Chapter of the National Organization for Women: -
IRzghtsAmendment, National Organization for W g

Source: Philadelphia
], Historical Society of Pennsylvania.

Brochure on the Equa
Philadelphia Chapter recor [ 2054
First proposed in the 1920s, the Equal Rights Amendment to the Constity-
tion was resurrected in the 1970s as an outgrowth of the second wave of
brief: ° Equahty of rights under the law shall

feminism. Its language was
e denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account
» But its 1mp11cat10ns were anything but simple. It quickly x w0n

states debated rat1ﬁcat10n it aroused: a grow- ;
tives who c1a1med it Would undermme '

notb
of sex.
approval by Congress, but as

ing storm of protest from conserva

women’s tradltlonal roles as mothers w1ves and h

National Org
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d men do not receive the same benefits under Social

Women an
ecufity’ althou

gh they contribute the same percentage of their

S

inco‘f‘f;:e 4al pay for Equal Work” is based on Title VII of the Civil
8 tsict which can be reversed by Congress

nghlfa St dies, his widow pays a large tax; if a woman dies her
; bstantially less

ssu
.dower pay 3 4 ’ [y 5 o . .
Y A husband controls his wife’s use of “his” credit cards; a wife

ot establish credit in her name
Cannlnsurance rates are higher for women than for men; loans for
hO;ISE payments, €tC. are more difficult for women to obtain than men
. The military has higher entrance requirements for women, but

tly fewer benefits and opportunities

significan : :
bate, a joint bank account is considered to be solely

. During pr0
the property of the husband

. Women receive longer jail sentences than men for the same crime
Unemployment is twice as high for women as for men

There are over 1,795 laws which discriminate against women

Awill.. ...
arewomen full persons under the law
aw discrimination on the basis of sex, establishing consti-
ly the legal right of “equal pay for equal work”
g Lo ide equal Social Security benefits for women and men at
the same retirement age; widowers will receive the same benefits
f DO QﬁlY received by widows ,

; h; }ii;‘;g;llze a hpl.lsewife’s contribution as a financial resource.to
°ME by not taxing her half of the estate when her husband dies
%%le;secsl,fumarrdied women the right to establish credit, own busi-
L Equ31}i’z1n | ?ﬁntrol property, and sign contracts i |
ligible f dr éqirlr;i 1;)taury entrance standards; make military women
EXtehd‘ b enefits an'd opportunities b
ither sey aepeziand child support responsibilities to members
ngon need and ability to pay

t
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anm d

mnced federal control of large areas of western
1 .,wmmﬁmaoum that, the “rebels” claimed,
lo: standing grazing rights. They
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n-making power on such issues should be given to
In 1979, Richard E. Blakemore, a member of the
ffered this explanation of the outlook of many

. idual state>
ate senate

ysH REBELLION” isa catchy but somewhat mislead-
.‘sAGS’Z; :o describe the western states’ demands for a greater role
ng uining the future of the west. Unlike the dictionary defini-
; de_term‘ rebellion there is no armed or unlawful resistance to gov-
'on'mth;jeither :s western land desolate or worthless as the term
pis ent;h” connoted. Moreover, if much of the land in the west ever
t;.r:sidered of little worth, the need for energy has changed that.

. tatiStiCS show that much of the west is controlled by the federal
overnment. ... OVer 90 percent of all federal land is from the Rock-
sweSt-' __.Onaverage, the federal government controls 52.6 percent
ofthe land in the 12 western states.... What does this large federal
fp,esencemean to westerners and why are westerners protesting?

~ Formany years, the public domain was open to ranching, mining,
nd outdoor recreation. But a number of federal acts, passed to pro-
tect and conserve the environment, have closed great parts of the
public domain to traditional uses. Westerners see these restrictions
ublic lands as a portent of things to come—that even-
oday’s public lands will be locked up in wilderness or

 USes. ...

HE

ay is at the confluence of two major movements—
1on of the environment and that for production of
at extent, the success of the attempt for US. energy
epends on resources of the west. In addition, the west
| reased agricultural production and for its reserves
fSnecessary to modern industry.
‘onmental movement prompted the passage of federal
at protecting the environment and maintaining
untry in a natural state. Among the major
ast 15 years are the Wilderness Act, the
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protection Act, the Federal Land Pgy; .
ey

1d and Scenic Rivers Act, and the Natigpa

| Environmental

Nationa
he Wi

Management Act, t
Forest Management Act.

The genesis of the sag
flict between the desires
and the demands for food,
ints on the uses of p
ds into nonfederal 0O

ebrush rebellion can be found in the can
to protect and preserve the environme;
minerals, and energy from the west.

ublic 1ands and obstacles to disphuai et
wnership have increased over the

ot SELLHEE

Constra
public lan
past 15 years.. -

Overregulatio
for states in which t
most of the land in the stat
bureaucracy are magnified wh

n is bad anywhere. Imagine how much worsem;s
he federal government is also the 1andlord;’g;é},
e. Excessive regulation and heavy-hane
ere land is federally controlled. ;

which the sagebs
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rage always and purporting tospeak for
som
€100,0

Americal women:
he record straight. The claim that
at Amer; ]
merican v o

It’s time tosett
en and unfairly treated is the fraud
of th
e Cen

are downtrodd
The truth is that American women never h
A
d it 50 good, wy

should we lower ourselves to “equal rights” wh
€n we alr

the status 0
The proposed Equal Rights Am
endm
under the 1aw shall not be denied or abrei:zl1 tstates: “Equalit ,
by any state on account of sex » So wh tged by the Uniteg gfr -
, , , : A -
he;c; zjtre Aa few examples of what’s A v:.:;llrong with thattvat _
1S m S : 1 1 .
subject to t;: j?:nt\;/v}ill absolutely and POS:i
e un—Aerti'c Why any woman would su vely make wom,
Why any Congress e BIoRgor i be}'opr()iort e
_ | gt e n
da_ughtel' would su pman Who had any I'Egard or h.comprehEHS
stand. Foxholes s ]I;O:lt such a proposition is ju Is wife, siste
e Womena enough for men, but th st as hard to und
would put them th <Tj‘and we should reject ey certainly ar
T bad ff ere-1n the name of c{eqﬁal z a}IlY ‘ pIOPOS'al,.Wh
e , ad errect ot e o r1 » :
abolish a woman’ t Ofthe Equal Right ghisi
ightio cideupponiand alimdﬁy».anzm
< ' -and sub

(ldl U1IC ,ﬂ.‘{a.i; '
i DDC.
L. S

resscove
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S
expenses: He has the duty of financial support under our laws and
customs. Why should we abandon thege mandatory wife-support

and child-support laws so that a wife would h Q :
d o o
tion to take a job? ve an “equal” obliga

By law and custom in America, in case of divorce, the mother
always is given custody of her children unless there is overwhelm-
ing evidence of mistreatment, neglect or bad character. This is our
special privilege because of the high rank that is placed on mother-
hood in our society. Do women really want to give up this special
privilege and lower themselves to “equal rights,” so that the mother
gets one child and the father gets the other? I think not....

WHAT “WOMEN’s L1B” REALLY MEANS

Many women are under the mistaken impression that “women’s lib”
means more job employment opportunities for women, equal pay
fwomen to high positions, admitting

for equal work, appointments o

more women to medical schools, and other desirable objectives

which all women favor. .
any necessary Jegislation which would bring them about.

But all this 1s only a sweet syrup which covers the deadly poison
masquerading 4° «gomen’s lib.” The women’s libbers are radicals

who are waging a total assault on the family, on marriage, and on

children.

We all support these purposes, as well as



