
President's Desk
Dear readers,

There's never been a better time to be
a member of the National
Organization for Women. If you've

ever wanted to take an active part in
protecting women's rights, here's your
chance. With the resignation of Supreme
Court Justice Sandra Day O'Connor, we
have lost an important voice for women and
may be one step closer to losing abortion
rights.

We can change that. In August, NOW-NYC
launched our Save The Court! Campaign.
We're meeting every Tuesday evening at
6:45 pm at our NYC headquarters.  We've
got momentum and motivation to do
everything in our power to make sure John
G. Roberts isn't confirmed to the Supreme
Court. If you want to make sure the court
stays balanced, join us and take part in
something historic.

Confirmation hearings for Roberts will begin
September 6, and he just won't do.
Throughout his 26-year career, John G.
Roberts has continually supported and
promoted an anti-woman, anti-civil rights,
and anti-worker agenda. Here's a snapshot
of just some of his regressive agenda:

As Deputy Solicitor General, Roberts
argued in a brief before the Supreme
Court that "we continue to believe that
Roe was wrongly decided and should
be overruled. The Court's conclusion in
Roe that there is a fundamental right to
an abortion... finds no support in the text,
structure, or history of the Constitution." 

As Deputy Solicitor General, Roberts
filed an amicus curiae brief in support
of Operation Rescue, a group that
violently blocked access to clinics.  At the
Supreme Court level, that case was
called Bray v. Alexandria Women's
Health Clinic (it was NOW v. Operation
Rescue at the trial and appellate levels).
The brief argued that the protesters'
behavior did not discriminate against
women and that blockades and clinic
protests were protected speech under
the First Amendment. The case helped
us push congressional passage of the
Freedom of Access to Clinic Entrances
(FACE) Act. 

He filed an amicus brief in Adarand v.
Mineta in Oct. 2001, supporting a
challenge to federal affirmative action
programs. 

He argued against Title IX, the equal
education law for women and girls, as
applied to college athletic programs in
NCAA v. Smith. 

A proponent of states' rights even if it
costs the safety of women and girls, in
a 1999 radio interview he said, "We have
gotten to the point these days where we
think the only way we can show we're
serious about a problem is if we pass a
federal law, whether it is Violence Against
Women Act or anything else.”  He is also

a member of the Federalist Society, an
ultraconservative legal organization
committed to returning to a pre-Civil War
era of unquestioned states' rights and to
rolling back legislation that has
advanced women's rights, civil rights,
environmental protections, and health
and safety standards. Federalist
Society heroes and leaders you might
recognize are Supreme Court Justices
Antonin Scalia and Clarence Thomas,
former U.S. Attorney General John
Ashcroft and Senator Orrin Hatch. 

Join NOW-NYC in sending a loud and clear
message to our leaders that we won't
accept a new judge who doesn't support a
woman's right to abortion. Come to our
weekly Save the Court! meetings and
participate in our protest of John Roberts on
Thursday, September 15th, 5:30 pm at
Union Square Park.  Call our office to find
out the details of other ongoing meetings,
programs and actions! 

212-627-9895
150 W. 28th Street, Suite 304

Yours truly,
Sonia Ossorio

By Kathy Rodgers

The conservative spin machine is in
overdrive, spewing smoke to obscure facts
and convince us that the Senate should
promptly confirm Circuit Judge John
G. Roberts.  Apparently, insisting on
a thorough hearing for a highly
qualified lawyer and conservative,
who is also widely respected and
liked, is un-American "partisan"
behavior.   Well, let's clear the
smoke and tell people what's really
at stake.  

NOW members are being kept well
informed about Judge Robert’s political and
judicial philosophy, and NOW opposes the
nomination.  The more information that

comes to light, the more we have concerns
about his positions on privacy, affirmative
action, separation of church and state,
environmental protection, states' rights and
more.  But there's another challenge:  to
activate the American people to insist on a
thorough hearing by the Senate.

Why?  Because so many people believe the
confirmation is a foregone conclusion.
Many don't believe Roe v. Wade will be
overturned and the right to choice is in
danger, let alone other rights in employment

or education.  And when they hear
debates in legalese about concepts
like "Federalism" and “state
sovereignty," sleep descends.

The fact is, Supreme Court
nominations have always been
controversial in our history and that's
good—the job is too important for
any of us ever to take it lightly.  With

this nomination of a "qualified" but clearly
far right conservative candidate, it is the
President who has played the partisan card.
The President's constitutional role in this
process ends with the nomination.
Anything he does after that is pure politics.
It is the Senate's constitutional responsibility
to advise and consent, and it is the Senate's
obligation to us to do so with full knowledge
of all the relevant facts, no matter who the
candidate is.

People need to understand, too, that the
anti-choice strategy is to gut Roe without
overturning it and to do so quickly.  A case
has already been accepted by the Supreme
Court, Ayotte v. Planned Parenthood of 

continued on page 3

By Ramya Kasturi

With the vacancy in the
Supreme Court, American
women stand to lose not
only the long-fought right to
abortion but their
fundamental access to birth
control.

At a news briefing on July
12, White House Press
Secretary Scott McClellan
solidified the Bush
administration's wavering
stance toward a woman's
right to access birth control.
A WorldNetDaily reporter
asked, "[Bush is] not
opposed to contraception, is
he?" McClellan dodged the question and
then finally responded, "if you want to ask
those questions [regarding contraception],
that's fine. I'm just not going to dignify them
with a response." President Bush is not the
only one who is reluctant to endorse
women's access to birth control. A new
trend is sweeping the nation in which states
are passing "conscience clauses" that
permit pharmacists to opt out of filling
prescriptions for drugs to which they have
ethical or religious objections. 

"Conscience clauses" were originally
created to allow pharmacists to opt out of
dispensing drugs intended to be used in
assisted suicides, but today these laws are

being passed to further an anti-choice
agenda. At least fourteen states have begun
to consider passing "conscience clauses"
and four (Arkansas, Georgia, Mississippi,
and South Dakota) already have them in
place. 

In the past six months, over 180 cases have
been reported in which women were denied
access to birth control or emergency
contraception by their pharmacists. In one
case in Denton, Texas, a rape survivor was
unable to fill her prescription for emergency
contraception. Several pharmacists allege
that their religious freedom is being violated

continued on page 3
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Whether it was protesting the threat to our government's system of checks and balances,
fighting against the appointment of far-right ideologues to the Supreme Court and federal
courts or protesting Governor Pataki's veto of emergency contraception (the "morning-after
pill") legislation, NOW-NYC was there!

April 6 - NOW-NYC joined Americans For Fair Courts—a broad coalition of civil rights
advocacy groups of which NOW-NYC is a member—in rallying to preserve the Senate
filibuster, halt the threatened "nuclear option" and protect our courts. NOW-NYC activists and
interns gathered with scores of activists at noon in Union Square Park. The centerpiece of the
event was a "nuclear option fallout shelter," which drew attention to threats by Senators Bill
Frist, Trent Lott and Orrin Hatch to silence debate over judicial nominees. Speakers decried
the attempts to overthrow the 200-year-old Senate tradition of the filibuster to ram through
lifetime judicial appointments by the far right, without debate and consultation. 

April 27 - NOW-NYC and hundreds of other activists from Americans For Fair Courts,
People For the American Way-New York and MoveOn participated in a noontime rally to save
the filibuster in Thomas Paine Park, in front of the federal courthouse. 

April 18 - NOW-NYC activists and interns heartily protested Supreme Court Justice Antonin
Scalia's appearance at NYU alongside activists from OUTlaw (an organization of LGBT law
students), the National Gay and Lesbian Task Force and the NYU Black Allied Law Students
Association.  Protesters gathered around the fountain in Washington Square Park. After brief
speeches—including comments focusing on Scalia's dissenting opinion in Lawrence v. Texas,
in which he criticized the Court's decision to overturn a Texas law criminalizing gay sodomy—
the group marched to Vanderbilt Hall. Standing outside the law school's courtyard, chants of
"Sexist, Racist, Anti-Gay, Nino, Nino Go Away" filled the air, while passing cabs and cars
added to the cacophony by honking their horns in support. It was a reception that Justice
Scalia surely will not forget. 

July 12 - NOW-NYC joined nearly 1,000 activists in front of the main branch of the New York
Public Library on 42nd Street to demand that the PATRIOT Act be improved, not expanded
and made permanent. Speakers demanded that Congress fix the act by allowing its most
egregious provisions to expire on schedule. One of the clauses set to expire is Section 215,
which allows the seizure of library records. Speakers also called on Congress to pass the
Security and Freedom Enhancement (SAFE) Act, which would place important limits on the
government's surveillance powers and access to personal records, as well as the Civil
Liberties Restoration Act (CLRA), which would limit the secret seizure of records and also
addresses other civil liberties concerns.  

Since the rally followed on the heels of Supreme Court Justice Sandra Day O'Connor's
announcement of her resignation, NOW-NYC interns also took the opportunity to gather
signatures on a "Save the Supreme Court" petition. 

July 20 - New York City activists gathered at Union Square to protest the nomination of John
G. Roberts to the Supreme Court.  The event, at which President Sonia Ossorio was a guest
speaker, was sponsored by NARAL.

July 22 - local leaders, including NYS Assembly Member Jonathan Bing, Manhattan
Borough President C. Virginia Fields, NYC Councilwoman Margarita Lopez, candidate for
New York City Public Advocate, Norman Siegel, and State Comptroller Alan Hevesi, joined
activists and the leadership of NOW-NYC and NOW-NYS for a rally in front of Governor
Pataki's office on Third Avenue.  Participants demanded that the Governor sign the
Unintended Pregnancy Prevention Act into law, reminding him that he repeatedly ran for office
as a pro-choice candidate.  The legislation, passed by both the state assembly and senate,
would allow nurses and pharmacists to dispense emergency contraception.  

Update: Take Action! On August 4th, Pataki vetoed the Unintended Pregnancy
Prevention Act.  Write to your State Legislator to insist on an override.  If an override is not
possible, supporters must keep writing to Legislators for the next Legislative session.
(Addresses can be found at www.nownyc.org).  It is now up to the Legislature to give women
Emergency Contraception.   We must pledge to inform everyone about Governor Pataki's
move to satisfy his right-wing friends.   He has sacrificed women's health for his political gain.
Give him a call and let him know you do not support his veto: Governor George Pataki: 
518-474-8390.

July 22 - Chanting "Hey, Hey, Ho, Ho This Sexism has got to Go!" the NOW-NYS Young
Feminist Task Force held a rally in front of the MTV retail store in Times Square Friday, July
22. Liz Funk, chair of the task force, said MTV is fueling a revival of machismo in American
youth culture with its misogynistic videos that exploit women of color, mix sex and violence as
entertainment and cast women solely as sex objects. The group distributed flyers to hundreds
of people interested in learning how MTV creates a culture of violence against women through
mass media. If you would like to join the Young Feminist Task Force, e-mail Liz at
youngfeministsnow@hotmail.com.

Annie Greengard
collects signatures for
NOW-NYC’s Save the
Court! Campaign 
- July 12

NOW-NYC and NOW-
NYS join local leaders
and activists in calling
for broader access to
Emergency
Contraception 
- July 22

NOW-NYC President,
Sonia Ossorio, demands
that Governor Pataki sign
the Unintended Pregnancy
Prevention Act - August 4

The NOW-NYS Young
Feminist Task Force
protests MTV
- July 22

NOW-NYC interns
bombard the Senate with
letters to advocate for a
balanced Supreme Court
- July 25

By Pat DiLieto

The Supreme Court: What's at Stake?

Wednesday, September 7, 7:00-9:00 pm
A panel of historians, media experts and
advocates will discuss "What's at Stake." 
New York Society for Ethical Culture
2 West 64th Street at Central Park West

Save the Court Rally:  Protest the
Nomination of John G. Roberts 

Thursday, September 15, 5:30 pm
Union Square Park, South End

Save the Court! Campaign Committee
Meetings

Every Tuesday night, 6:45 pm
Join to make sure a moderate judge is
appointed to the Supreme Court.

Separation/Divorce Clinic

3rd Tuesday of every month, 6:30 pm
A matrimonial lawyer and an accountant are
on hand to provide guidance. 
$15, please RSVP, 212-627-9895

Employment Discrimination Clinic

3rd Wednesday of every month, 6:30 pm
An employment lawyer is on hand to provide
guidance.
$15, please RSVP, 212-627-9895

NOW-NYC Monthly Membership Meeting

3rd Thursday of every month, 6:30 pm
Topic and Guest Speakers TBA
Visit our website at www.nownyc.org

All meetings are held at the NOW-NYC
offices unless otherwise noted.

150 W. 28th St., #304. (corner of 7th Ave.)
Subway: 1, 6, R, W train to 28th St. 212-
627-9895. FREE and open to members and
non-members alike.

Calendar NOW-NYC Programs and Events
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Northern New England, that can do terrific
damage.  Without Justice O'Connor on the
bench, the Court may well rule that bans on
late-term abortion cases are constitutional,
even in cases where the woman's life and
health is threatened by a continued
pregnancy.  

And that mind-numbing legalese?  Forget it.
Talk about what every woman understands
full well—sex discrimination and violence
against women for starters.  Since the New
Deal, the Supreme Court has recognized
the power of Congress to enact national
laws to end discrimination and to promote
fairness.  These laws underpin the
advances women and minorities have made
over the last 40 years.  The conservatives'
legal theories of "federalism" and “state
sovereignty" are meant to eviscerate that
power.   

The Equal Pay Act, Title VII and Title IX
(prohibiting sex discrimination in
employment and education), the Americans
with Disabilities Act and the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act have all
been challenged on these theories, and
some have been weakened.  The right of
women to sue their abusers in federal court,
contained in the original Violence Against
Women Act, was thrown out because the

Supreme Court said it exceeded Congress'
legislative authority.  Legal Momentum
argued that case, U.S. v. Morrison, in the
Supreme Court.  We learned you cannot
take 60 years of precedents for granted
where conservatives are concerned.  

Let's not forget that process is at the core of
a healthy representative democracy.  It is
the Senate's obligation to carry out the
process of fully informing themselves—and
us—on any Supreme Court candidate
before they vote.  

Go to
http://democrat.senate.gov/askroberts/ 
and tell the women Senators sponsoring
the site the questions women want
answered.  Be part of the process.  Our
lives and futures are at stake.

The author is the President of Legal
Momentum.  Legal Momentum is the new
name of NOW Legal Defense and
Education Fund, the oldest and largest legal
advocacy organization dedicated to
advancing women's rights.

Legal Momentum
Advancing Women's Rights

395 Hudson Street
New York, New York  10014

tel:  212-925-6635
fax:  212-226-1066

By Annie Greengard and Heidi Fieselmann

Sandra Day O'Connor's announcement of
her resignation on July 1st marked the end
of her twenty-four years as the first woman
on the United States Supreme Court.  With
her announcement, O'Connor created the
first vacancy on the high court since 1994
and gave President George W. Bush the
opportunity to appoint a justice in her place.
For the past quarter century, O'Connor,
appointed by President Reagan in 1981,
has served a crucial role as the deciding
swing vote in numerous 5-4 rulings on
major issues such as abortion, the death
penalty and affirmative action.  In Planned
Parenthood v. Casey (1992), O'Connor
defended abortion rights by affirming Roe v.
Wade.  In Stenberg v. Carhart (2000), she
ruled to overturn a state ban on partial birth
abortion.  Furthermore, in Grutter v.
Bollinger (2003), O'Connor ruled with the
majority when the court decided to affirm
the right for state colleges and universities
to use affirmative action in admissions. 

Justice O'Connor ruled by avoiding
ideology and agenda and thus served a
centrist role on an increasingly divided
court.  While some justices have adhered
strictly to the confines of a party or
individual agenda, O'Connor's stances on
issues evolved with public opinion.  Early in
her career, O'Connor ruled to restrict
abortion rights, but ultimately it was her
vote that prevented the overturning of Roe.
Similarly, despite initially supporting limits
on affirmative action, she sided with liberals
in the high profile 2003 case.  However, in
Bush v. Gore (2000), O'Connor ruled
according to party lines, narrowly electing
George Bush as President. Though often
siding with her conservative colleagues,
O'Connor disappointed conservative
groups time after time with her judicial
independence, particularly regarding social
issues and women's rights.  Furthermore,
her role as the first woman on the high
court, combined with her unique presence
and public persona, undoubtedly made
O'Connor one of the most recognized

Supreme Court justices and certainly one of
the most admired women in history.  

Needless to say, there is a lot at stake.
George Bush is under enormous party
pressure to ensure that the next justice on
the high court would demonstrate
conservative discipline on social issues,
while Senate liberals assured that such a
nominee would not be confirmed without a

fight.  Bush's nomination of John G. Roberts
meant passing over female candidates in
favor of a conservative litigator.  Just where
Roberts stands on many social issues isn't
perfectly clear yet, but it is clear that a
nominee with this much party backing will
work to support the conservative agenda in
the coming years.  Though Roberts
previously declared at his appellate court

nomination that Roe v. Wade was the
settled law of the land, there is evidence he
may prove a serious threat to choice. 
In addition, Robert’s wife, Jane Sullivan
Roberts, is actively involved with the anti-
abortion group Feminists For Life, a group
that has worked to challenge the
constitutionality of abortion.    Furthermore,
simply maintaining the Roe decision does
not ensure women full reproductive
freedom.  In the upcoming term, the
Supreme Court will face decisions
regarding parental and spousal notification
laws as well as required waiting periods
before abortion procedures.  If such
restrictions are implemented, the legality of
abortion alone would not ensure suitable
access.  The court will also face decisions
on partial birth abortion and women's
health, potentially jeopardizing women's
safety.  With such essential freedoms on
the line, it is imperative that the pro-choice
majority of this country stands up for
women’s rights.  

By Verena Arnabal

Millions of women around the world are the
victims of human trafficking, and according
to the U.S. Justice Department, New York
City is both a major entry point and
destination for trafficked women.  An
estimated 45,000 to 50,000 women and
children are transported into the United
States and coerced into situations of
extreme exploitation, including forced
indentured servitude and prostitution every
year.  Despite the magnitude of this
problem, human trafficking rarely makes
headline news or receives the public
attention that it deserves—and yet the
problem is hard to ignore.  For example, the
Yellow Pages' biggest sections include
those for escort services, exotic massage
parlors and other companion services. The
pimping of women can be found on
Craigslist.com and
www.worldsexguide.com, which indicates
where to find prostitutes and brothels in
different neighborhoods in New York. 

To meet the demand of this powerful, multi-
billion-dollar sex industry, the trafficking of
women has become a major business for
organized crime networks across the globe.
In fact, at least three human trafficking rings

in the tri-state area have been broken up by
authorities this summer.  The New York
Times reported on July 21st that 10
traffickers were charged with the smuggling
of female immigrants from Honduras for
sexual purposes.  Many of the women had
been raped and some even forced to have
abortions because the traffickers believed
pregnancy would make them less valuable.

This summer, NOW-NYC has been
organizing with key groups who work
extensively on issues of human trafficking in
an effort to combat this significant human
rights' violation. Equality Now, a women's
human rights organization with offices in
New York, London and Kenya, teamed up
with NOW early in the summer to push for
new legislation introduced by J. Lentol (D-
Brooklyn) and Senator D. Volker (R-Depew)
that would strengthen existing state laws for
prosecuting traffickers by creating three

continued on page 4

The End Of The O'Connor Era: What Lies Ahead

The Trafficking of Women and
Girls in New York

Birth Control At Stake
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by laws forcing them to fill all
prescriptions, and the American
Pharmacists Association supports
the right of pharmacists to opt out of
filling a prescription on ethical
grounds, as long as another
pharmacist can do the job instead.
Senators John Kerry (D-MA) and
Rick Santorum (R-PA) support the
Workplace Religious Freedom Act,
which would essentially legalize the
APA's stance:  a pharmacist would
not have to fill a prescription if
another pharmacist on duty would. 

For many legislators, such as
Representative Carolyn Maloney (D-
NY) and Senator Frank Lautenberg
(D-NJ), the Workplace Religious
Freedom Act diminishes women's
rights. Both of these legislators have
sponsored bills that:  1)  require if a
pharmacist refuses to dispense
contraception, there must be another
pharmacist onsite who will fill the
prescription immediately, and 2)
prohibit pharmacists from refusing to
return or transfer a prescription and
from harassing, humiliating or
intentionally breaching the
confidentiality of the person filling

the prescription.  These lawmakers
recognize that pharmacists who
refuse to fill prescriptions due to their
beliefs may not be helpful in guiding
patients to other nearby pharmacists
who will fill their prescriptions and
that they may pressure other nearby
pharmacies to similarly refuse
service. Also, in rural areas,
pharmacies may be miles apart,
causing women to travel far and
spend a great deal of time trying to
obtain birth control. This extra time
spent is especially crucial to women
seeking emergency contraception,
because it is most effective if taken
in the first 24 hours after intercourse. 

Birth control is a vital instrument for
helping women prevent unintended
pregnancies.  If the FDA allows the
morning-after pill to be sold over the
counter, "conscience clauses" may
become obsolete, but pharmacists
may then choose not to stock the
drug (which would currently be
legal). When pharmacists refuse to
fill prescriptions for contraception,
they put women's health at risk, and
they inflict their moral beliefs upon
others. Women need access to birth
control, but with the current trends in
America, women are hitting
roadblocks on every route. 

Protest 
John G
roberts

save the
suPreme
Court!
Thursday,
September 15

5:30 PM

Union Square Park
Sponsored by NOW-NYC

O'Connor...has served a crucial
role as the deciding swing vote

NOW-NYC has been organizing with
key groups who work extensively on

issues of human trafficking
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NOW-NNYC TTakes PPart iin tthe 
National NNOW Conference

NOW-NYC held its annual Susan B. Anthony Awards at City Hall,
February 24, 2005.  The award was first created in 1980 by former
NOW-NYC President, Noreen Connell, to honor those local grassroots
feminist activists who rarely receive recognition.  This year's awardees
demonstrate that Susan B. Anthony's fighting spirit is alive and well.  

The 2005 Recipients of the Susan B. Anthony Award are:
Casa Atabex Ache, "The House of Womyn's Power," a South Bronx organization that
seeks to empower women and create social change.

Eleanor J. Bader, author of “Our Bodies, Ourselves,” a book that helped launch the
women's health movement in the U.S.

Florence Rush, feminist writer who wrote pioneering work on sexual abuse

and Dell Williams, founder of Eve's Garden, the first sexual boutique designed
specifically for women.

The awards were presented by former NOW-NYC and NYS-NOW President Noreen
Connell, Council Member Margarita Lopez, Council Member Gale A. Brewer, and
former NOW-NYC President Barbara Rochman.

On June 22nd, NOW-NYC held its annual Women of Power and Influence
Awards at the Twenty Four Fifth Ballroom.  This year, NOW-NYC recognized
the accomplishments of six outstanding Women of Power and Influence.
These women exemplify intelligence, perseverance, achievement, and an
unswerving dedication to furthering the rights of women.  

It wasn't the fourth of July yet, but NOW's 2005 National Conference started off with fireworks
thanks to the news of Justice Sandra Day O'Connor's resignation from the Supreme Court. 

The conference, held in Nashville, had plenty of excitement already built-in, with NOW
members voting for the organization's national leaders. After impassioned speeches from two
slates of candidates, delegates from across the country, including a NOW-NYC contingency,
re-elected Kim Gandy to a second term as NOW president.

Joining Gandy as NOW's national officers are Olga Vives, who is now Executive Vice
President; Melody Drnach takes over as Action Vice President; and Latifa Lyles, serves as
Membership Vice President.

"NOW will lead the fight to ensure that Supreme Court Justice Sandra Day O'Connor is not
replaced with a right-wing extremist judge," Gandy said. "Women are counting on NOW to
stand up for their fundamental freedoms and we are determined to succeed in that fight."

And the winners are…

Amy S. Butte, the
first woman to

serve as CFO of
the New York Stock

Exchange.

The recipients of the 
2005 Women of Power and Influence
Award are:

Rita Henley
Jensen,

Founder and
Editor in Chief

of Women's
eNews.

Suri Kasirer,
owner of Kasirer

Consulting, a
government

relations and
public affairs

firm. 

NOW-NYC Board Members celebrate women at the WPI Awards.  Above, left to right, 
Pat DiLieto, Sonia Ossorio, Gaby Moreno, Jessie Huse Murillo, and Judi Polson. - July 22

Rachel Maddow,
host of Air
America Radio's
national morning
news program,
"The Rachel
Maddow Show."

Women from Casa Atabex Ache accept an SBA Award from City
Council Member, Margarita Lopez. - February 24

Michele Medaglia,
president of ACC
Construction. 

Anne C. Vladeck,
partner at
Vladeck,
Waldman, Elias &
Engelhard, P.C. 

National NOW
President, Kim
Gandy gets
inspired at the
National NOW
Conference 
- July 1-3
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Mayoral Hopefuls Focus on Women
By Jean Bucaria

NOW-NYC held a mayoral forum for the democratic primary candidates on June
16th at the Cherry Lane Theatre, before a packed house.  Seeking to distinguish
themselves more from Mayor Bloomberg than each other, Fernando Ferrer, C.
Virginia Fields and Gifford Miller fielded questions on equity in education and
sports, rape and sex exploitation, hiring practices and pay equity, human rights, and
AIDS policy.   Representative Anthony Weiner was unable to attend due to his
Congressional duties and sent apologies through a representative who noted that
"Anthony's priorities are NOW's priorities."  

Ferrer generally had a solid grasp of the big picture.  He offered a wide range of
solutions when talking about combating domestic violence, touching on the
protection of children, the role of the court system,  strengthening orders of
protection, and ensuring that hospital workers are culturally aware and multi-lingual.
In contrast, Miller discussed building on current initiatives that focused more on
survivor services than prevention.  Fields talked about the need for early
intervention in youth, considering the increasing rates of domestic violence among
young women.  However, all the candidates missed the obvious point that reaching
out to men is a critical part of the solution.  

Fields focused largely on community and youth outreach as a way to combat
problems from date rape to HIV prevention.   She called for the audience to "join
my journey in being the first woman mayor of the city."  Although she omitted the
mention of the police in combating rape, Fields made the case for community-
based solutions, calling for civic engagement, high school education, and adequate
DNA rape kits in emergency rooms.  

Miller drew heavily on his record as City Council Speaker.  He offered pragmatic
solutions such as putting more cops on subways and platforms to combat rape and
sexual assault.  He called for the
mayor to provide moral leadership
and explained that his experience
was based on being "raised in a
family that believed in public service
and loved this city." 

All took their turns taking shots at the
current mayor, claiming that he is out
of touch with the everyday people of
New York.  Miller said Bloomberg was
focusing too heavily on issues such as
the ban on smoking and winning the
Olympic bid, at the expense of more
pressing issues. He captured the
general sentiment of the night, "We
don't have to settle for this mayor."

NOW-NYC Puts Women on the Map of Local Policy
By Jean Bucaria

The New York City chapter of NOW hosted a
public forum on April 21st for the candidates
running for Manhattan District Attorney:  long-time
incumbent Robert G. Morgenthau and former
New York State Supreme Court Justice Leslie
Crocker Snyder.  The public event, the first in
which the candidates went head-to-head, drew a
diverse group of organizations and individuals
concerned about women's rights and crimes of
violence against women.  

Morgenthau introduced himself as a man with five
daughters and someone whose mother worked
with Eleanor Roosevelt, women's rights always
playing a role in his life.  He reviewed a number of
his positions:  he has always stood firmly against
the death penalty and he supports gay rights and
medical marijuana.  He touted a long list of early
endorsements that included:  State Assembly
Member Debra Glick, NYC Council Member Gail
Brewer, Congress Member Carolyn Maloney,
Public Advocate Betsy Gottbaum and Manhattan
Borough President C. Virginia Fields.  In
responding to questions, he drew on his 30-year
record as Manhattan D.A.  He outlined his
creation of a sex crimes bureau and noted the
percentage increase in women and minority
Assistant D.A.s during his tenure.    

Crocker Snyder jumped to her feet to counter
Morgenthau’s comments and emphasized that
she would bring new energy to the office while
implementing novel approaches to combating
crime. She dove directly into the issues,
reminding the audience of a time when victims of
rape where violated a second time on the witness
stand.  In response, she co-authored New York

State’s Rape Shield Law, a significant women’s
rights issue in the late seventies.  Crocker Snyder
also spoke frankly about orders of protection,
noting that more careful monitoring, better
computer technology, and specialized courts are
necessary to make them more effective.  She
would create a specialized sex crimes unit as
opposed to the bureau that currently exists and
noted that Manhattan is the only borough without
an integrated domestic violence court.  

Morgenthau defended his record as much as
Crocker Snyder attacked it.  He cited that rape is
down by over 70 percent, due to tough law
enforcement and devotion to prosecution.  He
discussed his creation of a DNA Cold Case Unit
to solve crimes and increase prosecutions.  While
Morgenthau denied the assertion that Assistant
D.A.s are less likely to support prosecutions for
rape in cases of domestic violence,  Crocker
Snyder acknowledged this as a problem and
advocated for better training of Assistant D.A.s
and the need to work closely with the victim to
make the strongest case. 

By Jenny Cundiff 

On July 21st NOW-NYC hosted a screening
of the documentary "Speak Out: I Had An
Abortion" at the Tribeca Film Center.  Well-
timed—considering O'Connor's resignation
from the Supreme Court—and to the point,
the documentary offered candid
commentary from women, ages 19 through
86, who have faced making the often
difficult decision to have an abortion first-
hand.

After the film, co-creators Jennifer
Baumgardner and Gillian Aldrich explained
how the film came together and the
tremendous response they've been getting.
They've received hundreds of letters from
men and women who heard about the film
and felt compelled to write, wanting to
speak out about their own experiences.

Also there to field questions from the
audience and talk more about the heated
political climate were Rita Henley-Jensen,
President of Women's eNews and recipient
of a 2005 NOW-NYC Women of Power and
Influence Award, Sonia Ossorio, President
of NOW-NYC, and A'yen Tran, a student at
Barnard College and one of the women
interviewed in the film.  Resonating with the
filmmakers' purpose, Ossorio said, "It really
puts a face on abortion. You realize it isn't
just some nebulous group of people, but the
woman next to you at the rally, at work, and
maybe at the dinner table."

At February's Susan B. Anthony Awards ceremony, NOW-NYC announced our
program of sustained giving. NOW-NYC would like to thank Gaby Moreno, Jessie
Huse Murillo, Noreen Connell, and Jean Bucaria for their commitment to NOW-
NYC. 

Sustainers donate funds to NOW-NYC on an ongoing basis, helping to provide
vital infrastructure support that keeps the organization running smoothly and
allows important activist work to go forward uninterrupted.  

Some of the costs that are covered, in part, by our sustainers include:  the copier
($150 per month), website hosting ($92 per month), the phone ($500 per month),
as well as the rent, electricity, and office supplies.

We need You to become a member of our Sustainers Circle!
NOW-NYC continues to seek supporters to sign up for our program, by placing
NOW-NYC on their list of monthly automatic withdrawals.

In return, you get the satisfaction of knowing that you are helping keep our doors
open so we can be there for you and for all women. You can give in your name, or
honor a friend or family member, or perhaps in the name of a feminist you admire.
If you want to remain anonymous, you can do that too.

If you want, you can earmark how your monthly donation will be spent. You can
give to a specific need (rent, electricity, etc.) or leave it open.

You can be a member of the Sustainers Circle for as little as $15 a month. That's
not much more than SEVEN subway rides, ONE trip to the movies, or TWO
lunches per month!

And if you commit to $200 or more a month, you can create your own level and
name it ANYTHING YOU WANT!

The office can give you more specifics as to what's needed. And the form to get
this started is VERY simple.  Help the founding chapter of NOW stay in there
fighting with you and for you. 

Call the office at 
212-627-9895 

to start giving today.

Women Break 
the Silence: 
The Personal Side of
Abortion

NOW-NYC 
Thanks Sustainers Circle Members

Jean Bucaria, Noreen Connell,
Jessie Huse Murillo, and Gaby Moreno

Robert Morgenthau and Leslie Crocker Snyder field questions
at April forum. - April 21

The Trafficking of Women and Girls
in New York

continued from page 3

new felony offenses in this area.  Equality Now was
successful in bringing down Big Apple Oriental Tours
in early 2004, a travel agency that took American men
on sex tours of southeast Asia. NOW also met with
the director of ECPAT (End Child Prostitution, Child
Pornography and Trafficking of Children for Sexual
Purposes) to discuss ways in which NOW could help
in their efforts to work with local law enforcement to
help identify trafficked victims and ensure that those
victims receive necessary services.  Traffickers prey
on the desperation of women and girls living in
poverty and lure them away from their homes with
promises of work as nannies or housekeepers, only
to be forced, deceived or coerced into situations in
which they suffer unthinkable violations as
commodities of traffickers. By developing
relationships with key groups as well as local law
enforcement and state and federal prosecutors, NOW
will continue to generate public awareness to bring an
end to this terrible human rights' violation, and to help
victims access the resources they need. 

Dr. Jerry Lanoil
Psychologist

(212)-286-1845

104 East 40th Street, Suite 403 
New York, New York 10016

0ver 25 years of experience working with
both individuals and couples. 

Client Concerns: Depression/ Relationship
with Partner/Divorce/Sexuality/Anxiety/Career

or Work/Loss or Grief

New York Treble Singers
Celebrates 20 Years!

Conductor: Virginia Davidson

Fri. October 28th
Fifth Avenue Presbyterian Church

6:00 Reception/Musicale, 7:30 Concert

Tues. December 13th, 7:30 pm 
St. Peters Church

Sun. February 5th, 2006
Madison Avenue, Presbyterian Church

Fri. May 19th, 2006
Fifth Avenue, Presbyterian Church

Women's Choir Festival

Call 212-496-0094
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RReemmeemmbbeerr ttoo VVoottee in the September 13th Democratic Primary
For most offices (except mayor), the primary determines who will win the office.

NOW-NYC and the NOW-NYC Political Action Committee are Proud to Endorse:

Virginia C. Fields for Mayor (Citywide)
In the 85 years since women have gotten the vote, all the Mayors of New York City have
been male. The political action committee of NOW-NYC has supported two previous
women candidates for Mayor (Carol Bellamy and Ruth Messinger) and we are proud to
support a third major candidate. 

C. Virginia Fields, who is currently Manhattan Borough President, has pledged to
develop strategies to reduce rape (one of the crime categories where incidents have
NOT dropped dramatically) and make other improvements in public safety; create more
affordable housing; and improve the performance of the city's anti-discrimination
agencies. The committee was impressed by her pledge to create a more participatory
planning process for city government.

Norman Siegal for Public Advocate (Citywide)      
His civil rights background and assistance over the years to NOW-NYC in our difficult struggle against
sex-segregated education made him the strongest candidate. It was a difficult decision because the
incumbent, Betsy Gottbaum, is also a supporter of women's rights.

Margarita Lopez for Manhattan Borough President (Manhattan only)
There are many good candidates in this crowded race. The PAC endorsed Margarita because she is a
courageous, unapologetic feminist; enthusiastically participated in NOW's 2004 March for Women's Lives
by bringing hundreds of women to Washington to safeguard women's reproductive rights; and has helped
to raise the issue of domestic violence in all the neighborhoods of Manhattan. 

Kristin Booth Glen for Manhattan Surrogate Court (Manhattan only)
As a former judge and law school dean, she brings a high degree of experience and intelligence to the
complex issues of this court that rules on inheritance, guardianship, trusts and estates. (Since women
generally live longer than men, guardianship issues often involve women, at all income levels.)  Her
background as a strong feminist (she was active in CARASA) makes us confident that she will reform this
scandal-plagued court.

City Council (Manhattan only):
Call the League for Women Voters 212-725-3541 or go to
www.lwvnyc.org  to learn if you live in one of the districts of
these candidates endorsed by the NOW-NYC Political Action
Committee. The boundaries described below are inexact.

Alan Gerson, District 1 (tip of Manhattan
up to parts of Lower East Side and Village)
An incumbent, he is supportive of women's rights, including
improved education and sports opportunities for girls.

Rosie Mendez, District 2 (Lower East Side
and Village up to East 30s)
In a crowded race with many good candidates, the PAC
endorsed Ms. Mendez because, as a former chief of staff of
Margarita Lopez, she has pledged to continue to work on
issues of domestic violence and housing.

Christine Quinn, District 3 (Tribeca and
West Village up to West 50s)
An incumbent, Ms. Quinn has helped the chapter over the
years in working with the police to gain permits for
demonstrations, pickets, and rallies. She is very supportive
of women's rights and is seeking the legislative leadership
post of Speaker of the Council. If she succeeds, she will be
making New York City history.

Dan Garodnick, District 4 (East 14th,
midtown, up to East 90s)
This was a difficult decision, because there were many
candidates who were supportive of women's rights. The PAC
made its decision based on Mr. Garodnick's pledge to be a
reformer.

Jessica Lappin, District 5 (Upper East Side)
As a former chief of staff to City Council Speaker Gifford
Miller, the PAC believes that her experience will help to
make her an effective representative who can hit the ground
running from day one.

Gale Brewer, District 6 (Upper West Side)
She is a strong, committed feminist who helped to sustain
the Women's Political Caucus and to elect women to office.
The PAC enthusiastically supports her re-election. Gale has
assisted the chapter on innumerable occasions, and we
value her support.

Joyce Johnson, District 8 (Part of the
Upper West Side and East Harlem)
A dedicated, hardworking feminist who helped to sustain the
Women's Political Caucus. The PAC supported her in a
previous Council race and is proud to endorse her again.

Inez Dickens, District 9 (Upper West Side
to Harlem and East Harlem)
This was a difficult decision, because there was another good
woman in the race. However, among all the candidates the
PAC interviewed, Ms. Dickens presented the most in-depth
strategies for securing more affordable housing in the city. 

Endorsement Process
All candidates had to fill out a questionnaire and were
interviewed in person if they were supportive of women's
rights. Candidates in Districts 7 and 10 did not fill out
questionnaires. 

The Mayoral candidates in the Democratic primary election
filled out questionnaires and participated in a NOW-NYC
Mayoral candidates forum (Congress Member Weiner could
not leave Washington DC but was interviewed later).  The
PAC wishes to thank interns Verena Arnabal, Heidi
Fieselmann, Jenny Cundiff, Jessie Lanoil, Annie Greengard,
and Ramya Kasturi for their hard work in scheduling over
forty interviews.  

Make Women Count.

Vote. REPRODUCTIVE CHOICE TM

A woman's right to self-determination.



Wanted:  A Macho-Free News Media

Blaming Roe
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By Jean Bucaria

In the months leading up to the highly
anticipated Supreme Court vacancy, a new
sentiment about Roe started to emerge,
popping up in articles such as those by
Benjamin Wittes in The Atlantic and David
Brooks in The New York Times.  The
rationale declared that Roe v. Wade rested
on shaky ground unsupported by the
Constitution or the public.  In accord with
today's semantics, these authors claim that
Roe was decided by an "activist" court.
They seem to claim that the 1973 Supreme
Court justices did a disservice to women
and the American public by
disenfranchising anti-abortion voters and
thereby causing the polarization of a nation.
The argument asserts that abortion rights
supporters should step back and let Roe be
overturned, handing the matter back to the
states. They argue, using the language of
choice, that a majority of people support
abortion rights and eventually abortion
access will become available state-by-
state, through legislation.  This would, in-
turn, legitimize abortion access.  

The assertion that Roe rests on unstable
constitutional ground—found in the right to
privacy—is hardly a new argument.  I'll leave
the depth of this debate to the legal scholars.
However, I can't help but ask the simple
questions:  What is more fundamental than
the right to one's own body?  And what can
be more of an infringement on personal
freedom than state-mandated pregnancy?  

These authors claim voter
disenfranchisement but admit that a majority
of people do, in fact, support abortion rights.
Actually, 56 percent of the population
believes that abortion should be legal in all
or most cases.  So why then, should the pro-
choice movement have to concede anything
at all?  Clearly this is just a new way of
framing an old tactic:  blaming the "left" for
society's ills.  It's not enough that women
have to fight to hold onto the shreds of
reproductive autonomy that they have left,
but women and the majority pro-choice
public are now being blamed for the deep
cultural and political divides that 21st century
America is facing.  Isn't the obstructionist
label getting a little old?  Why can't it be said
that it is the anti-choicers who need to

"chill?"  When Brown v. the Board of
Education was handed down, there were
many people who didn't like that either.  But
culture, in that case and others, did in fact
catch up to the law, which was rightfully
guided by the framework for freedom and
equality set forth in the Constitution.  

Unfortunately, when it comes to women's
reproductive rights, culture is moving

backward.  Any pro-choice individual who is
willing to advocate that abortion access be
turned over to a patchwork of states is
delusional.  We live in a country where
abortion access is already severely limited.
87 percent of counties do not even have an
abortion provider.  Women seeking an
abortion must navigate parental consent
laws and mandatory waiting periods in
numerous states.  And many can't afford the

costs.  Even in this 21st century, women are
traveling great distances and staying on
couches in more progressive locales to
obtain abortions, reminiscent of some sort of
underground railroad.   

Perhaps more startling is that we live in a
time when the U.S. President won't even
affirm that he supports BIRTH CONTROL,
when there are pharmacists who refuse to
dispense contraception, and when
Wisconsin has passed a bill that bans its
public universities from prescribing,
dispensing, and advertising any form of birth
control.  These authors need to recognize
that turning what should clearly be a
fundamental right to govern one's own
personhood and body over to state
legislatures is an unacceptable "solution" to
bridging cultural and political divides.  And
they may also want to accept the simple
notion that revoking women's rights is not a
way to advance them.     

Jean Bucaria is the Newsletter Director for
NOW-NYC and a member of the Board of
Directors for the chapter.  

by Heidi Fieselmann

I don't remember much from my childhood,
but my earliest memory is out on that
soccer field wearing a bright orange jersey
that reached my knees.  Over the next
fifteen years, I learned more about
teamwork, friendship, and myself out on a
field than in any classroom.  

To be successful out on that field you need
to be strong, have perseverance, take risks,
and most of all be tough, mentally and
physically.  Out of everything sports have
given me, mental toughness—the ability to
endure intense pressure, highly emotional,
and difficult situations-is a characteristic
various coaches have drilled into me over
the years.  In other words, mental
toughness is self-confidence.  This
confidence doesn't only stay out on the field
with me, it transcends every part of my
life—from the classroom to my work and

particularly to my self-image.  In today's
society, it is easy to get swayed in the
wrong direction and lose track of life's big
picture.  Because of my passion for sports,
I didn't even glance in that direction.

Now as I work for NOW-NYC, I realize that
the right I took full advantage of growing up
is in jeopardy.  In 2001, the Bush
Administration started questioning Title IX,
the 1972 federal amendment that provides
equal opportunity for men and women in
educational activities.  Specifically,
President Bush commissioned a committee
to analyze Title IX after various lawsuits
claimed that clarifications of the amendment
unlawfully altered the interpretation.  These
lawsuits branched from the wrongful
sentiment that Title IX has led to the
discriminatory elimination of hundreds of
men's sports teams and scholarships.  

At twenty-one years of age, I have been
lucky enough to take full advantage of one
of the early waves of benefits from Title IX.
Not only has the amendment been crucial
in my life, but it has been crucial in the lives
of millions of girls and women all over the
country.  In 1972, 1 out of 27 women
participated high school varsity sports and
today 1 out of every 2.5 women participates
in high school varsity athletics.  

Women's sports are not the only area that has
been drastically affected by Title IX.  Title IX
has been a crucial factor to the major
advancement of women's education in the
last quarter century.  For example, in 1972
women only earned 7 percent of law degrees,
while in 1997, women earned 44 percent.  In
1977, one-fourth of all doctoral degrees went
to women.  In 1997, women earned
approximately 41 percent of all Ph.D's. 

Even though the amendment was passed
thirty-three years ago, 80 percent of
schools currently receiving federal funding
have been found not to be in compliance
with Title IX; however, the Office of Civil
Rights has not acted.  Plus, President Bush
and his friends in Congress have continued
to place restrictions on Title IX—most
recently, they issued an "additional
clarification" to the amendment stating that
compliance only needs to be monitored
through an e-mail survey, making it even
easier for schools to not comply.

Title IX's effects on women have been
priceless.  We must not only preserve but
improve this amendment.  It is crucial to act
now, in order for future girls to have the
same opportunities I have been lucky
enough to experience.

By Rita Henley Jensen
Editor-in-Chief - Women's eNews 

Newsworthy should be as gender-neutral a
term as the word reporter. Sadly, although
women have flooded the field of journalism,
the folks who decide who and what should
be covered are still working out of a
testosterone-soaked playbook.

A study released in July by the University of
Missouri-Columbia School of Journalism
and recently published in the Journal of
Communication found that "men appear
more frequently than women by a ratio of 4-
to-1 in news stories and 2-to-1 in
photographs."  So women are not only less
likely to be relied on as sources, they are
also less likely to be the subjects of stories
considered newsworthy.  

The study looked at representations of
women in newspaper content in two mid-
sized Midwestern newspapers.  In both
papers, the men made up over three-
quarters of the individuals mentioned while
women made up less than one-quarter of
the individuals mentioned.  In photographs,
both papers showed men two-thirds of the
time and showed women just over 25
percent of the time.

A much larger study released in March by
the Project for Excellence in Journalism
tells the same tale. "The Gender Gap:
Women Are Still Missing as Sources for
Journalists," documents once again how
rarely women—ordinary women as well as
those who are in leadership positions—
make it into the news columns.

The study found that more than three
quarters of all news stories contain male
sources, while only a third of stories contain

even one female source. The researchers
examined over 16,800 news stories across
45 different news outlets during 20 randomly
selected days over nine months and the
disparity held true across newspapers,
network news and the online world.

Here are some of the report’s findings:

• The only topic category in which women
were a source in more than half the
news stories was in the lifestyle section.

• The subject women were least likely to
be cited on was foreign affairs.

• Only 14 percent of the stories on the
front page of the sport section cited a
woman, versus 86 percent that
contained at least one male source.

• On the most in-depth nightly news
show—the Newshour on PBS—stories
were three and a half times as likely to
rely on a male source as a female one.

The release of both these reports trail
March's intense, industry-wide uproar
about the percentage of women featured on
op-ed pages: The Los Angeles Times had
20 percent; the New York Times had 17
percent (before Maureen Dowd went on
book leave) and the Washington Post a
mere 10 percent, as reported by Michele
Weldon in Women's eNews.

These two studies are new, but their
findings are not. However and whenever
the data have been gathered, the numbers
remain relatively the same, even though
women have been the majority in
journalism schools since 1977 and have
filled a majority of the entry-level jobs for
decades now.  

Many believe that the industry's failure to
include ample women in the news and on
the op-ed pages is linked to its failure to
promote women to management: only one-
third or fewer of the top managers
throughout the news industry are female.
Moreover, when female middle managers
are asked about their future, two-thirds say
they will leave the newsroom because they
see no chance for advancement; they
believed their gender would hold them
back.

How could news organizations do better?
Most news organizations send reporters
where the guys are: the police, fire, military,

city councils, state legislatures, governor
mansions, Congress and the White House.

To include women, news media need to
expand their vision of news to include
women seeking change on behalf of
women and change-seeking organizations
seeking to improve the lives of women. 

One example: In March, Women's eNews
reporter Allison Stevens sat in a Supreme
Court hearing on a case that had enormous
significance to U. S. women.

At issue was whether police could be sued
if they refuse to enforce a restraining order
against a violent spouse. The woman who
brought the case is a mother of three
murdered children—killed by her ex-

husband during the hours she had made
repeated calls to her local police
department begging them to intervene.

If you read this report on the case in
Women's eNews you know that Justice
Antonin Scalia was openly sarcastic and
even Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg was
publicly doubtful about the validity of the
mother's arguments.

If you relied on other news media, you
would have known nothing about what
happened that day at the High Court—total
silence—about an issue that profoundly
affects whether hundreds of thousands of
women and children in the United States
will live their lives in jeopardy or peace.

If other media covered the advocates
seeking to reduce domestic violence as
well as they do law enforcement agencies,
they would have been in court that day too,
had a hell of a story, served their readers
and bumped up their "women cited as
source and subject" statistics.

Rita Henley Jensen is a prize-winning
investigative reporter and founder of the
independent news service Women's
eNews. www.womensenews.org.

Women's eNews is the definitive source of
substantive news—unavailable anywhere
else—covering issues of particular concern
to women and providing women's
perspectives on public policy. It enhances
women's ability to define their own lives and
to participate fully in every sector of human
endeavor.  You can read us at
www.womensenews.org. 

Title IX: Why We Need to Preserve This Stepping Stone

what can be more of an
infringement on personal
freedom than state-mandated
pregnancy?

news media need to expand
their vision of news to include
women seeking change on
behalf of women
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Elizabeth Mason: Advocate for Women

Spotlight oon
By Jessie Lanoil

Around a small table at the end of the workday, Elizabeth Mason, attorney at law, advises women about employment
discrimination. Topics range from how to represent oneself to protecting one's rights in the workplace. Mason runs the
clinic, which is organized by the Service Fund of NOW-NYC and held in its offices once a month.  She has been a
practicing employment discrimination lawyer since 1994, defending numerous women.

"I feel a huge impact on a person's life.  I'm helping women who have been victimized," she said.  "I look around and I am
one of the few people who enjoy my job. It is extremely gratifying, extremely challenging." 

In 1989 Mason started her career in litigation, but one case changed her course and led her to NOW-NYC and to protecting women's rights
in the workplace.  The case involved a woman retail employee, who was raped by a security guard who also worked at her store.  The
company offered the victim worker's compensation, which would have prevented her from being able to sue.  In 1994, and currently, there is
no law to prevent an employer from avoiding a suit in cases such as this.  

"We spent hundreds of hours lobbying the state legislature to change this," she said. "Past presidents of NOW-NYC and I all worked closely
together on press conferences, newspaper articles, and contacting Congressional representatives."

From this case, Mason developed a relationship and newfound interest in NOW-NYC and introduced herself to a new practice of law.  "I get
extremely involved," she said. "I have to pick cases where I want to believe the plaintiff will prevail."  While Mason gives counsel to countless
women, she tries to keep her clients to a small number in order to give them individual attention. Since her cases are done on a contingency
basis, she must choose cases based on a risk analysis, considering a variety of factors. 

She has had many challenging and successful cases.  In one high profile case, she was able to send a defendant to federal prison and reach
a very good settlement despite a company's declared bankruptcy. After four years of effort, the case helped make new law concerning what
constitutes retaliation against an employer and the rights of employees where there is no written contract. "Women who were represented
were thrilled, they had a positive impact in expanding the protection of the law," she said.

Women who call the Service Fund because of their own experiences with employment discrimination are aided by Mason's unfaltering
dedication and expertise.

"The situation is immobilizing, and traumatizing. This is your livelihood, and you have lost your job for a discriminatory reason," she said.
"NOW has played a vital role in protecting [these women's] rights, which makes NOW such a great organization, and one I've been very proud
to be associated with."

The Service Fund's Employment Discrimination clinics are held once every month. 

Call 212-627-9895 for more information.

By Pat DiLieto, NOW-NYC Legislative VP

PENDING
NOW supports three important bills (two
federal and one state) targeting
reproductive healthcare and a fourth state
measure addressing sex trafficking:

The Prevention First Act (S.20),
introduced by Sen. Harry Reid, seeks to
expand access to family planning
services, increase contraception
awareness, provide sexual assault
survivors with access to emergency
contraception, and require health
insurers to cover contraception. 

The Access to Legal Pharmaceuticals Act
or ALPhA (S.809/H.R.1652), introduced
by Rep. Carolyn Maloney, requires that if
a pharmacist refuses to dispense
contraception or any other medication,
there must be another pharmacist on site
who will fill the prescription immediately.
It also would prevent pharmacists from
refusing to return or transfer a
prescription and from harassing,
humiliating or intentionally breaching the
confidentiality of individuals attempting to
fill prescriptions. Contact Senator
Schumer and ask him to support this
crucial legislation:  212-486-4430

New York State's Unintended Pregnancy
Prevention Act  (A116/S3661) would
improve New York women's access to
emergency contraception (the "morning-
after pill") by allowing pharmacists,
nurses and midwives to dispense the
medication on request, without a patient-
specific prescription.  Although the
Republican-controlled Senate passed the
legislation and Governor Pataki has
repeatedly run as a pro-choice
candidate, the Governor vetoed the
legislation on August 4. NOW condemns
Pataki's action, an apparent attempt to
position himself for a possible run for the
Republican presidential nomination in
2008 by pandering to radical right
contraception foes.

New York Assembly bill 1898-a sets forth
a comprehensive legal framework to
address various forms of violence and
discrimination against women, including
trafficking of women and girls and sex
tourism. Provisions specifically
criminalizing the conduct of sex tour
operators and imposing stricter
sentences for individuals who patronize
victims of sex trafficking are critical in
targeting the demand side of the industry.
New York is the entry point and final
destination for thousands of trafficked
women.

PASSED

A6723 makes it a Class B felony in New
York State to compel children under age
17 into prostitution by force or
intimidation.  

A8827 expands the scope of the New
York State breast cancer and education
program advisory council to include
cervical cancer. The advisory council is
responsible for raising public awareness
about cervical cancer (particularly among
African American and Latino women,
who experience high incidence and
mortality rates) and developing and
promoting a comprehensive cervical
cancer prevention program.

Intro. No. 366-A creates a New York City
domestic violence fatality review
committee. The committee will analyze
data and patterns and demographic
changes relating to domestic violence
incidents and will formulate
recommendations for coordinating and
improving services, with the ultimate goal
of reducing incidence rates. 

LEGISLATIVE
WATCH By Jane Manning

Most New Yorkers are surprised to learn
that in New York, if a rapist isn't caught
within five years, he goes free.  NOW-NYC
is working to change that.  This spring,
NOW-NYC began a campaign to eliminate
New York State's statute of limitations in
rape cases.  Under the current law, a rapist
must be indicted within five years of the
crime, or within ten years under certain
circumstances.

In contrast, there is no statute of limitations
for murder, arson, or high-level drug sales.
These crimes are classified as "A" felonies
and may be prosecuted at any time.  Rape
is classified as a "B" felony.  

Class "A" felonies have no time limits
because society understands that these
crimes are so serious that a perpetrator
should never escape punishment simply
because time has gone by.  NOW-NYC's
campaign asserts that the same is true of
rape, a crime which can destroy lives. 

NOW-NYC's campaign was sparked by the
case of Fletcher Worrell, recently linked by
DNA evidence to at least 25 rapes and
sexual assaults in different states over three
decades.  But some of the cases in which
New York women have identified Worrell as
their attacker cannot be prosecuted,
because the time limit has elapsed.
Worrell's case is only one of many hundreds
of rape cases in New York that cannot be
prosecuted in spite of solid proof of a
rapist's identity, because the current statute
of limitations. 

Currently, 21 states have no statute of
limitations on rape.  "This is a mainstream
reform we're seeking," said Sonia Ossorio,
President of NOW-NYC.  "We're asking our
legislators to catch up to what other states
have already done."  

NOW-NYC leaders met with legislators,
including Assembly Speaker Sheldon Silver,
before the legislative session ended in June
to raise support for legislation proposed by
State Senator Jeff Klein that would eliminate
time limits for all first degree rape and

The Supreme Court:

What's at Stake?
NOW-NYC joins PFAW-NY and our other
Americans For Fair Courts coalition
partners in sponsoring a Supreme Court
forum on:

Wednesday, September 7th, 
7pm to 9pm, at the New York Society
for Ethical Culture (2 West 64th
Street at Central Park West)

The forum will present a panel of
historians, media experts and advocates
who will discuss "What's at Stake" in the
Roberts' confirmation battle and future
Supreme Court nominations. The event
will be held on the second day of Senate
confirmation hearings for Roberts; the
concert hall can accommodate 800
attendees.

sodomy cases.  Klein's bill is endorsed by
numerous representatives in the state
Senate and Assembly, by district attorneys
across New York State, and by both of the
candidates in this year's race for Manhattan
District Attorney: incumbent District Attorney
Robert Morgenthau and Judge Leslie
Crocker Snyder. At a press conference
organized by Senator Klein, NOW-NYC's
Sonia Ossorio was joined by Natatia Griffith,
president of the Coalition of 100 Black
Women In Business, in calling for swift
passage of the bill.  

While Klein's bill calls for eliminating time
limits for all first degree rape and sodomy
cases, other bills proposed only call for
lifting the time limits when DNA evidence
exists.

“There are rape cases with rock solid
evidence that is something other than DNA,
such as fingerprints, or a videotape of the
defendant with the victim at an ATM," said
Sonia Ossorio.  "Murder cases can go
forward when there is compelling evidence,
whether that is DNA, fingerprints or
eyewitnesses."

But the bill's passage is far from certain.  In
the 2005 legislative session, the bill was
introduced in the Senate and the Assembly
and referred to each house's Codes
Committee, but it was not voted out of the
Codes Committees and sent to the entire
legislature for a vote before the session's
end in June.  Now the bill must be
reintroduced in January of 2006.  Strong
support from NOW members could help
secure its passage.  "The more demands
legislators hear," Sonia Ossorio said, "the
more support will build in Albany for this bill,
and the sooner it will pass out of committee
and into law.  Call your representatives in
the state senate and assembly.  Get your
family and friends to call too."    

Learn how you can take action on this issue.

Justice Delayed But Not Denied:
Ending the Statute of Limitations For Rape

HOW TO
TAKE

ACTION:
You can easily learn the names of your
representatives in the New York State
Senate and Assembly at
www.senate.state.ny.us and
www.assembly.state.ny.us. Both sites
make it possible to identify your
representative and get his or her contact
information, simply by entering your home
zip code.  Phone calls, letters, and e-mails
to your representative can all help.  Better
still, any constituent can request a
meeting with their representative, to
request support for this or any other bill.

Anyone wishing to get involved in this
campaign may contact the author of this
article through NOW-NYC's office at 
(212) 627-9895.  


