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MRS. CLINTON: Good evening, and please be seated. Those who are here with us in 
the East Room in the White House, to ;everyone who is ~atching on television or on the Intemet, 
we welcome youhere as well. 

In 1900, near the end of a lifetime of fighting for women's rights, Susan B. Anthony 
described her bold vision for the future: The woman of the 20th century will be the peer of man. 
In education, in art and science; in literature, in the home; the church, the state, everywhere she 

will be his acknowledged equal. The 20th century will see man and woman working together to 
make the world better for their havinglived. All hail to the 20th century. 

Well, Susan B. Anthony's wOl'ds 'were prophetic, for in many ways her dreams have 
been realized. Yet, early in this century the full participation in civic life that women now take 
for granted was still out of reach. Women were constrained in their rights to own propelty, 
testify in court, or file a lawsuit. No woman served on ajury, and by law a woman's husband 
was assumed to be the guardian of her children. And a woman's wages, for which she often 
worked long and horrible hours, beloriged to her husband. 

He, in tum, was legally oblig6d to support her. In many states, a married woman' could 
not even open a bank account. And even what a woman wore was restricted. 

Now, there are many people who look backat that time and thing, my goodness, how 
could it have ever been .. But we know that change occurred, although change was slow and took 
the work of many women and men. And.certainly we also know that women did not have the 
most fundamental right of citizenship -- namely, the right to vote. My own mother was bom 
before women could vote. 

So I'm pleased to join the President in welcoming all of you to the White House for 



this Millennium Evening. With. our distinguished panelists,we will "honor the past and imagine 
the future" by listening to the "vital vo\ces of women." We will reflect together on the dramatic 
changes in the lives of women and all ~itizens in the 20th century. 

, , , 

Just think of the ideas, the inventions, the social movements that have so dramatically 
altered our society. Now, many of those movements and ideas we can trace to our own 
founding, our founding documents: the Constitution and the Bill of Rights. And we can then 
follow those ideas as they move toward Seneca Falls, where 150 years ago, women struggled to 
atiiculate what their rights shouldbe. 

_ From women's struggle to gain the right to vote to gaining the access that we needed in 
the halls of academia, to pursuiJ?g the j'obs and business opportunities we were qualified for, to 
competing on the field of sports, we have seen many breathtaking changes. We've also been 
helped in our struggle by technological advances like vacuum cleaners and cell phones. We've 
made strides that, certainly, Susan B. Anthony could never have imagined. 

Now, there are clearly far too mfUlY topics to cover in only 90 minutes tonight, so we've 
chosen to concentrate on one of the de'fining stories of our time: the way women have entered 
thecircle of our democracy and moved America closer to our greatest ideal, that we at"e all 
created equal. 

Standing here, looking at this audience tonight, I could call the names of nearly all of you 
who .are here that I recognize, women 'and men who have made a contribution to where we stand 
here on the brink of a new century, who have struggled over the years·to expand the' 
opportunities and enlarge our ,democratic freedoms. Many of you have mobilized voters; you 
have worked for electoral change; you've championed issues, you've been advocates. At 
Intemational Vital Voices conferenceS I've met other women who have struggled at"ound the 
globe to bring those same rights and freedoms to the people oftheir countIies. 

Whether we know the names of the women who have done these acts because they stand 
in history, or we see them 'in the television or the newspaper coverage, we know that for 
everyone whose name we know there, are countless women who are engaged every day in the 
ordinary, but remarkable, acts of citizenship. 

And we will ~ear from our panelists tonight what it means to be so involved, and how 
important it is that we continue to bu~ld our democracy and keep our freedoms and our rights 
alive. I'm always moved when I hear; the stories of these women. And I think tonight as we 
honor the National Women's History Month each of us probably has our own stories that we 
could tell. 

I 

This Sixth Millennium Evening at the White House is part of an ongoing series to 
recognize the words and ideas, the sc'ience and scholarship, the innovation and creativity that 
have shaped our recent history. The~e evenings are just part of our larger initiative that the 
White House Millennium Council directs to encourage all Americans to mat"k this millem)ium in 
meaningful and lasti~g ways, to think themselves about how to honor the past and imagine the 



future. 

I certainly want to thank the scholars who have gathered'with us today. And I want to just 
highlight a few.names of some of the geople who. are with us: Betty Friedan, Ellie Smeal, Carol 
Gilligan, Karen Nussbaum, Governor Ann Richards, former Congresswoman Pat Schroeder, Lt. 
General Claudia Kennedy, Dr. Rita Caldwell. As I said, I could go on and on. 

And part of what you so represent for all of us are the very concrete steps that women 
have taken; and will continue to take. The President's'Commission on the Celebration of 
Women in American History, led by Ann Lewis and Beth Newberger, will be issuing a report 
that has really tried to summarize many of the advancements that we recognize today. The: 

. members of the Commission, I believe, are here, and Ijustwould like to ask them to stand, so 
thatwe can thank them for their work in givingus this report. (Appla~se.) 

I also want to express my appreciation to evel1',one who has helped make this evening 

possible, especially our co-sponsor, thy National Endowment for the Humanities, led by its 

chair,"Bill Farris, and NEH's sponsors,:the Howard Gilman Foundation'and Sun Microsystems, 

especially John Leahy, who are responsible for the technology that will enable us to reach 

millions of people around the world via satellite and the Internet. 


I also thank Pioneer New Media Technologies for providing the high-definition TV 
screens in this room. And I also want to thank the Library of Congress and the Smithsonian for 
the displays in the Grand Foyer., 

Now, we are privileged to have with u~ this evening three remarkable women scholars 

whose powerful voices have not only tell the story of who we are as AmeriGans; but who we 

hope to be as we enter this new millennium. Together, they will help us explore three 

interconnected tp.emes: women as vol,lmteers and reformers; women's struggle for equal rights; 

and the practice of citizenship. 


Our first speaker, Professor Alice Kessler-Harris, is one of the nation's foremost labor 

historians and a pioneer in establishing women's studies nationwide. Yet her extraordinary 

career almost. ended before it began. In graduate school she was offered a prestigious 

fellowship, but when the largely male faculty learned she was pregnant, they revoked the grant. 


Now, this is not the Dar~ Ages we are talking about. Alice's pregnancy, they argued, 
.reflected a lack of seriousness about her pursuit of history. (Laughter.) Now, I think we can all 
agree, including those nameless faculty members that her seriousness is no longer in question. 

Today she is a visiting professor at Columbia University, where she holds ajoint 
appointment in the Institute for Research on Women and Gender and in the history department. 
She also holds a professorship of history at Rutgers University where she directed the Women's 
Study program from 1990 to 1995. Fbralmost 10 years, she gave working men and women the 
chance to earn a college degree by teaching courses at the union headquarters of the UA W's 
District 65 in New York, a program she 

~ .. ' 



founded with her husband, Bert Silvennan. 

Tonight, she will talk to us about the vital civic roles that women have played as 
'volunteers and refonners throughout our history, This is a particularly important subject, 
because without women volunteers anq refonners, none of what we celebrate today would have 
happened in such a timely manner. . 

I'm also pleased that our second panelist, Professor Nancy Cott, intenupted her watm 
sabbatical at the Center for Advanced S.tudy in the Behavioral Sciences in Palo Alto, Califomia, 
to join us at the White House tonight. She is the Stanley Woodward Professor of History and 
American Studies at Yale University, where she has taught since 1975 . .she has written widely 
'on women's history, editing the 20-volhme History . . 
of Women in the United States, and contributing to historicaldocumentat"ies, including the film 
entitled, "One Woman, One Vote.'.' 

Like Alice Kessler-Harris, Nancy Cott and, no doubt, many of the women here tonight, 
had to struggle to have her work recognized. Early in her career, when she was discussing the 
publication of one of her books, she was stunned by one publisher's decision not to publish her 
work.. The reason? Interest in women:s history' and women's issues had peaked. 

. . Well, tonight she will speak to us about one of the enduring stories of our time, which has 
not 'yet peaked here or anywhere in the world .:.- namely, the struggle for equal rights. 

Our final panelist, Ruth SimmoI).s, embodies the spirit of citizenship and the power of 
education to set our dreams and our spirits free. The daughter of sharecroppers, she was one ~f 
11 children born and raised in a small, East Texas town. She credits the resilient spirit of her 
mother for teaching her more about life than any course she took. 

Today, Dr. Simmons is President of Smith College. Recognized as a tmly gifted 
administrator, she served for three years as Vic~ Provost at Princeton, where she wrote a widely 
discussed report on race relations on that campus. The recipient of numerous prizes and 
fellowships, Dr. Simmons was award~d the Centennial 'Medal from Harvard in 1997. 
Throughout her life and by her 9wn example, she has propelled many young men and women 
towat"d lifetimes of achievement. Anq tonight, Dr. Simmons will 
sha.re with us her thoughts about the practice of citizenship. 

I want to take just a moment to explain how the rest of this evening will work. A video 
will introduce each theme, and after each presentation by our scholars, a question will be 
directed to that particular speaker. After our final panelist, Dr. Simmons, completes ·her remarks 
and responds to the question put to her, the President will start off the discussion here, and with 
those of you on the Internet, moderated by our White House Millennium CounCil Director, Ellen 
LovelL 

Now, let us look at the first theine, "Women as Volunteers and RefOlmers." (Applause.) 



(A video is shown.) 

PROFESSOR KESSLER-HARl}IS: Mr. President, Mrs. Clinton, my fellow panelists and 
distinguished guests: I'm delighted to be here this evening to talk about the many ways that 
women, through their active participation as citizens, have shaped American democracy. 

Ever since Americans rebelled against the British monarch to found their own republic 

and to become citizens instead of subje;cts, we've envisioned citizenship as a process that 

involved participation in the communiiyas well as the nation. For many, casting a ballot and 

engaging in formal political processes have been the measure of citizenship. By these gauges, 

virtually all women and many men were excluded fromcitizenship in the 19th century and for 

much of the 20th as well. . . 


With little access to formal politics, women searched for other avenues through which 
they could exercise the call to active participation in their society. Over the centUlies, women 
from all walks of life· have so successf~lly responded that they have expanded the idea of . 

. citizenship, broadening and deepening it by developing innovative and informal modes of 
pru1icipation that aimed to enhance thewell-being of all those around them and to influence. 
political decisions as well. 

Their activities provide a model for thinking about citizenship in democracy in the next 
century. Even after they won the national baUot in 1920, women continued to expand the idea 
of citizenship. Let me give you just three ways that this has happened. First, women's . 
traditional assignment to home and family has provided a model for sei'vice to the lru'ger society. 
Pioneer feminists, like Charlotte Perkills Gilman, believed that love and duty to the home and to 
motherhood sanctioned, even required, maternal activities in the public realm ..As mothers of the 
world, active fem~e citizens extendedtheirhouseholds to clean up corrupt political machines 
and ensure that every mother could provide for her family. 

In the early part of this century, neighborhood women who couldn't afford to feed their 
families led bread riots and meat boycotts. Around the same time, millions of women organized 
into hundreds of chapters of the general federation of women's clubs and the National 
Association of Colored Women. Thes,e clubs campaigned against child labor to protect other 
people's children from the devastating effects ofwork begun too soon. 

. . 
Sparked by the vision of the courageous anti-lynching crusader, Ida B. Wells Brunett, 


African American women fought to protect their sons imd brothers from racial hatred. The 

ideals of home and motherhood extend from the early part of the century into the 1960s and, 

indeed, into the present. In 1961, thousands of ordinary housewives and mothers joined ina 

one-day women's strike for peace that called for an end to the arms race, not the human race. 


Their feelings echoed those of striking women textile workers in Lawrence, 

Massachusetts, who, half a century eru'lier, had tried to send their children to safety, only to be 

shot down by the bullets of National Guardsmen. Those women, too, had called for bread and 

roses. 




Because women were excluded from most channels of corporate and political power, they 
developed some special imaginative strategies for exercising citizenship. Being outside fOlmaL 
politics freed women to create alliances across borders of class, race arid nation. It freed them as 
well to imagine a citizenship with more humane dimensions. 

Their'activities ranged from the YWCA, the Young Women's Christian Association, , , 

which in the .early 20th century became one of the very few organizations to experiment with . 
black and white leadership coalitions. They include Rose Schneidelman, an immigrant cap 
maker whose only schooling was in the workplace, who joined with college graduates to create 
the National Women's Trade Union League. 

They stretched across the world. Eleanor Roosevelt, whose education in issues of social 
justice came from some of the same settlement workers and union members, also learned about 
the women's peace movement from th~m. When she designedthe United Nations Human Rights 
Convention in 1948, she followed in th;e footsteps of lane Addams and Lillian Wald, who had 
traveled to Zurich after World War I to persuade the world's leaders to renounce war. 

Finally, millions of women have organized anonymously in their communities to buiid 
social institutions. In every community, women from all walks of life built and staffed libra11es, 
orphanages, day nurseries, medical cliriics, schools and church programs. Sometimes in black 
communities, where political stru,ctures excluded men as well as women, women's church groups 
provided the bulwarks ofracial self-reliance and developed the organizational skills that moved 
individuals to promote community change. These skills were used in the 1950s by women who 
had not yet achieved national prominence -- women like Ella Baker, Daisy Bates and Septima 
Clark, who joined hundreds of lesser known women in launching the massive protests of the 
civil rights movement. 

Community efforts have also led women to recognize the limits of volunteer activity and 
to demand governmental improvements in sanitation, transportation, housing, safety and street 
lights. For example, Chicana in the ,Mexican American West forged local organizations around' 
such women's issues as neighborhood safety, education and health care. Many of these have 
now become the province of governments. 'That'S in large measure because women reached out 
from their communities to demand formal support for their volunteer effOlts. '. 

In the past generation; the legal status of American women has been transformed and their 
economic opportunities vastly expanded, Together, these changes have opened possibilities for 
increasing women's formal political influence. It's a welcome and an overdue step, 

But women's history suggests that exclusion from formal citizenship encouraged women 
to exten.d citizenship rights and tobroa:den their meaning. We might then wonder how, now that 
women are moving towards full, form~l inclusion, we will avoid the passivity among ordinary 
citizens that women have done so much to fend off. That makes this an important moment to. 
reflect on some of the ways that women's history. can motivate and inspire greater pruticipation 
in the political process and thereby strengthen democracy in the United States and extend the 



boundaries of social justice for all of us. 

Thank you. (Applause.) 

MS. LOVELL: Speaking of organizing, I see Evie Dubrow in the room, and she spent 
over 60 years in the labor movement, including over 40 years with the Intemational Ladies 
Gmment Workers Union. And Evie, I know you have a Cjuestion for Alice Kessler-HmTis. 

MS. DUBROW: I do, but before I start, may I just take a minute to say that my sister was 
one of the youngest suffragists in this country, and that she went to jail picketing the White 
House. (Laughter and applause.) Where she and a number of other suffragists went on a hunger 
strike. And when they came out, Alice Paul gave each of them a little prison door as a souvenir 
for their work on the right to vote. So I'm 
delighted to be here tonight, and my question is an interesting one, Ithink. How do coalitions of 
women across race and class lines really work? 

PROFESSORKESSLER-HARRIS: It's a difficult question. And as you know, m~st of 
us can think of more failures than we can successes when we try to think of the ways that 
women have worked across those lines. But just as gender :-- well, just as ethnicity and race 
sometimes are called forward as elements of solidarity, when people try to face the imp011ant 
issues in their lives -- the moral issues, the economic issues that really matter to them -- so I 
think women, as well as men, sometimes call upon gender solidarity when they want to face 
those issues. For example, men who are told to go to war often call upon manliness and that 
kind.of generosity to support their patriotic feelings. 

Well, I think it's been that way with women around issues that they really cmoed about. 
For example, anti-lynching crusades, which moe sparked and led by African Amelican women, 
nevertheless led them to organize and call upon white women to join them as sisters in the 
campaigns against lynching that took place in the 1920s, and especially in the 1930s in the 
United States. The Women's Trade Uriion League, which you, I know, are familiar with, crosses 
class lines when middle-class women join with poorer and working women to organize for 
issues of social justice, around the conditions under which working women work. 

And your own union, the Intemational Ladies' Garment Workers Union, which has now 
been amalgamated into UNITE, of coJrse, was a pioneer in creating solidarity across racial and 
class lines -- sorry, across racial lines -- in the interests of organizing working people. In the 
1930s, it pioneered strategies which involved social events and occasions where black and white 
men and women -- but mostly women-'" could get together in music classes, on the dance floors 
of locai ballrooms, at basketball games, and so on -- creating a kind of solidaiity that then served 
them well when they were on the picket line later. 

And now, what we're going to do is see images of women's fights for lights. And then 
Nancy eott will speak to you. (Applause.) 

(A video is shown.) 



PROFESSOR COTT: President Clinton, Mrs. Clinton, my honored copanelists and 
esteemed guests, it's an honor and thrill to be here tonight to talk to you about women's political 
history and their struggle for rights. 

Americans don't know a great deal about this history. If they know anything, they usually 
know that we didn't have the vote at fil:st and then achieved it; and possibly they know that the 
first organized public demand for women to vote was a meeting at Seneca Falls, New York, in 
1848 -- especially since the 150th anniversary of that was just ·celebrated. And I can hope that 
most people know that the amendment that did remove the sex disqualification from voting as 
the 19th Amendment to the Constitution, and that it was passed in this century, in 1920. 

But we need to know more than, these firsts in order to honor the past. We tend to make a 
big fuss about firsts, but in women's history as in many things, a first breakthrough does not 
mean smooth sailing and, in fact, in the campaign for the yote, successive generations had to ' 
continue to campaign, reinvent the struggle and face failure after failure before they succeeded. 
In fact, it was half the nation's history in 1920, half the nation's history since the Declaration of 
Independence, women had been trying to remove the sex disqualification from the ballot when 
they did succeed. 

And the year 1920 is then rightly seen as the great divide between women's non-voting 
history and their voting history. But i~ is too simple to say that no women voted before that and 
all women voted after it. There were states that granted the women to vote, some quite early -
Colorado in 1893, for instance, California in 1911, New York in 1917 -- and it is too simple to 
say that all women voted after 1920 b~cause women were prevented from exercising the right to 
vote by race, by poverty, by unstable residence. , 

The most dramatic example is ~frican American women in the South, who, like the men 
of their race, were kept from exercisiJ1.g the ballot by state disqualifications such as poll taxes, 
literacy tests and other forins o(voter qualification that were administered unequally to black 
and white. 

Today we tend to assume .that voting is a right, even an attribute, ofcitizenship. But this 
was not always so. This example makes a very important point, that the rights -- the content and 
qualities of citizenship in our rights is not a fixed quantity, is not a fixed content. New groups 
who come into the polity see rights and needs anew, and press for new definitions. 

. ,I 

In this century, in the early part of this century, more women than ever before -- more 
kinds of women than ever before -- thought the ballot was a right that they needed to exercise. 
In the 19th century, in fact, the vast majority ofwohlen did not think they needed the ballot. But· 
in the early 20th century, wage-earning women such.as some of those who have been mentioned 
-- such as, for instance, the very feisty Leonora O'Reilly -- wanted labor legislation to be passed. 
They realized women wouldn't get t~is without the vote. 

Black women leaders, 5uchas Mary Church Tyrell or Hailie Brown, wanted to fi~ht 



< 

against lynching, as Alice mentioned; wanted to fight against the disenfranchisement of their 
,race. They needed the ballot to do so. There were middle-class women who were velY 
concerned with the state of the cities and social refOlm. There were women who wanted to enter 
pr~fessions, like law or medicine, and found sex discrimination dogging their paths. And all 
these groups ofwomen reali~ed that they had no political clout without the ballot, so they joined 
the suffrage movement. 

And at that time, hundreds of thousands ofwomen devoted their lives to the campaign. 
Women like Ms. Dubrow's sister, used new flamboyant techniques to alert the public to this ' 
need. Some literally devoted their live~. Avery beautiful, highly educated arid accomplished 
Vassar graduate named Inez Mulholland, who was known for riding a white horse to lead a 
grand suffrage parade on the day of Woodrow Wilson's inaugural in this city, totallyupstaging 
the inauguration -- (laughter) -- devoted herself so exhaustingly to her speaking tour that she 
died on the tour, because she totally neglected her health, and 
at barely age 30 ended her life. 

. Now, once women were.enfrancpised the ballot certainly pro~ided a gateway, but not all 
the rights that women wanted or needea. And, of course, it's not only the fOlmal grant of rights 
that matters ,.it is the ability to exercise: those rights as the prevention of black people in the 
South from voting showed. But another issue was women and holding political office. Women 
were not barred by sex from holding political office by this time, but could a political aspirant 
get a major PartY to nominate her -- that was the banier. 

Also, state laws at the time, in the time in the 1920s were stn:!wn with discrimination. For 
instance, a waitress could not work at night in most states when the tips were largest. A manied 
woman could not take out a loan in her own name. Only about half the states put women on 
juries, and the other half rysisted, some for decades. 

These many discriminations aqqed up to a lesser legal status, really a lesser enactment of 
citizenship for women. And there was a small group of women who thought there was a way to 
address this. They wanted to add another amendment to the Constitution, and they called it the 
Equal Rights Amendment. If you thin,k this was a feature only of the political landscape of the 
1970s, you have to rethink that, because the Equal Rights Amendment was first introduced into 
Congress in 1923, and it was introduced every decade after that. It almost passed the Houses of 
Congress during World War II. It did:pass, of course in '1972, never to be ratified. .. 

Now, the reason that that amenqment never has been ratified are complex. I think one 
could boil them down to the point that equal to many people means exastly the same, and they 
are wary about granting women exactly the same rights as men when they feel women are 
different from men. 

This actually reminds me of the; 1970s slogan, "Women who want to be equal to men lack' 
imagination." (Laughter.) But the larger truth is that women are the same as men, and are 
different from men. And the question is, can something as abstract as lights encompass and 
address that paradox? . 



The women's movement more recently, in the '60s and '70s and '80s, leapt into that 
question be trying to re-envision rights~ and catapulting many new concepts of rights onto the 
political stage -- reproductive rights; ri~hts to the control of one's own body; equal pay for 
comparable worth; welfare rights; the right to be ,free of sexual harassment on the job; the right 
to maternity leave; the right to equal equcational and athletic facilities. All of these new claims 
extended the horizon of rights and of imaginable rights, and women's invention of them changed 
the whole political landscape. 

Continuing this redefinition, as we look forward to the next hundred years or the next 
millennium, let us tty to think of more inclusive versions of rights that will be advantageous to 
all Americans. I think knowing more about the past of women as citizens can help us imagine 
this more generous future. 

Women in this past century,'the '20th century, have been struggling to define and to attain 
rights that will allow us to be equal and different, too. And groups not defined by gender often 
see that as their task as well. It's a task that is still ahead ofus as a society. Thank you. 
(Applause.) 

MS. LOVELL: Thanks, Nancy. I'd like to call on a fighter for rights, Senator Birch 
Bayh, leader of the Title IX legislation giving young women equal access to physical education, 
and sponsor of the ERA amendment -- not in 1923, in 1973. 

Senator Bayh. (Applause.) 

SENATOR BA YH: It's always a privilege for me to be here with so many of you who -
we've worked together. And Evie, you started with a personal observation. Pelmit me to do the 
same. Some people may say, how does a fellow from the heaIiland, right off the faIm in 
conseryative Indiana, get involved in equal rights for women. Well, I was blessed by having two 
wonderful women in my life, one who is no longer with me and one who is still tolerating me -
(laughter) -- who gave me a magnificent Ph.D. iilthe importance of women's rights. (Laughter.) 
And I must say that is a continuing learning process. 

We all know that women's inclusion as full citizens has had a profound impact on our 
countty. Could you help us understand a little more specifically how women voters use their 
franchise as a class where there are different patterns that distinguished how women voted from 
how the majority of men voted that really led our society in a better direction, if you please. 

PROFESSOR COTT: Thank y9u. I'll try to address that Certainly, when women first 
got the vote, commentators were very interested in whether they would vote differentlY'. One of 
the prime reasons it was claimed that womeI'} needed the vote was because they were an interest 
group who differed from men as a 
group in their needs. 

As a result, when women didn't vote entirely d~fferently from men in the '20s -- which 



would have, in fact, been very difficult; given that we had atwo-party ,system at that time -
when women didn't vote dramatically differently from men, they were declared to vote exactly 
the same as men, i.e., exactly the same as their husbands. And very quickly after women were 
first enfranchised, the notion that there was what we today call a "gender gap" was quashed, and 
the notion that women would form a voting bloc more or less dissipated. . 

It was also true at that time that women's turnout was lower than men's, that this has 
happened with several groups of new ,-:oters, that it takes a while for a newly-enfranchised group 
to exercise the franchise, so that the tumout of women was lower than among men in the 1920s; 
then continued to grow until they 
were about at parity in the 1950s. 

We're hampered as historians from knowing just how differently women might have voted 
from men in the past in that the polls were not kept by sex -- it was only in a velY few places -
Illinois was interested in this -- before the era of exit poll,S. This information just isn't 
gatherable. And it's really 'a very recerit phenomenon, that really since the 1980s that the 
concept of a gender gap has appeared. 

It has been looked for since then and, therefore, it has been found. The percentage 
differences between women's votes and men's votes on parties, on candidates, rather than on 
issues, has been tracked very avidly since the mid-'80s. And percentage point differentials from 
three·to eight percent thatin the 192Qs.were absolutely dismissed as meaningless because they, 
expected all women to vote differently from all men, have now become significant. 

So I would suggest that patterns of actual voting, given that we don't have a multipmty 
system in our ration -- ifwe had seven or eight parties, 'one might see more difference. 'But in a 
two-party system the range is going to be small and it will mainly be trackable on issues. And 
since it's very rare for 

, candidates to run on single issues, the differences between women and men as voters get spread 
out through the system and show up in very 'small percentage differences -- which may be as 
much attributable to women's or men's race or region or education or age as their gender, in fact. 

Now, we're going to see more images, which WIll be about the practice of citizenship, and 
that will precede Dr. Ruth Simmons's comments on that topic. (Applause.) 

(A video is shown.) 

DR. SIMMONS: President Cli~ton; Mrs. Clinton; Nanty and Alice: It's so moving to be 
here tonight, honoring the extraordinary advances of women in this centmy. 

You know, as a college ,president, I have the privilege each year of we1co~ing a lm"ge 

number of young women to my campus who, in the course of four yem"s, must confront where 

they stand in relationship to history; ~hat they will make of their world; and how they will 

maximize their own capabilities in the service of their families and their communities. ' And 

then, four years later, I'll have the joy 'of seeing them off, as they enter the work world, 




hopefully, advance to higher leaming qr otherwise take on adult roles. 

After studying what others have:accomplished down through history, and after 
apprenticing for so many years, they finally get to choose their own path. And that one phrase, I 
think, captures the really dramatic change in women's lives in the United States over the course 

I . 

of this century. Today, thanks to Title IX, the civil rights movement, the women's moveme~t, 
women are able to choose their path. 

Young women understand that~ they revel in it, and most often, they claim that privilege 
I 

with considerable pride. This is a difference wrought by the courageous refOImers who insisted 
on the right of women to be fully enfranchised as citizens, with the duty of choice and the right 
of happiness. . 

Women of the next century will be molders of their future and proprietors of their fate. 
Provided that society continues to protect that freedom, women will have that most 
extraordinary, precious thing -- ownership of themselves . 

. We know that history can record and interpret only a small portion of the many 
compelling stories that have influenced the phenomenal changes that we've seen. One of the 
most encouraging trends. of recent times has been what seems to be a greater inclusion of 
unheralded lives and different voices, through oral histories, unconventional and ahistorical 
sotirces," and first-hand accounts,with all the problematical aspects of those accounts. Past 
stmggles for justice are rich in these stories of lesser, lesser actors, who have helped to shape our 
civic culture and transform society, without themselves qualifying for history's hall of fame. 

As one who is inspired by countless less~r h~roes of the women's rights and civil rights 
movements, I rather like to remind people on such occasions as this, that it's also acceptable -
desirable even -- to be inspired by the common folk. It's important to acknowledge the often 
invisible efforts that are the backbone of all struggles for justice. For such small examples, too, 
can inspire in the young civic engagement at the highest and most socially transfOIming levels. 
Those who live the rather routine life ~finvolved citizens are our quotidian heroes. They are. 
our models for daily life. 

My grandmother, Emma Campbell, grew up in the South during Reconstluction. 
Although she was a smart, enterprising woman, the legacy of slavery gave her no rights, 
essentially, few protections under the ~aw. And, yet, when her husband died she had to f31m ~nd 
re31' her children. Though poor, she engaged in community and church life in her small town. 

Her daughter, my mom, Fanriie,:was'bom in 1906. She married a laborer and a 
sh31·ecropper. And for much of her life as a domestic worker she was consigned to bmtal, 
unprotected labor at meager ~ages. A:fter a century -- almost a century after the bilth of her 
mother, she remained in legal, social and economic servitude, bounded by the system that had 
denied her mother equal rights. 

,e So enduring was the legacy of racial and gender discrimination in the country ofher bilth, 



but emulating her courageous mother, she persevered. And finally, because of her effOlis and 
the critical mass of H'!fOlmers pushing for elimination of the laws that held her to limited 
education, low wages and an economi~ally-deprived life, her children and Emma's grandchildren 
were finally able to see the light of freedom and experience greater life choices. 

. . 

There is earnestness arid valor to be found in the simplest acts of civic engagement, and 
especially, I think, the civic engagement of poor people. Like Emma and like Fannie, Oceola 
McCarty was unnoticed until she surprised the world with her bequest of scholarship funds to the 
University of Southern Mississippi. Well, the world now knows of her lifetime of saving and 
self-denial. But her entire life before this act of 
generosity could be examined for what it offers us about the spirit of concem and commitment 
that ought to underpin our social relations and civic attitude. "Indeed, with women just beginning 
to come into their own as philanthropists, Oceola's gift is especially important in inspiring· 
women of means to do better than the ~mall gifts that have proved typical of women's 
philanthropy. 

Imagine: If women could found and endow colleges like Spelman and Smith in the last 
century, an act that contributed greatly to the reforms of this century, just imagine what women's 
philanthropy will rriean to the century ahead, with women controlling 60 percent of the countly's 
wealth. Women's philanthropy, surely, will be one ofthe most decisive dimensions of women's 
actiiVism in the new century. . . 

Young people today -- they don't often know it or say it -- but they've really benefitted 
enormously from the endeavors of all those who worked so hard for women's rights, both on the 
front line and behind it; whether visible or not; whether recognized or not. Together, thes~ 
refOlmers have prepared the leaders of today by inculcating a will to change the status quo, and 
they have prepared the leaders of tomorrow by proving that wrongs can be made right. T~ey've 
given our young people the best gift th~y could have, and that is the ownership of their future. 

Thank you. (Applause.) 

MS. LOVELL: I'm going to call on another college president, Dr. JeanettaCole, 
anthropologist and former president of Spelman College. 

DR. COLE: I do have a question for the sister president of one of our nation's women's 
colleges. Sister president, there have been many victories, but many challenges remain for all 
women. For women of color wenee~ to give particular focus on our inequalities. What do you 
think we can do to more effectively address the ongoing inequalities experienced by women of 
~~ • I • . 

• 
DR.. SIMMONS: Thank you, Jeanetta.· It's wonderful to see you. Well, I've been quite 

moved -- and I know you have, too -- by the telling of these stories from the last centUlY and 
this, when women, refOlmers, worked very hard to achieve rights for women of coIOl:. That's 
one of the most moving aspects of the women's movement, frankly. Spelman, itself, was 
founded of course by white women from Massachusetts who went down with a fervor of 
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freedom to Atlanta to work with Reverend Quarles to found a college for black women. 

I think more than anything ,it's to' continue to say to would be refOlmers that it's not 
enough for women to achieve equal rights. It's not enough for women to achieve equal tights for 
women who are white. We must not l~ave anybody behind. And with the pay differential today, 
with the differential in access to many (lifferent aspects of society, I think we have to continue to 
press for equality for Women of color. 

I'm especially concerned that we, emphasize education. I don't like to raise an unpleasant 
topic, but I must say I'm very concerned about the attack on affirmative action, because -
(applause) -- let me say that I don't think for amoment that affirmative action is a panacea or 
that it's perfect, but I do think that it provided opportunities' for women to come into their own. 
And I just don't want people of color aildwomen of color to be left out of that. . . 

. So now that we see women achieving so much, white women particularly, I want to see 
them reach back and embrace women of color, and say, come on and go with us. That's the most 
important thing we can do to carry that message home. Thank you. (Applause.) 

DR. SIMMONS: Mr. President; you've listened to us patiently andI know that you have 
some remarks to make and that you might even have some questions to ask.' (Applause.) 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. FiI'~t of all, let me welcome all of you here tonight and 
thank our patticipants. I will be very brief; because the only thing that frustrates me about these, 
Millennial Evenings is that you will be amazed -- we WIll get literally thousands of questions 
that will start coming in on the Internet and lots of frustrated people out there. So I don't want to 
take a lot of time. 

I would like to say again -- I think I speak for all of us -- when Hillary had the idea to do these 
evenings, I thought they sounded interesting -- or at least maybe most of them would be 
interesting. (Laughter.) They have all turned out to be fascinating and, each in their own way, 
better than the ones before. And I thiqk this is a great gift she has given our country for the 
millennium and'J thank her for it. (Applause.) 

The remarks generated scores of questions in my mind and one fact I want to say. If you 
ever want an example of whether or not the gender gap exists, you are looking at it. (Laughter.) 
Because I would not be here if it did not exist. (Applause.) Or if it did not exist in the tight 

way I would pave had bigger margins, depending on how you look at it. (Laughter.) 

One of the things I wish that somebody would comment on before we getthrough 
although, it's not my question -- js, if women learn different ways of doing things through the 
century of struggle, how would this Congress be different if the party divisions were exactly the 
same, but 55 percent of the members were women? That would be interesting. I don't know the 
answer to that, but feel free to coinment if anyone wants to. (Laughter,) 

I want·to ask Pt:ofessor Kessler-Harris to answer a question that has concerned me quite a 

.." 



• great deal, just from remembering the patterns of life with my working grandmother and my 
( 

working ~other. Now that we have opened more opportunities . . .'~ 
for women in the workplace, but they still are spending, I think, even in two-parent households, 
more than half of the time spent raising children, and we've even,l opened more opportunities for 
women in the political workplace, and: more are being opened all . 
the time, I would like to have you comment on what you think t~e potential is for voluntary 
citizens' groups of women to still proquce both social movements and specific legislative 
changes. That is, will voluntary groups still have the same impact? And 
if so, how are we going to continue to encourage that? ; 

Because I think that that's really the unique story of the ~hole 20th centUlY, all those 
parades and evelything we saw in the films. Will more women in the woi'kplace, still having to . . . 

raise the kids -- and in the political \~orkplace, which may mak,e women think they're 
represented in more ordinary ways -- lead to a reduction or an increase in these voluntary 
associations? And what are some specific examples where wecmight see voluntalY movements 
produce social movements and legislative change? 

I 

PROFESSOR KESSLER-HARRIS: Well, that's another lecture I could give you all-
(laughter) -- but thanks for the question. I think there are two ,ways of answering that question, 
and the first is to say that the entry of women into the workpiace, entry which, of course, I, like 
most of this room welcome, nevertheless poses enormous ch~llenges, not only to what women 
can continue to do at home, but to \Yhat women can continue to do in their communities. And I 

\ think that those challenges have to be met on a series of level~ that are not individually based. 

I think we have to meet those challenges by providing opportunities for men as well as for 
women, but for people totake care of both their homes and their workplaces .. And I would 
suggest that some ways of doing that ar~ to think about issuc:;s, for example, of working time -,.; 
you know, perhaps it's time to start thinking about reducing the working week from 40 hours to 
35 hours a week. Perhaps it's time to take seriously flex-time for many different kinds of 
workers so that people can both work and take care oftheir homes and the~r communities. 

It may be time to think abol,lt a broader concept, like thinking about Social Security as not 
only a benefit that we get at the end of our lives, but a bene~t that we can get dUling our lives, 
drawing rights on Social Security: -- so that we can take a 
year or two off here or there to take care of our families and our children. Those are some of the 
ways I think that we could think.about the legislation that would provide oppOltunities. . 

And just to segue from that into your first question, ~. think it would not be unusual to 
imagine that such legislation cou,ld be pushed for and pioneered by the kinds ofwomen who 
pushed for and pioneered early labor standards legislation.: 

My favorite example, for example, ofthe kinds of l~gislative consequences that happen 
when groups of volunteers committed to producing sociaL change get together probably rotates 
around the state-based branches, of the national consumers league, which for decades -- two, 
three decades -- organized to try to get minimum wage legislation for women, maximum hour 
legislation for women because they thought they couldn't;get it for all workers, tIied to get child 
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labor legislation. And of course, we kriow that in the 1938 Fair Labor Standards Act, their 
efforts came to fruition. 

So there are examples. In other Words, the kinds of examples that I suggest might actually 
answer your question. Let's think as a community about the kinds of opportunities we can 
develop, actually do a precedence in th~ past with groups of 
w.omen who could imagine legislation t6 create broader social justice, and then actually discover 
that it was implemented first on state levels and then on the broader national levels. 

MS. LOVELL: Thank you. Weiare going to take our first question from the Intemet. 

And, Mrs. Clinton, it's for you. MRS. CLINTON: This is from Brock Hopein Ft. Wayne, 

Indiana, and the question is: We all know that sports competition among children provides 

fliendship and team skills for the future. As the First Lady, whathave.you done to further this 

~w~~ . ' I 

This must be a question for me b~cause of my well-known,sports abilities. (Laughter.) 
You know, I one time was being interviewed on a radio show back in 1992, and this young 

. interviewer was looking at his notes th<:tt he had gotten from somewhet:'e, and he said, well, we 
see here that you were a diving champion in your young years. And I said, no.! wasn't. And he 
said, well, yes, it says right here you were a diving champion. (Laughter.) And I had long since , . 
given up arguing. Anyone who knows 'so much more about my life than I do -- (laughter) -- so 
this must be from the same crib sheet. ' 

You know, I think, though, that it's a serious question beca~se we've leamed a lot in the 

last several years about some of thesoc1ializing that goes on amo~g young childr~n and what 


, .. 
creates opportunities for both young men and women to see ; 

" 

themselves as competitive.and to understand what they might do physically and what kind of 
mental challenges they can confront, arid sports certainly does that. 

Just last week, here at the White House, in this room, we screened an HBO special about 
women in sports, called "Dare to Compete." And I really recommend that to anyone, because 
it's a wonderful story about how women gradually have broken d9wn the barriers that stood in 
the way for those who did have athletic'abilities to pursue those abilities. 

And thanks to things like Title I~, which transformed the world of women's spOlis, so 
many more young girls in high school cind college are now 'able t9 enjoy spOlis and enjoy the 
benefits that come from being part of a team, and pushing oneself And we, of course, now have 
., ' 

even professional athleteswho eam their living in the world of sports. . 

And so I've tried 'to promote that through the President's CQuncil on Physical Fitness, 
through events that we've held here at the White House. But rthihk it's something all of us 
should do more to encourage, so that anY young girl who's interdtedand has abilities can take 
advantage of the opportunities that are ~ow available that really weren't when many of us in this 
room were young women in school growing up, and didn't have that chance. (Applause.) 

I 



/"" 
Q Thank you, Mrs. Clinton. 

( ..J . • 
MS. LOVELL: I'm going to recognize Deborah Tannen, a' 


linguist and Georgetown University professor. 


. , .,THE PRESIDENT: She's comidg.· 

PROFESSOR TANNEN: Thank you. I guess for either of you, I'm interested in the 
evolution of language and how that ref1ects our times, and the evolution of the times. It seems 

. that there has been a gradual change in Ithe language that women' 
refOlmers have used to describe their struggles. So whereas at one time we heard about the fight 
for women's rights that was going to focus on women's liberation. 1 wonder ifyou observe any 
current trends here in the '90s, what is the language that 
you're hearing that women are using to describe their struggles today? 

, 
PROFESSOR KESSLER-HARRIS: 1 think I'd probably describe it as the language of 

. human rights; that is, I think we've now -- which is not a new language for women, women have 
used that language at least since World War I, but it's become 
increasingly the language of the women's movement, I think. Arid it reflects not nearly the sense' 
that the liberation of women or the achi,evementof\vomen's'rights will advance women to a 
better place in society, but the sense that in so advancing women ;all of society will benefit. 

And I think it also reflects the fact that we are increasingly, conscious of a kind of global 
\ .' 	 dimension to both our own e~periences, and how those experiences are affected by an in-turn 

effect -- those of women as well as men in the rest of the world. I 

So I'd say that human rights is probably the new way in which advocates for women's. 
rights are now imagining that they can influence the world around them. That's really, I think, 
what we all imagine we're fighting for. 

PROFESSOR COTT: I wouldjust add something. It seerrts to me in telms of parlance, 
that often the term "women's issues" is used when people want to talk about things like this, and 
there's acertain vagueness to that terminology. and I think 
there is reason for that, that many peop~e feel women's rights, formal rights, have been achieved, 
or even that women's freedoms, liberati'on have been achieved .. Yet, there's still something out 
there. 

There still are all the questions of masculinity and feminin~ty, of what the relations 
between the sexes really are in public, i,n private, why there are differences, some of which seem 
unwanted. And I think women's issues: expresses that the saine w,ay that in the last century the 
general term "the woman question" similarly gestured that a whole realm ofunresolved and 
clearly not easy questions that remain there. and while I agree with Alice that international 
human rights is a context in which formal searches for rights are more likely to be conducted, 
that there's a whole other realm of questions that require a more ~ague sort of rubllc. 



• DR. SIMMONS: I would definitely say that among the young students that I see, that. 
( 

there is almost an evasion oflang~age, in a sense, a shying away from using those conventional J 
te~s to express what they are doing, what they are all about. It's intriguing, actually, to see 

. where they're going to comedown, in the.end, because they're going to have to call it something 
. - (laughter) -- and I don't know what that will be. But a kind of antipathy for labels of any kind, 
really. 

MRS. CLINTON: But I tbirtk there's something else at work herethat you probably could 
. . . I 

explain, as a linguist. Partof the reason that women shy away from any labels is because the 
labels have been attacked and devalued. It is rare to find a . 
woman who will admit that she's dfeminist. And there's nothing wrong with that. If you look at 
it in the dictionary, you know, fem,inist is someone who believes in the equality oflegal 
economic and social rights betweep men and women -- and not that women are the same as or 
better than, but that under legal an4 economic systems th~y deserve to have the same rights as 
men.But that word has taken such' abeating from those who have different conceptions or 
agendas that there is a backing off. 

Ahd I was interested in seeing a recent article in a newspaper talking about the 
feminization of politics. And that began to creep into the political parlance back in the '96 
election, when many of the initiatiyes that the President and the administration took -- whether it 

., '. wason child care or talking about issues that are kitchen-table kinds of issues, were ().ll of a 
\ sudden derided as being insignificant and leading, therefore, 

to the feminization of politics. 

And I'm not sure that that wis intended as a compliment by the people who were using it, 
I . 

but I think it was really missing the point, because part of what the women's-rights-as-human
rights agenda is meaning to do is t9 lead to the humanization of politics, to take the legitimate 
interests of women and men as they attempt to shape their own lives, and give it some life in the 
political process. ; 

You -know, shortly after I sai:d that phrase at the speech in Beijing, I was on a Voice of 
America show where a man c'alled in from Iran. And he said to me,just what did you mean 
saying that women's rights are hUn1an rights? And I said, w~ll, shut your eyes and think of your 
rights under any legal system that you function in, and those should be the same lights that 
women have. 

But it seemed like slich a shqcking concept that the language is attackeq -- not the 
underlying concept so much as the :Ianguage -- as a first effort to try to diminish or marginalize 
these remaining issues that are difficult to talk about, to put into language that people can agree 
upon. And that's part of the great ~ffort, it seems to me, that we're going to face in the next 
years, is to give voice to this hum~ rights agenda in ways that really do resonate in average 
people's lives, and withstand political opposition, which will surely come. (Applause.) 
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MS. LOVELL: Aildsince Pro~essorTamlen is anexpertabout language, I should 'say that 
she may be a linguist, but she's also <k e~pert in linguistics. And we have another question from 
the Internet. ':" , ' 

i 
I 

MRS. CLINTON: This is a qJestion from Laura Montaith (phonetic) of St. Matiin in 
Canada, and it's for Professor Simmdns: ,What would you suggest as a means for involving men 
in the educatiol). of boys about the ir:riportance of~oinenin our society? (Applause.) 

! ' 

THE PRESIDENT: Good que~tion. 
, 
I 

DR. SIMMONS: Well, nove:that question and I'm very happy to have it. Because I , 
think that it's a very important issue for us. As themother ofa son, who has come along with his 
peers and who -:- I can't believe ~it --$ strongly as i fee1,~bout these issues, somehow I missed 
the boatwith him because he didn't q1uite getit. (Laughter.), " 

, !",, 
So I think it's very important i4 the home for fathers to take their. sons by the'hand and to 

lead them into this wonderful light w~ere people are equal and there doesn't have to be 
supremacy of one gender over anoth~r or one race or ethnic group over another. . And it can be 
lovingly taught from the time achild!is very young in the home. That's cneof the best ways to 

, I ' 

do it. " 

For those men w.ho are taking the time to mentor young boys who do~'t have fathers in the 
home, one of the things that they canI do, in addition to taking them to athletic,events and 

t . 
showing them how boys Can be'boysj they can also talk to them .'. . 
about women's rights and girls ~d hbw smart gids can be and how girls aspire to do the same 

, I . 

kinds of things as boys." '. 
! 
i 

, t. "r' 

So I think it's in the home, I th,nk it's in the schools, obviously, I think it's by mentors 
who are involved in young'boys' live~. ' 

I 

, 
THE PRESIDENT: I just wan~ed to say one thing that I have leatned fI:omalifetime of . 

sort of listening to the way people talk and relate. And this goes to Deborah's, the previous 
, ' , I " " " 

question, too -- Ithin~ if you will re~l1y study the Americans 
and how they vote; you will see that sometimes they vote based on income; sometimes they vote 
based on raCial experience; sometim~s they vote on philosophy. But a lot of the gender gap is a 

, ' , I " '. 
cultural gap, it's almost about the way we relate to one another 
and define winning and losing i~ ourlown lives. - .: ' 

" I 
And I think in order for mentd ever get. through this, one ofth'e~hings that menare raised 

.' , I . ' ' , 

to believe is that fulfillment and succ'ess is defined in terms Of winning and 
control; whereas people who -- wom~n, historicallr, have had more nurturing 'roles: They have 
to raise their children. So you don't think -- maybe you have'to control your child for a while, 
but sooner or later you, -- but winnin~ is defined not just as winning against s9meone else, but 
it's doing something in the context ofr your family, in the context ofyou~ child-reat"ing.

,.; . 

. ~ : , 

'1 
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And I think a lot of subconscious pattems that men are raised with make it almost 
impossible for them to really get ther~ on this issue. And I think that for a father to raise a son 

. to believe that there is a way to win i~ life and find fulfillment in a'shared victory and shared 
decision-making and not always vict~ry over someone else and continued control over someone 
else, I think it's something that takes some doing. 

But it's something that doesn't come naturally to men once we've been socialized. And I 

think that's an important part of this -:- that until we can change it, it will never be just like it 

should be. . 


MS. LOVELL: I want to go to one of the students in our audience, Kristin Gayman 

(phonetic), who is here with her teacher, Gloria Cobbs (phonetic) from the School Without 

Walls. 


Q My question is addressed to Dr. Simmons. It is evident that women have overcome 
many obstacles throughout the 19th a:nd 20th century -- obstacles faced women of today's society 
apd how can women prepare for this struggle for equal rights? 

DR. SIMMONS: So many oqhe obstacles that young women face today are both similar 
and quite dissimilar to what we actually experience. I think one of the things that young women 
your age, and a little bit older, want t~ do is to move into those areas that are still frontiers for 
us. 

And we have, for example, at qty college, been thinking about women in careers that have 
not particularly been hospitable to women -- science and engineering, for example. Women are 

. . I . 

still trying to get their (oot in the door in so many areas, and . 
1 . 

I think that's one of the things to think about. Being educated at the high school level in all 
dimensions. Stay in your math cours6s; stay in your science courses -- all the way through high 
school. Because if you do that, you'll have the opportunity to choose, at the college level, to do 
anything that you want. Poetry is wo'nderful. Literature is wonderful. Social sciences are very 
strong. Environmental science is woftderful. But you also want to be able to choose other 
careers as well. We're surrounded by! technology this evening, and it's wonderful. But so many 
young women are not learning techndlogy in the way that boys are, 'or young men are. So it's , . 

important, 

especially, not to be shut out of that dimension. Those are just a few things that I would suggest. 


MS. LOVELL: This question is from Gary Daley (phonetic) -- also in Terre Haute. ., . . 
There must be a group. or people in TelTe Haute watching this. And this is for Professor Cott: 
How has the telm "feminism" been d~fined in this century, and is it a term, in your view, which 
has value politically, inspirationally, imd philosophically, for the next century? 

PROFESSOR COTT: Well, this fellow's right on your very eloquent remarks, which I 

second very heartily. 




i ,e life, they tend to want to forget the past rather than remember the past, which may have been a r painful past. So it isn't unique, I think; ;to young women to feel that way abo~t this. 

MS. LOVELL: We can-- Marsqa SeIpIllel, Ifound you. The Director of the Museum of 
the West and, I think, women in your state could vote 23 years'before the 19th Amendment? 

Q Yes, and actually that's my question, is about remembering the past, as 'we move into 
the future. And I also wanted to say th~t we're privileged to be one of the satellite 
downlink sites, so we have a whole gr~up on the front range of 
the Rocky Mountains who are able to share this, and thank you for 
allowing us to share this. 

My question is for Nancy Cott, and it's: why did it take so long for women to get the 
national ballot after states like Coloradb granted women the right to vote in the 19th 
century? 

PROFESSOR CbTT: Yes. And I should mention Wyoming, which granted women the . 
right to vote in 1869. So that really de~erves the first credit. 

, 
Well, there are several levels oUeasons, and I'll try to be brief. And I think the reasons 

were somewhat different in the 19th c~ntury than they were in the early 20th. But the very . 
I 

deepest-based, in terms of political unqerstanding of citizenship in this country, and in the whole 
western political tradition, the fully ac~ive citizen was not only conceptualized as a male person, 
but as a man who was head of a qouse~old, and whose vote represented not only himself but his 
dependents, his wife and his minor children: But it was his household that deserved 
representation through his vote, so tha~, at the deep structure level of political understanding, for 
women to vote would have meant removing a man's. reason for voting, would have removed the 
important part of his dependents, whom he was representing. 

f 

And this had a more social repre'sentation in the strong feeling through the 1800s and 
much of the early 1900s that it just w~n't suitable for women to vote, that women had different 
concerns. The way they 'expressed their political influence was to be different, through the 
household. 

And there were many, many women who were not in favor of the ballot, on the basis of 
I , 

thinking that women exercised their ciric responsibilities better without the ballot by influencing 
their husbands, sons, brothers, nephe"ls and by acting as volunteers along some of the lines that 
Alice was describing. 

, 
I 

By the early 20th century the cohcept of the vote' itself changed, becoming both more of 
I ' , 

an individualized exercise and more of a way that groups in the polity could express their group 
interest -- groups like working class in:dustriallaborers, or groups such as people who wanted to 
expand land rights in the west or certafn new immigrant groups. The whole scene of voting was 
different in the early 20th century. Artd women suffragettes made a strong plea for their ' 
interests as women needing to be repr~sented and that was what began to carry them into success 



. I 


e 
(~ 

The term "feminism" in fact, is a wqrd of this century. It was not used by Elizabeth Cady 
Stanton and Susan B. Anthony. It was firSt used in about the 19-teens by young women who 
wanted to grasp rights beyond the formal political rights. They wanted the rights to be as free as 
men in the economic arena and the arena 6f personal life, as well as in political life. . 

I 

I, 
And it was also a telm adopted by the pioneers of the ERA in the 1920s. So that this is 

not the first time thatfeminism has, as at~rm, has been battered. Because when it stood for equal 
rights at a time when equal rights was see'n'aS posed against certain special p11vileges or certain 
special protections that women had in the; law earlier in this century, it was also a term that was 
demeaned as narrow or just undesirable. ' 

• 1 

And I think it really was not until tpe 1970s and in the height of the public movement of 
women of vm10us sorts -- in the '70s the term was embraced again, and since then there has 
been, as you were suggesting, Mrs. Clint~n, a real devolution. I 
sometimes worry that my students todayithink feminism means either hating men or not shaving 
your legs, or both. (Laughter.) ! 

1 

And I try to tell them that it means -- roughly, the dictionary definition -- that women 
ought to have the same rights or have thb same opportunities as men, and however, I think that 
the terminology, as much as I, myself, aln in favor of the term 
feminism, I actually think that it can ha~e inspirational characteristics, but that what we ought to 
work toward is a proliferation of more words that will express women's political, 

1 

social, !economic struggle, the ways in which they share needs and wants for justice with men; 
• I 

and that the words for women's politic~ actions and ,civic action have been velY limited, even in 
our century, and we need to discover and discuss other terms 

I . 

and put them into use to express really ~he great variety of activities that women have 
undertaken. 

MRS. CLINTON: Still, I hope we don't run from feminism 

, 
PROFESSOR COTT: No, I donit want to abandon it, I think we ought to supplement it. 

I 
I 

DR. SIMMONS: One thing that~ strikes me, though, Nancy, is that the fmiher we get 
towm'ds achieving some of the content:ofwhat we normally include under feminism, the more 

.1 
young people seem to back away fromlUsing the word itself. So the more 
opportunities they actually have in thelwork force, the more possibilities they have for political 

I . . 
engagement and so on, the more they'r;e willing to say, no, no, I'm not a feminist. And it's an 
odd sort ofjuxtaposition that the more; young women get, ' 
the less they understand either the histbry of feminism and its achievements or what the telm can 

I . . 

mean for them. 
1 

1 

PROFESSOR COTT: Althougp, I think this is not unique to feminism, it's part of the 
promise of AmeIica, in fact, that so m:any groups who have been historically subordinated or 
repressed in one way or another, whe* they com~ into a fuller ' 



e 

r 

j 

I' , 

in various states. 

They were tlien opposed by specificlinterest groups like liquor interests, who thought that 
women were all enfranchised; certainly, ptohibition would be national. And both of those things 

I 
did happen, although in a different sequence. So I'm not sure their analysis was entirely right. 
And then there were certain industrialists 1- a lotof the Southem states were r~ck-ribbed against 
women's'suffrage, not so much on issues of 

I 
race -- although, that was certainly very in?portant -- but because there was a huge, burgeoning 
textile' industry in the South and Southem [--.influential Southemers -- many of them thought that 
if women were enfranchised the kinds of c;onditions inSouthem industries would be changed by 
women reformers and they didn't want tho~e women reformers to have the power of the vote. 

So the constitutional amendment w~nt through without any of the southem states voting 
for it, ratifying it. 

MRS. CLINTON: This is from Lela Tumer from Lineham, Delaware. Professor Kessler
HalTis, what are the vital voices you hear then listening to the sound of the new women's 
movement? Who are today's leaders? i 

. 	 i 
I 

PROFESSOR KESSLER-HARRIS:I Well,present company excepted, of course, 
(laughter) -- I think probably today's leade~s are some of those anonymous voices that we have 

~ 	 I . 

not yet heard from. My guess would be th'at some of today's leaders are 
still young people, grappling with the problems that still remain from an incomplete women's 
movement and from some of the tremenddus tensions that have resulted from the transfOlmation 
of households and work in the past decadel or, so. . 

I think some of today's leaders are ,omen who are just now entering the grass-roots of 
political organization, political strategies. IThat is, women who have been inspired, perhaps, by 

I 

people like Mrs. Clinton, and by other political leaders as well 

to think about how they, too, can' contribut:e along formal, as well as infOlmallines. 


My guess is we don't know who the !next generation ofleaders are. And we know who 
some of the people who have led us this f~rare, but we've yet to discover the people who are 
already moving us forward into the future.: 

MS. LOVELL: Well, I'd like to rec6gnize one of our Vital Voices, Judith Lichtman, 
I 

President of the National Partnership for Women and Families. And you have a question, I 
know. . , 

Q 1 was once again thrilled to healj the President's question in~olved the real struggle for 
balancing work and family responsibilities:, because as the authors of the Family and Medical 
Leave and as the first law that President qinton signed, enacted into law, we have a special 
bond and great respect for his commitment. 

..	, 
j 



It was Mrs. Clinton who chided me 'ever so gently a couple of years ago not to think , . 

anymore or speak anymore with respect tq language ofjuggling family and work 
responsibilities, because she reminded me' that for many women it's a stmggle. 
Women are stmggling to balance work an'd family responsibilities. 

. I 

And so I thought both about the qu~stion of how do we raise boys and men to be involved 
in family responsibilities and then Professor Cott's quick comment about juries and women 
being excluded from juries really, I know:, until quite the mid-'70s, and wondered if that's the 
reason? Was it stereotypic notions about/women's work, responsibilities within the family and 
the home that kept us from participating fn public life, i.e, jUlies, until the '70s, in many states? 

I 

PROFESSOR COTT: Well, yes, t6 put it most simply. There were many, many , 
arguments brought against women as jurist, some of which were about feminine 

characterizations that women were irrati~nal -- simple things of this sort. (Laughter.) But in 

fact where the fight lasted the longest was on differential jury requirements -~ that is, that all 

men would be required to serve, but wo~en only when they chose to. And that, of course, 

meant that women exempted themselve~ fromjuries, as 'most people, 

being lazy by nature, would. ! 


I 

However, the question was why Jasthis so,why could a woman, say, just by being 
female she could choose to exempt hers/blf. And the argument was, well, women are needed at 
home to:cook the dinners, to take care cif the children. In fact, I mean, 

I . 
we've dealt with this for decades now. put many things, differences in the law, particularly, that 
appear as privileges to women can also/be seen as lesser obligations which, therefore, mean a 
kind of lesser capacity as citizens. 

I 

. And there is.language even in a Supreme Court dc<;:ision of 1961 which allowed a state 
statute of that sort to stand, which basid language in the discussion at the Supreme Court in 
which said, well, who will cook the dinners if women are off at 

I . 

jury service? 

/ 

This is in a period when a very High proportion of women were already in the labor force .. 
But it was really due to the transformJtive work of Ruth Bader Ginsburg and women in the 
1970s who worked so hard on so man; transformative sex . 
discrimination cases that the jury diffetence statutes were overruled by the Supreme COUlt, 
which said in '75 that men andwome~ had to serve on the same terms. 

i 
As much as we can differ honestly as reasonable people on the question of whether equal 

rights mean the same rights, I think th1at we do want to say that women and men have the same , 
obligations as citizens, and one of those very basic obligations 
and basic'to our system of democracy! is jury service. 

• I 

I 
I 

I 

• I 

i 



I . 

PROFESSOR KESSLER-HARRI~: Could I come in on that, just for a second, to say that 
-:- of course, one of the things that prevented women from participating in public life, or 
prevented them until the 70s, was that norion of discrimination, and what it was -- it used to be 
said that discrimination against women was benign discrimination. " , . . 

I 

And under the guise of protecting women against all kinds of things -- against working, as 
Nancy mentioned, as waitresses at night;!Urider the guise of protecting them in their 'future 
motherhood; under the guise of protectin~ their families and households -- it was said that this 
kind of legislation that prevented womed from doing certain things -- serving on juries, working 
at certain j~bs, and so on -- was good dis;climination, not bad discrimination.' . 

I 
And that argument was made by bpth men and women through the 1960s, until finally, in 

the early 1970s, it was sort of confronted plainly, and we began to see -- it was a matter, sort of 
the perception of men and women, as w~ll as changes in the law, that ~e began to understand 
that such discrimination could not be. se~n as benign, and that it was as destmctive as any other 
form of discrimination. . 

MRS. CLINTON: Of course, ma~y of those arguments·were raised again to defeat the 
ERA, and that is a very recent history. you know the debates that were held in the 1970s over 
that. 

This next question is from Marie Ifheresa Penwillio (phonetic) from Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, and it's for me, but it really is for everybody: As a first-year studentat Harvard 
Univers'ity, it's often somewhat difficult for me to understand the stmggle which so' many 
women went through to give me the opportunities that I oftentimes take for granted .. Yet, it 
seems to my generation as if the stmggle is over. Yet, we know that ' 
there is still a heavily unbalanced powe~ distribution in government and top executive positions. 
Do you foresee an end to this inequity~ 

. , 

MRS, CLINTON: I will just staf;t,'and I hope' everyone will contribute. You know, the 
very fact that this question could come ifrom a young woman who says that she's a student at 
H;arvard as opposed to a student at RadPliffe makes a very telling statement, because certainly 
when I was her age, Harvard was not open to young women. 

I . 

. i . 
, So within her lifetime, or my lifetime, anyway, there have been a lot of changes, and I do 

hope that young women are least awarb of the history. I mean, it's very important for them to be 
looking forward, but I think they do soi at their peril if they don't have some understanding of the 
past and the stmggles of their own mothers, as well as people whose lives they might read about 

I . 

in history books. 

Clearly, the unbalanced power ;distribution is a worldwide phenomenon,'. This is not an 
American phenomenon. And one oft~e interesting iss,ues that I've looked,at as I've traveled in 
other countries and spoken with manyl many women in various positions of leadership and 
<;ldvocacy roles, is how even in societi~s that have given much greater lip service to women's r 
equality, it often falls far· short of the aspiration that is set as an ideal. 

. I, 



And I think that has to do with m~ny of the questions we were just beginning to discuss. 
And those are the very difficult and persqnal matters of this balance or this struggle, as Judith 
said, about the choices in women's lives. I 

. And, you know, it's wonderful to ~ave the choices that we now have to chmt our own 
futures. But the result is that there are still many more complexities involved in women's 
choices, .in general, being very stereotypi:cal, than there are in men's choices, And that for 
women it's a constant stream of choices that have to be met. Does one take the promotion that is 
offered when one has a young child, kno{Ying that that means you won't have the time to really , 
invest in your child the way you want to.: And, if so, does that mean you're forever off the track 
in government or business. I 

, I . '. 

If you are an older woman, after you've raised your children, you've done what you 
I . . 

thought you needed to. do -~ not what someone else expected of you -- will you be judged fairly . ,. 
if you attempt to re-enter the work force,: even though you have an . 
enonnous amount to give to any organizhtion that would be willi~g to employ' you. 

, I ' 

These are very difficult, personal ·decisions. 'And, of course, the lesson that young women. 
. I 

often receive is that they can't ,"have it aN." Which means that they cannot have the kind of 
family life they think they would like, pl:us the kind of professional life they would like to 
pursue. And until we get to apoint where that is either a: question that young men pose 
themselves, or neither young men or wOfnen have to pose, then there will continue to be an 
imbalanc.e. And the imbalance will I . 

reflect the different life choices that moe now open to women, but which exact consequences 
down the road as women attempt to try to have a fulfilling personal and professional life, as well 
as to make public contributions. i 

I ' 

And I think it's important we keep all three of those aspects in mind, which is part of the 
reason why the speakers addressed diffe'rent characteristics, because there moe public roles that 

I . 

are not paid for, that are outside the ho~e, that are critical to. the functioning of any community, 
which women have traditionally carried:out, but which more and more women feel, under the 
pressure of work, and paid work, and w6rk in the home, they can no longer fulfill. And so we're 
losing a lot because of the absence ofthkt volunteerism that was always a hallmark of women's 
contributions. , ' . 

i 

So I think that the question that Marie Theresa poses goes to the hemt of the most difficult 
area, and perhaps the one that we're no~ ready to address as a society, and that is this intensely 
personal area of how one democratizes relationships. And that is a very difficult challenge. And 
so for the issues that young women wm particularly confront, that will remain at. the forefront of 
how they define their own lives, and ho;w we as society define the conflicting roles that women 
take on, and between men and women. : 

, 

Perhaps -- Alice, or Nancy, or RJth? 
, I 



I
I . 

PROFESSOR KESSLER-HARRIS: I mean, I completely agree with everything you've 

said,and think that perhaps we could e~en push it one step further .. And that is to say that, in 

order to do that, I think we have to begihto think about the issue that 


I 

was raised by one of the earlier questioris, which is how men are socialized and whether we can't 
begin to imagine households in which 4en and women take equal responsibilities, or divide the 
responsibilities in some kind of more eduitable way than is now the case ... 

I 
But then I think we have to go yet one step further to say that I don't actually think we'll 

be able to do that until we begin to redute some of our emphasis as families and as a society on 
I . 

the kinds of materialist values that we now possess. But I think in order to do that, we're going 
I 

to have to think a little less as individu~s, as families and as a society about what we possess and 
how we use it than -- and a little more about the sort of sharing of some of the social goods and 
social well-being of our society -- that uhtil we can drop some of those materialist values or push 
them back a little bit and do a little morJ sharing, it will be 'very difficult to start reevaluating 
relationships in any onefamily until we !think about how we're relating in the world as a whole. 

I" . 

MRS. CLINTON: You know, I "'ias recently in California with Congresswoman Ellen 
Tauscher and I was in her district, and 4e're told by many of the people there that they commute 
two and a half hours to jobs at places like Sun Microsystems and others, . 
and that they spend three to five hours oh the road in their cars, away from their children and 

I . 
away from their spouses. 

I 

It makes it nearly impossible for tfuem to think about how to balance family and work, let 
alone participate in the PTA, be a coach ~f a Little League team or whatever. And that's just one 
example, and it's certainly not confined tb California or to . 
the high-tech industry; you can find it th1'oughout our country. And so there are social aspects of ' . 
how individuals make these decisions, arid I think that's ~ important lesson to be reminded of as 

. we end this century. 
I 

. 
I, 
I . 

You know, there were certainly so~ial aspects as to how people lived their lives at the 
I . 

beginning of the last century that influenced how many hours they had to work. And there are 
stories of Jane Adams going through the heighborhood around Hull· . 
House and finding children tied to chairs!because both parents had to be in the factories for 12 
hours a day and there was no child care. :So that sparked a movement that led t6 a lot of the 
changes that increased the quality oflife for people ill' our country. 

I. I . 
Well, today we may have to rethinf how do we do this. And technology may be a friend 


in this because if there can be more oppo~unities to work at home or more decentralized work 

places, ways that both women and men c\ln feel that they're more 

connected both to their home and to theiricommunity, that might create.the kind.of environment 

for some of these changes. 


j 

MS. LOVELL: And that's a perfect introduction to Ron Menson's* question to Dr. 
I 

Simmons, isn't it? And Ron Menson is a1seniOr project officer of the Ford Foundation. 
I 



If you notice I'm speaking faster it's because our time is fleeing so fast, so I'm going to , 
.encourage you to keep your answers shprt so we can get to the rest of the questions. 

, , , 
Q Well, thank you. I'djustlike to say, though, prior to my question, that I think in the 

personal choices that you've spoken or,! Mrs. Clinton, the whole question of how couples manage 
I 	 • 

a dual career is part of it. And I think, ~ust personally, I'd like to commend you and the 
Preside~t for that modeling, that helps la lot of people figure out what the possibilities are. 
(Applause.) . ! 

I 

. 	 I·. 
You've talked a great deal about the work of women as volunteers. In my own work at 

the Foundation, I see the need for meri to become more involved in family and in community. 
Dr. Simmons, does having more wom1en in public life mean that fewer 
volunteers will be available to condudt or direct activities that were specialized by women? And 
how can more Americans be enc~ura~ed to play this wider role?' 

I 	 . 
, 
I 

DR. SIMMONS: I actually don't think so. And my reason for saying that is just my own 
I 	 . 

experience in, for example,\the communities of which I'm a part, and particularly African- . 
A:n:erican communities. I thin~ that,iif anything, ~eople are committing t~~mselves more to 

CIVIC engagement. Older Amencans;who have retIred -- some of them retmng older, some of 

them retiring quite young. I have a rtiece, who's only 50 years old, who's retired from corporate' . 

life. And what's she doing? She's v6lunteering in a local school, and also for the Diabetes . 


I 

Association. 

So I think there is something i- I see also on the other end of the age continuum, young. 
people who are engaging in these kinds of activities to an incredible extent. All of our students 
do this kind of service, more or lessl today. It's a dramatic change. These are not individuals 
who will let go of that feeling of being involved in those communities .. So they will mature as 

I 	 . 

adults, and retire, and put even more time into 
. d Icommumty en eavors. 	 i 

I 

So I think not. I think that al!so those people who are in public life are also finding ways 
to volunteer, to be involved in various dimensions. So Ithihk, personally, it's a very rich 
environment for volunteer efforts. !And so it's wonderful on this day to be thinking back about 
the ways.in which this started fortomen and to see that today, women still have that fire in 
them to get things done in this country. 

I 
There's a whole world out there where women are still suffeIing bondage, and where 

children are in incredible circums~ances. And women care about that, as men do as well, and 
want to help. So I just see many 9Ppoftunities for more involvement. 

, 

MRS. CLINTON: Dr. Sim'mons's last comment leads, amazingly, and totally unplanned, 
to this e-mail question from attorhey Vicky LeBlanc of Delafield, Wisconsin, and this is for the 

I 

President: What.can we as ordin~ Americans do to help the 
. I 

women of Afghanistan? (Appla~se.) 
I 
I 



i 
I 
i 

. 
I 
I 

I 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Yicky. First of all, I'm sure all of you here know how 

horrible the conditions are for women in Afghanistan. Hillary and I had an event here at the 

White House not very long ago, we hadltwo Afghan women here, ' 

among others, to sort of stand for what {yomen in their country are going through. 


. I . . . 

I 
I want someone in the audience t6 help me. There is a national organization of women, a 

group now focused on this, and mostly the leaders are in California, although some in' the East 
Coast -- Ann, what's the name of it? ! 

I 
I 

MS. 'LEWIS: The Feminist Maj0rty. And Ellie Smeal is here -

_ THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Ellie i~ here working -- Femini~t Majority is working on it. 
And I'm going to have a meeting with s9me of their leaders, very s.oon to talk about what more I 
can do, aside from not recognizing the T;aliban and speaking against it. 

I 
. I 

I think the important thing is that tve need people to support this organization. We need 

women and men around the country to ehgage in contributing to a commoneffOl1 to highlight 

what is going on, who is being hurt, wh~t the consequences are to 

the society as a whole and what we can ~o to help the people that are being hU11. 


lThis is the 50th anniversary ofthe International Declaration of Human Rights. It is 

simply not acceptable to say that this is ~othing more than an expression of religious 

convictions. We just had an election in iran, local elections. There were hundreds of women 

candidates. We see, even in Iraq, a coudtry we have seri'ous differences with, their women are 

not subject to these sorts of constraints ~ecause they are women. 


, 

And I think the most important thiing I could say to an ordinary citizen is, write your 
. I 

member of Congress and tell them not to acknowledge or recognize the government under any 
circumstances until there are changes, arid -- (applause) -- get " 

j 

in touch with the Feminist Majority and get all the material, and make sure that.you are doing 
I ' 

whatever you can do to help those wom~n over there and to give suppOl1 for the ones that are 
sticking their necks out to try to change things. 

. ! 
I 

, MS. LOVELL: Thank you. A last quick question from Carol Gilligan, the founder of the 
Harvard Project on Psychology, and a qJick answer. 

. . , I, 
Q This is for Professor Cott. Napcy, we've heard a lot about women's refOlmers and the 

fight for rights. But I wonder if you could say more about what you see as women's 
responsibilities as citizens. i . 

:, 

PROFESSOR COTT: Well, brief1!y, I think we all sh'are responsibilities as citizens that 
. women and men are similarly indebted to the public and have a respect for the public interest 
and participate in it. I do think that as th~ President was referring to before, if women's 
historical and social situation has lend th~m some special qualities or.lent many of them special 
qualities, then perhaps those can be espe4iallY valuable. . 



i 
I 

I mean, two areas that I think the~ might be are, one, in the area of finding ways to end 
war-making, not becauseI think wome* are intrinsically peaceful -- I don't -- but because in 
fact, historically, they have been much less involved in war-making as a gender group, and so -
this is certainly what women pacifists o~f the '20s, '30s, '40s thought and hoped, and I think there 
is potential for that for finding differentfmeans of ' 
reconciliation of differences., \ 

I 

I ' " 


And secondly, I mean, a very big\problem of the world in general, not so much of our 
country, that I think women have a special interest in is the question of world over-population. I 

, I 

mean, it's clear around the world that where women are more 

educated birth rates drop. I , ' , 


! 

So I do think that there are -- thos;e are two very major areas. The 20th century has been 

the most destructive century in human h;istory in terms of states' destruction of humart lives. 
And let's hope the 21st reverses that pat~em and maybe women citizens have something special 
to contlibute to that. ' 

I 	 ' , ' 
MRS. CLINTON:, And, Carol, I would just add that one of the ways we can honor the 

past is by voting. And there are still tool many women who, for whatever reason, do not choose 
to e;(ercise their right to vote -- which Etie's sisters and others fought for, for so many years, 
And it doesn't have to be different from ~en's voting, it just has to be an expression of one's own 
beliefs and;a way of demonstrating one's responsibility 	 , 
as a citizen, the most fundamental oblig~tion, Itseems to me, in a democracy, 

I 

So anything 'we can do informally land fo~ally to encourage women to feel empowered at 
least to vote is a step in the direction ofrpaking them feel that they have responsibilities which 
they will fulfill in this democracy. ! ' " 

MS, LOVELL: I'm sorry, didn't g~t to all your great questions. Mr. President, your final 
thoughts? I 

i 
THE PRESIDENT: When the Fortnders wrote the documents that got us all started, they 

said they were doing all this so that we cbuld better protect life and liberty, and pursue 
happiness. A'nd even they were smart en:ough to know that they weren't really writing that for 
white male propertyholders only, even tn\ough those were the only folks that could vote then. 

I 

So a great deal of the history of t~is country is about the expansion of the ~otion of 
liberty, with notions of equality andjustibe. And we hardly ever think about what they meant by 
the pursuit of happiness. They didn'tmeb riding the rides at the county fair. They really meant 
the pursuit of a good life, dreaming drearrs and trying to live them. ' 

, 

a When I think about what the, wom~n's issues of the 2'1st century will be, I do think there 
,. 	 will still be some significant liberty, equdlity issues rel~ted to wealth and power -- closing the 

~age gap, the earnings gap, dealing with ithe enormously complicated problem of the fact that 



e there are more elderly women than menl-- because you may be g~netically superior to us after all 
(i
~/ 	

-- (laughter) -- and that, as a consequen~e, their. poverty rate is twice the rate of elderly men. 
Breaking all the glass ceilings that have; been alluded to. 

I 
i 

But I predict to you that there wil~ be increasing focus; 'more than at any tiine in our 
history, on the latter purpose of our getting together as a nation -- and that is the 
pursuit of happiness. And I believe tha~ will require us to deal with questions of balance and 
interdependence, more than ever before! The one we talked about a little tonight is a balance 
between work and family. There is no !pore important job for any 
society than raising children. And men Ihave to recognize that, too. But I think that will be a big 

I 

deal, how to balance work and family. i '. ", ,', 

, The other big balance questions Jill come involve with how do youkeep society together 
with all the diversity we share, not just gender, but theracial diversity, the cultural diversity, the 
religious diversity. And women will be~uniquely positIoned to playa major role in that. 

I • ,

I 	 ' 
I 

, And, finally -- I'll just give one other example because we're running out of time -- how 
do we balance our obligation to prosperi as well as we can and preserve the planet 
in the face of the evidence on climate c~ange and other things. 

So I believe there will be a huge shallenge, which is an enormous opportunity for women, 
in the whole area of our pursuit of happiness properly defined. 

! 
I
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When Susan B. Anthony came hete in 1906 and gave what turned out to be her last public 
comment, in a church here in Washingt0n, D.C. -- the last public word she ever uttered was, 
"Failure is impossible." I am persuadedlby the presence of you ) 
in this crowd and those whom you' reprdsent that on the edge of a'new century she's still iight. 

, . 	 1 ' . 
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Thank you very much. (Applaus~.)
I 
I 
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