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Kathleen Zawasky 

I can only comment on our biology project very briefly since we're just 

about to begin our series of seminars. We haven't even as yet discussed 

all the topics that we hope to cover. However, the first seminar will be 

held at the end of February, and that will consist of participation of all the 

members of the biology department. Bonnie, Kathleen and I are presently work- 

ing on selecting references that we will be distributing to department members 

in hopes that we will be able to learn--that's what the basis of this whole 

thing is--to get information that we don't already have about selective topics. 

Now the topics that we have chosen as a department, we hope, are very well-- 
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defined--and small ones so as to consider them in great detail, and possibly 

use this as a method. The first topic we hope to consider is that of the 

menstrual cycle. The reason why this one was chosen was because it is a 

point of great interest to most people--certainly those in the biology depart- 

ment, and it has very great application at all levels--introductory and 

advanced courses. The approach has been to try to find information on the 

female cycle in other cultures as well as the female cycle through history, 

if that kind of information is available. That's really all I can say about 

that now. 



A second topic of great interest to our enthusiastic department concerns 

the structure of the brain, and its function in males and females. Specifically, 

there are differences in the relationship between one level of nerves in the 

hypothalamus, which controls the cyclical nature of women, and many other 

things in both males and females. Incidently, male cycles will certainly 

enter into our discussions along the way. Some of the other possible topics 

are genetic diversity--this is something we haven't decided on, but it may be 

one our topics. When I speak about genetic diversity I'm talking about what 

the normal range of characteristics in females--the overlaps, the differences, 

the similarities. Obviously, one of the things we'll consider is the 

differences in the abilities of males and females, for instance, in athletic 

ventures, so that is certainly a topic.of interest to students. Another 

tentative topic is that of evolution and sociobiology. I suspect that we'll 

probably adopt this one as well. This is obviously a controversial issue, 

I think that covers it so far. 
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Bojan Jennings: 

One of the biggest challenges is to try to get women studies into a 

traditionally masculine discipline as the physical sciences. I feel at this 

point totally inadequate to address this. I don't know whether it can be 

addressed by anybody. What 11m trying to do is, not to incorporate in any 

completely inventive way. For a good many years, long before feminism was 

ever talked about, I had been asking my students in a first year course to 

choose someone--a prominent scientist--and I always encouraged them to do 

somethirgabout women. For a long time there was just no material about 

women, except for Curie. Then Easterns book came out, then another contra 
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versial book by (Rees,?). This was maybe ten years ago. That made at least 

an interesting approach to a particular woman. Later, a book came out on 

Roselyn Franklin, you probably know that she did all the experimental work 

that verifies Watson's and Crick's model of DNA, and she was not recognized 

for some time at all. So here are two women--arid that's about it, and this 

bothered me. So I thought I'd try to get something together myself to show 

that there are other women out there besides these two remarkable giants. But 

I never got a chance to do much with it, since I was doing quite a few other things. 
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So the FIPSE grant brought me to the subject, with FIPSE's help and a 

sabbatical, I've been able to get started on this. 

The first thing I thought I wanted to do was to look at some of the 

Nobel Prize winners. One of them that greatly interested and on which there 

is very little written is Irene Curie, Jolio (?) Curie. She is interesting 

not only for her work in science but also her politics and her feminism a good 

many years ago. Of course there was Madame Curie, and my idea was to study 

their original works, restate them in language that would be understandable 

to our undergraduates, and to incorporate them at the appropriate time in the 

course. The obvious thing if it were Curie would be to study her works, 
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present them not in an emotional, social, or historical sense but as pieces 

of work (of course some history must enter it) at the time that we were study- 

ing radioactivity, so that the integration became an important aspect of this. 

I then became very intrigued with one person, namely, Jolio Curie, and decided 

this would be my objective. I should tell you that in the early 5Os the 

American Chemical(?) Society established an award for women called the 

Garvins Medal(?). Almost every year since then there has been an award 

made to an outstanding woman in chemistry7--mostly all American by naturali- 

zation if not by birth. So I went to the American Chemical Society, and asked 



them for all the information they could give me. The booklet they gave me 

was actually a description of Mr! Garvin (?) ... So I decided that the 

American Chemical Society really had nothing to give me about the women 

themselves. So I undertook to write to all the living medalists themselves 

and I got replies from about 21 of them. As I recall some of them saying 

"well, it's interesting what you're doing", but others o-f+eh'em responded very 

enthusiastically. There was such a wealth of material that I finally decided 

just to do those which interested me most at the beginning--1 couldn't have 

judged their contributions myself. Some of these women, for example, have 

written 150 papers, and when you get through reading 150 papers, it takes 
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a little while, especially in fields one isn't too familiar with--learning so 

much. The first one I really got into was Ellen Jean--still living--who's 

claim to fame is that she organized and developed whats called clinical 

destrian(?)--this is the material that is used as a blood expander in case of 

shock when you can't get a hold of blood transfus'ions. She responded at first 

with a postcard, then sent a lot of material 6 months later, after she'd 

finished writing her book. I have just finished writing about her work. She 

also sent me the name of her nephew who lives in Philadelphia, and said that 

he'd be willing to talk to me about her as a person and about her achievements 
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at Mt. Sinai Medical school in New York. Another Medalist, now, deceased, but 

what intrigued me about her was her much needed work in genes. She wasn't, 

unlike Jean--an organizer. Mary Peterman was very important in the discovery 

of rhizomes, the place where proteins are synthesized. Then I discovered that 

half of her 140 papers she had written with Mary Hamilton--who I'll be seeing 

next month, as well as the Rhizone(?) Museum & Archives in Tarrytown • 
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January 25, 1982 Monday Afternoon FIPSE Faculty Workshop 

Kathleen Adams: I think the very best thing for me to mention is that the 

Eleanor Leacock visit was one of the pioneer projects for FIPSE, and we were 

very excited about it. I think her talk contributed a lot of spree to the 

students, and to some of the faculty members who are interested in how to 

begin without a really structured path on which to walk. She was particularly 

helpful in showing us how to switch questions around, and I see that we're 

all doing that easily today. We seem to be quite adroit at inversions. We 

have a critique that is negative but potentially positive. But for many of 

us she showed us how to do that in quite a dramatic, substantive way. 
/ 

So, she was one of the first projects, and in a sense, for anthropology, 

she provided a method as well as content, and our task now is to fake it from 

there •.• 

Leacock helped us challenge some of the very popular orientations toward 

women in social science. In other words, to look at concilliation in a 

negative way, to look at submissiveness in a negative way. What seems to 

have crept into social science is a view of women, their tasks, and behaviors, 
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as essentially devalued, perhaps that's a better word than negative, a~ she 

was able to show us from her field work and other work we might look into, a 

very different context in which set kinds of activities--women's role in 

making peace, in public political kinds of roles rather than domestic ones. 

We were able to look at graphic examples in a different way to see that some 

of these qualities that are assigned to women perhaps might have a great 

public value. She also helped us with the grid work to see what kinds of 

'· transformation there are, and using the kinds of lens or prisms, to not only 

do other ethnographies, but also our own perspectives and values into 

perspective. 
> 
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Rosalie Ciummei: 

I think you should know that this entire study is a result of the Newport 

Conference, so that my colleagues and I have decided since our athletic 

program was geared toward women there must be something we could do--and 

perhaps the answer was to find out just a little bit more about our women-- 

why they participate or why they don't? How they feel about their bodies-- 

about themselves as moving individuals. Now you have to be very careful 

about what you select as an instrument in order to test this, because most 

of the questionnaires were scales dealing with the person at worst. What we 

wanted to find was a scale which dealt with the woman as an individual. We 

started out with 75 statements, and developed and evaluated with 50 statements. 

It was the Nelson-Allen Movement Satisfaction Scale that we used. we tested all the 

incoming freshmen this past fall, and Student Life was very helpful in scheduling 

the test during orientation period. And we hope this test will continue to 

be offered each year. It's a very simple test--takes only a half hour. we 

then went on to test the upperclassmen, the students in the instructional program, 

and those who weren't involved in any way. we then hope to compare the scores 

of non-participatory freshman with the non-participatory upperclassmen; the 

non-participatory upperclassmen with freshmen who do participate. I think the 



important thing to emphasize is the course we want to develop. What 

we are concerned with.is how the student·body works and why, and to provide 

counseling for those individuals who need to express their feelings about 

their bodies and their self-image. So if we build up their confidence in 

this way, will this help them in other areas? There is research to prove 

that this does happen. A 1962 study of 72 statements showed that the 

students that had a good image of themself could also tell you exactly what 

l 1.. 
C\" their grade was in academic areas and had a very ------- image of them- 

selves. Students who did have a good image of themselves seemed to be 

able to do most anything well, whether or not they appeared to have any skill 

or not ••.. the first stafement "pride in physical activity" when circled ( 

indicates negative feelings, so something is wrong with this person's 

attitude. So I think this idea about building a person's self image 

through physical movement and analysis is really important for our project. 
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Hilda Kahne and John Miller 

What we've applied for is money to revamp the economics introductory courses. 

My release time with aid in constructing a bibliography of materials that 

would be suitable for an introductory economics level course. In the first 

term, I'll be 4 lectures in the Macro-economics and Micro-economics. The 

immeidate subjects that come to mind are the situation of women in the labor 

force and women's work in the last 150 years. I think I'm going to disagree 

with the idea that women's work has remained unchanged in the last 150 

years. What we'll find is that although women have moved out of the houses 

into paid labor positions, work continues to be gender-segregated. I 
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advanced that proposition over Mother's Weekend, and found that this was 

unpopular. Additionally, I'll be examining the way traditional economics 

treats women. Perhaps the mcst well-known example of the neglect of women's 

work has been the concept of the Gross National Product which measures the 

dollar value of work done in the commercial economy--the neglect being work 

done by women in the home. In addition, there is now a gender-equalibrium 

economics literature on marriage, what kinds of traits men and women bring 

when living together from an economical perspective. 



Judy Rosenblith 

We have long had a course in the psychology of sex roles, which I have 

taught, and have been disappointed, like Ann Sears, to find that when we 

referred to the work of females on final exams we kept getting back as males. 

One of the early studies that talks about the attribution of words to written 

corrnnentaries were attributed to male authors or female authors, where the 

male attributions seemed to be more highly valued in the Wheaton sample. 

We have a department, where eachnember helps teach the introductory course. 

So there has been no department-wide plan for the course. But taking on 

FIPSE meant cutting back on this freedom in teaching flexibility for both 
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junior and senior faculty. We met together, and planned our schedules sub- 

sequent to having made a content analysis of the introductory psychology 

textbook, and getting some feeling about how we were all going to work out 

of the same textbook--none of which adequately fit each of our needs. We also 

agreed jointly to assign a particular supplemental reading, which is the 

book The Longest War, and assembled· a file of materials valuable to each 

area. Later, we got so excited that we thought we might bring in outside 

specialists who could lecture, rather than our having to update ourselves on 

all the new materials. How much all of these attempts are useful will be found 



after examining student and faculty evaluations--which are both very structured 

and open to comments. We ask such questions like "to what extent has this 

course stimulated your thinking about each of the following topics: inter- 

personal relationships, with men, having a family, getting married, choosing 

a college major, choosing a career, setting life goals, the way I was 
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brought, the value of a liberal arts education, my capacities, my personality, 

my problems." Then we asked if they would like to see other topics added 

to that. Then we have open-ended questions about what they liked best or 

least about their textbooks, The Longest war, about any other class-room 

materials, teacher confidence (all of which are confidential), comments 
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on guest lecturers, would they reconrrnend the course to their friends, what 

they think t¾~y would be important to the course not already suggested. We 

ask them also about their professor's orientation toward psychology--whether 

they agreed with it or not, whether the professor was fair in giving different 

points of view, how clear was the professor's attitude toward women--favorable 

or biased, in comparison with other teachers, is the professor interested in 

women's issues, has the professor given you the freedom to agree or disagree 

on issues pertaining to women, would the student be interested in learning 



more about women--more about men, whether they think science has been biased 

in human behavior, the student's personal identity as a feminist, how do you 

define the word 'feminist', has this course been influenced byfuminism, what 

other issues relevant to women has the professor failed to ask about, are 

they important issues and why are they important. A couple of questions 

ask them to compare the introductory psychology course with other introductory 

courses, has it helped you compare bias in data more than in other intro- 

ductory courses, women's contributions to the field, etc. 
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