




















































































































Women of world meet, mingle
at U.N., get ready for Beijing

By CAROLE COLLINS
Diptomatic Cofrespondemt

Reaching agreement at the United
Nations is the result of hard lobbying
and negotiating by governments and,
increasingly, nongovernmental organi-
zations. But most hard bargaining takes
place months before the actual event, at
oconference preparatory committee meet-
ings, called “PrepComms.”

During the Beijing PrepComm, from
March 15 to April 7, the long, drab base-
ment hallways of the U.N. Secretariat
building in New York — normally the
exclusive preserve of pinstriped male
diplomats — were packed with women.

Old women from Harlem, lined faces
of incredible dignity topped by African-
cloth turbans, cautiously navigated the
gray linoleum corridor using canes. Three
young sari-clad Indian women sprinted
by, one in high-topped canvas sneakers.
At midday, 256 African women — sitting
in a circle of chairs in the middle of a
side hallway — animatedly discussed
health and reproductive rights issues,
in sharp contrast to the subdued tenor
of the official Commission on the Status
of Women meeting nearby.

In a room further up the corridor, a
young Kenyan woman pointed out a for-
mat error on the computer screen to a
stiletto-heeled Latino colleague. “Unusu-
al linkages happen here, as well as a lot

of informal ‘over the shoulder’ network-
ing,” said Judith Mayer, the “tech man-
ager” of the NGO computer operation.
Across the room, an Ecuadorian village
woman edited a draft petition next to a
woman from Kuwait's ruling Sabah fam-
ily. Nearby, a Tibetan activist typed furi-
ously while a young Suriname woman
used E-mail for the first time.

Around the corner at the diplomats’

coffee bar, two men — embassy officials
from Russia and the Ukraine — were
fish out of water amid clusters of women
intently scanning thick U.N. documents,
bulging briefcases at their feet. A quiet
young Somali woman claimed a chair
just vacated by a vivacious Filipina. Two
tables away, former Congresswoman
Bella Abzug, her trademark wide-brimmed
hat tipped back, talked intently to three
coffee-sipping young women before pulling
out a cellular phone to make a call.
Five regional and more than 10 issue-
oriented caucuses helped focus NGOs’

attention on specific areas of the official
draft text. In sharp contrast to the slow
pace of official deliberations, these cau-
cuses managed to produce a joint lob-
bying document of suggested changes
by the second day of the PrepComm,
after a line-by-line review of the unwieldy,
68-page working paper.

The Holy See was not without its
NGO pruxies as well Antiabortion activists
— in contrast to other caucus gather-
ings, overwhelmingly white — congre-
gated with several priests every day at
the farthest end of the hallway.

The Canadian group Real Women dis-
tributed press statements denouncing
the Canadian government delegation for
its alleged “all-out war against the tra-
ditional family” and support for “a rad-
ical feminist agenda that aggressively
promotes and defends lesbian rights.”
Other antiabortion activists preferred
to distribute anonymous leaflets attack-
ing feticide and the use of condoms. B
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Should we go to Beijing?

As the Fourth U.N. World Confer-
ence on Women, to be held in Septem-
ber in Beijing, China, draws near,
warning signals are emerging and
serious questions are being asked

V('K May 19). Some women wonder
aioud — as feminist theoviogian
Madonna Kolbenschlag did in a public
statement late last month — “Why are
we going to Beijing?”

Their list of concerns begins with
China’s dismal women’s rights record,
(hira’s woefully apparent lack of free
speech and its efforts to bar Tibetan
and Taiwanese as well as lesbian and
religious women'’s groups from the
conference.

For years the Chinese government
has abused women. These instances
include forced population control with
forced abortions. Recently Chinese
athletes have been banned from inter-
national competition for testing posi-
tive for illegal drugs. It appears the
athletes were systematically drugged
by Chinese officials without their
knowledge.

Then there’s the matter of China’s
plans to marginalize nongovernmental
organizations' voices by locating NGO
representatives far from official con-
ference deliberations. Many NGO rep-
resentatives have been told they will
not be allowed into the country.

What's going on here?

In has long been the argument that
holding the U.N. gathering in China
would provide encouragement to
oppressed Chinese. But this assumes
visitors feel they can speak freely —
and do! If censorship or timidity ends
up curtailing openness, it would be
better for visitors to stay home. If
women tind they cannot advance the
causes of dignity and human rights,
starting with the dignity and rights of
Chinese women, then participating in
the deliberations may not be prudent.

These will be difficult judgment
calls, but seriously addressing these
issues in the coming weeks may have
its own benefits, not least of which
will be to send warnings to Chinese
and U.N. officials.

Women have made major advances

5
on the world scene in recent years. '
Many fear-driven forces want to pur’
these advances back. The deftness

with which women handle these grow-

ing pressures and the decisions that
emerge in the process will give us all a
better understanding of the form this_
new women's leadership will take.

It has long been the hope that in
the process of winning new rights,
women will advance the causes of jus-
tice and compassion for the larger
human family. In this light the chal-
lenges of Beijing become increasingly
clear.

Going in, the odds appear stacked
against a successful advance in the
women’s agenda. Time will tell. One
thing for sure: Women know this is
nothing new. B
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1 A% N JULY 10, the Vatican released a “Letter to
Women™ by the Patriarch of the West, one of the ancieut
tides hy which popes are known, The letter stands in stark
contrast to the hostile approach taken by the Holy Sec at
last year's Cairo Conference on Fopulation and
Development. “I am writing this letter to each onc of you,™
the Pope writes. "as a slgn of solidarity and gratmde on
the eve of the {United Nations'] Fonrth World Conference
on Women to be held in Bceijing this coming September.”
In both tone and content, the letter marks a major shift of
attitude toward the global wamen’s movement,

Women's advocates expected a smaoth ride to Beijing.
But at the final Preparatory Committee session in New
York City last Masch. a coalition of Catholic conmuries,
joined by the Vatican and certain Islamic states, succecded
in challenging one third of the Jraft Pladonn of Action,
including all references to “gender” and “gender cquali-
ty.” Debate at Beijing, which bids to set the agenda for
women’s empowennent into the 21st century, is thus like-
ly to be hot and heavy

John Paul’s letier comes as a surprise. It pays tibute to
wamen’s often hidden role in making history, past and
present. Addressed directly to “the heart and mind of
every woman,” the letter begins by profusely thanking
mothers. daughters. sisters, consecrated women and work-
ing women, “present in every area of life,” for their “con-
ribution to the growth of a culture that unites reason and
feeling.” Then, invoking the vision of the Book of
Genesis. the Pope affirms that men and women share
equally in the task of responsibly tansfonning the face of
the carth—and in this regard, he finds the specific “‘genius
of women™ not anly in the spiritual and cultural sphere
(called “primary” for women). hut on the sociopolitical
and economic level as well, Accordingly. the Pope aligns
himsell with the struggles of women everywhere “for
equal pay for equal work, protection for working mothers,
faimess in career advancements, equality ol spouses with
regard (o family rights and the recognition of everything
that is part of the rights and dutles of citzens in a demo-
cratic state.”

In two respects. the letter is unprecedented. First, Juhn
Pau! publicly acknowledges the sin of sexism and apolo-
gizes to women for the church’s historical camplicity in
denigrating wamen. misreprcsenting thein, retegating
them (0 the magins of suciety and even reducing them (o
servityde. ("[Flor this | am somry.... Jesus treated women
with openness. respect, acceptance and tendemness.... As
we ook t0 Christ at the end of this second millennium, it
is natural to ask ourselves how much of his message has
hecen heird and acted upon.™) Warily, Catholic feminists

will take such words as demanding of the church itsclf no

tess than the Pope demands of secular societv—a pro-
found change of attitude and organizationt that hrings
women inta all deciston-making processes.

Second. the Pope cheers feminist pioneers. He express-
es his persona) “adimiration for those women of goad will
who have devoted their lives to defending the dignity of
womanhaad by fighting far their hasic social, economnic
and political rights. Jemonstrating courageous initiative al
a time when this was consldcred extremely inappropriale,
tre sign of a lack of fcmininity, 2 manifestation of exhibi-
tionlsm and even a sin!" Bella Ahzug. Frances Kissling
aid Sister Theresa Kanc. please take note: despite his
shap disagrcement with you on some (but not all) mat-
ters. e Pope extends yon his respeet —and invites civil
discourse. This looks likc a real opening.

The gencrous spirit of this new papal letter can only be
welcomed. Yet “gender equality” remains a sore poim—
and nowhere is this more evident than when the Popc.
defending an exclusively male priesthaod. hlithely chan-
pions a “complementary” diversity of roles for men and
women as il this were not, at least iy our culture, a homcts’
nest. “Womanhood expresses the ‘human’ as much as
manhood does.” the Pope insists, “bat in a different way.”
The “presence of a certain diversity of rofes is in no way
prejudicial to svomen, provided that this is not the result of
an arhitrary imposition, but is rather an expression of whin
is specific to heing male and female.” But what are the
rofes specific to the different “genius of women™? And
who defines them? Women themselves are authorities in
this matter.

g 'EMINISTS unanimously reject crude biological
deteninism (“anatomy is destiny™). But they e divided
about how deep gender dlfferences go—same stressing
difference as a way of valuing womcn or gaining special
legal protection for them, others declaring gender an arbi.
trary sacial construct tao often wsed o keep wotnen Sub-
ordinate and powcrless. Pitfalls lie in both directions: the
“difference™ party pronc to ramanticize woinen and deni-
grate men, the “constructionists™” prone to ignore the links
between biology and psyche in both women and men. The
Pope belongs to the “difference™ party of scholars like E.
0. Wilson, Carol Gilligan and Deborah Tannen, bt roots
gender even more deeply than they do. The “egnal treat-
ment” position of Justice Ruth Bader Ginzburg is nol
enough for him: like the “radical fominists.” he demands
specid protections for women. As a differentist, though,
even he concedes in this letter that “historical condition-
ing” has misled us all in defining women's work too nas-
rowly. It will he women theimscives who set us siraight,
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AID distributes ‘tool kits’
to build equality of sexes

Backs U.N. goai of 50-30 representation

By Gecrge Arcribalg
THE WASHINQTON MIMES

Taxpayers just paid for an
Agency tor International Develop-
ment "ol kit" iike no other
There's nc hammer If there were, .
it would be for nailing men. e -

As part of the “Gender in Eco-
aomic and Social Systems” (Gene-
5vs) project funded by its Office of
\Women 1n Development. AID pro-
duced 3,000 “Gender Analysis Tool :
Kits" in glossy purple-and-green Gender
cardboard cases. §  (paivsls

Production cost of these cases, b ool BiE
nicely outfirted with Velcro fasten- |
ers and plastic handles: S1785,10¢C,
plus hundreds of thousands more
to conduct research for the “t00i
kit" in such places as Bolivia and
Burkina Faso.

The kit and che effor: that wert
into 1z support the Cnited Natons'
woridwide goal. spelled out in a
platform tor the Betjing U.N. Con-
ference on Women, of 50-50 repre-
sentation of men and women in all

occupations. governments and _ . B2 VaasmingIe - T
diplomatic posts around the world. AID spent $175,400 to produce 3.900 copies <f this “Gender Analys.s

The “toot kit™ promotes meth- Teat Kit" which supports eguality oy sex in all occugaticns.

uds %0 collect and anslyze demc-
graphic data in foreign countries
10 Jderermune the numnber of men
and women in all sectors of the
economy. '

Inside the kit. one of the 10
booklet “tools” declares thar a ma-
lor aim of the project is to get
policy-makers to think in terms of
“gender differences” rather than
“sex differences.”

Promoting that disanction is
also 4 goal of feminist groups and
those U.N. leaders who prepared
the “Platform for Action” for the
much-discussed Beijing confer.
eace,

A slide snow with the ki <avs
“sex dJifferences” are “biological
-- unchangeable. universal.’ but
“geader differences” are “cultural
— changeable. variable.”
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A person's brological sex can be
changed only “through the inter-
vendor. of the most modern meth-
ods of medical science.” the kit de-
ciares. “Gender differences. on
the other hand. are culturally de-
termined and enforced.

“They typically include virru-
ally all aspects of the division of
labor and distribution of re-
sources based on cultural percep-
tions of differeaces in mea's and
women's natures, tastes, prefer-
ences, thought processes, physical
characteristics and capabilities,
and 5o forth.. ..

+Differences inmen’s and wom-
en's rights involve differences in
the distribution of a society’s re-
wards aad resources.”

The kit encourages develop-
ment planners to focus on cultural
factorsin the division of labor and
distribudion of resources between
men and women that “affect their
chances for survival and long life.”

Another booklet explains the
importance of charting a counTy's
cultural, soctal. religious and po-
liucal conditons and laws that
might be barriers to “gender” bal-
ance. The kit urges “policv inter-
ventions” and “intervention strat-
egies” when needed (0 eliminate
such barriers.

Cecelia Acevedo Royals. presi-
dent of the Nauonal Institute of
Womanhood, complained, “It cer-
tainly smacks of cultura!imper:al-
1sm.

“If the emphasts is to determine
what barmers are there (o0 equal
male-female representation glo-
bally], it is a tooi in the imperialist
aspects of the Cawro {populadon;
conference and the [Be:jing] wom-
en’s conference.”

Margarst Lycette, director of

Poiicy-makers are
targeted to think
“gender differences”
rather than “sex
differences.”

AID's Office of Women in Cevelop-
ment, was not available for com-
ment. Howard Salter, an AID
spokesman, saxd she nas been in-
volved for more than a year in
preparauons for the Beijing con-
ference.

From .June 1993 through Jan-
uary, Ms. Lycette's office gave 1.6
millior: ir. grants to the United Na-
tions and noangovernment organi-
zauons preparing for the confer-
ence, according to government
recorda.

Mr. Salter said the AID “tooi kit"
was not directlv ted t¢c the wom-
2’3 conference. He said it was
produced as "“guidance for policy-
makers in desigmng and imple-
menting [foreign aid] develop-
ment projects.”

“It is a teaching, technical assis-
tance device ... %0 look at how
women can be positvely accessed
icto the development arena” He
said the kit is “just & micro-
com,ponent" of “a verv large proj-
ect.

AID Director J. Bnan Atwood
has defended the ‘“‘tool kit.” But in
arecsnt letter 10 Rep. Beniamin A.
Gilman,chairmanof the House In-
ternational Relations Compmittee,
Mr. Atwood said. “The expensive
look and design of this publication
was a mistake of over-enthusiasm

. and this glossy approach will
never be repeated.”

Cne "tool kit” booklet outlines
haousehold, employment and in-
come dataz needed to evaluate
“gender profiles” and trends
various countries, i order "to
graphicaily depict sex imbalances
fcr use in policy decisions.”

The slide presentation insQucts
policv-makers “on the uses of sex-
disaggregated data in identifying
gender imbalances that may have
implications for development ac-
aviges.”

One booklet. “Gender and Pal-
icy Implementation: A Tool for
Assessment of Policy-Denved Im-
pacts on Women and Men. in-
cludes “a low-cost rapid appraisal
tecanique, originally developed
for agricultural projects. for iden-
tfying gender-specific effects of
macro-economic and sectoral polf-
cies and legal and regulatory stat-
ufes.”

The slide show largets changes
in population-control programs o
achieve a better male-temale pop-
ulaticn balance.

Citing Egypt, the slides notz
“that male dominance of nouse-
hold decisions is still strong 1
Egypt, but especially strongin{ru-
ral] Upper Egypt. These patriar-
chal gender relations also corre-
spond with the areas whnzre
fertility rates remain too nigh for
sustainable development.

“We can incorporate this knowi-
edgeinto intervention strategies o
help increase the demand for fam-
ily planning services in the areas
where thev are most neeced.

“Ifhusbands are the main farril.
ity decision makers, they shouid
be the primary targets of tamily
plarnning promotion programs.”






























