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Did you know that if a rapist isn't indicted
within five years of the crime, he goes free?
If you're surprised, you're not alone. Most
people have no idea that there is a statute of
limitations on rape in our state. New York's
statute of limitations on rape has the
distinction of being one of the shortest in the
nation. Only Florida, Utah, and North Dakota
have a shorter time limit on solving rape
cases.

The idea of a rapist getting away with rape—
out there finding more victims—simply
because five years have passed, is
outrageous. As of 2005, 690 rape cases with
DNA evidence in New York City alone had
been time-barred. Hundreds of women will
never receive justice, even if their attackers
are nabbed and confess.

NOW-NYC has been working to get legislation
passed that would eliminate the statute of
limitations for first degree rape and first degree
sexual assault in New York. The good news:
the Senate has passed bill S-6524 which
eliminates the statute of limitations for first-
degree rape and first-degree sexual assuault.
An identical bill has been introduced in the
Assembly by Assemblymember Amy Paulin,
but we still have to get it through the Assembly.
To do that we have to convince the assembly's

Call for an
end to the
war and
help change
the direction
of our
country!

Join with progressives
from women's rights
organizations, the
peace movement,
environmental groups,
civil rights, labor, and
religious communities
on April 29, 2006 to
march in New York City.

code committee and Assembly Speaker
Sheldon Silver that changing this outdated law
is a matter of public safety and justice for rape
survivors.

Murder has never had a statute of
limitations because society believes it is too
serious a crime for an individual to escape
punishment. The same is true of rape, a
crime that can derail lives. When we don't
treat rape as the serious crime it is, women
are less likely to report the crime, and
society is more likely to blame her for
making herself vulnerable to a rapist. Every
time a rape case becomes time-barred, we
are aiding and abetting a rapist.

Take Terrence Reid. He is serving seven
years for the sexual assault of two women in
a midtown Manhattan hotel in 1997. He was
subsequently linked to eight rapes in
Queens and Manhattan. Prosecutors had to
drop seven of the eight cases because they
had been time-barred under the current law.
Across the nation, 21 states already have no
statute of limitations for the equivalent of
New York's rape in the first degree. Nine of
these states have no statute of limitations for
rape in any degree. An additional nine states
have statutes of limitations of 10 years or

continued on page 5

Assemble at 11:00 a.m. Mid-town Manhattan

March Step-Off 12:00 noon

Festival of Action 1:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.
Lower Manhattan
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For Exact Meeting Location and Final March Route
check updates @ nownyc.org or April29.org or call
NOW-NYC @ 212-627-9895.
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In Remembrance of

Founder of NOW

By Olessa Pindak

Betty Friedan, writer, thinker, and activist, passed away in February on her 85th
birthday at her home in Washington, DC, but her legacy will forever be part of
history.

In 1963, Friedan, a Smith College-educated housewife, wrote the controversial book
The Feminine Mystiquewhich many claim began the second wave of feminism. In it
she defined the problems and issues affecting women post-WWII. Famously
articulating "the problem that has no name," Friedan recognized the longing of
women of her generation for something more: opportunity, recognition, fulfillment,
success, a chance to live their own dreams beyond the narrow definition of
womanhood that had limited their lives. In 1963, Friedan told Life magazine, "Some
people think I'm saying, 'Women of the world unite—you have nothing to lose but
your men.’ It's not true. You have nothing to lose but your vacuum cleaners."

From there, Friedan became a passionate activist and crusader for women's rights.
In 1966, she helped found NOW and served as its first president, right here in New
York City. In 1969, she was a founder of the National Association for the Repeal of
Abortion Laws (Naral Pro-Choice America) and in 1970 she founded the National
Women's Political Caucus. One of her most memorable demonstrations was in 1970
when she led the 500,000-person Women's Strike forEquality on the 50th
anniversary of women winning the right to vote, straight down 5th Avenue to
Bryant Park, where it ended with speeches and rallies.

NOW-NYC thanks Betty Friedan for the generous gift of her time and energy to our
chapter over the last 30 years—supporting our rally for child care, helping us to
send over 37 full-time organizers for the ERA in Florida, electing a slate of
Democratic delegates to the national convention to vote for the Mondale—Ferraro
Presidential ticket, and lobbying in Albany for divorce reform. When women
needed for intelligence and strength, Betty was always there for us.

Friedan is a woman whose legacy is of passion, inspiration, and courage, and for all
her work for NOW and for women everywhere, she will be missed.
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Holiday Caroling in December
Singing “"Here Comes Alito" (sung to "Here Comes
Santa Claus”) NOW-NYC's unofficial "singing
judges” sang: "Here Comes A-li-to, Here Comes A-
li-to, Right down SCOTUS Lane. George and Karl,
Dick and Condi...Pulling on the Reins. Girls are
weeping, ladies screaming. They might lose all their
rights, all because the Democrats will not put up a
fight."

Testifying at State Assembly

Hearings

In December, NOW-NYC stood up for domestic
partnership rights by testifying at a hearing for the
Family Health Care Decisions bill. The bill's intent
was to make a clear list of people who might act as
a surrogate for an incapacitated adult. NOW-NYC
advocated for the broadest possible definition of
domestic partnership to be included in any
prioritized list for health care surrogates.

DNC Demonstration

In January, NOW-NYC held a demonstration in front
of the Democratic National Committee Office in
Manhattan urging our Democratic leaders to
filibuster Supreme Court nominee Samuel Alito.

Demonstration at Women's

Republican Club

On a busy street corner near the Republican
Women's Club in January, NOW-NYC held its
"Republican Women Wake Up: W Doesn't Stand
For Women" demonstration. Women rallied in
support of women's right to choose and to send a
message to George W. Bush that his Supreme
Court nominee Samuel Alito is wrong for the job.
Bad on abortion rights, civil rights, employment
rights, and maternity leave, the ultra-conservative
judge is bad for women.

U.S. Immigration and Customs

Enforcement Abuses

At City Hall NOW-NYC President Sonia Ossorio
joined Congresswoman Nydia M. Velazquez,
Congressman José E. Serrano and Council
Member John C. Liu in demanding a full
investigation into the deportation handling of
ZhenXing Jiang. The pregnant Jiang was taken out
a back door at her immigration hearing, while her
husband and son waited in the lobby. After hours of
complaining of pain, Ms. Jiang was taken that night
(Feb. 8) to the Jamaica Medical Center in Queens
where doctors declared her twin fetuses dead.

Demonstration outside of the Women's Republican Club

NOW, PFAW, Democratic Majority,
NARAL and others hold a press
conference to oppose the confirmatio of
Samuel Alito to the Supreme Court

NOW-NYC President Sonia Ossorio demands a
full investigation into the deportation handling of
ZhenXing Jiang.

NOW-NYC's "Supremes" say Alito is
wrong choice for the Supreme Court
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MEMBERS

Help us end violence against women,
human trafficking, and eliminate the
statute of limitations on rape! Your
donations help us make it possible.
Together we can make a difference!

Call to join our Sustainer's Circle
212.627.9895
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Tuesday, May 9th, 6:30pm

Join the Reproductive rights committee.
We're working to protect and expand
women's reproductive autonomy. Contact
Acola at acolam@yahoo.com for further
information.

TAKE ACTION

NOW!

Thursday, May 11th, 6:30pm

Join the Women & Media Committee. We're
working on improving images of women in
pop culture, media and advertising. Contact
Ebony at e_d_ellis@yahoo.com for further
information.

Tuesday, May 16th, 6:30pm
Separation/Divorce Clinic. A matrimonial
lawyer and an accountant will be on hand to
answer your questions. $15, please RSVP,
212.627.9895.
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Wednesday, May 17th, 6:30pm
Employment Discrimination Clinic. An
employment lawyer will be on hand to
answer your questions. $15.

Thursday, May 18th, 6:30pm

Monthly Membership Meeting & Program
Event: check www.nownyc.org for info for
our May program.

Wednesday, May 24th, 6:30pm

Join the Political Action Committee. We're
coordinating the pack, developing a program
that will train young women to lobby their
elected officials, and helping set up
meetings with elected officials. Contact
Maggie at mpeyton@manhattanbp.org for
more information.




The Ripple Effect of Rape

A Story For Men

By John Q. Everyman

hen | think of that phrase, it's easy
Wto imagine a man foiling an
attempted rape by some act of

bravery, possibly physically restraining or
disabling an attacker. Though that might be
a common mental picture, I'm inclined to
think otherwise.

Unfortunately | know more about rape than |
ever wanted to. My wife was raped a few
years ago, turning our lives upside down. As
she bravely stood up to him in court, |
listened to the defense attorney badger her
with the phrases her attacker used to
disparage and demean her in an attempt to
intimidate her. As | sat there, | realized that
much of the language this rapist used was
language I've heard in bathrooms at concerts
and sporting events, at bars, in casual
conversation between hyper-sexed twenty-
somethings. | think, as a culture, we have
some disturbing issues to face.

| believe as men, we can begin to stop rape
by stopping the objectification of women.
Women are not just objects to relieve
ourselves with. They're more than "booties"
or "hooters." If a woman is just an object,
then treating them as less than human leads
to an unfortunately inevitable conclusion.

I'm not suggesting that all men are pigs and
inclined to rape if the moment presents itself.
| am suggesting that as these ideas are
allowed to fester, the likelihood can only
increase. Add drugs or alcohol to the mix, as
inhibitions are numbed, personal restraint
goes out the window, and "no" becomes "she
wanted it." Far fetched? Unfortunately, | don't
think so.

Am | a prude? An alarmist? Possibly. All | can
really tell you is that | spent years lying next
to a woman who was treated like a piece of
meat by a man who "knew what she really
wanted.” I've seen the nightmares, the self-
hatred, the anger, and despair up close and
personal. | hope you never have to.

The first line of defense is in the minds of
men. Be courageous and take a stand. A
woman you love is relying on it.

This article originally appeared in Men Can
Stop Rape's E-Newsletter, Safe & Strong.
Please visit their website at
www.mencanstoprape.org

for more information on masculinity and
men's roles in rape prevention.

Speak Out!

Send a letter to New York State Assembly Speaker

Sheldon Silver

Find the Letter at www. now nyc.org

IN PRESS

January

WBAI interviews Sonia Ossorio on Samuel Alito nomination to the Supreme Court.

Manhattan Neighborhood Network

airs NOW-NYC's cable show, "What NOW : The Future

of Roe v Wade with guest Diana Kasdan of the ACLU's Reproductive Freedom Project.

NPR interviews Ossorio on the shifting Supreme Court and the ultra-conservative movement

in the United States.
February

Ossorio appears on Inside Edition commenting on sexual harassment in the workplace as
part of news coverage of Maryland Comptroller Donald Schafer publicly harassing a 24-year-

old intern.

The 700 Club airs segment featuring Ossorio discussing

movement and the stripper culture of today.

the history of the feminist

Documenting history in the making of the present women's movement, Manhattan
Neighborhood Network , films the 26th Annual Susan b. Anthony Awards at City Hall

February 16th, 2006.
March

Fox News, NY 1 and other local news outlets interview Ossorio on the ZhenXing Jiang

deportation case.

On International Women's Day, El Diario/La Prensa profiles NOW-NYC President Sonia

Ossorio

Univision visits NOW-NYC's offices and interviews Ossorio on the South Dakota abortion ban

for it's national news show, Impacto.

For a story on rape in the Daily News , NOW-NYC contributes information and examples of

the rape culture.

As part of a segment on the rape and murder of Imette St. Guillen, Ossorio clarifies on WPIX,
the misguided notion that women who stay out late at night are responsible for any violence

that may come to them.

Finding Justice:

Peyton Bryant

fter years of perseverance, Peyton
ABryant, the young woman who was
sexually assaulted in June of 2000

by a mob of men after the Puerto Rican
Day Parade, has finally received justice.

The city settled with Ms. Bryant for
$125,000 in March just before the trial was
to start.

On that beautiful summer day, Ms. Bryant
was in-line skating through Central Park,
when a mob of men from the parade
surrounded her and doused her with beer
and water. They then threw her to the
ground and began groping her and tried to
strip off her shorts. When Ms. Bryant went
to police for help after the attack, they
ignored her and told her to come back to

file a report when she had calmed down.
NOW-NYC rallied to the cause, protesting
against the NYPD's indifference to the
woman's cries for help.

After Ms. Bryant was brave enough to
speak out on television about the attacks
and the city's failure to respond, a number
of other women who were also attacked
found the courage to come forward. For
this inspiring leadership, NOW-NYC
honored Ms. Bryant with a Susan B.
Anthony Award in 2001.

Inspired by the trauma of her experience ,
Ms. Peyton decided to pursue a career in
law. Now finishing her law degree New
York Law School and plans to become an
attorney specializing in women's rights.
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NOW-NYC's Campaign
to End the Statute of

Limitations on Rape
Moves Forward

By Patricia Di Lieto

OW-NYC's year-long campaign to
N eliminate the 5-year statute of

limitations on rape has gained
substantial ground in the state legislature
and on the streets. The latest victory: On
February 14, the New York State Senate
passed S-6524, a bill that would remove the
statute of limitations (SOL) on all first
degree rapes and sexual assaults, whether
or not DNA evidence is involved. (NOW-
NYC supports legislation to enable rape
survivors to see their rapists punished,
regardless of when the crime was
committed or whether DNA evidence is
available. See our Summer and Winter
2005 newsletters for more information on
the statute of limitations and our campaign.)
In the Assembly, Assemblymember Amy
Paulin introduced a companion bill to
S-6524.
With the start of the new year and the 2006
state legislative session, NOW-NYC was
determined to build on the momentum we
created since initiating our campaign last

spring. In January, NOW-NYC leaders met
with key members of the New York State
Senate and Assembly, including Assembly
Speaker Sheldon Silver (64th Ass. Dist.),
Assembly Member and chair of the Codes
Committee, Joseph Lentol (50th Ass. Dist.),
and staff for Senate Majority Leader Joseph
Bruno (43rd Sen. Dist.) and State Senator
Dale Volker (59th Sen. Dist.). As a direct
result of our lobbying, the State Senate
agreed to modify their draft legislation to
end the SOL for all first degree rapes and
sexual assaults, not just those involving
DNA evidence. The bill passed by the State
Senate in February, S-6524, does just that.
On March 10, NOW-NYC leaders testified
at a hearing on the issue at John Jay
College of Criminal Justice. State Senator
Jeff Klein (34th Sen. Dist.), who has led
efforts to pass legislation in the Senate,
chaired the hearing. State Senators Martin
Connor (25th Sen. Dist.), John Sabini (13th
Sen. Dist.), John Sampson (19th Sen. Dist.)
and Toby Stavisky (16th Sen. Dist.) also

continued on page 4

Ending Discrimination in NYC

Better Funding for Agencies Needed

By Pat DiLieto

NOW-NYC Legislative VP

We New Yorkers like to think our city is one
of the most progressive in the world.
However, when it comes to combating
discrimination, New York City still has a long
way to go. Individual instances of
discrimination and entrenched historical
patterns of discrimination are still major
problems.

In February 2005, the Department of Justice
announced that it would be investigating the
testing and hiring practices of the New York
City fire department, whose composition is
92% white male. Women now represent less
than .3 percent—a shocking 28 out of
11,400—of the department's workforce
(contrast these numbers with the city of
Minneapolis, where women comprise 17% of
the firefighting workforce). In fact, there are
actually fewer female firefighters in New York
today then in the period following the
successful 1982 class action lawsuit against
the city. The lawsuit, which broke the
department's sex barrier, was brought by
Brenda Berkman, currently a captain in the
department.

Women also remain scarce in the trades and
other non-traditional employment in New
York. Have you ever seen a female doorman
at any of the city's myriad apartment
buildings? Bet not. In addition to the lack of
women in many jobs, female workers still
experience a great deal of discrimination on
the job, including pregnancy-related
discrimination.

There are a number of city agencies—e.g.,
the New York City Commission on Human
Rights, the Equal Employment Practices
Commission, and the Office of Economic and
Financial Opportunity—charged with
ensuring fair treatment of women and
minorities in employment and with enforcing
equal employment opportunity requirements
for city agencies and contractors. So what's
the problem? In part, substantial cuts in
funding and staffing over the years have
hampered the effectiveness of these
agencies.

One of the agencies affected is the
Commission on Human Rights, which is
responsible for enforcing the New York City
Human Rights Law. The Commission
handles a suspiciously low number of cases
and initiates few of its own investigations to
ferret out discrimination. (These and other
inadequacies are well-documented by the
Association of the Bar of the City of New
York's Committee on Civil Rights in its 2001
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report entitled "It's Time to Enforce the Law:
Fulfilling the Promise of the New York City
Human Rights Law," available at
www.nycbar.org under committee reports.)
The Commission staff numbers 90 currently,
a drastic decrease from 1992 when the
agency had 152 employees. And only 18 of
those 90 staff positions are city-funded (the
majority depend on federal funding),
compared to 1992 when 152 employees
were city-funded.

On February 27, NOW-NYC testified before
the New York City Council's Committee on
Women's Issues concerning the ongoing lack
of adequate funding and staffing for these
agencies. For example, noting that the
Mayor's fiscal year 2007 proposed budget
includes an overall funding cut of $105,041
for the human rights commission, NOW
called on the City Council to restore this
sum—which represents eliminated federal
funds—uwith city funding. This action would
be a small first step in bringing back this
agency to operational strength.

A second agency at issue, the Equal
Employment Practices Commission, is one of
three EEO agencies created in 1989
supposedly to offset the elimination of a pay
equity provision from the City Charter. The
Commission is responsible for
recommending programs, policies and
practices for use by city agencies to ensure
equal employment opportunities  for
minorities and women. It also audits and
evaluates the employment practices of each
city agency.

This agency is slated for a $93,190 budget
cutin 2007. Only 9 positions are budgeted for
in 2007, down from 11 in 2006. At the
hearing, NOW-NYC asked the Council to
investigate the impact of this proposed
budget decision, and to restore these funds if

they would negatively affect equal
employment  opportunities  for  city
employees.

Civil rights enforcement received a much-
needed boost last October when the Council
passed the Local Civil Rights Restoration Act
of 2005. The act should strengthen
enforcement of the city's human rights law.
However, to fulfill the promise of the law and
to ensure that equal employment opportunity
requirements are met by city agencies and
contractors, the city must adequately fund
and staff the human rights commission and
the city EEO agencies. Only then can the city

improve its record in combating
discrimination and promoting  equal
opportunity for all New Yorkers.
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by Taina Bien-Aimé

This year the Academy of Motion Picture Arts
and Sciences boasted of their selection of
unusual Hollywood movies that touched on
issues of justice, tolerance and the power of
social change. So when the Academy chose
to honor "It's Hard Out Here for a Pimp" as
best original song, many viewers watched
the Oscar handed over to Three 6 Mafia in
shock or dismay. The catchy tune, rendered
by the group at the 78th Annual Academy
Awards in a TV14 version, bemoans the
vicissitudes of a man supposedly trying to
survive in the decaying inner-city that leaves
him no choice but to pimp "snow bunnies" or
"black girls" on the street to sell their bodies
and souls for his rent.

As an African-American, it was painful to watch
a predominantly white Academy put a golden
stamp of approval on young Black men
normalizing the crime of pimping, one of the
most brutal forms of the commercial sexual
exploitation of women. Once again,
Hollywood seemed to relish in the
perpetuation of debasing stereotypes, not as
slaves or servants this time around, but slave-
owners who barter dollars with “johns" to
dehumanize women and girls into

commodities. As a human rights activist, | was
outraged that the Academy endorsed pimping
as an acceptable job, whose description
includes beating, raping and coercing women,
mostly young, poor, and of color into the sex
industry.

Not too far from the Academy's red carpet
and across the country, reality takes cruel
hold of the violent

"They come hopin’ every night, they don't
end up bein’ dead.” When a reporter asked
the Three 6 Mafia songwriters their opinion
about those who would complain about a
pimping song getting such sterling
recognition, one shrugged: ‘“it's just
entertainment.”

The glorification of pimping is certainly not

truth about pimping.
Under the careful
supervision of pimps,
a girl's average age of
entry into prostitution

women's and civil rights groups

too often fall short in trying to

curb harmful racial and gender
stereotypes

new to Hollywood. In
2003, Sony Pictures
intended to release
"Lil' Pimp", an
animated feature film
starring an adorable

is 13 to 14 years old.
The Coalition Against Trafficking in Women
showed in a study that 80% of prostituted
women were sexually abused by pimps via
sadistic sex; 71% of pimps used drugs to
control the women they sell and 34% of the
women received death threats from pimps.
Groups on the ground working with
prostituted women can provide a plethora of
stories that further illustrate the damaging
and sometimes deadly effects of pimping.
According to Prostitution Research and
Education, 89% stated that they wanted to
escape prostitution immediately.

Desperate Housewives

The following is a critique by distinguished
feminist writer Katha Pollitt of the New York
Times story "Many Women at Elite Colleges
Set Career Path to Motherhood," by Louise
Story (Yale '03).

Through interviews and a questionnaire e-
mailed to freshmen and senior women
residents of two Yale colleges (dorms), Story
claims to have found that 60 percent of these
brainy and energetic young women plan to
park their expensive diplomas in the bassinet
and become stay-home mothers. Over at
Slate, Jack Shafer slapped the Times for
using weasel words ("many," "seems") to
make a trend out of anecdotes and vague
impressions: In fact, Story presents no
evidence that more Ivy League undergrads
today are planning to retire at 30 to the
playground than ten, twenty or thirty years
ago. Simultaneously, an armada of bloggers
shredded her questionnaire as biased (hint:
If you begin with "When you have children,"
you've already skewed your results) and
denounced her interpretation of the answers
as hype. What she actually found, as the
writer Robin Herman noted in a crisp letter to
the Times, was that 70 percent of those who
answered planned to keep working full or part
time through motherhood. Even by Judith
Miller standards, the Story story was pretty
flimsy. So great was the outcry that the author
had to defend her methods in a follow-up on
the Times website three days later.

With all that excellent insta-critiquing, |
feared I'd lumber into print too late to add a
new pebble to the sling. But | did find one
place where the article is still Topic No. 1:

Yale. "I sense that she had a story to tell, and
she only wanted to tell it one way," Mary
Miller, master of Saybrook, one of Story's
targeted colleges, told me. Miller said Story
met with whole suites of students and
weeded out the women who didn't fit her
thesis. Even among the ones she focused
on, "I haven't found that the students' views
are as hard and fast as Story portrayed
them." (In a phone call Story defended her
research methods, which she said her critics
misunderstood, and referred me to her
explanation on the web.) One supposed
future homemaker of America posted an
anonymous dissection of Story's piece at
www.mediabistro.com. Another told me in an
e-mail that while the article quoted her
accurately, it "definitely did not turn out the
way | thought it would after numerous
conversations with Louise." That young
person may be sadder but wiser--she
declined to let me interview her or use her
name--but history professor Cynthia Russett,
quoted as saying that women are "turning
realistic,” is happy to go public with her
outrage. Says Russett, "I may have used the
word, but it was in the context of a harsh or
forced realism that | deplored. She made it
sound like this was a trend of which |
approved. In fact, the first | heard of it was
from Story, and I'm not convinced it exists."
In two days of interviewing professors, grad
students and undergrads, | didn't find one
person who felt Story fairly represented
women at Yale. Instead, | learned of women
who had thrown Story's questionnaire away
in disgust, heard a lot of complaints about
Yale's lack of affordable childcare and read

9-year old freckled-
faced boy who is introduced to the world of
pimping and prostitution in an African-
American "ghetto." In the cartoon
characterized as humorous, this child chose
pimping over returning to the boredom of life
in suburbia with his parents after a Black
"master pimp" is designated to train him in
selling women for sex and beating his ladies
into submission. Only after an aggressive
media campaign from this and other
organizations, did the distributor delay the
theatrical release of "Lil Pimp" indefinitely,
but released it on DVD.

Voices of outrage, courage and leadership
need to rise from within the entertainment
music industry as women's and civil rights
groups too often fall short in trying to curb
harmful racial and gender stereotypes in the
media. When award-winning actress and
poet Sarah Jones wrote "your revolution," a
hip hop parody and brilliant ode rejecting
pimping and misogyny, the FCC ironically
censored its airing on a local radio show for
obscenity. The industry needs more voices
like Ms. Jones to counteract the growing
pornification of women. Instead, the
Academy elevated the cult of pimps to a new
status before a cheering crowd with no
visible sign of protest among the glamorous
and the powerful. No wonder the multi-billion
dollar sex trade industry is still "makin’
change" off women's lives. In the case of
pimps being rejuvenated into perpetuating
violence against women, the Academy is
guilty as charged.

Taina Bien-Aimé is the executive director of
Equality Now, an international human rights
organization working for the rights of women
and girls around the world.

of the lvy League?

numerous scathing unpublished letters to the
Times, including a particularly erudite one
from a group of sociology graduate students.
Physics professor Megan Urry had perhaps
the best riposte: She polled her class of 120,
using “clickers" (electronic polling devices
used as a teaching tool). Of forty-five female
students, how many said they planned “to be
stay-at-home primary parent"? Two. Twenty-
six, or 58 percent, said they planned to "work
full time, share home responsibilities with
partner--and good luck to them, because 33
percent of the men said they wanted stay-
home wives.

The most interesting question about Story's
article is why the Times published it--and on
page one yet. After all, as Shafer pointed out,
it had run an identical story, "Many Young
Women Now Say They'd Pick Family Over
Career," on the front page December 28,
1980. (He even turned up one of its star
subjects, Princeton alum Mary Anne Citrino,
who says she was completely
misrepresented by the Times: She never
wanted to stay home and never did.) I'm
particularly grateful to Shafer for digging up
that old clip, because somehow | had formed
the erroneous impression that the Times
used to be less sexist than it is now--the
week Story made the front page also saw an
article uncritically reporting a drug-company
study that claimed female executives are
addled by menopause, and a Styles piece
about the menace to society posed by
mothers pushing luxury strollers on
Manhattan sidewalks. All that was missing
was one of those columns in which John
Tierney explains that women, bless their

hearts, lack the competitive drive to win at
Scrabble.

Story's article is essentially an update on
Lisa Belkin's 2003 Times Magazine cover
story about her Princeton classmates, whose
marginalization at work after having children
was glowingly portrayed as an "opt-out
revolution" and which claimed that women
"don't run the world" because "they don't
want to." What's painful about the way the
Times frames work-family issues is partly its
obsessive focus on the most privileged as
bellwethers of American womanhood--you'd
never know that most mothers who work need
the money. But what's also depressing is the
way the Times lumps together women who
want to take a bit of time off or work
reasonable hours--the hours that everybody
worked not so long ago--with women who
give up their careers for good. Cutting back to
spend time with one's child shouldn't be
equated with lack of commitment to one's
profession. You would not know, either, that
choices about how to combine work and
motherhood are fluid and provisional and not
made in a vacuum. The lack of good childcare
and paid parental leave, horrendous work
hours, inflexible career ladders, the still-
conventional domestic expectations of far too
many men and the industrial-size helpings of
maternal guilt ladled out by the media are all
part of it.

Wouldn't you like to read a front-page story
about that?

Reprinted with permission from the author,
Katha Pollitt. First printed in The Nation.
October 17, 2005

Campaign to End the Statute
of Limitations on Rape

continued from page 3

attended. The college was a poignant
setting for the hearing, with photos of Imette
St. Guillen (recent rape and murder victim
and student at the college) hanging in the
lobby in memorian. A rape survivor, District
Attorney, police detective, and various
advocates testified on behalf of eliminating
the 5-year time bar.

Kathleen Ham, rape survivor and advocate
for stronger rape laws, and Harriet Lessel,
Executive Director of the New York City
Alliance Against Sexual Assault, testified
about our current rape culture and
epidemic. Staten Island District Attorney
Daniel Donovan testified how concern over
running out the 5-year time limit for indicting

rapists often forced District Attorneys to
make plea bargains, resulting in lesser
prison sentences for rapists. Detective
Lieutenant Edward Adenair of the Mount
Vernon Police Department noted that only
two years remained for indicting an
unidentified rapist who assaulted two
women in Fleetwood—even though the
rapist left his fingerprints and other
evidence in his wallet behind, evidence that
could withstand the test of time should he
be identified after the two years expire.
According to NOW-NYC President Sonia
Ossorio, her many conversations with
numerous New Yorkers revealed that "Most
people have no idea that there is a statute
of limitations on rape.... The idea of a rapist
getting away with rape simply because five
years have passed is outrageous to the
public at large."

As part of our goal to get the statute of
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limitations issue before the public, NOW-
NYC co-sponsored (with NYU Law Women)
a panel discussion on March 16 at NYU's
law school. Experts in the areas of rape
forensics, prosecution and survivor services
outlined the advances made in the medical
and legal treatment of rape survivors, but
agreed that more legal improvements were
needed, including the elimination of the 5-
year statute of limitations for rape. Panelists
included State Senator Jeff Klein, Harriet
Lessel of NYC Alliance Against Sexual
Assault, Karen Carroll-Coleman, Forensic
Examiner, and Lisa Friel, head of the Sex
Crimes Unit in the Manhattan DA's office.

The State Assembly has introduced several
bills addressing the statute of limitations on
rape. However, none of the measures are
as broad in scope as Senate bill 6524. To
ensure passage of legislation this year,
Assembly Members need to hear from you,
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their constituents. To find out how to locate
your representatives and their contact
information, go to
http://assembly.state.ny.us and
http://senate.state.ny.us . Letters to your
representatives can be especially effective.
You can go to our web site at
www.nownyc.org to print out a sample
letter.

It's time for New York to join the other 20 or
so states that have eliminated the statute of
limitations on at least some categories of
rape. (In fact, New York has one of the
shortest statute of limitations in the nation;
only Florida, North Dakota and Utah have
shorter time limits). Working together, we
can help ensure that NewYork women who
are raped or sexually assaulted have the
opportunity to obtain justice, no matter
when the rapist committed the crime.



Book Review

Female Chauvinist Pigs : Women and the

Rise of Raunch Culture

By Catherine Gain

Avriel Levy's new book, Female Chauvinist Pigs,
reveals the twisted turns our culture has taken
and shows how far we, as women, have not
progressed. Women, she claims (and she is
mostly right), have taken an "if you can't beat
‘'em, join 'em" approach and call it liberation.
The philosophy is thus: “If Male Chauvinist Pigs
were men who regarded women as pieces of
meat, we would outdo them and be Female
Chauvinist Pigs: women who make sex objects
of other women and of ourselves."

The book makes many valid - and horrifying
- points, touching on the same things I've
been noticing, with shocked distaste, in our
American pop culture lately. Women are
becoming increasingly exhibitionist, from
shows such as "Girls Gone Wild" (Levy
devotes one of her first chapters to this
raunchy show) to magazines of the cosmo-
ilk delivering articles that promise to bring out
our “inner sluts," to shows and self-help
guides that tell us how to be what a man
wants (as opposed to how to find what we
want).

Somewhere in between the major feminist
movement of the ‘70s and today, the idea of

an empowered woman has changed from one
striving for independence and equality with
men to one who "must be overtly and publicly
sexual." To not be comfortable with such
displays is to be "uptight." And it's not about
female sexual pleasure; it's about the imitation
of pleasure.

Levy discusses the prevalence of these
ideas in shows such as Girls Gone Wild and
The Man Show, in the country's fascination
with porn and playboy bunnies, in lesbian
culture, and in high schools. The book points
out that powerful women are inevitably "like
men" in some way or another, and often these
women are making the quips themselves
(Levy discussed one such woman who
claimed to have the "biggest cock" in her office
building.)

While the book is mostly anecdotal, its points
are clear. Women have either given up on or
are wholly confused about the feminist
movement. It's probably a lot of both. We
need to be aware of our own tendencies to
"join in the fun" to try to be "one of the guys"
in our own lives. We need to remind
everyone what feminism really stands for:
true equality.

President’s Desk

continued from page 1

more. Clearly, New York needs to join the
growing national awareness of the need for
stronger laws.

Bill S-6524 is the right bill because it doesn't
stipulate that only cases with DNA evidence
are eligible. What about the guy who's clever
enough not to leave DNA
behind, but maybe his job application? I'm not
kidding, this actually happened in Queens. Or
the guy who confesses and reveals details
only the rapist would know? What about
fingerprints?

Murder, first-degree arson, first-degree
kidnapping, and certain serious drug-related
crimes have no statute of limitations, and no
DNA limitation. Good prosecutors don't seek
indictments in old cold cases without good
cause—they do it because there is a break in
the case, compelling evidence that will hold
up in court.

The sad truth is that we live in a rape culture.
It surrounds us. National statistics show that
one in six women have been the victims of
sexual assault. We are far from where we
were in the 1970s when rape was hardly

talked about, much less prosecuted, but we
still have a very long way to go in New York.
S-6524 eliminates entirely the statute of
limitations for first-degree rape and first-
degree sexual assault in New York. This is an
important step forward in ensuring the victims
of a devastating crime receive the justice they
need to heal. It will help to make certain that
New York's sexual predators cannot
arbitrarily escape punishment for this vicious
crime.

As President of NOW-NYC, | am in the
position to hear the stories of rape survivors
and the devastating damage caused by rape.
Lives are changed permanently by this crime.
Careers are changed permanently by this
crime. Relationships are changed. The losses
inflicted by rape fall most heavily on the
victims, but the impact is on all of us.

The National Organization for Women was
founded to promote equality for women. What
we've learned in more than forty years of work
is that more than anything, our legal system is
the most significant catalyst to creating social
change.

There should be no statute of limitations on
justice for women.

No Fault Divorce Legislation Hurts Women

Marcia A. Pappas, President

Lillian Kozak and Gloria Jacobs, Co-Chairs of
NOW New York State, Inc.

Domestic Relations Law Task Force

NOW New York State, Inc.

Arguments in favor of adding a no-fault
ground to New York State law conceal the
tragic results of no-fault divorce for women in
no-fault states.

The National Organization for Women, New
York State, Inc (NOW-NYS, Inc) strongly
opposes no-fault Divorce Legislation that
may be introduced in our Legislature.
Opposition to unilateral no-fault divorce has
been our long-standing position with strong
support from the entire NOW body. We are
an organization of advocates for equality for
women. The majority of calls received by our
chapters are from women n the midst of
severe matrimonial problems.

The New York State Bar Association has
stated that New York needs no-fault because
New York is the only state without unilateral
no-fault grounds. This is not a good enough
reason, as we will explain. New York State is
also the only state requiring child support
until age 21. This is a shining example of
protecting our children better than any other
state.

The following is taken from the opposition
memorandum of The Domestic Violence
Task Force of the Bar Association of the City
of New York: "We find the argument
included in the memorandum of support of
the proposed bill that no-fault should be
adopted because otherwise a spouse who

lacks economic resources may be forced to
remain in a marriage that is not working for
them to be entirely unpersuasive and not
representative of our clients lives.

There are myriad reasons why spouses
choose to stay in a marriage or to divorce.
This is true for battered women a well as
women who have never been battered. No-
fault divorce takes away their options, it
allows the spouse with no grounds, battered
or not, to obtain a divorce over the objections
of the less powerful spouse without
negotiating a divorce settlement.

Eliminating the requirement to reach a
settlement will send more cases into court,
thereby increasing rather than decreasing
court backlog, This failure to negotiate, drives
the issues of child custody, child and spousal
support, and property division into court
where women continue to face gender bias,
a fact that even Office of Court Administration
acknowledges.

Proponents of the bill argue that there is no
need to “air the dirty laundry" in court. But
advocates in the women's movement know
the importance of allowing the judges to hear
the facts, behaviors and circumstances that
led to the break-up of the marriage.

There is much need for change to the current
Domestic Relations Law before we send the
weaker party and the children afloat on the
sea of poverty, as was the case in California,
the first state to introduce no-fault divorce.

In addition, as reported in the Domestic
Violence Task Force report previously
referred to: "experience from other states

continued on page 6
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Roe v. Wade Under Attack

By Catherine Gain

ur worst fears have come to light: on
OFebruary 22, 2006, South Dakota

lawmakers outrageously enacted a
prohibition of virtually all abortions in the
state, with only an exception for a woman's
life. The new law is scheduled to come into
effect on July 1, 2006.
The law makes no exception for the health of
the mother, rape, or incest. The legislators
decided that a woman's health and future
fertility did not matter to them. A woman's
survival of rape or incest is also of no
concern to the legislature. Representative
Roger W. Hunt, the sponsor of the hbill,
claimed that such exceptions would only
have diluted the bill and its national impact.
More disturbingly, South Dakota's laws make
it possible for a rapist to have the same
parental rights as a mother, should a child
come of a rape.
The South Dakota legislators claim that they
are not looking to punish women for having
an abortion. The law is written to punish the
doctors: doctors who perform abortions
could be imprisoned for up to five years. But
their laws also make fetal homicide a crime.
And we've seen how other states have tried
to punish pregnant women, the most
horrifying example being that of Regina
McKnight, convicted of homicide and
imprisoned in South Carolina for suffering a
stillbirth while being addicted to cocaine,
despite strong evidence that the stillbirth was
caused by an infection.
With new conservative Justices Alito and
Roberts on the Supreme Court, many anti-
choice advocates think the time is ripe to
attempt to overturn the 33-year-old
precedent of Roe v. Wade. South Dakota
was the first to sign such a stiff prohibition on
abortion into law, but several other states
have similar legislation in the works,

including Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, Georgia,
Tennessee, Kentucky, and West Virginia.

Many states already have such stringent
restrictions on abortions that women are
effectively prevented from exercising their
choice. South Dakota and Mississippi have
only one clinic in the entire state that offers
the procedure, and even then only one or
two days a week. Others have strict notice

South Dakota and Mississippi
have only one clinic in the entire
state that offers the procedure.

requirements and mandatory waiting
periods, as well as laws that require doctors
to tell women that abortion ends the life of a
"whole, separate, unique human being," to
take an example from South Dakota
legislation.

Pro-choice groups across the nation,
including Planned Parenthood, NARAL Pro
Choice, National NOW, and NOW-NYC are
gathering resources for the impending battle
to protect our rights. NOW President Kim
Gandy warns, “"Laws like this one, without an
exception for the health of the woman, have
been overturned time and again by a
Supreme Court with O'Connor on the bench.
But O'Connor is gone, and our rights may
follow because the right-wing conservatives
have gotten their way."

Now more than ever we need to join together
in our efforts to protect women's autonomy.
Without your help, we will begin to witness all
the progress made in the name of women's
rights in the past few decades erased. Not
only is women's access to abortions being
restricted in every way available, but
pharmacists around the country are
permitted to refuse filling women's
prescriptions for contraceptives, placing their
own judgment over a woman's and her
doctor's decisions.

These acts are utterly unacceptable.

Tired of living in a stripper culture?

Would you like to see corporate America get
original with advertising that doesn't rely on old,
simplistic stereotypes of women?

Join NOW-NYC's Women & Media Committee,

which works to redefine images of women in
popular culture, pressure companies to drop
advertising that promotes violence against
women and much more! We meet the second
Thursday of the month at 6:30pm.

To rsvp
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please e-mail Ebony Ellis:



LEGISLATIVERWATCR

By Pat DiLieto, NOW-NYC Legislative VP

PENDING

The New York state legislature approved a state
budget by the April 1 deadline-on time for the
second straight year. Assuming the Governor
approves the budget shortly (he has 10 days to
approve or veto it), the legislature can now
devote more time than in previous years to
other legislative matters-before the current
session ends in August.

(New York's state legislature is generally in
session from January through August.)
NOWNYC continues to press its campaign to
pass legislation this year that would
eliminate the state's 5-year statute of
limitations on rape. We also are working, as
part of a coalition of various advocacy
organizations, to enact comprehensive
legislation addressing human and sex
trafficking in NewYork. (See NOW-NYC's
Campaign to End the Statute of Limitations
on Rape Moves Forward on page 3 for more
details.) Hundreds of legislative bills,
including many on other issues affecting
women, have been introduced in Albany so
far this session. (The overwhelming majority

committees, never making it to the floor for a
vote.) See a short list of pending legislation,
below.

Once again the State Assembly has passed the
Unintended Pregnancy Prevention Act
(A.9906), which would provide emergency
contraception (the morning-after pill) on an
over-the-counter-like basis; the State Senate
has introduced an identical measure (S.6686).
As you may recall, last summer Governor
Pataki vetoed the legislation after it passed both
houses of the state legislature; he apparently let
his presidential ambitions override women's
health by pandering to the far-right fringe that
opposes not only abortion rights but the right to
contraception.

The Assembly also has introduced a flawed
emergency contraception bill (A.8075) that
includes a misguided parental notification
provision. Such a provision could prevent young
girls-some who have good reasons for not
informing their parents, such as abusive home
environments-from getting the reproductive
health services they need. A delay to obtain
parental notification also could prevent the
medication from effectively preventing an
unwanted pregnancy in a young girl if taken too
late.

S.6686 and on Governor Pataki to quickly
sign this legislation into law-and not continue
to play politics with the health of women and
girls.

Here is a small sample of other pending
legislation-some deserving of cheers, and
others, of jeers.

Cheers :)

A.5441 would require hospitals throughout
the state to offer medical residency training
that provides experience with abortions and
resulting complications

A.2673 would allow employees to use paid
sick leave to care for immediate family
members, household members, and
domestic partners.

A.1776/S.1294 would provide domestic
violence outreach and education in high
schools.

A.4508/S.4609 would give housing subsidies
to victims of domestic violence while A6202
would prohibit discriminatory housing
practices against victims of domestic
violence.

Jeers (
A.6433 and S.1868 would create the crime of
(so-called) partial birth abortion.

A.9536/S.1873 would prohibit discrimination
against health and human services workers
at secular or state institutions who refuse to
provide abortion information and referrals or
contraceptive services-such as pharmacists
who refuse to dispense contraceptives or
counselors who refuse to participate in
condom  demonstrations-when  these
services are against his or her conscience or
religious beliefs. The legislation would also
give complete civil rights protection to these
individuals.

A.4910 would restrict public assistance
payments for abortions only to those that are
necessary to save the woman's life.

HOW TO
TAKE

of bills will die in various legislative

NOW calls on the State Senate to pass

ACTION:

Elects

NOW
A

NOWNYC held its annual election for the
chapter's Board of Directors on January 17;
the election was uncontested. Here is your
2006 NOWNYC Board of Directors:

Sonia Ossorio - President

Maggie Peyton - Chair, Political Action Comm.
Jane Manning - Chair

Gabriela Moreno - Secretary

Noreen Connell - Treasurer

Samantha Cottone - Dir., Membership
Processing

Pat DiLieto - Legislative VP
Bradford Sussman - Director of Programs
Judi Polson - Development VP

The following appointed committee chairs
also serve on the 2006 Board (or will serve on
the Board once their committees are formally
approved): Acola McKnight, Reproductive
Rights Committee; Dorothy JiJi, Art as
Advocacy Committee; Ebony Ellis, Women &
Media Committee; and Rosemary Coluccio,
Finance Committee.

The chapter membership approved a
restructuring of the Board, including the
elimination of several Board positions and
other changes, at its December 2005
membership meeting (see the Winter 2005
chapter newsletter for details). The new
Board composition reflects this restructuring.

Join NOW in a Historic Mar

2006 Board of Directors

WWW. NOwW nyc.org

For all our upcoming events and campaigns

No Fault Divorce Legislation Hurts
Women

continued from page 5

shows that where grounds are unnecessary, domestic
abuse {and other grounds} may be treated as tangential
and therefore irrelevant to the allocation of martial
resources. This has been precisely the result of some
states that have adopted no-fault divorce grounds. For
example, in Oregon, which has a no-fault divorce
statutory structure, the Court of Appeals denied a wife's
claim for maintenance based on severe domestic
violence in In re: Koch, 648 P.2d406 (Or. Ct. App.1982).
The court held that under Oregon's law fault could not
be considered a factor in dividing the parties marital
property or in awarding spousal support. Physical
abuse afflicted on the wife , could only be considered
insofar as it rendered her unable to work, or in her
possible increased need for financial support. Similarly,
the lllinois court, in In re: Marriage of Cihak, 92 Ill. App.
3d 1123 (Ill. App Ct. 1981 ) held that the murder of the
wife by the husband could not be considered and would
have no effect whatsoever on the division of the parties'
marital property or any spousal support award because
under "true" no fault divorce law a reward can only be
based upon the financial needs of parties, regardless of
fault.

In contrast, New York's current fault provisions provide
a basis for the introduction of evidence concerning
domestic violence and its impact on the financial settle
of the divorce. For example, Justice Silbermann in
Havel v.Islam, 273, A.D., 2d 164 (1st Dept. 2002), found
that the husbands' assault on his wife with a barbell was
a critical factor in determining the allocation of marital
resources. This hard won victory should not be
undermined by enacting no-fault legislation that does
not specifically address the role of fault in dividing

on April 29th

april29.org

Visit www.nownye.org for
crucial updates for when to

contact your State
assembly member or state
senator about pending
legislation. To add yourself
to our e-mail alert list, call
the NOWNYC office at 212-
627-9895 or e-mail us at
contact@nownyc.org
to be added to the list.

marital property."™

Even to consider unilateral no-fault divorce without
strong provisions for awards of attorneys' fees, and
expert fees to obtain full discovery of income and assets
is a barrier to justice for the non-moneyed spouse. It
is no secrete that adequate fees for discovery are rarely
awarded. Attorney General Spitzer and Comptroller
Hevesi have made the importance of "discovery" public
in recent actions taken in matters of commercial fraud
an school district employee fraud. Without discovery,
the curt hears only lies and perjury.  As long ago as
1989, the height of the early no-fault fight, Leonard
Fiorescue, in his December 18th New York Law Journal
column stated: "I have always believed that the best
way to hide $1 million well is to hide $100, 000, but
badly." This statement clearly shows the need for well-
trained experts and meaningful awards to expert fees.
New York State presently has a bi-lateral no-fault
ground for divorce. This encourages settlement
between the parties. In fact, 95% of divorce cases are
settled. Unilateral no-fault will discourage settlements.
If the guilty, moneyed spouse can move out, obtain a
divorce and remarry before property division, he is in
the position of being able to transfer assets to a new
spouse, defeating the equitable distribution of the
property of the first marriage. Some courts today are
bifurcating trials with this result. This practice should be
stopped legislatively.

There are a lot of issues that should be considered for
divorce reform that would help make the playing field
level for women and make the entire process fairer.
Let's try some of them, see how they work and then and
only then, consider unilateral no-fault divorce.

We have looked down on societies in which all a
husband has to do is say, "I divorce you, | divorce you,
| divorce you" to his wife and they are divorced. Should
any one be able to do this? Is unilateral no-fault any
different?
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Don't Give Up the Fight

Dear Activitists,

Thanks to everyone for the tremendous action on the Samuel Alito nomination. Your calls
and actions led to a call for a filibuster and some senators felt the pressure to change
their vote from yes to no. Alito was confirmed on January 31, 2006 by a sharply-divided
Senate. The 58-42 vote represented the second highest number of votes against a
confirmed Supreme Court nominee in the nation's history. Thank you for your time,
energy and dedication in putting up a strong fight. While this fight is over, we could easily
have another open seat before George Bush's term is over. So it's important to make
sure the senators who voted for a filibuster know they have our support today and in the
future. We've put them in a stronger position for next time, so let's make sure they know
it. Both New York senators, Charles Schumer and Hillary Clinton, supported the
filibuster. By all means, call the senators who voted against the filibuster and make them
nervous. It may offer great closure. The vote roll call is listed below with telephone
numbers. Thank you again for supporting women's rights and working to keep our
country from becoming ultra-conservative.

Alaska: Lisa Murkowski voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
6665. Ted Stevens voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-3004

Alabama: Jeff Sessions voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
4124. Richard Shelby voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-5744.

Arkansas: Blanche Lincoln voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-4843. Mark Pryor voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-2353.

Arizona: Jon Kyl voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-4521. John
McCain voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2235.

California: Barbara Boxer voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-3553. Dianne Feinstein voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-3841.

Colorado: Ken Salazar voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-5852. Wayne Allard voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5941.

Connecticut: Christopher Dodd voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster.
(202) 224-2823. Joseph Lieberman voted against confirming Alito but voted against the
filibuster. (202) 224-4041.

Delaware: Joseph Biden voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-5042. Thomas Carper voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-2441.

Florida: Bill Nelson voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5274. Mel Martinez voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-3041.

Georgia: Saxby Chambliss voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
3521. Johnny Isakson voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-3643.

Hawaii: Daniel Akaka voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.?(202)
224-6361. Daniel Inouye voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-3934.

lowa: Tom Harkin voted against confirming Alito and supported the filibuster but did not vote.
(202) 224-3254. Chuck Grassley voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-3744.

Idaho: Larry Craig voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2752.
Michael Crapo voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-6142.

lllinois: Richard Durbin voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
2152. Barack Obama voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
2854.

Indiana: Evan Bayh voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
5623. Richard Lugar voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-4814.

Kansas: Sam Brownback voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
6521. Pat Roberts voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-4774.

Kentucky: Jim Bunning voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
4343. Mitch McConnell voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2541.

Louisiana: Mary Landrieu voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-5824. David Vitter voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
4623.

Massachusetts: Edward Kennedy voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster.
(202) 224-4543. John Kerry voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-2742.

Maryland: Barbara Mikulski voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-4654. Paul Sarbanes voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-4524.

Maine: Susan Collins voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2523.
Olympia Snowe voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-5344.

Michigan: Carl Levin voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
6221. Debbie Stabenow voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
4822.

Minnesota: Mark Dayton voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-3244. Norm Coleman voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5641.

Missouri: Christopher Bond voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5721. James Talent voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-6154.

Mississippi: Thad Cochran voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5054. Trent Lott voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-6253.
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Montana: Max Baucus voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-2651. Conrad Burns voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
2644.

North Carolina: Richard Burr voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-3154. Elizabeth Dole voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
6342.

North Dakota: Byron Dorgan voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-2551. Kent Conrad voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-2043.

Nebraska: Ben Nelson voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
6551. Chuck Hagel voted to confirm Alito but did not vote on the filibuster. (202) 224-4224.

New Hampshire: Judd Gregg voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-3324. John Sununu voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
2841.

New Jersey: Frank Lautenberg voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster.
(202) 224-3224. Robert Menendez voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster.
(202) 224-4744.

New Mexico: Jeff Bingaman voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-5521. Pete Domenici voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-6621.

Nevada: Harry Reid voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
3542. John Ensign voted to confirm Alito but did not vote on the filibuster. (202) 224-6244.

New York: Hillary Clinton voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-4451. Charles Schumer voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-6542.

Ohio: Mike DeWine voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2315.
George Voinovich voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-3353.

Oklahoma: Tom Coburn voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5754. James Inhofe voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-4721

Oregon: Ron Wyden voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
5244. Gordon Smith voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-3753.

Pennsylvania: Rick Santorum voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-6324. Arlen Specter voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
4254,

Rhode Island: Jack Reed voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-4642. Lincoln Chafee voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-2921.

South Carolina: Jim DeMint voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
6121. Lindsey Graham voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-5972.

South Dakota: Tim Johnson voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5842. John Thune voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2321.

Tennessee: Lamar Alexander voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202)
224-4944. Bill Frist voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-3344.

Texas: John Cornyn voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2934.
Kay Bailey Hutchison voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-5922.

Utah: Robert Bennett voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-5444.
Orrin Hatch voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-5251.

Virginia: George Allen voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-4024.
John Warner voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-2023.

Vermont: Patrick Leahy voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
4242. James Jeffords voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202) 224-
5141.

Washington: Maria Cantwell voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-3441. Patty Murray voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-2621.

Wisconsin: Russell Feingold voted against confirming Alito and voted for the filibuster. (202)
224-5323. Herb Kohl voted against confirming Alito but voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
5653.

West Virginia: John Rockefeller voted against confirming Alito but voted against the
filibuster. (202) 224-6472. Robert Byrd voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster.
(202) 224-3954.

Wyoming: Michael Enzi voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-
3424. Craig Thomas voted to confirm Alito and voted against the filibuster. (202) 224-6441.

Keep up the fight!

Sonia Ossorio
President of NOW-NYC
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NOW-NYC
Honors

This award is particularly special
because it is not as much about
recognizing status as it is about
honoring women for their tireless
efforts, day in and day out, at the
grassroots level to improve the
quality of life for other women in
New York City.

The event, held at City Hall, drew a
large crowd of supporters.
Families, students, activists, and
colleagues gathered in the City
Council Chambers to listen to
these amazing women speak
about many important issues and
achievements that affect all of us.

NOW-NYC applauds these women
who dare to make a difference. As
Susan B. Anthony said, "Failure is
impossible with the lifelong
dedication of committed women."

First Photo: Gale Brewer with City Council Speaker, Christine Quinn (right)

and President of NOW-NYC, Sonia Ossario (left)

Kathleen Hamm with Ann Curry (left)

Nancy Lublin s newest

entrepreneurial non-profit venture, Do
Something, couldn't be more apropos. The
organization provides inspiration and
opportunities for young people to improve
their communities. Ms. Lublin is most
known for founding Dress for Success, a
non-profit that distributes second-hand
business clothes and provides career
advice for low-income women. Within six
years, she managed to expand the
organization to 70 cities in four countries. In
our current pop culture fixated on video
games and celebrity worship, Ms. Lublin is
filling an important role with Do Something,
where young adults can vie for the Brick
Awards, what CNN has dubbed the Oscars
for kids in community service.

The distinguished Susan B. Anthony Awardees were:

Kathleen Ham is currently a lawyer

in California, but is
known most recently
as a courageous rape
survivor who finally
saw her case brought
to justice 32 years
after it happened. In
June of 1973, Ms.
Ham was brutally
attacked and raped in her New York
apartment. Although the suspect was
immediately apprehended, the trial
resulted in a hung jury because the
rape laws at that time set an
unreasonably high standard for
conviction. The suspect, after being
linked to at least 23 additional rapes,
was caught once again 32 years
later. Ms. Ham agreed not only to
take the stand again but also to go
public with her identity and story,
something many rape survivors find
too traumatic to endure. She inspired
nine more survivors to come forward,
believing that the same man had attacked
them. After decades of uncertainty, Ms.
Ham finally received long-awaited justice.

Jane Manning , Chair of the NOW-

NYC Board of Directors, is an attorney
specializing in criminal law and violence
against women. A graduate of Yale
College and NYU Law School, Jane
served as an Assistant District Attorney for
six years in Queens and currently works
for Equality Now. A dedicated advocate,
Jane launched NOW-NYC's campaign to
repeal New York's statute of limitations on
rape and works with human rights groups
to end the trafficking of women.
Representing a coalition of feminist
organizations before New York State's
highest court, Jane argued amici curiae to
reverse an appellate court decision that
would have made the defense of extreme
emotional disturbance almost universally
available to men who kill their wives or
girlfriends. In a
unanimous decision,
the court reversed
the lower court's
decision. In 1991,
she was instrumental
in convening the New
York City Coalition to
End Violence Against
Women, which led a
rally of 5,000 demonstrators to the steps
of the 1992 Democratic National
Convention, urging passage of the
Violence Against Women Act.

Jane Manning with Diane Welsh

Oraia Reid and Consuelo

Ruybal co-founded RightRides in
2004 in direct response to a perceived
increase in attacks on women in
statistically safe North Brooklyn
neighborhoods. RightRides is a non-profit
organization that offers free late-night
rides home to women and transwomen on
weekends in several Brooklyn
neighborhoods and parts of the Lower
East Side of Manhattan. The organization
is operated entirely by volunteers. Ms.
Reid and Ms. Ruybal's creative, proactive
response to improving women's safety so
impressed Mayor Bloomberg that, on his
behalf, Human Rights Commissioner
Patricia Gatling declared December 12th
"RightRides For Women's Safety Day."

Elizabeth Cady Stanton Award BB

City Council Member Gale A. Brewer received the 7th
Elizabeth Cady Stanton Award, a special award only given every five
years to a woman of noble achievement who has made important
contributions to creating a more equal society and who serves as a role
model to other women. Council Member Brewer has been a fierce

advocate for women's rights and instrumental in passing numerous laws,
the most recent being the Human Rights Bill, which protects domestic
partnerships from discrimination and retaliation in the workplace.

whatNOW

Spring 2006



