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Radclitfe’s "Summit’:
Too Many Gaps

By Myra MacPherson

CAMBRIDGE—A young,
long haired woman sat lis-
fening to academicians pon-
dering endlessly the theme
of “women in a changing so-
ciety” at last week's two-day
seminar at Radcliffe College.

Instead of yawning, as did
many in the audience, she
was doing needlepoint,

Needlepoint? Yes, but
needlepoint with a venge-
ance, She was creating—in
red, white and blue—the
clenched fist sign of the
Women's Liberation Move-
ment.

This woman’'s needle-
pointed clenched f{ist com-
bined and rather epito-
mized, albeit in a surface
way, two warring factions
present at the Radecliffe In-
stitute’s seminar for 400 ed-
ucators—those who cling to
time-honored traditional
“feminine” roles and those
who shout for a change.

In one subliminal sense,
the conference pointed up
the current general schizo-
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phrenia and searching
among women concerning
what they want their lives
to be; the hard won struggle
of many women to throw off
conditioned reflexes of what
is “feminine” and a musing,
for example, on the part of
others about what life with-
out the *“nuclear family”
would really be like. Even
some of the best brains in
the country could reach no
accord and offered little vi-
sion on the seminar's sub-
jeet, “Women: Resource for
a Changing Society.”

Participants in the semi-
nar were psychologists, soci-
ologists, historians, econo-
mists and psychoanalysts. It
was supposed to be a “sum-
mit” conference.

But to many in the audi-
ence, a variety of “gaps”
produced a disappointing
and non-productive two days
of much talk and little else.
One gap was generational—
55-year-old -women with
careful coifs and safe little
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dresses and memories of
what it meant to be “ladies,”
often clenched their teeth at

the apinions of young partic-
ipants in blue jeans who
combined fourdetter exple-

tives and well-articulated
thoughts.
Another gap was ivory

tower vs. the real world—
with educators on lofty the-
oretical plains, for example,
pontificating about the “pull
of motherhood,” while work-
ing psychoanalysts talked
about psychotic angd suicid-

ally bored mothers and
housewives.
Many of the younger

women rapped Radcliffe In-
stitute—the university’s cen-
ter for “women’s scholarly
and professional pursuits”
and sponsors of the seminar
—for being out of it, con-
servative and “elitist,” and
hand-picking participants
the majority of whom, they
fglt, reflected the center’s
views.

Groaning after one ses-
sion, Joan Rothschild of the
Women’s Research Center
of Boston, said “Radcliffe
Institute just might make it
1o 1923, It is so entrenched,
elitist, and male dominated
by Harvard. They live in a

world .where you go to col-
lege, marry, maybe go back
to a career later. I'm di-

voreced, have to work and
am part of a deviant group
to them.”

The speakers were sup-
posed to unveil papers filled
with the latest research, but,
as Catherine Stimson, direc-
tor of Women’s Center, Bar-
nard College, professor of
English and possibly in her
’30’s, said, “Everybody here
is playing it safe. The very
set-up of the conference is
antithetical to the women’s
movement—an ‘invitational’

Dr. Stimson had just list-
ened, with a shake of her
head, to Janet Giele, 37, a
Radecliffe Institute Fellow,
extolling the wvirtues of
*feminine traits”—aware-
ness, cooperativeness, sym-
pathy, responsiveness, Miss
Giele was saying “women
appear to perform less well
in competition,” have a
“clear vision, instead of
overriding concern for per-
sonal power.” which was,
she said, a male character-
istic.

Low hisses followed from
some in the audience. One
young woman said, “The
men 1 know are not the men
you describe and I'm not

like- the women you de-
scribe. It's not right to po-
larize with these stereo-
types.” ‘

Probably the most way-
out position on families was
expressed by Suzanne
Keller, professor of sociol-
ogy, Princeton University.
“The quasi-feudal character”
of husband-wife relations
“asg regards earnings, prop-
erty, name and residence,”
she said, “is totally out of
tune with contemporary de-
velopments in the economy,
law and society. It also lays
bare the peculiar incapaci-
ties and defects to which nu-
clear families are prone.”

Much of the research
seemed dated. One was told
that in a changing society
when both partners have
dual careers, the father
usually takes over some
child rearing roles.

Other “revelations” were
that housewives, feeling use-
less, are often unhappy and
psychotie; that there is
stress when a woman tries
to have a career and family,
that college women are hav-
ing more sex and apparently
enjoying it more. Over and
over again it was hammered

out that we (male and fe-

male) are products—and vic-

tims—of culturally defined,

sex roles carved out for us
in a traditional society.

On make anthropologist,
B. Irven DeVore, trotted out
his studies on baboons, fruit
flies and birds to talk of
“sex differences and natural
selection” and said “male
loses little committing adul-
tery; woman gains little.”

He was challenged by
Pauline Bart, assistant pro-
fessor of sociology in psy-
chiatry, University of Illi-
nois at the Medical Center,

Dr. Bart said she *“as-
sumed adultery was for the
pleasure” of both partners
and for “meeting the needs
not met in marriage.” One
woman remarked to an-
other, on the way out of a
meeting that contraception
makes a difference about
women engaging in adul-
tery. “I wonder how many of
Devore’s fruit flies are on
the pill?” she joked.

Dr. Bart, one of the more
radical speakers, describes
herself as a “casualty of the
’50’s, one of the walking
wounded” who “went out of
the -kitchen and into the
streets and into the schools
and into the labor force in
the ’60’s” Amidst the aca-
demic
Bart thrust a few well
placed four-letter words that

gobbledegook, Dr. -
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‘left some gray-haired women

speechless. (“The wom-
en’s movement considers
most housework ‘shitwork.
and believes that men and
women should share equally
in the task.”)

One silver-haired trustee

of Radcliffe gasped, “Why,
she’s just crazy.”

The “young side” of the
generation gap, for the most
part, stopped with women in
their late 30s and early 40s
who sided with the younger
feminists. '

But there were' times
when both older women
(in their late ’40's and ’50's)
and young members of the
audience were aligned
against the unconscious and
therefore all the more dis-
turbing, perpetuation of tra-
ditional sex role concepts.
One moderator, introducing
two women and one male
speaker, ticked off the wom-
mothers. No such run down
for the male speaker. )

After the speeches a
slightly bent, older woman,
a psychpanalyst who said
she was “of that unpopular
Freudian branch,” got loud
applause from the feminists
in the erowd when she said
to the moderator: “You
didn't tell me how many

children he (the male speak-
er) has.”
Another speaker, Eliza-

beth Douvan, professor of
Psychology, University of
Michigan, spoke repeatedly
of “man’s” adaptability and
capacity, “man’s ability,’ and
deplored radical feminists
who disavow heterosexual
love. She conceded that she
was “something of a female
chauvinist.” Women, she
said, as a group have
“highly developed qualities"
—such as “empathy, com-
plexity, sympathy”—that
would save “mankind.”
Barbara Ausubel, 35, of
the Radcliffe Institute’s Car-
avan Theater, was ap-
plauded and cheered by
many when she attacked
Douvan for referring always
to “man” and “mankind” “in
this ' conference supposedly
about women.” L
Douvan replied that sh
could not help radical stu-
dents by a hyprocritical
stance at embracing their
views, “I cannot become
what I'm not. I was formed

. in a different era. (Douvan

is in her late 40s or early
50s.) I have to know myself
as I am.”

There was, however, a
general feeling, even among
the more conservative

speakers, that the women’s
liberation movement had

unquestionably aided both
depressed housewives and
women struggling in male-
dominated professions by
making them feel they are
not “wierd” or “alone.”

And there was a refresh-
ing moment of candor when
activist feminist Gail Par-
ker, assistant professor of
history and literature, Har-
vard, wondered about cer-
tain aspects of the movement
of which she is a part.

She poked fun at feminist
writers who do not write im-
aginatively “and instead fall
back on ‘de-sexing’ the Eng-
lish language. Oh brave new
world where ‘tey, ter, tem’
replaces ‘he, his, him.’ I re-
gularly turn sentences
around to seek refuge in
‘they’ but this kind of hig-
gling is not what any of us
had in mind a few years
ago.”

. When the final session
ended, some of the younger
women in the audience

* openly criticized the semi-

~

nar. They told members of -

the Institute there were too
many and too long speeches
and no time for followup
discussions among the high
powered brains assembled
in the audience.

When one asked why the
papers weren’t submitted in
advance and than distrib-
uted to all the audience for
participatory discussjon she
was told crisply things are
not done like that in the ac-
ademic world.

Another weakness: There
were no black speakers and
only a handful in the aui-
ence,.

All in all, Radcliffe Insti-
tute should be grateful that
it garnered economist
Barbara Ward (Lady Jack-
son) who managed, through
her own electric delivery, to
fire up and unify the gather-
ing for the only time in two
days.

Calling for a “profound
change of direction” for this
planet, Barbara Ward, who
will be 58 next month, an-
nounced,, “If you ask me the
purpcse of women’s lib, it’s
these dreves of power, ag-
gression, greed and rapacity
that are pulling this planet
apart.ii

She received a standing
ovation for this windup:
“What sane woman would
want to bé President, gen-
eral, head tycoon, top opera-
tor of 1.T.T.? But what man
should want it either?”




