1lso between the Soviets and Westeril Europ®-
sensed that they were looking for a face-saving formu

of confrontation in the Mideast. An

anxious for an expansion of trade. |
It was often said that the key to a Vietnam settlement lay 1n 1\'.1

oi. Without continuous and massive aid from éit

rather than in Hanoi. .
Communist giants, the leaders of North Vietnam woul . .
nths. Thanks to the Sino-Soviel split,

on the war for more than a few mo ' ’ pli, ho™
North Vietnamese had been extremely successful in playing off the Sovi

ur favor. The most important and inter-
e was also some evidence of growins
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Chinese against each other by
) er by turning s , ,
of Communist orthodoxy anZi . i‘:i St’}t‘PI;Ort for their war effort into a touchstone
. i ' ite : b ‘
into the opposing camp in the struggle f Or k.eep.mg North Vietnam frorp settling
This situation b | ggle for domination within the Communist world.
1S situation became a strain, particul- ‘
keep Hanoi fror - » Particuldrly for the Soviets. Aside from wanting to
eep O1 ITOm going over to Pekin M - ’ ‘
North Vietn: e | 8, Moscow had little stake in the outcome of the
O AMESE cause, especially as it ; R e, § .,
2ior interests vis-A-vi Y as 1t ihcreasingly worked against Moscow's OW1
major ir S Vis-a-vis the United States. While T ovi
not entirely free agents w] states, While I understood that the Soviets were
nonetheless planned to br; R th?‘r support for North Vietnam was concerned, I
: TING maximum pressure to bear on them in this area.
was sure that [Soviet leaders] Brey} - ‘
ious for me to win in 196 rezhnev and Kosygin had been no more anx-
mphia-mbutlery in 1908 thfm Khrushchev had been in 1960. The prospect of hav-
thit undoubted 4 Republican administration—and a Nixon administration at
- cdly caused anxiety in Moscow. In fact, I suspected that the Soviets
glg hat thOglnselfad the North Vietnamese to offer to begin the Paris talks in the
ope that the ombing halt would tip the balance to [Hubert] Humphrey in the elec-
tion—and if that was their strategy, it had almost worked.

After the el,,ectlor} Johnson proposed that as President and President-elect he
%}ﬂd [ attend a summit meeting with the Soviets in the period before my inaugura-
I}OTL I understood his desire to make one last dramatic demonstration of his dedica-
tion to peace, but I saw no solid basis for concluding that the Soviet leaders were
prepared to negotiate seriously on any critical issue. Nor did I want to be boxed in
by any decisions that were made before I took office.

The most that might come from such a last-minute summit would be a “spirit,”
like the “Spirit of Glassboro” that followed Johnson’s meeting with Kosygin in New
Jersey in 1967 or the “Spirit of Camp David” that followed Eisenhower’s meeting
with Khrushchev in 1959. It was my feeling that such “spirits” were almost entirely
spurious and that they actually worked heavily to the Soviets’ advantage. Since pub-
lic opinion played no role whatever in the Communist system, such summit “spirit”
was 4 one-way street in their direction, because the optimistic attitudes that charac-
terized American public opinion after 2 summit made it harder for us to assume a
tough line in our postsummit dealings with the Soviets.

During the transition period Kissinger and I developed a new policy for dealing

with the Soviets. Since 17.S.-Soviet interests as the world’s two competing nuclear su-

ere so widespread and overlapping, it was unrealistic to separate or
f concern. Therefore we decided to link progress in such

s strategic arms limitation and increased trade with
s—Vietnam, the Mideast, and Berlin. This

PErpoOwers w
compartmentalize areas O

areas of Soviet concern 4d
progress in areas that were important to u

concept became known as linkage. | | | |
Lest there be any doubt of my seriousness in pursuing this policy, I purposely

., ference when asked a question about starting
it at my first press COMNi¢ 3 . .
announced 4 ion Talks] talks. I said, What I want to do is to see to it

ic Arms Limitat . : ' |
'[SIAI;Tviztf;ig strategic arms talks in a2 way and at a time that Wlll promote, if possi-
b;a on outstanding political problems at the same tlme——fo.r example, on
R on other outstanding problems in which the United

. ideast and
the problem of the Midea can serve the cause of peace.”

. - ther

) ‘ nion acting toge , .
States and the Soviet gthin g uncomfortably new and different for the Soviets, and
Linkage was som g bridled at the restraints it imposed on our relationship.

[ was not surprised when the
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It would take almost two years of patient and hard-
before they would accept that linka ge with what we

nosed determinatjon on
wanted from th

Cm wag the

intelligence officer. I wanted it made clear that I was not taken in

mustic rhetoric that had characterized so much of recent Soviet-
Rissinger therefore stated that while the tendency during the

to emphasize how much our two nations supposedly had in
at there were real and substantial differen

We must recognize that ending
peace. All parties must now see to

*Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documenys 2 (1973): 4344
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B. Winding Down the Vietnam War
that heals, and a peace that not only ends the war in Southeast Asia but contributes
to the prospects of peace in the whole world. |

This will mean that the terms of the agreement must be scrupulous
Wwe shall do everything the agreement requires of us and we shall expect the other
parties to do everything it requires of them. We shall also expect other interested na-
tions to help insure that the agreement is carried out and peace is maintained.

As this long and very difficult war ends, I would like to address a few special
words to each of those who have been parties in the contlict.

First, to the people and Government of South Vietnam: By Y
your sacrifice, you have won the precious right to determine your own future and
you have developed the strength to defend that right. We look forward to working
with you in the future, friends in peace as we have been allies in war.

To the leaders of North Vietnam: As we have ended the war through negotia-
tions, let us now build a peace of reconciliation. For our part, We are prepared (O
make a maijor effort to help achieve that goal. But just as reciprocity was needed tO
end the war, so, too, will it be needed to build and strengthen the peace.

To the other major powers [China, the Soviet Union] that have been involved

even indirectly: Now is the time for mutual restraint SO that the peace W€ have

achieved can last.
And finally, to all of you who are listening, the American people: Your stead-

fastness in supporting our insistence on pedace with honor has made pe€ace with
honor possible. I know that you would not have wanted that peace jeopardized.
With our secret negotiations at the sensitive stage they were in during this recent

period, for me to have discussed publicly our efforts to secure peace would not only
have violated our understanding with North Vietnam, it would have seriously

harmed and possibly destroyed the chances for peace. Therefore, I know that you
now can understand why, during these past several weeks, 1 have not made any

public statements about those eftorts.
The important thing was not to talk about peace, but to get peace and to get the

right kind of peace. This we have done.
Now that we have qchieved an honorable agreement, let us be proud that Amer-

.4 did not settle for a peace that would have betrayed our allies, that would have
.bandoned our prisoners of war, Or that would have ended the war for us but would
have continued the war for the 50 million people of Indochina. Let us be proud of
the 2% million young Americans who served in Vietnam, who served with honor and
distinction in one of the most selfless enterprises in the history of nations. And let us
be proud of those who sacrificed, who gave their lives so that the people of South

Vietnam might live in freedom and so that the world might live in peace.

ly adhered tO.

our courage, by

3 Canadians See Neither Peace nor Honor (1973)

in addition to the communist countries, bad deplored the U.S.
otervention in Vietnam. Canada, 10 which many draft dodgers had fled, was con-
spicuous among the crilics. The with honor” that Nixon announced was actu-
ally violated in a wholesale fashion by both sides from the day of signing in January

Much of the free world,

3The Toronto Star, January 24, 1973. Reprinted with permission of the Torornto Star.
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It is with these criteria in mind that I have se
I will send to the Senate tomorrow.
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D. The Move to Impeach Nixon \\\
I The First Article of Impeachment (1974)

During the Nixon- -

in tbe(})emocmz‘ic Au/’ﬁcf;ovem “Ampaign Of 1475, 0 bungled bur glmy b

tion. epides ¢ Walergate headqguarters in Washington, D.C. Afy ad OCCUYey
L eviaence turned up that the culprits, with close sz’z,‘e - After Nixoy s reeleg.

been workin | House connect;
cen 8 Jor the Republican Committee for the Re-election of ;gt;())ns, hag
. Festdeny

Iing ta
teyipt fjsczcljjgf szr;endered lo prove beyond a doubt that he had known of th ‘
| “up jrom an early date and bhad activel ci ¢ ar
extensive bearings, the House Judici , ety participated in it. Afy
: udiciary Committee voted three arti ' r
" . | ‘ . articles of im _
y%i?t;;{i z(;bzcb the following, relating to the crime of obstructing justice u{as t/f:;jfz
e was approved on July 27, 1974, b . ’ .
. | ; , by a committee vote of twenty-sey
eleven, with all the Democrats being joined by six Republicans. Assumingj;bat igeiz

charges were true, did they add up to “bigh cri ,
, crime _ » |
by the Constitution? . s and misdemeanors” as specified

Article 1

in 'Ir; h}s Cor;dhgct of th.e ofﬁce of Presi.dent of the United States, Richard M. Nixon,
violation of his constitutional oath faithfully to execute the office of President of
the United States and, to the best of his ability, preserve, protect, and defend the
Constitution of the United States, and in violation of his constitutional duty to take
care that the laws be faithfully executed, has prevented, obstructed, and impeded
the administration of justice, in that:

On June 17, 1972, and prior thereto, agents of the Committee for the Re-election
of the President committed unlawful entry of the headquarters of the Democratic
National Committee in Washington, District of Columbia, for the purpose of securing
political intelligence. Subsequent thereto, Richard M. Nixon, using the powel of hus
high office, engaged personally and through his subordinates and agents, m a
course of conduct or plan designed to delay, impede, and obstruct the investigatior
of such unlawful entry; to cover up, conceal and protect those responsible; and ©0

conceal the existence and scope of other unlawful covert activiti€s.
The means used to implement this course of conduct or plan include

more of the following:

1. making or causing to be made false or misleading statements to lawfully quthorn?Z
vestigative officers and employees of the United States;

d one O

ed U

___________,_,_,_.———-—-—'-'—'—--__

<« pp. 17+
| House of Representatives Report No. 931305 (House Calendar No. 426), 93d Cong., 2d 5€55- pp:
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2. withholding relevant and Mmateria]
vestigative officers and employees

3. approving, condoning, dCquiescing in, and counseling witnesses with respect to the giv-

ing of false or misleading statemens o lawfully authorized investigative officers and em-

ployees of th? United States and fase Of misleading testimony in duly instituted judicial
and congressional proceedings:;

evidence or information from lawfully authorized in-
of the United States;

4. interfering or endeavoring to interfer

, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Office of Wa-
, and Congressional Committees;

an agency of the United States;

. m officers of the Department of Justice of the
United States to subjects of Investigations conducted by lawfully authorized investigative

officers and employees of the Unjted States, for the purpose of aiding and assisting such
subjects in their attempts to avoid criminal liability;

making false or misleading public statements for the purpose of deceiving the people of

the United States into believing that a thorough and complete investigation had been
conducted with respect to allegations of misconduct on the part of personnel of the ex-
ecutive branch of the United States and personnel of the Committee for the Re-election of

the President, and that there was no involvement of such personnel in such misconduct;
or

9. endeavoring to cause prospective defendants, and individuals duly tried and convicted, to

expect favored treatment and consideration in return for their silence or false testimony,
or rewarding individuals for their silence or false testimony.

In all of this, Richard M. Nixon has acted in a manner contrary to his trust as
President and subversive of constitutional government, to the great prejudice of the
cause of law and justice and to the manifest injury of the people of the United
States.

Wherefore Richard M. Nixon, by such conduct, warrants impeachment and trial,
and removal from office.

2. Impeachment as a Partisan
Issue (1974)

The second and third articles of impeachment approved by the House Judiciary
Commiiltee related to repeated abuses of presidential ppwer and to prolonged con-
tempt of Congress. The second article passed the commu‘tee.by a @[[y of 28 to 10: all
tbe Democratg, Ay well s 7Republz’cans, UOI@d yea. The .tbzrd article cbarged NZ'.X'OH
with contempt of Congress for refusing 1o compb{ with ‘engt Slffbpéenfis fqr the White
House tapes. It was regarded as the least damaging of the three, for it failed to gain
broad partisan backing when it squeezed f{? 4 ough by a narrow vote of %1 0 17. Even
after bis complete disgrace, Nixon had millions of supporters who believed thyt bis

| | se Calendar No. 420), 93d Cong., 2d sess. -
*House of Representatives Report No. 93-1305 (Hou & CSS., p. 301,
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but would be extended to apply to both sexes by operation of th
the same way that laws pertaming to voting were EXtended to N :
under the 15th and 19th amendments, . . . R
Any expression of preference in tl - .
would be extended to both parents (as again: - Chfld CUsto
entitled to support from both parents under the exict: PATHES). Chi]
2. Laws Rendered Unconstitutional by the A;
denies opportunities of women or n ‘

. 4WS unconstitutional
Examples are: the exclus; ' .

SIon of women
schools: State Jaws placing special restrictions
weights women may lift on the job; I

occupations, such as bartenders:
of married wWomen,

terminology of sex identification is of no consequence.

5. Separation of the Sexes. Separation of the sexes by law would be forbidden
under the amendment except in situations where the se€paration is shown to be nec-

essary because of an overriding and compelling public interest and does not deny
individual rights and liberties.

For example, in our present culture the recognition of the right to privacy
would justify separate restroom facilities in public buildings.

As shown above, the amendment would not change the substance of existing
laws, except that those which restrict and deny opportunities to women would be
rendered unconstitutional under the standard of point two of the analysis. Ip .all
other cases, the laws presently on the books would simply be equalized, and this 1n-
cludes the entire body of family law. . . .

hyllis Schlafly Upholds Traditional Gender

Rofes (1977)

The feminist upsurge of the 1970s provoked a backlash, and not all of it fm’:n Z:'cal
Phyllis Schlafly, a prominent conservative, emerged as one of the most

) - inted by PEr
3From Phyllis Schlafly, The Power of the Positive Woman, pp. 11-19. Copyright © 1977. Repfl
mission of the author.
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nents of the new feminists’ -
oppon f the new feminists agenda, especially the ERA. In the selection that follows,

what are Schlafly’s princibal obiortim. .
Jly'sp pal objections to the feminist position? How does she conceive

he “Positive Womean »? g
of 1 nr What differences does she see betiveen men arnd women?

ux?derstand the d.lfferences between men and women, Your outlook on life, your
faith, your behaylor, your potenttal for fulfillment, all are determined by the p,aram-
. sitive Woman starts with the assumption that
the world is her oyster, She rejoices in the creative capability within her body and
the poweL potential of her mind and spirit. She understands that men and women
are different, and that those very differences provide the key to her success as a per-
son and fulfillment as 2 woman

| Tbe women'’s liberationist, on the other hand, is imprisoned by her own nega-

tive view of her§elf and of her place in the world around her. This view of women
was m?st _SUCCI.HCUY expressed in an advertisement designed by the principal
WOLICH -$ liberationist organization, the National Organization for Women (NOW),
and run in many magazines and newspapers and as spot announcements on many
television stations. The advertisement showed a darling curlyheaded girl with the
caption: “This healthy, normal baby has a handicap. She was born female.”

This is the self-articulated dog-in-the-manger, chip-on-the-shoulder, fundamen-
tal dogma of the women’s liberation movement. Someone—it is not clear who,
perhaps God, perhaps the “Establishment,” perhaps a conspiracy of male chauvinist
pigs—dealt women a foul blow by making them female. It becomes necessary,
therefore, for women to agitate and demonstrate and hurl demands on society in
order to wrest from an oppressive male-dominated social structure the status that
has been wrongfully denied to women through the centuries.

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

artners.
i The second dogma of the women’s liberationists is that, of all the injustices per-
petuated upon women through the centuries, the most oppressive is the cruel fact
that women have babies and men do not. Within the confines of the women’s liber-
ationist ideology, therefore, the abolition of this overriding inequality of women be-
comes the primary goal. This goal must be achieved at any and all costs—to the
woman herself, to the baby, to the family, and to socijety. Women must be made

equal to men in their ability »zot to become pregnant and not to be expected to care

for babies they may bring into the world. | | |
This is why women’s liberationists are compulsively involved in the drive to

make abortion and child-care centers for all women, regardless of religion or in-
come, both socially acceptable and government-financed. Former Congresswoman
2

Bella Abzug has defined the goal: “to enforce the constifutional right of females to

. .« 9 1 .'n
terminate pregnancies that they do not wish to continue - |
If man is targeted as the enemy, and the ultimate goal of women’s liberation is

independence from men and the avoidance of pregnancy and its consequences.
then lesbianism is logically the highest form in the ritual of women’s liberation.
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Many, such as [teminist author] Kate Millett, come to this conclusion, although m

' ﬂl y L s

others do not. | L |
The Positive Woman will never travel that dead-e evident g the

Positive Woman that the female body with its baby-

signed by a conspiracy of men but by the Divine Arc AN race, Thoge

who think it is unfair tha women have babies wh

women's liberationists.

The Positive Woman knows
which women are better (

those that put a premium

that, while ] hysical competitions in
and can comm |

S over females in competitions of Strength, speed. angd
: s beyond rationgl dispute, . . .

Does the physical advantage of men

s€rvience? The Positive Woman knows
which is at least g5 gre:

vine Architect whe ga

OOmM women to 3 1

, and equal €njoyment, and an equal
ation forever. I Just isn'’t so,
4 Woman’s weakness but

8, Just nothing. It has produced a generation of
I | , bored with sexual freedom, and despon-

izes the fact that, when it comes to sex, v};zomin ari
€ sexual drive of men is much stronger than that o

b

im, teach him, restrain him re-
but she can motivate him, inspire him, encourage tl,lerlr],qt:luieve over her with al] b
. o im that he can never ¢ - ined solely b
4Ve€ power over him er is determin y by
e 1h1r:£ - ?wllclzher a Positive Woman uses her pow
muscie. How o :

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

Why? Because caring for a baby serves the natural maternal need of a woman. Al-
though not nearly so total as the baby’s need, the woman'’s need is nonetheless real.

The overriding psychological need of a woman is to love something alive. A
baby fulfills this need in the lives of most women. If a baby is not available to fill
that need, women search for 2 baby-substitute. This is the reason why women have
traditionally gone into teaching and nursing careers. They are doing what comes

naturally to the female psyche. The schoolchild or the patient of any age provides
an outlet for a woman to express her natural maternal need. . . .

Finally, women are different from men in dealing with the fundamentals of life
itself. Men are philosophers, women are practical, and "twas ever thus. Men may phi-
losophize about how life began and where we are heading; women are concerned
about feeding the kids today. No woman would ever, as Karl Marx did., spend years
reading political philosophy in the British Museum while her child starved to death.
Women don'’t take naturally to a search for the intangible and the abstract. The Pos-
itive Woman knows who she is and where she is going, and she will reach her goal
because the longest journey starts with a very practical first step.

4. Betty Friedan Has Second Thoughts (1981)

Widely recognized as the founding motber of second-wave feminism, Betty Friedan
assumed near-iconic status in the women’s movement of the 1960s and 1970s. Bui
in later years, she distanced berself somewbat from the very movement she bad
helped to launch. In this selection, what are ber principal criticisms of the ongoing
feminist movement? Is she consistent with ber own early beliefs?

Around 1969, when that anti-man, anti-family, bra-burning image of “women’s
lib” was built up in Newsweek and Time cover stories exaggerating the antics of the
most extremist voices in the movement, I remember the helpless feeling shared by
the founding Mothers of NOW: “But that’s not what we meant, not at all.” For us
with our roots in the middle American mainstream and our own fifties’ families.
equality and the personhood of women never meant destruction of the family,
repudiation of marriage and motherhood, or implacable sexual war against men.
That “bra-burning” note shocked and outraged‘ us, and we Knew it was wrong—
personally and politically—-—-—though we never said so, then, as loudly as we should

e ————————— . . .
"Copyright © 1981, 1986, 1991, 1998 by Betty Friedan. First published in 7he Second Stage by Beny

Friedan. Reprinted by permission of Curtis Brown, Ltd.




