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Excerpts from a leaflet prepared and distributed at a speech by Daniel Shorr at the
University of Rochester, April 5, 1979, by Women's Liberation Movement organizers
Stephanie Haftel, Lavonne Lela and Kathy Scarbrough:

On May 9, 1975, a l6-page Press Release was issued at the (MORE) Women in Media
Conference by Redstockings of the Women's Liberation Movement, a radical feminist group,
whose members initiated much of the theory, slogans, writings, and actions that helped
launch the Women's Liberation Movement in this country and around the world in the
1960s. The Press Release contained information about Gloria Steinem's key organizational
position with the Independent Research Service, a CIA-funded organization.

The Press Release met with silence from Steinem until after several months of pressure
from feminists. On August 13, 1975, she responded with a statement whose circulation she
limited to six feminist newspapers "that have requested it." A major tactic in Steinem's
attempt to evade the issues raised in the Press Release was her effort to portray
Redstockings as a suspiciously anonymous group.

On September 20, 1975, Redstockings replied in detail to Steinem's August 13th response,
and despite the intimidation and evasions within the response of Steinem and her
apologists, printed on their own 5,000 copies of their theoretical journal, Feminist
Revolution, late in 1975. This edition included the article "Gloria Steinem and the CIA"
which they had released in advance as part of the 1l6-page Press Release, and an article
entitled, "From a Finnish Notebook" concerning Steinem's CIA ties with the Independent
Research Service at the Helsinki Youth Festival in Finland in 1962.

In January of 1976, Redstockings was contacted by Random House. Soon after, Random
House, whose legal counsel performed the standard libel reading, and Redstockings signed
a contract for Feminist Revolution to be published intact. However, Steinem again
attempted to suppress information, this time with the forceful weapon of a threat of a
libel suit. Months of correspondence followed. Added to threats of libel by Gloria
Steinem were communications from other persons and organizations of or connected to the
rich and powerful who figure prominently in the Feminist Revolution article about her.
Among these were Ms. Magazine, Clay Felker, the Woman's Action Alliance, Franklin
Thomas, the League of Women Voters Overseas Education Fund, Warner Communications and
Katharine Graham.

As of this date, to our knowledge, no libel suits have been filed. As we have now
learned, for the rich and powerful, the threat of libel is quite sufficient, without an
actual libel suit, to delay and to stop the free flow of information. We have learned
this only recently, with the Random House publication of the "abridged" Feminist
Revolution — in February of this year — three years after their initial commitment to
publish it just as Redstockings intended it to reach the public.

The two articles ("Gloria Steinem and the CIA" and "From a Finnish Notebook"), once free
to travel to the public, have been excised. And Gloria Steinem, media-corporate backed
spokesperson of a "women's movement" now revised and weakened by the suppression of
radical ideas and actions so vital to its beginnings (and beginning again), has been
able to deny the public's right to know.
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PRESS RELEASE

FOR RELEASE AT NOON, MAY 9, 1975

thgtutk‘ngg For furtha information cal; 212.777.921

of the

Women's Liberation Movement
Post Oftice Bov 415

New Falrz. New York 12561

REDSTOCKINGS DISCLOSES GLORIA STEINEM'S CIA COVER-UP

Redstockings has called this press conference to release information we have
uncovered showing that Gloria Steinem has a ten year association with the CIA stretching
from 1959 to 1969 which she has misrepresented and covered up.

Further, we have become convinced that Mg. magazine, founded and edited by her,
is hurting the women's liberation movement.

As the originators of conmsciousnegs-raising and the Miss America Protest, as the
women who were the first to talk in public about their abortions and the need for women
to control their own bodies, who coined such slogans as sisterhood is powerful and the
personal is political that launched the movement, we are concernmed that Steinem, Ms.
magazine and Ms. Corporation are endangering the feminist movement.

In 1967 the New York Times made the first revelation of Steinem's part in setting
up a CIA front, the Independent Research Service. This was after Ramparts magazine had
just disclosed the organization had been funded by the CIA. In a Times interview,
Steinem denied collecting names and dossiers in the course of her work. Redstockings
found, however, that Steinem's name appears as Director on a 1961 publication about the
Vienna Youth Festival, published by the CIA-financed Independent Research Service, which
included names and political dossiers of 82 people, including a U.S. activist.

According to Steinem's first listing in Who's Who in America, she was still on
the Board of Directors of the Independent Research Service during 1968-1969. In all
later editions of Who's Who her period of employment with the organization is reduced
from three years (1959-62) to one year (1959-60) and the later Board of Directorship
in Washington is never mentioned again.

Both Steinem's career in political journalisu and Ms. magazine were launched by
the publisher of New York Clay Felker who worked as an editor of a newspaper published
‘by this CIA fronmt.

To many people, Ms. appears to be the voice of the women's liberation movement.
But ip actuality it has substituted itself for the movement, blocking knowledge of the
authentic activists and ideas. Ms. outgrowths proliferate into many other areas -
women's studies programs, television shows, feminist organizations ~ duplicating and
many times substituting for the original, authentic activists and groups that sparked
the movement. It is widely recognized that one major CIA strategy is to create or sup-
port “parallel" organizations which provide an alternative to radicalism.

Because many women now look to Ms. as the feminist press, it has become a major
center for collecting names and information about the movement and individuals. So has
the Women's Action Alliance which Steinem also founded and which shared offices with the
National Black Feminist Organization in the same building as Mg. Despite its name, the
Women's Action Alliance literature promotes itself as "an information and referral net-
work." In view of Steinem's secret CIA work, her failure ever to disavow it, and her
continuing cover-up, we have to question how all this information is being used.

Furthermore, a look below the surface shows that Ms. is putting forth an anti-
woman ideology that says to women they are inferior and damaged. It is promoting token
women, wonderwomen, and ''role models" and denigrating the real achievements of most
women, as the accompanying article will amplify.

This whole structure is backed by curious corporate financing.

Women's liberation's popularity and groundbreaking successes preceded the install-
ation of Gloria Steinem as the movement's ''leader" by the rich and powerful. Today all
the trappings of the radical upsurge remain, but the content and style have been watered
down. We have reached a point when the movement must have a revival of the radical ideas
and leadership which marked its early growth and success.

The information detailed in the article which follows will appear as part of a
160 page theoretical journal called Feminist Revolution soon to be published by Red~
stockings. In it we as activists involved in the beginnings of the women's liberation
movement will analyze the movement's successes and mistakes and propose a renewed offensive.

Copyright © 1975, Redstockings, nc.
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Gloria Steinem and

On May 9, 1975 the following article was released to
the press in advance of the rest of Feminist
Revolution. Redstockings took this action because
we felt the story was too pressing in its significance to
4he women’s liberation movement to await the com-
pletion of the whole journal. In the months that have
followed new 'information has come to light, sides
have been taken, political patterns have revealed
themselves. At some later date we would like to write
a thorough evaluation of the action, its resuits and
what can be learned from it. For the present we will
just point out a few observations.

The Press Release was at first met with a virtual
blockade from the Establishment media. The press,
traditionally so eager to ‘‘get something’ on women,
did not want to air political criticism of Steinem.
(We know of cases where articles were stopped from
the top down.) Steinem herself maintained silence.

It was only as feminists demanded an answer to the
questions raised by Redstockings that Steinem was
forced to make a ‘“‘response.” The protest of students
and faculty at Sagaris, a feminist school in Vermont,
over accepting money from the Ms. Foundation, was
particularly instrumental. Led on by Ti-Grace Atkin-
son, Alix Shuiman, and Susan Sherman, one-third of
the women walked out and formed a school of their
own, finally prompting Steinem to rush a copy of her
statement to the school.

The'media followed Steinem’s lead in talking about
the story and a spate of articles followed. Often, the
information and questions raised by the press release
were avoided by attempting to portray Redstockings

as a mysterious, illegitimate gfoup. -
\

As far as Steinem herself is concerned, nothing has
changed. Nowhere has she dealt with the political
issues we raised. As far as the women'’s liberation
‘movement is concerned, things have changed and are
still changing. As the sides have lined up it has be-
come obvious that more is involved than the evalua-
tion of one individual’s politics and trustworthiness,
that battles are being waged over the very direction
the women’s liberation movement should take. We
feel this debate has been long needed and welcome it
as a sign of the revitalization of the movement neces-
sary to return it to the revolutionary, feminist path
of its origins.

the CIA

Gloria Steinem's response of 8/13/75
is available from OFF QOUR BACKS

2423 18th Street NW

Washington, DC 20009

for $2 postage and handling.

- This story began when one of the editors of Feminist
Revolution was discussing with an acquaintance the politics
of Gloria Steinem’s Ms. magazine and its effects on the
women's liberation movement.

“Wait,” said her friend, “there’s something | think you
ought to see.” She brought out a pamphlet which she had
stumbled on a couple of years earlier in a Cambridge-area
bookstore. At the time she knew of Gloria Steinem only as
a young, liberal journalist, and this pamphiet, with
Steinem’s name on it, jarred sharply with that image. Half
on impulse she had bought and held on to it. ’

The -document, entitled “‘report on the Vienna Youth
Festival,” was published by a group cailed the Independent
Research Service in 1960 and as a second edition in 1961.
There was no author listed, only three officers of the
Independent Research Service: Gloria M. Steinem, Director,
and lLeonard N. Bebchick and Dr. Paul E. Sigmund, |r.,
both Executive Officers. The contents ar/ld origins of the
pamphlet. will be discussed further below. Here it is
sufficient to say that our first reactions to it, like those of
our friend, were uneasiness and fear at seeing what
appeared to be Steinem’s name on a Cold War propaganda
tract complete with individual political profiles on U.S. and
foreign youth.

Some of us wondered about the group: was it really
independent and possibly a sincere reflection of where a lot
of people’s minds had been at in the fifties and early

~sixties? Others of us had already heard of the group, had

previous knowledge or indirect experience of its activities,
and had heard that it was connected with the Central
Intelligence Agency (CIA). We went so far as to wonder if
the Gloria M. Steinem listed on the pamphlet cover could
possibly be the same Gloria Steinem who 'had been
meteorically installed into her current position as leader of
the women’s liberation movement through the efforts of
the mass media.

Needless to say, the increasing recent reports of
participation of the CIA in illegal domestic intelligence
operations did nothing to quiet our uneasiness about what
might be going on behind the scenes in American paclitics
generally and in the women’s movement specifically.

Feminist Revolution
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Members of our group began the preliminary research
which eventually led to the publication of this article.

"Qur research has led us to some ‘conclusions and to still
more questions. It soon became clear that Gloria M.
Steinem of the disturbing pamphlet was the same Gloria
Steinem who had suddenly joined the women’s liberation
movement with so much hullabalo. We aiso learned that the
famous Ramnparts exposures of 1967 of CIA subsidy of
domestic groups such as the National Student Assocaition
(NSA), had named the dSrganization which produced the
very pamphlet as a CIA front group.

We now have documentation that Gloria Steinem
knowingly worked for this ClA-financed group on a
fulltime basis for a period of at least three years (1959-62)
as its founder and director; that her association with this
group lasted as late as 1968-69 when according to her own
listing in Who's Who in America she was still a member of
the Independent Research Service’s Board of Directors; that
she never disclosed this group was ClA financed until after
the information 'was aiready exposed by Ramparts
magazine and after the New York Times, in the wake of the
Ramparts story, named her as co-founder; that, in a later
New York Times interview she defended her own actions
and those of the Independent Research Service, partly
through the use of outright lies which will be discussed
nelow; and that in the following years there has been a
cover-up of large portions of this aspect of her political
history.

We have questions about Steinem’s motives for entering
the women’s movement in 1969-70, so soon after her
defense of the CiA:and only a year after her Independent
Research Service Board of Directorship. We are suspicious
of her sudden rise to prominence as a “‘women’s liberation
leader” at a time when, unlike other prominent women'’s
liberationists, she was active in no women’s group, she had
not written a feminist book, won a Congressional seat or
played a superb game of tennis. In fact she was unknown to
most women in the movement—or at best known to women
readers of New York Magazine as one of the sympathetic
journalists. The proof of Steinem’s knowing association

~with & group financed by the CIA extends as late as
"1968-69 and we feel it is important for women to be aware
of this background, to analyze their own experiences with
Ms. and to draw their own conclusions.

The creation of Ms. magazine has put Steinem in a
strategic position in the women’s movement—a position
from which feminist politics can be influenced, but also a
position from which information.can be and is being
gathered on the personal and political actlvmes of women
all over the world.

it is possible that this story will be dismissed as just
“dredging up the past.” But 1969, the year Steinem entered
the women’s liberation movement, is very recent past. In
addition, Steinem had a chance to tell her story.earlier.
During the 1967 CIA exposures there were those (former
NSA officers, for example) who openly acknowledged and
repudiated their CIA connections. Others, while forced to
admit CIA financing, continued to cover up and rationalize
their activities. Steinem was in the latter group.

We realize that raising these issues will draw lines in the

Redstockings

women’s movement. A letter to the editor in the July 1974
issue of Ms. complained of the CIA’s sexist hiring policies; a
vocational aptitude test given to women asked questions
about make-up, cooking and sewing; women’s tests had
pink covers while men’s were blue, etc. We think the issue
goes much deeper. Women need a revolutlon and the ClA’s
job is to prevent revolutions.

THE PAST: GLORIA STEINEM &
THE INDEPENDENT RESEARCH SERVICE

The “Independent’” Research Service was in.fact totally
dependent on the CIA. It was formed in response to the
Communist World Youth Festivals heid during the 1950’s
and ’60%s. Originally these festivals were all held in
Communist countries but in 1959 the festival was slated to
take place in neutral Vienna. Officially the U.S. State
Department discouraged Americans from attending so as
not to “lend dignity to the Festival.” This, combined with
the widespread fear among many in the U.S. of being
associated with anything communist, was enough to ensure
that most Americans would refrain from going, even if they
were interested and could afford to. Some Americans went
nevertheless. In the meantime, the CIA covertly set up the
Independent Research Service to organize an anti-com-
munist delegation and coach it on ways to disrupt the
festival.

The intricate arrangement by which the CIA flnanced
the Independent Research.was revealed in February, 1867
by Ramparts, in advance of its March issue. Money was first
passed to five foundations: the Borden Trust, the Price
Fund, the Edsel Fund, the Beacon Fund and the Kentfield
Fund. From there it was channeled to the Independence
Foundation which operated out of the offices of the
well-known Boston law firm of Hale and Dorr. (Interesting-
ly enough, this is the same law firm which provided joseph
Welch as attorney for the Army in its 1954 confrontation
with joseph McCarthy and, more recently, James St. Clair

-as chief counsel for ex-President Nixon in the Watergate

affair.) The independence Foundation then made contribu-
tions directly to the independent Research Service as weil
as to the NSA and other groups.

Why Gloria Steinem was chosen as the ‘‘founder” and
director of this group is something of a mystery. George
Abrams and Richard Medalee, two early organizers of the
Independent Research Service, stated in a New Republic
article of 5/11/59 that “Most of the sponsors have had
considerable experience in domestic and international
youth and student affairs.” We don’t know if Steinem had
this kind of experience in her past.

We do know that she graduated from Smith and then
received a Chester Bowles Asian Fellowship to the
Universities of New Delhi and Calcutta, India, in 1356-58.
All we know of her activities in India is the alleged
publication of a book, The Thousand /ndias, in 1957 (see
recent Who'’s Who in America listings). Attempts to locate
this book in the New York Public Library and in current
and in past listings of the Cumulative Book index, Books in
Print and the Library of Congress listings were all



THE NEW YORK TIMES

C.LA. SUBSIDIZED
FESTIVAL TRIPS

Hundrads of Students Ware
Saent te World Gatherings

A New York freelance writer
Contoat Tataeny  that the
n n e ency
supported  a foundation
seat hAundreds of Amm to
in 1000 and Heisa, Faand
m 1882, 7 ‘

Gloris 30-yeur-old
graduate of Bmith Colhgo sald
the CIA. has bsen 2

IronioaMy, she seid, meny of
mmuwuaummm

festivals have been criticized as
leftists. The festivals are sup-
posed to be financed by con-
tributions {vom national student
unicns, but are, in fact, largely
supported by the Soviet Union.

Miss Steinem sald she had
hecome oconvinced that Ameri-
can students should participate
in the World Youth Festivals
after sha spent two ycars In
India. 4

“I came hume in 1958 full of
fdealism and activism, to dis-
vover that very little was being
done,” she said, "Students werc
not taken scriously here before
the civil' rights movement, and
private money receded at the
mention, of a Communist 3uulh
festival.”

Hearas of Funds

Miss Stemnem said she had
talked to ~ome former officers
of the National Student Asso-
ciation, - who told her C.LA.
‘money. might be -available to
_lmame American participation
an the seventh postwar festival;
scheduled for Vienna in the
summer of 19,8, .

The former assuciation offi-
cers had had ties with the
C.LA. while scrving the asso-
ciation, ‘wlich la<t week cone
‘eeded 1tthad taken money from
the intelhigence agency since

February 21, 1967

1952,

““Far from being shocked by
this involvement 1 was happy
te find somve hberals 1 govern-
meat in those days who were
far-sighted and varvd enough to
get Amencans of all political
views to the festival” Miss
Steinem said. She noted that
mest Americans who had at-
tended various festivals were
sympathectic to Communist pol-
ictes. .

The Independence Research
8ervice, oniginally called the In-
dependent Service for Informa-
tion on the Vienna Festival,
was organized with headguar-
ters in Cambridge, Mass. It
concentrated, Miss Steinem sald,
on disseminating information
about the fo<tival and urging
Young person: who espoused
flexible, but "non - Cemmunist,
forrign policy views to attend.

Miss Stcinem was a full-time

employe of the service till fol-
lowing the Helsinki festival in
1962,

About 130 vouths whu had
ma.dt‘ contact with the, founda-
tion did attend, although fow of
them received significant finan-
cial help, Miss Steinem said.

Becrults for Festival

" Before {he Helsinki festival
in 1842 the foundation again
recruited young teachers, law-
yers, scholars, linguists and jour-
nalists-—most of whom would
consider themselves very liberal
Democrats—to attend.

The Independent Scrvice fi-
nanced a ncwspaper, a new bu-
reau, cuitural exhibits and two
jazz clubs during the festival,
‘However, its most important
work was ‘to convinee vouths
from Asia, Africa. and Lalin
America that some Americans
understood their a<pirations for
national self-deternunation, Miss
Steinem said. X
- Miss Steinem - in-isted  that
the CIA. had never tried to
niter the policy of the founda-
tion.

“I was never asked to report
::r;ther ?mer;c dNS ar &ssess

gn natignals I had met,”
she maid. ¥

Miss Steinem noted that since

tion was started in
“the post-McCarthy era”  the
Federal Government could not
openly finance the foundation.
Overt government support would
also have “alicnated” vouths
from other countries who were
suspicious of the United States,
she said.

"The C.I.A'x big mistake was
not supplanting it=elf with pri-
vate funds fast enough,” she
ob:erved.

©1967 by The New York Times Company

Reprinted by permission.
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The Independent Research Service, the other New
York based organization that received funds from the
ClA-connected independence Foundation of Boston,
has existed almost solely to finance the sending of
delegations of American students and intellectuals to
Communist-spensored  international youth festivals.

The organization was founded in 1958 by Paul
Sigmund, now a professor at Princeton, and Gloria
Steinem, a New York journalist, just before the -
Vienna Youth Festival of 1959,

: -~ NEW YORK TIMES, February ?6 7967

unsuccessful, .-We were unable to verify its existence; let
alone discover its contents or for whom it was published. .

Steinem said in a 2/21/67 interview in the New York
Times that after spending two years in India she had
become convinced American students should part|c1pate in
the World Youth Festivals. She talked to some former NSA
officers who told her CIA money might be available to
finance American participation in the upcoming Vienna
Youth Festival. ‘“Far .from being shocked . by this
involvement, | was happy to find some liberals in
government in those days who were farsighted and cared
enough to get Americans of all political views to the
Festival.” She added that the group urged people with
flexible, but non-communist ‘views to attend. She did not
explain what had convinced her to take an interest in the
festivals in the first place, who put her in contact with the
ex-NSA ‘people who were complicit about the CIA funds or
why they trusted her with then secret information on CIA
financing of domestic groups. _

In the New York Times interview Steinem was described
as a fulltime Independent Research Service employee in
Cambridge, Massachusetts, from 1959 until after - the
Helsinki- Youth Festival in 1962. She gave a distorted
picture of her activities, however. She said the Independent
Research Service concentrated on disseminating informa-
tion about the festivals and urging non-Communists to go.
Steinem- said that most of the U.S. students sent to the
festival did not know' about the relationship with the
intelligence agency. (The official line was that backing was
~provided by prominent Boston businessmen. ) Accordmg to

' 'Stelnem all the group did at the two festivals was establish

a newspaper, news bureau, cultural exhibits and jazz clubs.
Its most important work, she said, was convincing youths
from Asia, Africa and Latin America that there were some’
Americans who understood and cared about their situation.
Steinem emphasized, “I was never asked to report on other
Americans or assess foreign nationals | had met.”

This is a serious lie.

The Report on the Vienna Youth Festwa,-‘, publlshed
with her name on it as Director of the Independent
Research Service, contains 13 pages devoted solely to
biographies, political affiliations, and even pseudo-political
analyses of individuals from all the countries part!mpatmg
in the festival (see box).

-Feminist Revolution
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SUPPLEMENT TO THE FIRST EDITION:

NOTES ON THE PREPARATIONS FOR TH/é EIGHTH FESTIVAL

This report on the Vienna Youth Festival has been compiled  from
information given out by the Festival's organizers, from articles in the
international press, from reports of Austrian and ocher student and youth
groups present in Vienna, and from the personal observations of Festival
participants.. The . Independent Research Service, a privately-supported
educational foundation which provides research on international subjects of
interest to youth and studencs, has published this report in English, French,
and Spanish in the hope that it will be useful both as a research document
in future studies of the Communist youth movement and as an aid to groups
and individuals deciding their actirude toward future festivals.

LX)
'

Thus far, the organization, aims, and techniques of the Eighch Festival
seem to be identical with those of its predecessors. In the light of these
developments, it is perhaps even more necessary that those individuals and
groups debating actendance in Helsinki ¢cxamine closely the case history of

e ——— A —————eee

*1 was never asked to report on Americans or assess.

foreign nationals | had met.”

— Gloria Steinem, New York Times, February 21, 1967

e —— et~

Director:
GLORIA M. STEINEM
Executive Officers:
Dr. PauL E. SiGMUND, JR.
LeoNARD N. BEBCHICK

A

the Festival in Vienna. '

September, 1961

< from Report on the Vienna Youth Festival,
Independent Research Service, 1961,

‘ \4

New York, New York

\

APPENDIX I

*The following are excerpts from a Research Release Published By
International News Bureau, Vienna:

SOME BIOGRAPHICAL DATA ON FESTIVAL PERSONALITIES

A major effort has been made by the sponsors of the Seventh Youth Festi-
val to make the event ‘appear non-partisan. As evidence, the sponsors often
have pointed to individuals outside the Soviet orbit who have endorsed the
Festival, maintaining that the Festival staff is international and representative
of all political tendencies.

The following list of individuals associated with the Festival's organiza-
tion — often very much in the background — would seem to indicate a far
greater communist control of this event than the sponsors wish to admit. This
list has been compiled from Festival documents and careful research by those
who have observed the ocganizers in action.

SR - 1::ly. A WEDY vice-president since March, 1958,
_has worked on the PC in Vienna since Apnl of that year. He was
initially named Treasurer but later was replaced in this position by §HI
PR, o ltalian communist. SR was also one of the leaders of the
Italian delegation to the Moscow Festival. In actively working on the PC, he
is ignoring the directive of the ltalian (Nenni) Socialist Party of which he is
a member, which requests that there be no official participation in the Vienna
Festival. IS PSI membership has been cited in the Festival journals as
proof of the non-partisan character of the event.” (Ed's note: Since the Festival,
the PSI youth disaffiliated from WFDY.)

MEERRNNEEEA - taly. Another PSI member who is violating the party's

request against official Festival participation, [l has been 2 member of
the PC since October 1958 when he replaced Bahomonde of Chile.

— Niger. A non-communist and representative of the
French West African Council of African Youth (CJA) M apparently
is an individual who sees the Festival as an opportunity to contact youth in
the communist countries. As a Catholic and non-communist, he often has been
asked to sign Festival correspondence and act as a Festival spokesman.
Through this usc of his name, the communists have successfully used the
reputation of the genuinely neutral CJA to imply that a major responsibility
for Festival organization rests with CJA and (SEINESR

B - China. Publicly active in communist youth affairs
since 1949, the 35-year-old B came to Budapest in the fall of 1956 to
work in WFDY headquarters, where he was to head the WFDY' Asian.
African Commission. He, too, participated in the organization of the PC
while attending the Stockholm: meeting and has lately been working with
the PC in Vienna.

SEENERE — Fcdecal German Republic. A member of the
Socialist Party of Western Germany (which has asked its membets not to be
official Festival participants), [l has been working on the PC since
early 1959 as a member of the publications board 2nd as the person in
charge of Western European affairs. In the latter role he has traveled in
Western Germany to stimulate participation. His efforts have been largely
unsuccessful on the representative youth' gtoup level, since nearly all such
German groups have boycotted. the Festival in solidarity with the Austrian
organizations.

IS — Acgentina. A well-known Festival personality
— perhaps because he maintains he is an anarchist rather than a communist
and hence appears more respectable — [ is chairman of the Student
Commission of the PC of which the Bulgarian, [N, is secretary.
SRR has been active in the Festival from the start and, has traveled
widely in its support. _

— Argentina. JJl} is 2 member of the Radical
lntransigent Youth of Argentina and has worked on the PC since April
1958. Festival publicity has given much attention to the fact that Argentine
President Frondizi also is 2 member of the Radical Intransigent Party. It
has not mentioned another significant fact — that in late May the government
of Frondizi closed the office of the Argentine National Festival Committee
under a decree which bans all communist activity in Argentina.

BEERERERS — Unitcd States. As chairman of the United States
Festival Committce, SISl fias been working on the PC, both in Vienna
and in the U.S,, since June 1959. He has been head of the Marxist Discussion
Club of the City College of New York. .

BRI} — As an important functionary of the small Communist-£front
Union of Democratic' Women of Austria she has been playing an active
role in the Austrian Communist Party’s preparmons for the Festival.

This is just a small sampling of the 82 individuals listed, researched,

and assessed in this aprendix.
out by Redstockings.
Redstockings
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DIRTY TRICKS IN THE U.S. STUDENT MOVEMENT
EXERPTS FROM A REDSTOCKINGS UPDATE

The past: Gloria Steinem
and the student moyement

The “Independent” Research Service
was, as we have seen, dependent on the
CiIA. ¢ oo
The CIA was piqued that the Communists
“’dared to hold their World Youth Festival

outside the Iron Curtain,” as Deputy Di-

rector C.P. Cabell, put it {Congressional
Record, 9/9/59, p. 18861).

Independent was set up to organize and
coach a group of students for what it
termed unofficial or ‘‘nonrepresentative’’
action at the Festival. At the same time,
according to a statement of purpose in
the Congressional Record (3/10/59), it
was promoting an official boycott of the
Festival by student groups in Western
countries, including the U.S. Among other
programs, this unofficial action involved
infiltrating and countering the American
orgamzation that had arranged with the
Festival’s sponsors to send a delegation.

With Independent footing the hill for

many students’ summer trips to Europe,
it was able to “‘pack’’ the American dele-
gation (As Newsweek put it, 7/6/59)
creating a secretly ClA-subsidized “ma-
jority’’ by which to attack the delegation
and the Festival in the name of ‘‘demo-
cratic procedures.” {(The splits and other
disputes led by this ‘“‘majority’’ filled
newspaper accounts of the Festival.)e e

lo the 1967 Washington Post and New
York Times interviews in which Steinem
defended her work with the CIA, she gave
a distorted picture of what was going on.
(She wouid repeat these distortions in
essentially the same forms in her state-
ment in response to Redstockings in 1975,)
It is a picture that could have been quick-
ly dispelled by looking at the news clip-
pings from five and eight years before
with the new knowledge that the CIA was
subsidizing the actions and events they
were describing. (To our knowiledge, none

of the reporters who interviewed Steinem
at the time the story broke did this.)

Steinem presented the ClA as *‘liberai”
and “‘farsighted.’”” She left the impression
that her group and the C|A were resisting
McCarthy era forces against participation
in the World Youth Festivals and repre-
senting the “diversity’’ of American youth
at the Festivals.

She failed to remind people whose
memories might be boggled by former
propaganda and shockingly new informa-
tion that, as observed earlier, the ClA's
goal was to drive the Festivals back ‘“‘be-
hind the lron Curtain,” if not eliminate
them completely; that the nature of the
“*participation’’ her group was subsidizing

was of an adversary kind; and that Inde-
pendent was actuaily promoting a boycott
of the Festivals that was designed to pre-
vent diversity at the Festival of an official,
open kind.

REDSTOCKINGS of the WOMEN'S LIBERATION MOVEMENT
P.0, Box 1284, Stuyvesant Station

New York, New York 10009




This is just the tip of the iceberg, however, since this
section of the Report is described as “excerpts” from a
longer listing published by the International News Bureau
in Vienna. Although we cannot be sure, it seems reasonable
to assume that this is the same “news bureau’’ referred to
by Steinem in the Times article as one of the creations of
the Independent Research Service. The section states, “This
list has been compiled from Festival documents and careful
research by those who have observed the, orgamzers in
action.’

Another function of the Independent Research Serwce
seems to have been lying about who did what in Vienna. A
comparison of what Steinem said in the Times article with
the Independent Research Service publication reveals this.
All the activities detailed by Steinem in the 7imes as having
been set up by the Service—the various news and cultural

presentations—are attributed in the Festival Report to local -

Viennese youth, as proof of their opposition to the
Festival. As summed up by the Service: “. . . the-Austrians,
the many foreign students studying in Austria and the
several international youth and student organizations with
offices there ‘offered delegates discussions and diversions
which amounted to a free and diversified second Festival.”

After dishonestly. covering up the CIA control and
funding of these activities, the Independent Research
Service goes-on to use its own supposed spontaneity and
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independence to criticize planned Festival activities:
“Though small and spontaneous compared with the IPC’s
(the Festivai’s International Preparatory Committee)
mammoth and carefully planned affair, its freedom
impressed many delegates more than the Communist-style
Peace and Friendship for which they had been brought.”

Similar “spontaneous” activities marked the 1962 World
Youth Festival attended by- the Independent Research
Service in Helsinki. In addition to news and cultural events
this Festival was marked by four nights of *“spontaneous”
rioting against the Festival during which 40 people were .
arrested. Newsweek, in its 8/13/62 issue remarked-
incredulously that “Pravda, of course, blamed the
disturbances on well-financed ClA and FBI agents. . ..”

In its efforts to represent “America” abroad—or at least
to represent certain American interests—Independent
Research Service activities were inextricably intertwined
with the U.S. domestic political situation. One example is
the group’s publication in 1959 of a pamphlet called A
Review of Negro Segregation in the . United States
(Steinem’s name again appears on the inside cover, this time
as Co-Director).

This pamphiet, written before many bloody years of the¢
recent civil rights movement, concentrates on ail the
supposed advancements of black people in America. To
guote, ... beyond the noisy clamor of those who would

Photo and caption from A Review of Negro Segregation in the United States published by the Independent

Research Service in 1959. No author designated but Steinem and Bebchick listed as co-directors.

That gala American spectacle, the "Beauty Contests,” now segregates only accordmg to beauty
prettiest girl wins. .

All pamphlets referred to published by the Independent Research Service {and independent Service for Information on
the Vienna Youth Festival) are available in the Library of Congress and the Harvard University libraries.

Redstockings
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obstruct justice and fair play, no alert observer can be
unaware of the concerted effort to rule out segregation
from every aspect of American life (p. 45). ” The group
concedes that some discrimination still does occur. This is
because “. .. it is also self-perpetuating, in that the rejected
group, through continued deprivation, is hardened in.the
very shortcomings, whether real or imaginary, that are given
as the reasons for discrimination in the first place” {p.2). In
other words, it continues not because of white interests and
continuing violence and oppression, but because blacks

actually have .become inferior. For example, low voter

registration among Southern blacks did not occur because
they were fired from their jobs, kept off voter registration
lists in various ways, even killed, but because “. . . in many
areas of the South there exists a profound apathy among
Negroes toward this paramount responsibility of good
citizenship” (p. 22). (This denial of black oppression has an
ideological parallel in Ms. magazine’s rationale to explain
away the continued oppression of women. The problem,
they say, is that women have become inferior and
apathetic.)

The Independent Research Service did not cease its
operations after the Helsinki Youth Festivai. In 1965, it
‘was planning activities for the upcoming Youth Festival to
be held in Algeria (later cancelled by the Algerian
government). A college friend of one Redstocking told her
tnat while a student that year he had visited the
Independent Research Service offices asking to go to the
Algerian festival. While there, one of the independent
Research staff members working in the office told him of
hiring goons to disrupt the festival. “Of course, it may have
been a joke,’’ said her friend. ,

The subsequent activities of the Independent Research
Service and its original officers are not always easy to trace
but certain patterns do emerge. Leonard Bebchick, who had
been an international affairs vice president of the NSA in
1953 before working for the Independent Research Service,
went on to become a Washington lawyer who practiced
before the Civil Aeronautics Board. But his association with
the CIA had not ended. In 1965 he surfaced again as the
person who arranged for the NSA’s free 15-year lease on a
capitol headquarters—paid for by the CIA via the earlier
mentioned Independence Foundation (The New Republic,
3/4/67). Paul Sigmund, the other Executive Officer, left his
teaching post at Harvard, where former students remember
him for his part in opposing anti-war activities on campus,
and became an Assistant Professor of Politics at Princeton.
He has since published books on revolutionary ideologies in
the Third World. His publisher, Praeger Books, was also
exposed in 1967 as a recipient of CIA money. Steinem was
still serving on the Independent Research Board of
Directors until at least 1969, well after she had begun her
journalism career. ‘

The Independent Research Service was to come to
public attenticn one more time. In 1967 it had been
described by the New York Times as “‘largely inactive.”” But
in 1968, while Steinem was still a director, it continued its
attempts to surreptitiously influence the politics of
imernational youth movements. Ramparts again broke the
story in its September 1968 issue. Another Werld Youth
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Festival was being planned, this time in Sofia, Bulgaria.
Some letters, leaked from the files of a Norwegian
anti-communist youth group, revealed that negotiations
between that group—the Norwegian Young Socialist
League—and two ClA fronts—the Independent Research -
Service and the Foundation for Youth and Student
Affairs—were underway to finance activities at the Sofia
festival. The letters further revealed that the FYSA and the
Independent Research Service had been funneling about
$50,000 per year of CIA money to the anti-communist
International Union of Socialist Youth {of which the
Norwegian group was an affiliate) each year since 1957.
With the publication of the Norwegian letters and the
scandal they caused throughout Europe, all CIA plans for
the Sofia festival had to be dropped.

A vyear later, in 1969-70, Gloria Steinem first began to
publicly identify herself with the women’s liberation
movement. At this time also there was a change in the
biographical information given in Who’s Who in America
(Who'’s Who sends data sheets to the subjects to furnish
their own material). The 1968-69 edition, the earliest one
in which she appeared, listed her as “Director, educational
foundation, Independent Research Service, Cambridge,
Mass,, N.Y.C., 1959-62, now member Board of Directors,
Washington.” In 1970 this was shortened to “Director,
educational foundation, Independent Research Service,
Cambridge, Mass.,, N.Y.C., 1959-60.” Not only was her
previous term of employment shortened to one year, but
there was no mention of the much later Board of Directors
association. The listing appears in its shortened version in
each successive edition of Who's Who up to the present.

This was not Steinem’s only attempt at rewriting
history. A biographical blurb in the june 1973 issue of Ms.
magazine itself, for example, goes even further, stating:
“Gloria Steinem has been a freedance writer all her
professional life ... Ms. magazine is her first fuil-time,
salaried job.”

Some ex-ClA agents and associates have complamed that .
their past involvement with the Agency made it difficult for
them to find work afterwards. This was not the case with
Steinem. Her career skyrocketed a year after the 1967
exposures. Much of the credit for this must go to Clay
Felker, publisher of New York magazine. Recently in the
news for his acquisition of the Viflage Voice, Felker
immediately fired its two remaining founders from their
jobs as publisher and editor. Included in this section of the
journal is an article, “‘Ms. Politics and Editing: An Interview”
which quotes from an interview with two Redstockings
critical of Ms. magazine. It was part of an article-assigned
by the old Voice and bought but never printed by Felker’s
Voice.

Felker was Steinem’s editor at Esquire, where her first
free-lance pieces were published. Felker hired her as
contributing editor to New York magazine in 1968 and
booked publicity spots for her on radio and television talk
shows. Felker put up the money for the Preview issue of
Ms. in January, 1972, a large part of which appeared as a
supplement to the 1971 year end issue of New York
magazine. In effect, it was Felker who made Steinem
famous by giving her a platform from which to establish her



Who's Who in America, 1968-69

STEINEM, Gloria, writer; b. Toledo, Mar. 25,
1936; d. Leo and Ruth (Nuneviller) Steinem; B.A

in Govt. magna cum laude Smith Coll., 1956 post- .

grad, (Chester Bowles Asian fellow), U. Delhi,
U. Calcutta (India), 1956-58. Dir. ednl. found.
Ind. Research Service, Cambridge, Mass., N.Y.C.,
1959-62, now mem. bd. dirs., Washington; writer
various publs. including Esquire, Life, Harper’s,
Vogue, Glamour, N.Y. Times, McCall’s, Ladies Home
Jour., Saturday Evening Post, Show, 1961-—; TV
writer weekly show That Was the Week That Was,
NBC, N.Y. City, 1964-65; contributing edi-
tor Glamour mag., 1962-—-. Editorial cons. Curtis
Pub., N.Y.C., 1964-65, Condé Nast Publs., N.Y.C.,
1962-—. Active ' Student Non-Violent Coordinat-
ing Com.; mem. Citizens for Stevenson, 1956, Vols.
for Kennedy, 1960. Mem. Author’'s Guild, Au-
thor’s League Am., Writer’s Guild Am., Nat. Acad.
Television Arts and Secis., Phi Beta Kappa. Author:
The Thousand Indias, 1957; The Beach Book, 1963.
Address: care Sterling Lord Agy., 75 E. B55th
St., N.Y.C. -10022.

In the above photostat of the 1968-69 edition of
Who's Who in America Steinem lists herself as
Director of educational foundation [ndependent Re-
search Service, Cambridge, Mass., N.Y.C., 1959-62,
now member of Board of Directors in Washington.
This is the first year that Steinemn is listed in Who's

Wha. /n all fater editions of Who's Who, her period of -

employment with the ClA-financed Service is reduced
to one year, 1959-60, and the board of directorship
in Washington is never again mentioned. Below is a
photostat from one of the editions. ’

Wha's Who in America, 1973-74

.
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Ms., February 1973

STEINEM, GLORIA, writer; b. Toledo, Mar. 25 1936; d. Leo and
Ruth (Nuneviller) Steinem; B.A. in Govt. magna cum laude, Smith
Coll., 1956; postgrad. (Chester Bowles Asian fellow), U. Delhi, U.
Calcutta (India), 1956-68. Dir. ednl. found. Inc. Research Service.
Cambridge, Mass., N.Y.C.) 1959-60; writer various publs. including
Esquire, Life, Harper's, Vogue, Glamour, N.Y. Times, McCalil's.
Ladies Home Jour., Show, 1961—, Look mag., 1968-70. TV writer
weekly show That Was the Week That Was, NBC, N.Y.C., 1964-65;
contbg. editor N.Y. mag., 1968—: editor Ms. mag., 1972—. Editorial
cons. Curtis Pub., N.Y.C., 1964-65, Conde Nast Publs., N.Y.C..
1962—. Active Student Non-Violent Coordinating Com.; women’s
liberation. Mem. Citizens for Stevenson, 1956, Vois. for Kennedy,
1960. Mem. Author's Guild, Author’s League Am., Writer's Guiid
Am., Nat. Acad. Television Arts and Scis., P.E.N., Phi Beta Kappa.
Author: The Thousand Indias, 1957: The Beach Book, 1963. Address:
care Sterling Lord Agy 660 Madison Av New York City NY 10021

T

U. 5. POSTAL SERVICE STATEMENT OF
QWNERSHIP, MANAGEMENT, AND
CIRCULATION (ACT OF AUGUST 12,
1970: SECTION 3685, TITLE 39, UNITED
STATES CODE)

1. "Title of publication: Ms. Magazine
2. Date of filing: November 6, 1972
3. Frequency of issue: Monthly :

4. Location of known office of publica-
tion: 370 Lexington Avenue, New York,
N.Y. 10017 .

5. Location of the headquarters of the
publishers: 370 Lexington Avenue, N.Y.,
N.Y. 10017

6. Names and addresses of publisher,
editor and managing editor: Publisher: Pa-
tricia Carbine, 370 Lexington Avenue, N.Y.,
N.Y. 10017; Editor: Gloria Steinem, 370
Lexington Avenue, N.Y., N.Y. 10017;
Managing Editor: Suzanne Levine, 370
Lexington Avenue, N.Y., N.Y. 10017

7. Owner: Ms. Magazine Corporation,
370 Lexington Avenue, N.Y., N.Y. 10017.
Stockhulders: Gloria Steinem, 370 Lexing-
ton Avenue, N.Y., N.Y. 10017; Patricia Car-
bine, 370 Lexington Avenue, N.Y.,, N.Y.
10017; Katharine Graham, 1150 15th Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C.; Elizabeth Fors-
ling Harris, 40 Central Park South, N.Y.,
N.Y.; The PST Group, Inc., 370 Lexington
Avenue, N.Y., N.Y. 10017; Warner Com-
munications, inc., 909 Third Avenue, N.Y.,
N.Y. 10022 ’

8. Known bondholders, mortgagees, and
other security holders owning or holding
1 percent or more of total amount of bonds,
‘mortgages or other securities. (If there are
none, so state) None.

9. For optional complietion by publishers
mailing at the regular rates (Section 132121,
Postal Service Manual) 39 U.5.C. 3626 pro-
vides in pertinent part: “No person who
would have béen entitled to mail matter
under former section 4359 of this title shall
mail such matter at the rates provided under
this subsection unless he files annually with
the Postal Service a written request for per-
mission to mail matter at such rates.” In

-‘accordance with the provisions of this

statute, | hereby request permission to mail
the publication named in Item 1 at the
reduced postage rates presgntly authorized
by 39 U.S.C. 3626.

Patricia Carbine, Publisher
10. Not Applicable

11. Extent and Nature Actual
of Circulation Number of
Copies of
Single Issue
Published
Nearest to
Filing Date
Total No. Copies Print-
ed (Net Press Run) 513,563

B. Paid Circulation

1. Sales through dealers

and carriers, street

vendors and counter

sales 234.328
2. Mail Subscriptions 148,755

C. Total Paid Circulation 383,083

D. Free Distribution by mail
carrier or other means
1. Samples,complimentary

and other free copies 650
2. Copies distributed to .

news agents, but not

soid 123.972

E. Total Distribution
{Sum of C and D}

F. Office Use, Left-over, Un-
accounted, Spoiled After
Printing . 5,858

G. TOTAL (Sum of E & F—
should equai net press
run shown in A) 513,563

I certify that the statements made by me
above are correct and compiete.
Patrica Carbine, Publisher

507.705

U T
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women's liberation credentials. These facts are ail part of
the public record. What has not been widely known up to
this time are the earlier political roots of the Steinem/
Felker collaboration. Felker was with Steinem at the
Helsinki Youth Festival, editing the English language
newspaper put out by the ClA-financed delegation. A New
York designer, Sam Antupit was one participant in the
delegation who worked with Felker there and did not know
about the CIA financing. He remembered Felker as
knowing everything that was going on and walking around
with an air of great importance. A New York journalist
reported hearing a close friend of Felker say that Felker,”
upon returning to this country, was given a special audience
with President Kennedy in recognition of the work he had
done for the government.

" THE PRESENT:
GLORIA STEINEM AND MS.

Financing Ms.

The CIlA’s big mistake was not supplanting
itself with private funds fast enough.
~ Gloria Steinem, New York Times
February 21, 1967
in a recent television appearance Pat Carbine, formerly
editor of McCall’'s when that magazine named Gloria
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Steinem “Woman of the Year” for1972, and now publisher
of Ms., remarked that the women’s movement was
currently in “Phase Two.” The radicals had a part to play in
getting things started, she ‘explained, but the moderates
were now in control. To the extent that this is true it
represents the decision of the American establishment—the
people in a position to choose who gets access to the press
and the airwaves, who gets hired to the token women’s
jobs, who gets funding for their projects. In the case of Ms.
there are two major sources of financing that we know of in
addition to the help which was provided by Clay Felker.

The first source was Katharine Graham, publisher-owner
of the Washington Post and Newsweek, who bought
$20,000 worth of stock before the first issue of Ms. was
published. Graham was recently featured on Ms.’s cover as
“the most powerful waman in America” (10/74). It may be
more than coincidental that Newsweek was also the most
enthusiastic mass circulation magazine promoting the
Independent Research Service (see articles of 7/6/59,
8/10/59% 7/30/62 and 8/13/62) and later Gloria Steinem
individually (see early article of 5/10/65 and cover story of
8/16/71). .

The other major source of funds was Warner
Communications, Inc., which purchased $1 million worth
of stock after the preview issue of Ms. appeared. They took
only 25% of the stock, though putting up. virtually all the
money. The Ms. editors acknowledged this was a little
strange: “‘We are especially impressed they took the unusual

* We have since learned that
the Grahams' Washington Post
Co. did not own Newsweek
until March 20, 1961.
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position of becoming the major investor, but minority
stockholder; thus providing all the money without
demanding the decision vote in return.” (Ms. Reader p.
266).
Warner’s chief executive officer, Steven }. Ross, started
off in the funeral business and then went on to National
" Kinney Services which eventually merged with Warner.
Warner Communications is now the owner of Warner
Brothers movies and records and has large holdings in cable
< television, publishing, building maintenance and construc-
tion, parking lots and other companies. What possible
interést could this mammoth conglomerate have in
women's liberation that would lead them to such
unbusiness-like terms—relinquishing a controlling interest
for $1 million worth of stock? William Sarnoff, chairman of
the Warner publishing group, was quoted in a New York
magazine article of 6/26/72 as saying, “We have every
confidence that the magazine will be financially successful,
and we support the philosophy reflected in the editoriai
viewpoints.”
Warner is also the owner of National Periodical
Publications, which publishes Wonder Woman comic books.
Warner bought into Ms. in May 1972. In july 1972 the first
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regular is\sue of Ms. appeared on the stands featuring a cover
story on Wonder Woman as feminist heroine by a Ms.
founder, Joanne Edgar. The story announced that Wonder
Woman comic books, having been in a decline since the
194Q’s, would be reborn in 1973 with a new woman editor.
The following January Ms. announced in a report to its
readers that the magazine would be publishing a book on

~ Wonder Woman: “It is the first Ms. book. (In fact, we

hadn’t planned to do one so soon; it just grew out of reader
queries about how to find these comics of the 1940’s, when
Wonder Woman was in her Golden Age).”

This reveals how dishonest Ms. is with its readers. But it
must also be seen as an area in which commerciai interests
and politics coincide. Wonder Woman, after all, was an
army intelligence officer (Ms., July 1972, p. 52) working
“For America, the last citadel of democracy, and of equal
rights for women.” In her 1973 form she was to become
more of a pacifist, a general line pushed by Ms. in talking
about women’s “cultural superiority.” In both her old and
new forms Wonder Woman’s guiding motive is “Patriot-
ism,” i.e., protecting the interests of the American
powers-that-be. "

Wonder Woman aiso reflects the anti-people attitude of
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the “liberal femirists” and matriarchists who look to
mythical and supernatural heroines and “models” while
ignoring or denigrating the real achievements and struggles
of down-to-earth women. It leads to the “liberated
woman,”
movement, and implies that when women don’t make it,
it's their own fault. ’

Warner produced a' television movie about Wonder
Woman which was shown twice in 1974. In that movie
Diana Prince, the Amazon Princess, was brought from her
matriarchal - Paradise Island to safeguard patriarchal

civilization by rescuing an international network of (male)

(L-earning the true facts of Gloria Steinem’s back-
ground is difficult despite many public biographies
available. Most stories detail her childhood in the
slums of Toledo, complete with rat bites and a father-
less home, then a rise out of poverty to Smith College
and Phi Beta Kappa. One is left with the impressiorn
of @ woman who made it to the top against tremen-
dous odds without losing her basic identification with
poor people. Contrast the following quotes:

From Gloria Steinem:

My family was the poorest on the block. My house
had rats. My childhood was similar to that of Augle
March. (ESQUIRE, 70/77)

We were poor-people fat, because we could only
afford starches. (NEW YORK POST, 1/8/72)

From her mother, Ruth Steinem:

People write the darndest things about us in the

papers. They say we were nomads and that we lived

in a slum. None of it is true. ... They say that Leo

and 1 were divorced when Gloria was 11; what they

don’t say is that we remarried two years later. ... A

rat did bite her. One bit me, too. But we didn’t have a

rat-infested house. The building behind us was torn
down, and | didn’t know that rats rush out of failing

buildings.

Mrs. Steinem was then asked how she thought ali
these misleading things got into print. ““Oh! Gloria
likes a good story, just the way | do,” she said. (NEW
YORK TIMES, 5/2/72)

Gloria Steinem has been a free-lance writer all her
professional life. ... MS. magazine is her first full-
time, salaried job. —(MS. 6/73)

Miss Steinem was a full-time employe of the service
until following the-Helsinki festival in 1962. ~NEW
\YORK TIMES, (2/21/67) J
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individualist line that denies the need for a

spies from a plot against their lives. (In the course of
researching this article, we noticed a pattern of alliances of
matriarchists with the ruling elite. Elizabeth Gould Davis,
for example, author of the matriarchists’ bible The First
Sex, was the sister of ITT lobbyist Dita Beard who spent a
long time in the hospital after the discovery of an internal
memo she wrote detailing a payoff to the Nixon
administration in return for dropping anti-trust charges
against ITT. Davis herself was a Navy Intelligence officer
for six years and later an “‘abstracter and bibliographer for
the federal government in Washington.” Which branch of
the government is left unspecified in her biographies. See,
for example, her letter to Prime Time, September 1974.)

Ms. characteristically ignores what it sees as the
“ordinary woman,” thus working against the development
of a truly mass women’s movement. This is a selling point
that Ms. uses to attract advertisers. From a Ms. ad in the
New York Times of 3/19/74: “... (a standard market
survey) shows the Ms. audience of 1,400,000 as having the
best educations, living in higher income households, holding
more managerial/professional jobs than any other woman’s
magazine readers, and 54% of them are between 18 and
34

Ms.’s advertising policies are important ds an indicator of
the magazine’s financial and political backing, especially in
view of the frequently articulated Ms. policy of being

_ selective in which ads will be accepted. Because of this

policy an ad in Ms. amounts to an endorsement. Generally’
speaking, “traditional” women’s advertising (cosmetics,
fashion, etc.) does not appear very often and blatantly -
sexist ads for any kind of product are turnad away.
However, public relations and job recruitment ads for large
corporations are viewed more kindly. One of Ms,’s most
regular advertisers is International Telephone and Tele-
graph. Also appearing with nonproduct advertising have
been Ortho Pharmaceuticals, Exxon Oil, Chemical Bank,
Bell Telephone, Singer Aerospace, Shearson-Hamill stock-
brokers, Guif and Western Oil and Merrill-Lynch stock-
brokers.

Ms. runs a special “Human Development’ section every
month which coamsists of advertisements for careers with
companies like these. In September 1973 a letter from Amy
Swerdlow of Women Strike for Peace questioned what
recruiting women for ITT had to do with human
development. “Let’s have a Ms. story on all ITT activities
around the world. Then let the reader decide what talented
women will find at {TT headquarters,” she wrote. The Ms.
editors replied that they could not be too selective about
job ads in view of all the women who are unemployed or on
welfare. This would seem to be a very thin explanation if
one thinks about the likelihood of welfare mothers being
hired for ITT careers. Anyway, Ms.’s advertising pitch
makes clear that these are not the women who will be
reading the magazine and its “Human Development”
section.

Ms. has aiso had some help from the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting which provided a grant for the Ms.
television special “Woman Alive.” The program was
produced by KERA-TV (Dallas/Fort Worth). The filming of



“Woman Alive” illustrated the conflict over whether Ms. is
a political or a commercial enterprise. For example, a New
York Times article about the program (6/16/74) stated,
“Anonymity for the Ms, staff (Steinem is named, but not
identified with the magazine) was also encouraged by the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting, where it was feared
that mention of Ms. in-any way other than the final shared
credit with KERA-TV would constitute an endorsement for
a commercial product.”

This conflict over whether Ms. is a commercial or a
political venture has caused a lot of people confusion. It has
led women to submit political information about
themselves which they would not have sent a magazine
publishing simply for profit. It has been used to expiain
Ms.'s lack of a mass readership. It has been used to explain
their limited advertising pages—though Ms. does go out of
its way to solicit advertising. It has led women writers to
expect better treatment from Ms. than from other
magazines, when in fact the treatment has often been worse
(see quotes from Village Voice interview.)

in addition to these groups, there is another operation
with a finaricial link to Ms. magazine. The annual U.S.
Postal Service Statement of Ownership, Management and
Circlilation of Ms. lists a further stockholder, the PST
Group, Inc. We were able to find only sketchy information
about this organization. PST stands for Phillips Stewart
Turner Associates and, until this year, was listed in the
Manhattan Yellow Pages under “Data Processing Services”
and “Marketing Consultants.” We found no listing of this
group in standard references such as the Consultants and
Consyiting Organizations Directory, the Datamation In-
dustry Directory, the Official Directory of Data Processing
or Who's Who in Consuiting. We did find one short New
York Times article of 11/9/69 stating that Phillips Stewart
Turner had introduced a program for translating the
computer language BASIC into FORTRAN.

The PST offices until recently were located on the 3rd
floor of 370 Lexington Avenue in New York City, down
the corridor from the offices of Ms. (They are now on the
22nd floor.) Although its offices were at that time listed in
the building’s lobby directory under the name of the PST
Group, Inc., upstairs the names.on the doors were
“Hospital Data Services” and “SAMA, Process Measure-
ment Control Section.” {Phone numbers are the same,
ruling out the possibility that these are just new tenants.)
SAMA, we have learned, stands for Scientific Apparatus
Makers Association. It is a Washington-based organization,
according to the 1973 Encyclopedia of Associations, of
“Manufacturers and distributors of industrial, optical,
nuclear recorder<controller instruments, scientific apparatus
and laboratory equipment. Encourages research and
develops product standards, compiles industry statistics.
Conducts market research and sales promotion; carries out
government relations activities.”

We are wondering whether all this curious financing is
connected to the lesson Gloria Steinem said she learned in
1967: “The CiA’s big mistake was not supplanting itself
with private funds fast enough.” The Ms. editors should
come forward with more information about their unusual
stockholders.
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Corporate Interests & Ms. Ideology

As a minimum interpretation, Ms. owes its existence to
the highest ranks of corporate-America. But one could stiil
question whether financial. support implies political
influence. To answer that question would require.a detailed
political analysis of Ms. contents which is beyond the scope
of this article. However, some lines of inquiry can be
suggested. Why would Ms. do a whole issue (June ’73) on
women and money and never mention the effects, let alone
the causes, of the economic crisis which has been
devastating women’s household budgets and employment
chances—instead substituting such articles as “How the
Small (Very Small) Investor Can Make the System Work for
Her (For a Change)” or “Peopie’s Money Hang- -ups’? Why
is Clairol the enemy, but not also ITT?

Phase Two of thé women’s movement, as described by
Pat Carbine and exemplified in Ms. magazine, seeks to cover
up the historic connection between feminism and
radicalism. In order to avoid the latter it must distort the
former beyond ali recognition. Why'is it Ms. publishes no

For years the United States National Student Asso-
ciation has stood for *“‘a free university in a free
society.” ... Yet because of NSA’s relationship to
the ClA, its leaders have for 15 years undermined
those principles. . . . :

Those of us who worked for NSA during 1965-66,
experienced an unusual sense of personal liberation.
While actively involved in many of the insurgent
campus and political movements of the day, we were
also able to move freely through the highest echelons
of established power. If those who occupied the com-
mand posts didn’t always sympathize with our goals,
they listened nonetheless and were sometimes af-
fected. We feit like full citizens, able to move freely
without compromising our principles. It gave us a
heady feeling and a sense of power beyond our years.

The mobility and influence was as it should be for a
national union of students: to learn that it had been
bought with so terrible a compromise made me real-
ize how impotent we really were. '
; : — Michael Wood
RAMPARTS, March, 1967

Steinem and Sloan spoke to an over-flow crowd in
the gym at the College of Marin. ... What they said
was actually not as important to me as how they said
it and the role model they were. They didn’t really
tell me anything new, but they showed me something
I've never seen before. . .. What we ail did, it appears,
was to SOAK UP POWER. Literally, like sponges, we
saw, we drank the power in and we functioned, IM-
MEDIATELY with that power.

— Marin County WOMEN'S NEWSLETTER,

K February, 1973 )

Feminist Revolution
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Ms., is compiling profiles of men who sre suppor-
tive of women and the Women's Movement, and
whose work, energy, philosophy, and lifestyles are
helping to change American politics, arts, industry,
business, technology, ecducstion, marriage, and
child-rearing. If you know of such an activist man
in your community, we'd like to hear from you.
Write to: Unsung Heroes, Ms. Magazine, 370 Lex-
ington Ave, N.Y, N.Y. 10017.

o s

M's. Classified, May, 1975

f.. v -

The foundation money which supports the Women's
Action Alliance is particularly interesting in view of
the lack of funding feminist groups with large grass
roots membership have faced. The following infor-
mation taken from Do /t Now, the July/August 1975
newsletter of the National Organization for Women is
a case in point:

“Lest you think it has been all dismai, let me cite a
few hard facts for you. In 1973 our income was
$283,578. $252,707 of this came from member dues
(about 28,000 members at an average of 49.00 each).
We received a little income from contributions
($18,626) and some from other sources such as NOW
publications, interest, etc. {$15,245).

ln. 1974 {remember—the worst recession in decades)‘

our dues income /ncreused to $418,850-about
46,500 members at a $9.00 average—and our
contributions increased 478% to $89,195. With other
income of $12,951, our total income in 1974 was
520,996--aimost double 1973!

... So many NOW Members have heiped support the
Fund (the NOW Legal Defense and Education Fund)
during our long, frustrating search for the foundation
money essential to establishing a litigation office that
we want you to know that our hopes may be realized
by the end of this year or the beginning of next. The
Ford Foundation has taken the first steps toward
providing NOW LDEF with a challenge grant for our
Women'’s Advocacy Project. The grant depends on
matching funds from NOW and elsewhere. This marks
a real breakthrough in the foundation world, as it is
the first time any foundation has been willing to
support nationwide, feminist litigation. It is the
cuimination of years of effort by many people.”

| asked the woman who was president of my NOW
chapter what she had heard about the Women's
Action Alliance before | went for my job interview
there. She said some people in NOW were wondering
why Gloria Steinem {a member of NOW) was raising
all that money to start the Women's Action Alliance
instead of for NOW. —u womun active in the
Nutionu! Oryanization for Women.

_/

Redstockings

articles on forced childbearing and its economic function in
society, for example, but does tell you how to bring up
your kids with its “Stories for Free Children’? Why is more
space devoted to ‘“Etiquette for Humans” and “Populist
Mechanics” than to a root analysis of women’s unpaid
andfor exploited labor which as Susan B. Anthony -
reminded us, has kept society’s wheels turning for =
centuries? What is the political function of Ms.’s popular
image as the magazine of the “liberated woman”? The very
reason for the resurgence of the modern women’s liberation
movement, after all, was the realization that emancipation
was amyth, that women were not liberated.

That this “liberated woman’' approach is pushed by the
American establishment is illustrated by.the following
example involving the government itself: a feminist writer
and activist gave Ms. permission to reprint in an early issue
a short article she had written sometime earlier. Her article
appeared as part of a longer story on the same subject, but
under separate copyright. About a year later she received a
phone call from a man who identified himself as.
representing the U.S. Information Agency. The USIA was:
planning to publish the entire Ms, article as part of a
booklet to be distributed “‘behind the Iron Curtain.”” At the
last minute they had noticed her separate copyright and
were now requesting reprint permission. The woman
refused. ; ‘

o In the discussion that followed the USIA man revealed

that the booklet would cover a number of topics related to
American society, and that there would be only one other
article on the subject of women’s liberation—the McCall’s
article naming Gloria Steinem as Woman of the Year for
1971. The purpose of including these two articles, he said,
was to show how liberated American women are. The
woman, who continued to refuse reprint permission,
reminded him that the point of the women’s liberation
movement is that American women are oppressed, not
liberated.

Information Gathering

Looked at solely from an ideological point of view it
might not seem to matter whether Gloria Steinem has
continued her association with the C!A while editor of Ms.
magazine. Both Ms. and the CIA could be viewed as
behoiden to the same power elite whether they were
working separately ‘or together. But on another level it is
very important that this question be cleared up. A great
deal of information flows into the Ms. offices constantly.
The “Gazette,” a regular feature of news of the women’s
movement, requests that readers send in stories about their
own and other women’s activities. Incidents have come to
our attention of women who were asked to write overviews
for As. on various aspects of the women’s movement. These
articles were submitted but were drastically cut or never
published—aithough lots of issue space was filled up with
reprints from books already having a mass distribution. Ms,
has the names of individuals and groups mentioned in this
data-rich material. The rest of us don’t, with the result that
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The Women’s Action Alliance — The Second Year

women's action alliance
370 lexington avenue A fund-raising newsletter
new york, new york 10017 v
(212)' 085.0800 WE NEED YOU TO HELP US HELP WOMEN. We can't keep our information
current and ‘develop new materials without constant feedback. Send us
the names of any women's GROUPS you belong to or know about, together
boerd of dlroetoci with details on membership and the purpose of the group. This way we
bella 5. sbavg can refer women to.groups which can help them. Also this will enable
tugy wilson benson us to connect women working on similar projecta. (If these groups
yvonne brathwaite burke have materials, please seand samples.)
antonia chayes
phyitis chesler g We are interested in any RESOURCE MATERIALS you know of which would
shiriey chisholm be helpful to other women, including the results of national and local
“""‘:::h“‘" studiea, useful publications, and service organizations starting
m'":“' eldridge feminist programs.
mh::lo:.::::“ VOLUNTEER to act as a local resource person for the Alliance, and
john kenneth gaibraith research your local area for women's services, projects, and an
tuth bader ginsburg analysis of unmet needs. Write us and we'll send you suggested
richard goodwin . research guidelines.
dorothy pitman hughes .
marjorie fine knowies -
marione krause
mays mitl . )
patsy (. ,,:,:., Franklin A. Thomas, board member of the Women's
ronaid moss Action ‘Alliance and president of the Bedford Stuy-
m:“‘x forion vesant Restoration Corporation, made his career by
caroiyn resd preparing the case which led to the conviction in
constance iona siaughter May, 1965, of three men on charges of trying to blow
""‘l:‘:““"' - up the Statue of Liberty. Thomas, a little known U.S.
Johanie tilimon Attorney at the time, was appointed Deputy Police
sheila tobles Commissioner in New York City the following
""':“"' .:‘:"' October, The Statue of Liberty case was a classic
example of a violent action allegedly planned by
radicals, but actually conceived and promoted by a
sttt police agent provocateur.
jane gatvin lewis
helen mecabe .. . )
m‘....,.m... | know this is what happened with the Statue of
catharine samusle Liberty case because Policeman Woods was the man
francino sardone who conceived the idea, pushed the brothers into it
carcl shapiro P
Serbars sprung by making them feel guilty because they weren’t
jacquelinoe waiker militant enough, arranged for the dynamite, took a

brother to pick it up, and then testified against them

in court. The result was: They served three and a half
years, and Woods is still free.

—James Forman

LIBERATION WILL COME FROM A BLACK THING

11/23/67

we are left isolated and in the dark.

The Women’s. Action Alliance, a group which was
founded by Gloria Steinem in 1971, is located in the same
building as Ms. Despite its name, the WAA is not involved
in action, but in information gathering. Although it
described itself in a 1974 mailing as “impoverished,” it had
already received a $20,000 grant from the Rockefeller
Family Fund for the establishment of a ‘‘national
clearinghouse information and referral service” on the
women’s movement. Contacts to be used for this project,
according to the Foundation Grants Index for that year,
included “access to key women leaders, information files
assembled by outside sources and a close working
relationship with the magazine Ms.”” Other grants to the

“impoverished” Women’s Action Altiance have included:

Carnegie Corporation: $51,500

Sachem Fund: $23,000

Carol Buttenweiser (Loeb) Foundation: $ 5,000

Arca Foundation: $12,000

Chase Manhattan Bank Foundation (Rockefeller): $5,000

The National Black Feminist Organization shares an
office with the Women’s Action Alliance. Presumably
Gloria Steinem has access to their files, too.* In addition

*We have subsequently learned.that the National Black Feminist
Organization moved out of the building in June, 1974.

Feminist Revolution
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she has had a finger in every pie, from domestic workers’
ofganizing to stewardesses’ conventions; from women’s
labor conferences to simultaneous work in the McGovern
and Chisholm presidential campaigns (prompting Shirley
Chlsholm to finally insist that Steinem: decide who she was
workmg for). L

It is necessary that peopte with access to this much
information be trustworthy and that they actually be using
the information to further the interests of the movement.
Gloria Steinem has a history of gathering information for
- the Central Intelligence Agency. She has been dishonest in
the past about this and is still covering it up. She has
therefore not earned the trust her present position requires.

The CIA and Liberalism -

‘| used to think the CIA was some horrible
fascist conspiracy,’ a former ‘witting’ (com-
plicit) student leader said last week. ‘Then |
discovered it was a little. treasure-trove of
liberalism, the one refuge for liberals during the
McCarthy period.’
— The New Republic
3/4/67,p. 5

A

~ One of the things that most angered conservatives during

the 1967 CIA exposures was the fact that most of the -

recipients of secret CIA funding were seemingly left-wing
groups. Both the conservatives and the student quoted
above failed to acknowledge that the ClA will use whatever
works to accomplish its objective of preventing radical
change; that anti-communist Sacialist groups may work in
some situations while assassinations are resorted to in

others. It has been widely recognized that one major CIA

strategy is to create or support parallel organizations which
provide alternatives to radicalism and yet appear progressive
enough to appease dissastisfied elements of the society. The
counter-festivals at the Youth Festivals in Europe were
examples of such parallel organizations.

_John D. Rockefeller 11, in his book The Second
American Revolution, descrived the same policy of
replacing the revolutionaries in order to reshape the politics
of the “revolution” in another way. He said, “A humanistic
revolution in the United States is not going to be ‘won’ by
‘youth and the blacks. Their primary role has been to
initiate it and to provide the pressure for its maintenance.
The revolution will succeed only through growing
involvement of the moderates . . . those who, for the most
part, have ‘made it’ in this society, at whatever level of
personal competence.” (New York Times, 2/26/73)

if all this sounds suspiciously like Pat Carbine’s “‘Phase
Two” of the women’s liberation movement, it is because
the politics are identical. Gloria Steinem’s progression from
the Independent Research Service to Ms. magazine would
be perfectly logical.

Onc of the ways Ms. has carried out this policy of
replacing the original radicals is by either ignoring or
rewriting the history of the women’s liberation movement.

Redstockings

ﬂ . have learned with great pleasure that the new\
Amencan feminism quotes THE SECOND SEX as its
authority: in 1969 the paperback edition sold
750,000 copies. - :
' . —Simone de Beauvoir
ALL SAID AND DONE, 1972

Here (in MS.), for the first time, Simone de Beauvoir

reveals a recent and very personal revolution . .. she

discusses her conversion to feminism, her changed

political philosophy, and her plans to join women at
last.

— MS. editors

“The Radicalization of Simone de Beauvoir"

July1972

The ‘radicalization’ of Simone de Beauvoir—indeed.

Simone de Beauvoir has shed the most amazing radi- !
cal 'light around the world! Now you nouveaux de
Beauvoirists dare to call the mother of us all a *new
feminist.” .. .P.S. You could begin a female code of
honor by always stating your sources. Like, from
where did you copy that interview? (SEVEN DAYS,
a socialist weekly from Great Britain, March 8, 1972).
— Shulamith Firestone, Letter to the Editor
MS., September 1972

It seems to me that the radicals were denied access to
the media around the time that Gloria Steinem be-
came a great star and MS. came onto the scene.

— g 'woman journalist and feminist
\ )

Ms. represents itself as the movement as if nothing else had
existed before it came along: “I think of us (Ms.) as a kind
of connective tissue for women all across this country who
felt isolated until we came along and let them know they
were not alone...."” (Gloria Steinem, New York Times
Magazine, 8/11/74). :

When feminist pioneers cannot be ignored, Ms. tries to
undercut their contributions. This is the explanation for the
Ms. editors’ bizarre statement in an introduction to an
interview with Simone de Beauvoir that the author of The
Second Sex, whose monumental exposure of male
supremacy predated and laid the basis for the modern
organized movement, was now about to “join women at
last.” The cover headline for this article was “New
Feminist: Simone de Beauvoir.” (Ms., July, 1972)

Ms. has also published a “Guide to Consciousness-
Raising” without mentioning or consuiting the originators
of consciousness-raising, and changing the definition of the
term in the process. They now present themselves to
women as the “experts” in consciousness-raising. There are
numerous other examples of Ms. attempting to replace the
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radicals and thus breaking the connectlon between women
and the authentic movement. X\

The women’s liberation movement started out. radical’

and militant. For this it came under constant attack from
the powers-that-be. The most frequent form ofithis attack
was to say that this radicalism was alienating women,
turning women off. In. fact, radicalism turned women-on
‘and in the process created a -mass movement. Direct attack
was not working; an alternative had to be created.

THE,CIA AND WOMEN _

We discovered that the ClA had involved itself in the-
international women’s movement as early as 1962. At that-
time, it began contnbutmg thousands of dollars a year to

the Comniittee of Correspondence, a New York-based
group consisting of 18 American women and 12 associates
(see the New York Times, 2/16/67). The purpose of the
group according to the Encyclopedia of American Associa-
tions was "to strengthen women's voiuntary-and profes-
sional organizations and to encourage women to exercise
local, national and . international leadership among women
outside the United States.”

Like the Independent Research Service, the Committee
of Correspondence made a brg point in its literature (avarl-
able in the Library of Congress) of ‘being ‘“non-govern-
mental and mdepen,denr_” It was in a position to spot and
collect information on women leaders ali over the world
and held conferences in connection with the U.N.

Another example recently came to light when a NOW
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An alternative to radical feminism now exists, and Ms. is
its house. organ. In the past few years we’ve had a chance to
feel the. effects of that situation, many of which are
described elsewhere in this journal. Researching this article

_gave us-a glimpse into the behind-the-scenes interest groups

which have been responsible for those effects. The interest’
groups must be brought into the full light of day if the
authentic women’s liberation movement is to emerge from

its current eclipse:

member; Ann Roberts, working as-a secretary for the Over-

‘seas. Educational. Fund of the League of Women Voters

became suspicious of their activities and' financing. During
the course of her work, Roberts continuously saw OEF
teports which contained large amounts of biographical data
on women leaders in South America and Asia. She read an
internal memorandum regarding money received by the
OEF from the Asia Foundation, established by the ClA as a
conduit in 1956. She also learned that OEF routinely for-
warded the Biographical data it collected to the U.S. State
Department, which along with the Agency for International
Development (AiD) prdvtqed the bulk of the budget for

~ OEF.

“The OEF was involved in numerous: community
projects, including the establishment of day care centers,
voter informationals, and other educational pursuits. Dur-
ing the course of my employment at OEF, and from what !
have learned subsequently, it is clear to me that the Central

The Committee of Correspondence

The Committee of Correspondence is a non-governmental and
independent organization of women in the United States who work
.with women throughout the world because of a common mterest

in:-

- the growing role women are taking in the
development of their nations,

- the strengthening of women's voluntary
and professional organizations, and

- the encouragement of women to exercise

local, national, and internaticonal leadership.

The Committee of Correspondence, founded in 1952, has eighteen
members and twelve associate members. It is in communication
with. about 5500 women in 120 countries and territories. These
"'correspondents' represent fields of activity as varied as education,
government, industry, law, press, radio. trade'unions,_ rural groups,
welfare, and women's and community organizations. )
The Committee works through personal correspondence, printed
materials, including periodic Bulletins, leadership training seminars.
held both in the United States and other countries, exchange of intro-
ductions, and travel by its members and staff.

Photostat from -
Conference of Women’s International
Non-Governmental Organizations

published by the

‘Committee of Correspondence in 1962. ‘

Feminist Revolution
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Intelligence Agency provided funds to people to conduct
investigations of feminist organizations in Latin America
and Asia."” (Off Our Backs, Feb. 1975)
. The entire story is available in the Winter, 1975 issue of
CounterSpy, published by the Organizing Commlttee for
the Fifth Estate.’

. These are examples of CIA.funding of women’s organiza-
tions in the U.S. CIA involvement in domestic affairs is
clearly illegal under the National Security Act which estab-

-lished the CIA. Because this funding was. for international .

work of the organizations, however, it falls into a grey area
of questionable legality.

Many people are now coneerned about the possnbmty of

CIA involvement in purely domestic groups, and speCIfxcaI-
ly about the activities of large numbers of “‘ex-agents” in-
side the country. Best known are E. Howard Hunt and

other ‘‘ex-agents’ caught in the Watergate break-in. But

there are many others who are fess well known. (Hunt was

.revealed by the New York Times, December 31, 1974 to

have headed a secret domestic inteiligence unit in the

agency which dealt mainly with subsidizing and manipulat- )

ing news and pubiishing organizations.)

A case in point is the Law Enforcement Assnstance
Administration. An article on “The Politics of Police Re-
form”.ig the October, 1973 issue of Ramparts details ail
the ex-CIA and ex-NSA people who began working in high
level positions for the LEAA around this time. Many were
the same people whose names were disclosed in the 1967
CIA exposures. The LEAA is mainly concerned with
providing training and technology for local police depart-
ments—an apt but. disturbing area in which to find lots of
“ex-agents'”’ passing on their skills without subjecting the
ClA to charges of domesti¢ operations.

. On May 29, 1974 LEAA Administrator Donald Santa-
relli gave a speech to the Symposium on Women in Policing.

Among his announcements were: studies, negotiations and

- DuAL SaTegy

Employed and unemployed workers have taken to the
streets in the past four months to fight against a wave of
layoffs, wage cuts, forced overtime, speedup, and cutbacks
in social services. . . .

This upsurge of activity has resulted in two types of re-
sponses from the city and state. One response has been to

- give lip service to the problems of the unemployed. Mayor .

Maynard Jackson suddenly declared an unemployed work-
ers day and announced his endorsement of a shadowy “Un-
employment Workers Assoaciation,” which seems to have no
members but has a weil-paid staff. Although it doesn’t do
anything it earns the praise of the local media.

The other response has been brutal repression. *‘Unem-
ployed Workers Day” was announced the day after a group
of 60 jobless workers led by the Fightback committee was
driven from the offices of State Labor Commissioner Sam
Caldwell by club-swinging state troopers,

— THE SOUTHERN PATRIOT, February 1975

Redstockings

. No more sex arranged on the barter system, with women

_ pretending interest, and men never sure whether they are
loved for. themselves or for the security few women can
get any other way. {Married or not, for sexual reasons or
social ones, most women still find it second nature to
Uncle Tom.) No more men who are encouraged to spend
a lifetime living with inferiors; with housekeepers, or
dependent creatures who are still- children. — Gloria
Steinem, TIME essay, 8/31/70

And you mock us with dependence, too. Do not the
majority of women in every town support themselves,
and very many their husbands, too? What father of a
family, at the loss of his wife, has ever been able to meet
his responsibilities as woman has done?- When the
mother dies the. house is made. desolate, the children
forsaken—scattered to the four winds of heaven—to the
care of anyone who chooses to take them. Go to those
.aged widows who have reared large families of children,
unaided and alone, who have kept them all together’
under one roof, watched and nursed them in health and
sickness through all their infant years, clothed and edu- -
cated' them, and made them all respectable men and
women, ask on whom.they depended. We need not wait
for one more generation to pass away, to find a race of
women worthy to assert. the humanity of women.
— Elizabeth Cady Stanton in a letter to Gerrit Smith,
71885, HISTORY OF WOMAN SUFFRAGE

court suits' by the LEAA’s Office of Civil Rights Compli-
ance to increasg employment opportunities for women in
policing (or, in Santarelli’s words, “It’s off-the-pedestal,
out-of-the-cage, and onto-the-police-beat time'); programs
for dealing with “women offenders”; a $238,000 grant to
the Center for Women Policy Studies “to conduct a nation-
wide survey of innovative measures for the treatment of
rape victims’’; and a program- called “*Citizen’s Initiative—
Accent on Women!" which would be “specificaily aimed at

-utilizing this powerful force in our society” in the fight

against crime.

One can be in favor of increasing the number of police-
women and stopping rape without wanting to put our trust
in. this highly suspect agency for soiving these problems in’
ways that will really be in our interest. The “Citizen’s In-
itiative—Accent on' Women” is particularly ominous in that
it never specifies who are the criminals we are supposed to
mobilize against-radicals, for example? Among the methods
suggested by the LEAA are block-watchers committees to
be organized by neighborhood. The women’s movement
doesn’t need the police to organize it.

June 1975 brought out and out proof that activities such
as those described above were part of a deliberate ClA stra-
tegy with regard to the women’s liberation'movement. The
Rockefeiler Commission’s Report ‘on domestic CIA
activities includes a description of Operation Chaos, the
ClA’s program of domestic intelligence gathering and sub-
version. The women’s liberation movement is included in
the lists of groups and organizations targeted by Operation

Chaos. — Barbara Leon

. for
Redstockings
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CONCRETE ACCOMPLISHMENTS

August 1961 Simone de Beauvoir’s The Second Sex appears in paperback.
1963 Publication of Betty Friedan’s The Feminine Mystique.
November 1966 National Organization for Women formed.

Fall, 1967 Independent Women'’s Liberation groups begin to form.

September 1968 Women’s Liberationists throw high heels, girdles, bras, other "instruments of female
torture” into a “freedom trash can” at protest of Miss America Contest. By 1970
countless women can wear pants to school or work.

November 1968 Shirley Chisholm, a board member of NOW, becomes the first black woman ever
elected to Congress.

December 1968 Successful NOW campaign to stop newspapers from segregating job ads by sex—
Women'’s Liberation groups join NOW pickets.

April 1970 New York State abortion reform law passed after tremendous Women’s Liberation
agitation, court suit, NOW lobbying. New York becomes “abortion mill” of nation.

August 1970 House of Representatives approves Equal Rights Amendment-first time it had even
been up for debate in 12 years.

August 1970 Sex discrimination in public accomodations barred in New York City after sit-ins in
all-male bars and restaurants. New York State follows a year later.

August 1970 Ladies Home Journal publishes feminist supplement written by Women’s Liberation
activists reaching 6Vi million women, following Women'’s Liberation protest and sit-in
in March.

Fall, 1970 Spate of aboveground books from the Women’s Liberation movement-Sexual

Politics, The Black Woman, The Dialectic of Sex, Sisterhood is Powerful, Women's
Liberation: Blueprint for the Future, Handbook of Women's Liberation, Woman
Power: The Movement for Women's Liberation, Masculine!Feminine.

November 1971 Child care deductions allowed on income tax—one of the ten demands on NOW's Bill
of Rights.
November 1971 Supreme Court for the first time invalidates a state law on grounds of sex discrimi~

nation (case involving administering of estates).

December1971 Child care bill passes both houses of Congress (vetoed by President Nixon).

March 1972 Equal Rights Amendment passes both houses of Congress, (state ratification still
needed.)

June 1972 Higher Education Act passes, prohibits sex discrimination in education programs

receiving federal financial aid.

4July 1972 aMs. magazine begins regular publication—Vol. 1, No. 1. Gloria Steinem later says, “|1 "
~  think of us (Ms.) as a kind of connective tissue for women all across the countrywho »
felt isolated until we came along and let them know they were not alone.”

August 1972 U.S. Civil Rights Commission authorized for first time to investigate cases of sex
discrimination.

January 1973 Supreme Court decision forbidding states from prohibiting first trimester abortions-
follows New York State “model”’—mentions menstrual extraction as one of the
technological developments behind its decision.

February 1974 New York State legislature removes requirement of corroboration in rape cases after
Women’s Liberation groups’ 3 year long campaign to end unjust treatment of rape
victims.

October 1974 National bill outlaws sex discrimination in granting of credit.

* This page was allowed in to the Random House edition, but is also included here as an important
historial timeline regarding Ms. magazine and the Women's Liberation Movement.
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From A Finnish Notebook!

Victoria Schultz

Early this year | produced a half hour program .on the
CIA for television in Finland. Although my main focus was
on the CIA’s domestic activities, | also wanted to discuss
the role the CIA had played at the Helsinki Youth Festival
in Finland in 1962.

People in Finland have long suspected that, in addition
to having put on a display of American cuiture to
counteract the impact of the Youth Festival, the U.S.
government . might also have engineered the violent
incidents that took place during the festival. | wanted to
outline the possible connections and how they might
ultimately be linked to CIA activities.

I think the American press in 1962 grossly misrepre-
sented the general feeling in Finland toward- the festival.
Perhaps the U.S. government made the same error—for
instance, by imagining strong opposition whert there was
none. ) .

In 1962 the political climate in Finland was such that
only the left student groups fully supported the festival.
The biggest student body took a neutral stand; it was
neither for nor against it. However, the Finnish government
endorsed the festival and helped in setting it up. .

On the whole, people in Helsinki welcomed the festival.
| suspect they saw it less as a political event than as a
celebration that brought color to the otherwise dull
summer in Helsinki. A great many people attended the
public events it offered. For me and my friends the festival
was an eye-opener as for the first time we were exposed to
third world people and their struggles.

Parallel to the Youth Festival, a large group of
Americans suddenly organized a counter-festival. Many
pcople went to their events, too. They were appealing, and,
of course, in 1962 attitudes toward the U.S. were far more
sympathetic and friendly than they are now. | don’t know
if the counterfestival actually managed to turn anyone
away from the original youth gathering, though. The
counter-festival also published a daily newspaper, Helsinki
Youth News. It was edited by Gloria Steinem and Clay
Felker.

It seems clear to me now that in the summer of 1962
Heisinki was used as a battlefield of the cold war. The same

Redstockings

sure.

weapons of coercion were used there as were being used to
influence events in many other European countries. The
main goal was to make even mild forms of radical awareness
and political activity completely benign, to dim the lights.

The research I did fast winter on the ClA’s involvement
in the Helsinki Festival led me to believe that Gloria
Steinem was indeed one of the leading cold warriors in
Helsinki. Besides finding out from secondary sources about
Steinem’s CIA ties through her affiliation with the
Independent Research Service, | spoke with several people
whom she had actually told about her involvement. A
Finnish journalist remembered meeting Steinem in New
York several years ago. She bragged to him about how she
had given CIA money to a Finnish student leader during
the festival. '

I fully expected Steinem to let me interview her for my
CIA program, seeing how she had talked about her past
after the Ramparts revelations.

On the morning of January 13, 1975, I called her. | told
her what | was doing and asked for an interview. To my
surprise she immediately started denying her connections
with the CIA, although not the fact that she had worked
for the Independent Research Service.

When | mentioned the various statements she had made
after the Ramparts article in 1967, she remarked to the

effect that, well, at the time she thought it was the CIA she

had been connected with, but now she was no longer so

We talked for over haif an hour. According to my notes |
got the impression that she was putting up a very clever
struggle against my facts, tugging and pulling like an angry
fish in a net. In the name 'of sisterhood 1 didn’t want her to
feel | was attacking or interrogating her. So, | let many of
her very. incoherent and illogical answers just pass. Finally |
regretfully accepted her refusal to be interviewed.

During our conversation Steinem would pause and sigh.
At one point { told her that CIA director William Colby had
mentioned her in a speech he made last fall (The Nation,
October 5, 1974) as someone who had joined forces with
the CIA. She was quiet for a moment. Then she admitted
hearing something about that from Dan Ellsberg, but having
thought it was a joke. She seemed angry but not terribly
upset by the news. . ]

In order to throw me off her back Steinem suggested |
talk to other people who were in Helsinki with her, such as
Dennis Shaul, Al Lowenstein, and Tom Hayden. | got the
feeling she mentioned them to point out that she hadn’t



been the only one involved in the Helsinki counter-
Festival.*

Once when she couldn’t think of anything else, she
appealed to my sense of sisterly solidarity. Exasperated by
my insistence that she must have some knowledge of
whether or not she did in fact get CIA money, she turned
the conversation around and asked me, “What would. you
do in my situaticn?” | thought for a fast second and
replied, “I’d find out everything | could and make it all
pubiic.” She didn’t seem too enthusiastic about my advice.

June 1975

m

* We have learned from Tom Hayden that contrary to Steinem’s
assertion, Hayden did not attend the Helsinki Festival nor any other
World Youth Festival. This was corroborated by a person who did
attend.

Dennis Shaul, on the other hand, was not only at the Helsinki
Youth Festival, but became Independent’s new director, (New York
Times, 2/16/67)

In the same interview in the New York Times in which Steinem
discusses her role in establishing CIA funding for the Independent
Research Service (2/21/67), she reports that most of the students in
Independent’s program did not know of its CIA ties.

SUGGESTED READINGS

Inside the Company: A CIA Diary, Phillip Agee, 1975.

Report to the President by the Commission on CIA Activities Within the United States, 1975.

The CIA and the Cult of Intelligence by Victor Marchetti and John D, Marks, 1974,

The Politics of Heroin in Southeast Asia by Alfred McCoy, 1972.

The Secret Team by Fietcher Prouty, 1973.
0SS by R. Harris Smith, 1972, .
“NSA[CIA” by Sol Stern. In Ramparts, March 1967.

Counterspy, Winter 1975. Special issue on the CIA. Includes story on the Overseas Education Fund of the League of

Women Voters.

i

Ramperts, October 1973, Several articles in this issue deal with the question of domestic intelligence and “ex-agents.”

Majority Report, Volume V, Numbers 6-10 (July-September 1975). These issues have contained new information coming
out after the Redstockings Press Release. For example, Issue 6 contains a document showing attempted government {U.S.
Agency for International Development) manipulation of the women’s movement mentioning Ms. and the Women’s Action
Alliance. The same issue also includes new information on the funding of Ms. and the Women’s Action Alliance. Issue 7
features an excellent report on International Women’s Year in Mexico City. Copies of each issue are available for 25¢ each
or $5.00 for a year subscription from Majority Report, 74 Grove Street, New York, N.Y. 10014.
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RADICAL CRITIQUE
GROUND BREAKING ATTACK

The Second Sex

by Simone de Beauvoir
sourcebook of wim
The Feminine Mystique

by Betty Friedan
sourcebook of wim

WOMEN’S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

an idea whose time has come

women suffer from treatment as sex objects

TRIPLE JEOPARDY
{newspaper of Third World Women’s
Alliance, founded in 1970)

racism, imperialism, sexism

INVERTING THE RADICAL CRITIQUE & IDEA

The First Sex
by Elizabeth Gould Davis
Naval inteiligence officer

The Masculine Mystique
leading spokesmen: -
Gloria Steinem _
Central Intelligence Agency collaborator

Warren Farrell
reported government intelligence collaborator

MEN’S LIBERATION MOVEMENT

reaction and backlash
Warren Farrell, leading organizer (above}

men suffer from treatment as success objects

TRIPLE OPPRESSION

(Task Force of National Black Feminist Organization,
founded in 1973 with help of Gloria Steinem [above])

sexism, racism, anti-homosexuality
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The Redstockings p‘fass release
(see above) makes us sad.

But we must not forget that
the real culprits are the people
in power who create such crazy
suspicions and who profit by
them. !

We feel the CIA part of the af-
fair is negative energy. The only
accurate information is that
Gloria Steinem worked for the
Independent Research Service
14 and 16 years ago and that
group received some funds that
came directly through foun-
dations — some from the CIA —
and that this information Gloria
herself made public in 1967.

We feel that the Redstockings
conclusions and implications
drawn from these dated facts
are absurd. ’

It is consciousness raising ¢
consider the 1950s parallel t¢

y

ihis kind of journalism, when

people were actused of being
Communists simply because
they had attended Communist-

supported events in the past..
The parallel seafns éxact: pop-

ular paranoia that settied on

communism In the fifties may.
now in the sevénties settle on
the CIA. | :
Fighting withih the women's
movement over such un-
founded- asseitions &s the
Redstockings chiarges can only
prevent all of us from spending
time on the important ouside
struggles thgt are really
necessary. £ :
We welcoma constructive
editorial criticism of Ms.
magazine and recognize
anyone's right t9 extend it. We
only wish: the YRedstockings’
editorial commént could have
been presentediin a more valid
context. ! ' _
[Ed. note: This statement
comes from ''some of the
editorial staff” of Ms. magazine,
an “ad hoc” groyp which includ-
ed Gloria Steinem, says
spokesperson Joanne Edgar,
editor of Ms. According to
Edgar, Steinem worked for the
Independent Re$earch "Service

“from late in 1958 to 1960 and

then again In! 1962 at the
Helsinki, Festival,” Edgar inter-
pretéd "valid cohtext” to mean

“a stralght editorial discussion
or criticism of the magazine . . .
not tacked on to this absolutely
crazy CIA junk.] 0

Los Angeles Free Press, p. 10. July 4-10, 1975.
















|
|
i

o _\ CAROLINE BIRD |

— 31 SUNRISE LANE
’ ! ; ! '
/ ;’J ( 2‘/ \ iPOUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y. 12603 /
( I IR St f i 914 - 471 - 4365

SUEbI It / o
K 7“5,{!{3‘1.T"- s _ﬂ / ‘ / =
S TR July 18, 1975 _f”é,f!;gff,:mﬁdv

: s

(I object to being quoted out of context in such a way

as tamsuggest opposition to Gloria Steinem,
L ( Do th? writers of this pregs release actually think that
1}’ Glé%ia ever took orders from the C,I.A.? T can't imagine
J‘// anyone making Gloria say anythidé';hat she didn't believe,

S b -
\\xﬁ_ Lﬁf:hfﬁﬁiifine has enlightened millions of women, but most {

1
I
women think it's just a little too radical, not too : }

- =

£

conservative,

(Women need media spokeswomen like Gloria who can speak

to their condition and make their case with the public, '

) They do not need a so-called "radicall group attempting /
to use the women's movement as a front for their own /
| :

"revolution",




















































Reprinted from Meeting Ground. May, 1979.

- Kathie Sarachild
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