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TO: Wheaton Community 

FROM: Ruth Schmidt and Bonnie Spanier, Director and Associate Director of the 
FIPSE Project for Curriculum Development 

Report on the Fall Faculty Conference at Newport 
September 5-6, 1980 

Sixty-three full-time and approximately twenty part-time faculty members attended 
the Wheaton Faculty Conference held at Salve Re g i n a Co Ll e g e in Xe1,1'0rt. Rh('de Ls l.s nd 
from late Friday afternoon, September· 5, through Saturday, Se p't ernb e r 6, 1980. 

Following cocktails and dinner Friday evening at Ochre Court on the Cliff Walk, 
President Alice Emerson welcomed the group. Provost Ruth Schmidt introduced 
Dr. Catharine Stimpson, who gave the keynote c.1ddrcss 011 "The New Thinkinr, /\bout 
Women." One of the key figures in the establishment of women" s studies as a. 
scholarly field, Dr. Stimpson was the founding director of the Barnard Women's Center 
and the founding editor of Signs: Journal of Homen in Culture and Society. She i's 
currently Professor of.English at Douglass College, Rutgers. 

Dr. Stimpson' s presentation centered on the new scholarship- (also referred to 
as the new· thinking) about women, a development in academic consciousness which she 
believes will change culture itself. She reviewed the growth of this new scholarship 
over its ten-year history and outlined its complex historical, political, and 
intellectual contexts. The attached article by Dr. Stimpson, "The New Scholarship 
About Women: The State of the Art" (Annals of Scholarship 1 (2): 2-14, Spring 1980), 
is an earlier published outline of the ideas expressed in her address to the Wheaton 
faculty. Questions and discussion followed the address. The evening session was 
recorded, and the tapes are available from the Mellon/FIPSE Grants Office, Knapton 001. 

~ 
Sat;urday morning four concurrent meetings took place, each representing a major 

curriculum area at Wheaton: 

Literature and the Arts 

Moderator: 
Discussants: 
Consultant: 

Curtis Dahl 
Ann Murray, Sheila Shaw 
Catharine Stimpson 

Studies in Perspective 

Mo<lerator: 
Discussant: 
Consultant: 

Jennifer Roberts 
Nancy Norton 
Elizabeth Pleck 

Social and Behavioral Sciences 

Moderator: 
Discussants: 
Consultant: 

Thomas Osborne 
John Burton, Nancv Heer 
Joseph Pleck 
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Natural Sciences and Mathematics 

Moderator: 
Discussant: 
Consultant: 

Bojan Jennings 
John Kricher 
Evelyn Fox Keller 

Summaries of th~ major points discussed in each meeting are appended to this report. 

The men faculty then met with Joseph Pleck to discuss their concerns 3S rnen 
teaching at a women's college and their relationship to the FIPSE curriculum project. 

· At Elizabeth Pleck's suggestion, the women faculty divided into two groups for dis 
cuss'Lons at the same hour. At lunch, the men and. women exchanged information about 
the single-sex discussions. 

After reports on the meetings were presented, Alison Bernstein, Program Officer 
at the Fund for the Improvement of Post-Secondary Education spoke briefly to the 
group and said that she was very pleased that Wheaton's project had been funded by 
FIPSE. She praised Wheaton College for being among the first to develop the idea 
of integrating the research on women.into the introductory curriculum on a college 
wide basis. Ms. Bernstein expressed the view that there was a great need for this 
innovative project at this time. She also assured the group that, because of the 
pioneering nature of the program, FIPSE would allow some flcx1b111l:y .Ln tile use of 
the fund. 

Opportunities for recreation and exploration of Newport were enjoyed by many 
Conference participants in the afternoon. The event concluded with a claniboil 
given by President Emerson . 

.> 
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The New Scholarship 
About Women: 

· The State of the Art 

CATHARINE R. STIMPSON 

.') 

THI' Tl'R\1 .. \\ oxu xs STUDll:'S .. rends ro confnvc people, whether they 
Jp[JrO\'C of t he phenomenon or nor. In part, the confusion exists because 
women's studies is too rew to be well-k nown. In part, it is the result of 
the blurring of t hr ee related, but distinct, events: the women's move 
ment. the women's studies rnovernent , and the new scholarship about 
women. I want to define each oi them and then offer a general reading o, 
the new scholarship. 
The warner's movement seeks, through political and social action, to 

right the wrongs of women. :\luch less monolithic than people believe it 
to be, the rnovernenr consists of a number of groups, each with its own 
ideology and programs. All, however, believl that men have had more 
power and prestige than women, more pomp in their circumstances. 
Women's studies adapts the principles of the women's movement to 
educational institutio:1s-from pre-school playgroups to research 
centers. Ir takes on classroom behavior; faculty sex ratios; curricula: 
athletic programs; medical services. It also wants to link the women's 
movement to other forces for social justice. What this might mean i,, 
practice is still in flux. Despite such uncertainties, or perhaps because of 
them, the growth of women's studies in the last decade has been extraor 
dinary. Since !969, the number of individual courses in universities has 
risen from 16 to over 15,000. \lore than half of th~ 30i programs offer 
either minors, majors, or graduate degrees.' In January, 1977, a narional 
organizauon, the National \\'o:r.en's Studies Association. was formed. 

The new scholarship about women concerns ir.clf with ideas, facts, 
conccpt s, data. Ii generates material that texts, rhe media, and teachers 
may transrnit ,.' It has three primary hopes: to dcvonstruct error about 
women, an extensive task; to add to the existing body of knowledge to 
compensate for the absence of" omen in the past; and to transform con- 
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~ciou,nc,s throurh such prnc:c,,i:~. Ob,i,;11•,ly, m.my of. ,ht: q11i:-,:io11, 
that i hc nc" ,chnlar,hip ;1ho11, "'"fllL'll a,b, :1r-d :l,.: 11,gc;\cv « ith -,d1kl, 
it doc, vn , art: a con•.cqu.:n,·L' llf the wo111t·11', rnovc n.c n: . ;',';ir;.:y 

Chodor ow. the \t>ciologi\l, ,ay, of her r cccru h11ok: 

Thi, project owe, ih c xivtcncc 10 the fcn1ini\t 1110\<:11\1:n! ;11HJ fc1nini ... 1 co11Hnu1,lf) 
and it"' urigin<; tu a group of u-. who, vcver al year .... :tyll, v,tir)cii..:r, .. :d v.h~11 1: ~t.":i:11 

that "omen r;1r,11tcd v..omt:n. \lany of my idL"a, v.nt: lir-.: ,lt:,,lnpt:d '-'1:h !Ii': 
mcmht:r, of 1ht: mo1hcr-d:iu,):1cr grour.' 

Su-:h comments ar~ less evidence of a peccc1blc poli1ici1.ing of ,chol:.:r,hip 
than a guide: to the pani·cular way in which thi, intellectual aci,i•.it;; in 

· ter\\cavcs with a pul:ilic c0ntcxl. 
\_1any scholars do select research problem\ hccau,t: they mat:er to 

large number, of women and because tht:ir solution, may ~~ndit 
women. A scientist may study the biochemi~try of rt:productiun, becau,c 
she hopes to develop a binh control device. An hi,toric1n rnc1y t:\plort: 
women's lo,, of status in the Renaissance, because ~he: want, to 
categorize the conditions under which women seem to hcJ.','t: po\, c:r and 
those under which they do not. An economist may ask why womc:n hold 
some jobs and not others, because she is trying to e.xp!:iin th': 
mechanisms of occupational segregation. So doing, they belong to rl:e 
same pragmatic tradition of American scholarship that saw agro~omi,ts 
struggle to dC\·elop more fertile strains of rice. The fear that the "nt:·,;, 
scholarsh.ip about women will distort its findings in order to sup;;,orr the 
pl2:;orm of a mythologiLd "Women's Lib" is simply unrealist:c. 1h~ 
fear that tht new schol2nhip will have its own lacunae, errors, and 
fall2::ies is more plausible:. To correct for them the new scholarship trie; 
to uncover its own undcrl:,:ng assumptiom and make them accessible. At 
its best it aho claims to of:er-not an ab,olute rendering of real::y-but 
a \'2lid reading of it. 
To call the new scholar:~ip about women "new" is only partially cor 

rec.. Its rapid growth, its crganizational ambitions, are no,el, bu, critics 
of consciou,ness about women, like Mary Wollst0n!?craft or Ch::irlc,tte 
Perkins Gilman, ha\'c arg~ed since the eighteenth century that "hat 11,e 
be!ieve to bi: true about wr,:ncn is actually false. Sin.:e \Vorld War 11, cer 
tain contemporary intcllec.:ual currents have helped the nevi scholar\hip 
about women pro\'idc ihe c:orrecti,·e that a Wolls\Onecraft or a Gil:..an 
tho:ight necc;sary. Among thcn1 are black studies; the new social history; 
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family history: and the dcveloprnenr of the theory in' rhe sociology of 
knowledge that claims that we govern our perceptions of reality. Again 
and again,• papers cite Thomas Kuhn's The Structure of Scientific 
Rew1!111io11s and Peter Berger and Thomas Luck mans The Social 
Construction of Reality' to support statements that men shape and then 
verify "the true;" and that we can reshape "the true•· with more: cogency 
and depth 

ln brief, the new scholar ship about women flourishes within a context. 
lts influence upon that conrevt na, yet to be measured, but its most perti 
nent ideas arc clear. Perhaps the most pervasive of those ideas. is that 
patriarchy has been a historical force. Phrased so baldly, the idea seems 
crassly obvious. but the new scholarship about women has consistently 
had to state what only seemed obvious once stated. Patriarchy refers 
both to families that fathers dominate and large structures like the state 
that men regulate. Many patriarchal worlds tend to consist of two sub 
worlds. The analysis of two sub-worlds becomes far more complex when 
race and class are included, a necessary task done more and more fre 
quently. For example, Diane K. Lewis, the anthropologist, writes: 

'• ..,_. . ,::· ... 
. . i 

The point that female inequality i, in.eparablc from differential male/female ac 
tivity in the public sphere is "ell taken. Nevertheless, a careful look at the r ela 
rionship between clack men and women and between blacks and whites in this 
society cam doub: on the full '-c::::i::, of.. [the] model.' 

The Iir vt sub-world is the dornz in of men, of production. of public activi 
ty, of culture, and of formal speech. Because it decides what history is, it 
has forged our collective memory with all its gaps. The second world is 
the dornain of women, of reproduction, of private and domestic ac 
tivitics, of "nature," and 0f informal speech. Because it has lacked 
control over the codification of history, it has no collective memory, ex 
cept within families and in old wives" tales. 
Much of the current new scholarship about women is devoted to the 

mapping of female worlds. An early anxiety about ·the presence of les 
bians in some of those worlds is now diminishing. Indeed, the bolder 
t heor cticians are excavating causal links between homosexuality and 
much modern female creat i\ i:y, power, and self-esteem. Whatever their 
discoveries about sexual mor es, anthropologists, reconstructing pre 
history, speculate about the importance of mother-centered groups. Art 
historian, ask if women artists use consistent patterns of "female irn- 

! 
i 
I -- 

a!:'cry." Sociulugi~ts and pvychologist s study mother/daughter bonds. 
Hivtor ia nv examine Victor inn female fr iendships and such women's insti 
t ut iouv a, college, and convents. Economists graph the rise of the 
femak-he:idtd family . 

ln every discipline, the ,cholarship about female world, demands the 
redemption of the everyday: the letter, the quilt, the stove, the common 
gesture, the daily toil. Or<linary, a, well as exceptional, live, command 
respect. A nint:teenth-<.:enlury French laceworker is a, plau•,ible a 
re~carch subject as George S;.ind. To understand them both, ,ubjective as 
well as objective experience\ ·are taken into account. A, the \'1arxi\t 
feminist historian Linda Gordon states: 

. . . the negle,t of subjectivity . . can create a misleading im;:,rc,sion of the 
totalicy and a <liscorn::d inierpr~ra1ion of reality.• 

Accompanying such work, which other social historian, might also do, is 
a set of.special attitudes townrds women. The investigator tries to extend 
affection and esteem roward, her subject. Two writers recently dedicated 
their collection of oral histori~s "To all the women we interviewed for 
the bo~k, with love and gr;.ititude:" Next, the investigator tends t0 
assume that women are sinc:cre, not the chatty fibbers of legend, but 
reliable witnesses of their own experience. A rape victim is not a lia~ but 
a believable victim. Virgini;1 Woolf is not slandering her half-brothers 
when she talks about their :1·.,aults, but admitting IO traumatic sexual 
events. Finally, because won,r:n are often vulnerable,· their testimony is 
to be treated gently as well :1; trustingly. 
Obviously, female worlds exist in relation to male worlds. Under cer 

tain conditions, men enter lire female world, women the male world. 
They can, for exan1ple, become legislators. The passage of women ir:no 
male worlds, their .competence and their performance when they get 
1here, fascinate American scholars who themselves have had to enter the 
male world of big.her cdt1caticm. In addition, female and male worlds are 
sexually, psychobgically, cu;nomically, and culturally dependent on 
t:ach other. The exploration of the new scholarship into such dependen 
cies has been inseparable frrrm studies of power_ This may, in part, 
reneq the closeness of the 11!;"11 scholarship to the women's mo,·ement, 
which wants to change the 11;Jture of sexual politics and sexual power. 
Three questions seem parcicularly intractable. First, how unequal are 

. the female and male worlds? How much more power and status does the 
- · male world have? How does r,ne measure power and status? Most people 

1.-,. w ~ :j· ' ·l; 
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1r1 the new scholarship about women find sexual inequality 
r,ycliologically depressing and morally wrong. Their studies in differen 
iiat ion become studies in a female deprivation and pain that they must 
help to alleviate as well. Their- analyses of sexism arc ncccvsary, but not 
sufficieru. As the authors of a fine, new legal history write: 

Like many new terms, (sexism) i, inelcgan: and scicnt ifically inexac.t; it denotes a 
reJlily rhar is o,Trwhclmin~ :o i::ose who claim to cxpcricn(e it. and totally fic 
tional to those "ho deny its nis:~rice. It is clearly more tll:in a description, it is an 
accu·s:111on, that irnrlie_s a di,jur.~tion or pcr spect ivcs, a clash of w orh] views. a 

_ddiJte about w ha: is right and ·.•,rong.' 

Hown·er, some decent scholars are uneasy with the imi'>tcnc:e upon 
women's pain. They are awz,-c that life is unfair; that both men and 
women suffer; that women ha,e made men miserable, as well as men 
making women miserable; tha: women ought to stop name-calling and 
blaming men. Some, primarily in the social sciences, also believe that 
scholarship ought to be imma:::ulate, remote from messy political and 
emotional issues. They have their o,, n vision of 11 hat studying women 
professionally entails. 

/\ second question asks about the origins of both gender differences 
and inequalities. Arc they a permanent, tragic fact? _Arc gender dif 
ferences permanent, inequalu.e- transitory? Jf they arc tran,itory, when 
did they begin? With the for:r:c:,ion of private property? With the pro 
ccs-, of modernization? The th:~<! question concerns rhe reproduction of 
our sex/gender arr angcmenr, .. How do they persist and insist upon their 
own survival'? ls it the responsibility of primary school teachers? Of the 
media? Of a crude male need fo: domination? Of woman's immersion in 
"1,ature" through child-beari:ig? These interrogations have bred no 
common answer. Indeed. to dream of common answers may be Utopian, 
if only because the new schol;;:,hip about women co-exisi-, with other 
syvtcrns of t houghr , lf I borrow from Claude Levi-Strauss, my theories 
of the source of gender diffcre.1cc will be at odds with a colic-ague who 
borrows from \li..:hcl Foucault. 

Ir, addit ior; to such inquirie·,, the new scholarship about women is 
reevaluating ccr tain of its prerr:=,es that were prevalent only a few years 
ago. Easy assumptions about tr.~ universality of women's experience are 
j)cir1g abando11ed. As more ar.d more squirming facts arc being un 
earih~d, the importance of stc:ing and .deciphering the ,pecifics of 
varirnis societi~s has become ckar. Maybe the one universal experience 
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remaining Ior women i, the [)r>\\t:,,ion or the womb. !n America, rninor i 
'ty women, rcrre,cn1..11i,e, ur etl111ic grour,, and lesbians first urged the: 
rec:ognition ol di\\imil:1ritit:s among wornrn's lives. The growing number 
of international ~.:holars ha, in1cnsificd thci'r demand. The presence of 
religiou, court, make, the life or Jn hrac:li woman ,pccial. So does the 
vast isolation or the land for an /\u,t.rali:rn. 

As the need for ,pccirici1y ha, grown, it ha, pro"oked an old q,2estion: 
whether or not w.e can pa,s explicit value judgment, uron other cultures. 
The practice that h:i, been nrn,t judged ha') bet:n ,cxual surgery. for 
most American ,cholar,, sexual ,urgery, particularly thc.clitoridcctomy, 
is a painful operation that rcrrc,cnt:, sexual rc_prc"ion and soc::il op 
pression. For other \\'estcrm:r,, rnrne sexual surguy i, pan of a self• 
ordained ritual that women perform within their 0\,n world.'.lf Western 
feminists criticize it blindly, they arc indulging in impcrialbtic 
judgements. Still largely absent from the argument, which has been ras 
sionate, arc interpretative statements from women within the cultures 
themselves. 

Despite the dominant Western attitudes toward5 women who h2.\·c hac 
sexual surgery, the sense of women as victims is also being refir.d. To be 
sure, studies of rape, of wife abuse. of sexual harassment, and of 
economic hardshi_p are being published. However, women arc in-:r~sing 
ly described as strong and active, not as weak and passive. If they have 
been subortlina:e, they have tleveloped patterns of rc:oistance: protest, 
and shrewd adaptation. Such a shift in emphasis, which has qualified the 
immediate innue:-:ce of Simone deBeauvoir and The Second Sex, has had 
vital ramifications. Women no longer seem quite such epistemological 
blanks, such cxis1ential weaklings, such servants of sr,cialization. lnstead 
of accepting the culture and_ identities men gave th-;:m, they generated 
culture. Gertrude Stein no longer seems the fat proprietor of a famo'us 
salon who wrote babble but a brilliant modernist who presided over a 
charmed circle. lf most women were denied full access to high culture, 
their creative impulse exprc,,ed itself in gardens, songs, stories, or else 
they became gu::i.rdians of art, and letters. For examp!c, a historian writes 
of women librarians, that often-maligned group: 

Despite the resrc:t paid them ... women soon learned that they -.,.ere s~ldom 
paid the same :!.5 men who were doing the same work ... Yet in the library 
literature before 1900 there is hardly a hint that the hundr,:ds of women librarians 
across the count:,· "ere ... di•,turbed at the inequality that was free:y admitted 
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ro b~ t hrir lot one finds rcmininc pride opr~'S\<:J al the prevalence of women 
in the Iibru r y '" 

Finally, pr acruiouers of thc· new scho!Jr,hip about women are reading 
symbolic sysrcrus more semiriv,·ly. For example, our picture of the Vic 
torian icou of the frigid wnrna n 3, scxuall, depr iv cd is giving way ro the 
picture of :i survivor using sc vual wu hdr awa! :i, a way of claiming con-. 
t r o l over her body and her I-if~. In the past, we ver c too often guilty of a 
certain ,emiulogi,·al ,·l111Thin-:,s. We presumed .oo quickly that the 
·11:arcrial world and i,, ,y1nf-;oh \\C~e m(rror- ima;,·s. If women looked 
fr agile, the" must ha . c bee: r'rag[lc Histor ia ns. anthropologists, and 
..:1;1,,icists h:1, e tended :o b~ the better readers of relationships between 
sip1ifiers and the signif:ed." The literary critics who might have warned 
u•, about the dangers of blunt literalism were often isolated in foreign 
languages or more interested in reclaiming lost authors and in revising 
tile canon. 

Without people in the new scholarship about wo.ne n altogether want 
ing it, one inquiry is becoming more and more p~oblematic. In all the 
divciplj ne s , people have adopied a particular rnini.nal theory about sex 
ual differentiation. They have acknowi'edg~d. as or.Iv a fool or ;i fabulist 
would nor, that biological differences exist. \\'ome!1 bear children; men 
do not. Inflating such biological gi,en, are cluster, of-ideology, dogma, 
;111d symbols that have 2.ssign·:d women firmly to th-= realm of nature and 
n;,rur;il law Two anthro;,olo6·;qs have written bluntly: 

------ ··•·· r ~ 
·'{ 
} 

In no rcligicus system· do vornen"s dominant rr e.aphors der i, e from 
d1;1racteristi,.-~ other than ~~,eir S~":1al and reproductive ~:2!us, wh.ilc for men sex 
u.rl status has link to do ":th r','.:gious representation a:-:d participation." 

'-,uch assignments are no more than that, for social, cultural, and 
economic conditions, nm n·atu~e. ha,·e largely struc:cJred sexual diffcren 
ti:1tion. The, ha,·e decreed the'. women will rear cr.:ldren as well as bear 
tl1•·m. If rel:::ions betwe;:r. 1he ;,exes are largely socic.l relations; if nurture 
111,ans more than natur~; if gender controls sex, r:or sex gender, then 
hi\tory is a mutable recor:::l of C0nditions that we car: :hange. \Ve can, for 
ex:,mple, al:;:-r the role of wo:-:ien as mothers, tho·~gh it appears to be 
transhistoric:1!. So a Na .. .::-y Ch0dorow reassures he~ readers that parent- 

. inf'. can be reconstitut<'d as one step towards es,:::.blishing a sexually 
cg:ditarian world.11 

N!-.W SCHOl.Af<SHII' AHOC1 W0'-11·:-. 'I 

However, intere<;t in proving the permanence of a profound ,<:xual dif 
ference has bn:n rcvivc·J. It implicitly con,true, hi,tury a'> a ,tabk recnrd 
of continuitic,. H hi\lory ha, maltreated womc1i, we rnu,t dest::ibilizc the 
treatment of difference, flDI it, recognition. We mu,t release rather than 
repress the female; lw11or rather ihati ,ci11irnc11tal11c and di,honor the 
maternal; arplauJ women's rich souality rathtr th:111 mourn their lack 
of phallus. Such advocacy has cmcr~c<l _from ,c,cr:.11 ,ources that arc 
otherwise the0retically and ,tylistically in~.ornp:11ihk. One is Arne.ri~an 
social science, particularly 1hc il!uqriou'> ,ociologi,t /\lice: S. RoS\i. In 
her long, specula1ive e,,ay, published 1n 1977, '>h:: :.hkcd us to ~ec rela 
tions between the sexes from a "biosoci:.il fll'"fl~ctivc"; to bciic:ve that 
physiological factors in the bonding of mother aml L·hild.had !'acilitatcL 
the survival of our specic:s; IO fear thoughtlc,s rc:.irrangcment'> of parcnt 
·ing." Though Rossi is 110 reductionist, she ::ittempt, to re,tore the body 
as a law-gi,·er for our scx/gender systems. A \econd source is American 
cultural feminism. Ofttn hostile to academic emcrpmes, it celebrates the 
vision of a separate, happy world in which women hold in common their 
biology, sensibility, and virtue. Finally, conicmporary Frcn,h ferr.;::i,: 
theory seeks to recon,titute 1he female subject. Brili1Jnt if di, .. ,,.e 
women, such as Julia Kristeva and Helene Cixou,, take" hat they net.:d 
from psychoanal;•si,, linguistics, semiology, and philo,ophy to rcgrt,iund 
our sense of the distinctiveness of female and male.'' 
The argu:nent about the status of sexual differentiation, and the role 

of the mother, is an:ilo;;ous to the political battks about the women's 
movement. In America three issues now provoke the most bitterness: the 
ratification of the Equ;,J Rights Amendment, during v,hich some claim 
that passage· of the EJU\ will destroy the family and flagrantly breed a 
unisex ciYiEz.at.ion; abonion, and the ability of women to control their 

·reproductiYe capacitie,: and gay liberation, in which men and women de 
mand the freedom 10 act out a sexuality diYorccd from reproduction. 
However, tbe social scientists, cultural. feminists, and French theoreti 
cians 1 ha,·e mentioned, who explore the possibility of profound sex dit 
ferences, S"..:pport the LRA, abortion rights, and gay libera1ion. They 

· refuse to confuse th.it ·,ense of difference with political consen·atism 
'The vola:ile argurr,rnts within the new schobrship abou1 womrn 

signify a pro;nising viUity. Unhappily, vita lit) i, no gua,antee of ;:,_ccept 
.. .ance withi., current institutions. · The ne"' scholarship so firmly 

·:challenges claims that ''knowledge" has been organized efficiently, ob• 
, jectiYely. ail.d wholesomely tbat it tempts people IO evade 1hc challenge. 
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The 11,,,1 ,chul:1r,hip ;.ib1H11 women al-.o aud.iciuuvlv asks that a ,ignifj . 
,·:1111 number or worncn. :.i, ,1cll a, certain idca-, and facts. be in-cor 
por.ucd int o Ille· aca.Icm v. It belicv c-, t hat di,nimina1ion a><ai11s1 ;ibk 

. . 

11nn1e11 011gh1 t,i ,101'- Th,·11: 100. most or it, pr:1<.:,i1ioncrs arc women. 
Soruc men. Iik c t hc hi,1,,ri:w Car! Degler. h;l\c gcr1,.Tou,!y nurtured Ihe 
t'icld. but if t hc new ,,·h,>lar,hir i, 10 be done, 1hc peork who do i1 must 
h(• hired :u1J r ct aiucd, and they arc primarily female. 
Srill auot hcr quc-t 01· the· r::-;rk,,; new scholarvhip i, for fresh w:1ys of 

» ork ing. Some people ,,.111t 10 imagine and 10 u,c anorhcr form or 
scholarly discourse. t hat i1,iu!J deplo , the personal, the subjective, even 
rile lyrical. Such .'.lmbirit>n, coincide both with pO)i-modcrn exper irnerus 
in discur,i,·e prove and with rhL· ,·ontcmpor.iry in.er es: (seen, for exam 
ple, in Harold Bloom) in illt:rJry criticism in exposing th(: inreracuon be 
tween an or igina: text a·nd a critic reading that Ie\I ass/he prepares 10 
write another 1c.,1: the critical essay itself. Both g rcups are anxious to 
restore the "_I" to w ha: h,11e becorne formalized rhetorical acts; 10 over- 
t hro« the dominance or t hc 1hird-person and the impersonal "we." 
Others,, i1hin rite new s..:hu!arship abour women arc more con lent wi1h 

reL·ci1cd languages, mc1h,,d,, and 1ools of inquiry. I fov.:e,·er, nearly 
everyone a;recs 1h31 i1~ adherents mus1 co-ope~are v,ith each other. 
(deal!~-. they should bcl1,w,· IOward~ each 01hcr in helpfu"i, a11entive, sup 
porri, e w:iys. Spccd1. ~rrir'peJ of 3 jargon th:it er;:1,irF:, members or a 
disciplim: as i1 s1rin~s illllrc cso,c_ric audiences alo:-:;, should be as lucid 
:1s possible. People should !ravel with some grace among the disciplines. 
Thai hop·<:' is s1ill unrcali1cd. We fumble as we approach each other's 
fil·ld. In parr, 1his re!l,·,r~ American graduate training; in pan, Ih(: 
reward system of i\m,·ri..:an higher educa1ion, in which rough-minded 
\pccialists gel more pr,1i,c than curiosi1y-ridden gencralis1s. In spite of 
rhis, 1he hope remains. As a linguis1 listens to historians talk abou1 
pcriodization, one of 1h,'ir mos! interes1ing subje::s, she remembers tha1 
i1 is more thnn a gr:Hnr11:11ical marker. When 2.n ccon')mist mentiom 
"crowding," Uarb:ira Uc:rgrnan·s explanation for o:::c11parional segrega 
tion, a social psychologi~1 learns 1h;i1 1his means more 1han a jos1led 
\pace." 

I suspect that 1he ide;1\ of the new scholarship abo111 women will be 
·more readily accepted th:111 1he presence of many 1\om1.:n in every area of 
rhe academy. The ideas 111:1y become diffuse, defa:iged, even corrupted, 
ln11 mos[ reasonable schulars will eventually notice thi:rn. Their commit 
ment to -rheir professio11;tl -iden1ity will reci.uire it. The "harder" -the 

" 

Ji,,iplirn:, 1hc 111orc dilf"iullry i1 will hav,.: in :idmi11ing ir ha, c:rrcd: thal ii 
h;.i, ,H11i11eJ a c1i:i..:;d -.;,riahk; tli:Jt it, tc,I~ ,,t· 1crif"ication have f:iil:.:d. 
Hirir1g more "·unH:11, 111 cu11tra'>l, 111u,1 di\'>oht.: an of1cn uncon,ciou, 
r,vd1ic rc,i,1a11-.:c tu l,;1•. in~ \\Olllt:n a, colleague\; Ilic rcscn1111cn1 of :if 
"firmarivt: a,ti,)11 pr<ll!r;,rn,; a11d :1 h;tr,h j·oh market. Hard as ii is for :J 
1,·om:.111 to gt.:! 1cn11,c. 11 1, c1cn h:1rdn if ,ht: dc,c, 1hc nc:v. ,cholar,hip 
abou1· ,1omt:n. Th.: ;J1111c· open!;, idc:n1ifi1.:d a _wuman is wi1h womc:n's 
i,s"ues, 1hc more 1:ii11;::d ,he hccome,. She i, t!H)Uf'.ht 10 be unable 10 help 
:i dt:partmcn1 in ,cr\:::ik wa1,; 10 have ,c:lc:cic:d a no11-,ubjcc1 to nrlorc. 
The lm, of junior 1:,·:1il:y, the ,:.it:rificc of a gcr1tri.ltion of ,cholar\, ha, 
innplicably com:: irt (li<,ciplinary clu,1ers. In 1977-78, scv<:ral rrorni,ing 
psycholog:,1, were Lknic:d 1enure;.in 19,8-79 ,ornc cconomis1,. Counter 
balancing such lo,-.,,·, h::i, b1.:cn the rorma1ion of research im1itu1c, 
dc<"·o1ed 10 the subjt:::1 of ,ex roles or women-a! such place, a, Co!um 
bia, \\'ellcsky, CU"-"Y Cradua1e Cenler, the Univt-r\ily of\Visconsin, 1he 
Universi1y of Kam:i-., 1he Uni1-er~ily _of Arizona, and Stanford. The Ford_ 
Foundation h:is sup;i:-,ned several of the.n. Indeed, a handful of pri\·ate 
foundations and puhlic agencies (Ford, Carnegie, Rockefeller, rhe FunJ 
for the lmprovcn:•:nt of Post-Secondary Education) ha,c rrovided 
crucial funding for an ac.lventurous enterpri<;e when 01her ecluca1ional 
centers were hostile: or remote. 

I_ fear, too, thai -~.t: con1cn1 of 1hc new scholarship will be in1ei;ratcd 
into Ameri.:an ec.;::;:tion more quickly than more benign scholarly 
methods. Of cour·,•:, fclici1y is not wholly ab~en1 from the academy. It 
exists be,ween te;,~hers and students, be1wccn colleagues, among 
members of rest;,,ch !cams. Yet, the prevailing notions of pro 
fessionalism sire~, ~ffi\:icncy; impersona!iry; producri1eness; the fc:i1ures 
of a deliberately r,:;:nd rat race. In theory, the den"iands of profes 
sionalism sorr our the less able, bu! in practice, success requires the 
sacrifice of domes•:c life-a s1rain on the wornen Iraditionally responsi 
ble for comesticit:: ;:nd for the men "ho wi,h 10 ass·ume part of 1hat 
burden. People v.iil find ii easier to footnote all anicle about 1he history 
of childcare rhan 1~ insi;1 that their uni1·ersi1ics haH: enough childcare 
facili1ies to enabk :.,(:n and women to combine: profcssionali\m and af 
fectionate parenti:.6, 

Gi\·en such conditions, Ihe new scholarship about women needs to 
adopt seYeral str~:cgies to accomplis:i its arnbi1ions. It now has 1he 
maturity to move ~rom a defensive to a s1alwari posture. So doing, it can 
be responsibly e>.r~dicnl and shc_w ho" much it h:is 10 offer scholarship 

• 
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and tcaclung 11 ,·:111 add 10 this a threat. of punixh mr n] and.'.suggcsr 1,·har 
it "ill Jo i t its lt:!,'.itimJc·v is denied. i1, truth, ignored, its practitioners t cr 
minarcd, its rrincipk, spurned. Finally, i·t can seriously exp!orc 
w ithdr awa l Ir on: couveruionnl colleges and uruv crsiucs. Instead of n 
rcnding cnert'., of tenure fights, it can build altcrnat ive in,tiruti(>n,, 
strcngrl.cn womcus libraries. develop separate cornputr r net wor k s. If I 
seen: vu lg ar because I mention st rut cgics, I Jill responding to the reality 
i ha: the newscho1ar,hip about v.omcn will ,urvi1·e and become a part 01 
our cv crvday intcllcc.ua) life only if irs surpu;·tcr, insist upon that sur 
vival. :'<;:>1ther th'.:ir brains nor thc·ir a.nbiuou« 11ill be enough. However. 
the brains arc among t hc liveliest in contcrnpora1y scholarship, and the 
ambit ions among the most generous. They wen: described most clegarn ly 
in a poem in HGS, a year before the first Iormal listing of women's 
studie s courses in .vmer ica. The poet is thinking of Carolyn Hershel. the 
astronomer, born in 1750, dead in I S-1S, the sis tcr of the far better kno11·11. 
Willi:1m Hershel. The discoverer of eight comets. Carolyn Hershel is our 
one of the ga la xics of women who have been impetuous and done 
penance for ir. Then the poet says, or Carolyn Hershel, of herself, and ,)f 
many o, hers: 

I h~-.c been standing al! of my life 
in ;he direct path of a ba.rer y of ,ip,al1 
the rno st accurately t r a nsrnitt cd rnovt 
un r anstarable language in the Ulli\·c:rsc 

I a:n an instrument in the shape 
of a w ornan trying to translate pulsat ions 
int» in:2ges for the rcli~r of the bo.Jy 
ar.d the rec'onstruction of the mind." 

Barnard College 

Editor, Signs: Journal of Women in Cul111rl.' and S9cie1y 

j· 
I 

l . l 

" 

I· \c,rcn(t: Htiv. c. '· \\. h:?'. h ,1 v .. 1)rncn', ~1ud1c. l'ro~1 :,01·1' ·, t,:,•r-.,,.. nr~ ,v,,.,,. .. , and !'v'otn: 
H fJ!11{'ff \ 1-:dw !}/IIJf/UI r t/!l!ft' ( "r1tn"1l<r.1cuflrJI/\ _......,,,, ..... u,J... ( '-\pr?nr 19-:•7 ), p. l ( )fhcr ,1rt1dC'\ 

.Ji,,111! wo111c.:11·, ,tuJu.:, 111-..!'li.h.· · 

_,\1111·:1:c 1\lh:11. ancl ()-.b,,rnt.· \\':~!-!in,. ''Tht: I l.'!!llllh: ('1tl11JIIL'. id \c\l a~1u ~01,.Jt;t;-: 
A. }1!":t:::n:11-.:111 ,!or!_:,;; \ lei :1 .. ::1:1:1~·~· '· ( ·a,al'. \I. ~( ,,. l r1 11 { \11:11mc: 1977 J 17. ~9 

Jdl ('l)ii\\;l~. ,;('()t.,\.h1....!'',1fi :1J1d \\ (If:)(!:· .... StuJ:c, fv..o ,\r;nn~:,:Lt.·, !O lht: Ou•: ·1•1n r,f 
\\"um;::.·. l'L:~·t: rn :!le { 1111!...::;:;;,d:,;r., l.r;:\::r-.1;1," /Jui·dr/u· .. l<Jl rf <Ji! ]()"7.?), 

2.llJ ~1J 
l;:nL· 1:l.t\, .. I Ii(.: l n11l lLt\~·--t.:1~ '-1:r'.lir:!n,.,: ,1nJ •\u!unnm~ ;11 \1,,,,;t~·~·r•D:u:.!h:t::- 

Kt:\_J!lt;i:,!1q1, .. Hld \\ ~:h!11 i o.=m::!i-,.m ·· / ,,11u1;r•.r \t.1(~'1n. 4 t 111::c ! y.,s.,). 111.'12 
Cbr:,:int.· :\ll:.::1 C,a;~1;.'.:. ··c·~•l1Lt.';,:u~d l{i-.• ,;·. a, 3 \·h:ihu..!n!,,;--. !0:- V..r1n:·.::i'1.. 

',;ud•·..:,." .\f,:G:I! /t;:.1rr:ol rd f:1!uca!fr'1/, IIJ rC.,p·H1.,; Jlr5L 
f-1(,;--_(':it.:t: ti1)·.1.•:. Snt'fl i-::n f.ilter H'rum·r,', St11'.'w-. l'ru;.:ra•rJ\ tf/ IY?~ ·\ R:.:;,n:.! (i! ,!1:.: 

;-..;~1ional AL!•,i,nry ( ,_::,:ii n11 \\nrnc;1·, l·du..:..::1•>!!:d Pr-> ... :r;.rn1-.. l~:1:.:. 19-:'7. 
_______ ,. B-\uncn ... ,:r.~1 the Po,,..·er tu Chun:•1·. {:---.c\\ York· \1',:<,r,-1·.i.-H.JL J"i:J, 
Joan Kdly, '!The Dou~~::.:J \'1'ilO'.l of Ft.·mrn1,: Thcor~: _.\ ro,: ... ~·r1r: i() :he '\\.omt:i 

3nd P:..PA~r· <..:'nnk:t:":1u.:.·· f-em!1:1r..t SturJu,,. 5 (Spri:i~ 19·;c1}. 2l f}-2.::.~. 
l:3c.:1h Rc.:e<l. -::d_.. The 5:rur:ture of ;.:r.n,,..·lnhr· ..-1 l-t!mtn:H · /',·npt·c.-,_~e. Pru-...•:·:Jin;;, 

for th•: Four1h /\_:--:_:;:.i:.il <_;rca~ Lake, ColkZ:..·1.. A,<.>o..:i:t!H)1: \\·0:1:;:~.·, ~luc.!.::, Cun• 
fercn.:c, ~ovembs: i0-12, 1978. Ar.n Art.or, \l,,h.: G!.C,\ Wnr..c:,·, S1ud:,:·. Pro,,. 

ram. 1979. 
A<..iriennt.> RH.h, "Tov.:i."'d a \Vo:nan-Cernt.'r~-::! Lni\::r::.ay 

Eduru11on, July::. 1975 
HJ;"'!!"la•B:::a1c Schorr-~.:- !ling, "\V~:.1~n-•s S::.~:c.,, \\'o:-:it~l•\ Rc-.::.:2t~':-, J.r.d ·._i, ·,0::~· 

Rc<;e(!:lh Ctnlr·.: .: Rt:ccnl o~\elo;>nH:~·-. In the L'..S . ..-\ 3i,d :-- :h:= f !-<.G., 
i,vorrwr. ·s Studte-; :,...,!crr,utro"a.' Quarterly, 2 ( 19-:-9 J, I 03.1 16 

Sl.!S:H1 S. '>h~rv.in, --1,.:. -:-mt:n'\ Sa.:C:-:, ::i,1, a S...:hol.arly Di,c1plin::-· S,:,mc.: O·i'....>:110'"!, 
for U: .ct1"!1;,ion ... , Fl:'rrn.ilt' S1ud1e, V. ed. Y.~::- Lc-t: S1porin 

C::1::-:3:-inc !<. Somr,,o- .. ·'The :---:ev. F~mmi\:;1 J;:J \\'o:-;~,n·~ StL:~I~.)." cr..1n7e (S..:i"" 
tcmbcr 1973J. k;:~ n·umen on Carnpuf, t'.c-.i. Y0rl: 1915). 6rf:5. 

"\\..h2.r \';J·1cr ~1tr.:i· A l t:enr) ab0u1 ·t:-lt Pra~;;:~c of \l, omtn'> 

Stu,!:e,.·· Womea; S111d1es, l (Fa!l 1973, 
______ , "\\'orr..::.:-. '> St-udi(";,: A:1 0\C~'-:: .... ," Unll'erslfy of /l,,(1r:-=-.tf!.On Papen· 01: 

H'om,,n's Stud£e':. S;::~nal ls~~:. \.1ay. l~-6. 14-~7. 
.. "Ed1t::-.f S1zn'\," B:;!lenn of tJ.ie ,\1idhe5l .\fodern Langua;,e AH0- 

ciat1un. 12, l (S;:~::g 1979). ~~- · 
Sheila Toh::", "Wo:n~c,s Stud1e;: l:s O,i,,·, .. l1s O,p"iza:ion ~;;d ll, p,,i-pec.s. ·· 

W'omrn's Stuc!1t>:: }r:rernauor.cl Q'Jarft'ri~. i (197S). 85•95. 
~1ary V1;,ond, HWorr,.:-:."s Studie;; Comee. of Age." Ccr:.:!dian Re-.re.,,,., · of AmN1c~u: 

Stud,,·,. 7 (Au£:..'.-: 1976). 225-29. . 
Gayle Gr:.1!,a:-n Y3!1!<.. ··"-' omt:n's St~Cicc. rn lLs Sccon..:! Phase,"' ii·omcn·.5 Swd:t·s 

!•-/e.,,;:/Pft('r. \\'i::~:r/Spr1n~. 1977, pp . .: 5. 
1 am very ;;:atc:ful to ~~~fly O'Do:--,:1dl for h~r invaluabk hd;i in the ;:-:-r;>ara11on of th!<. 

sciected bl!.liograph:,·. 
'= For d-:'::i!~d dcscr-,.;.:.;::,r., of d1s-=:;:ihnar) ~~.£! :hemauc Cevelopme.?:,, se:: ::".:= ·,;1riou, 

re•.·kw C'i'>~';; in Stzns: ... 1-:.r:.irnaf of H'omen :n Cui:!Jre anJ Soc1et),·. Sizr..s. v. hi.::h I r::111. is J. 
quarterly Jt..adcmi.:: jot...-:.o.l thJt the t..:nnerslti (;f ChicafO Press pl!bhs:.::!'. The firs! issue 
a;,;x:ared i:i f-all, 1975. ::i addition to the rcv1~·"' es.s,ays thar assess [he s~tc of the a:t of the 
ne~ schola:·.hip aboui v,, :i,=ic11. the S,cns' c:dn,J: ...:Is also com:nrnt on its :t:ve!opr..ent. Sui:h 

Chrn,::,:!e of l/1;.:f:er 



.~ .'\.'-.'-·\I.SOI:..,~ fl()( ,\KSIIII' 

\A,l'l~. ,1, \\di .1, t hc lll,ttion\ in rl)(llihllC' 1. hri0t! up i,,un 1h;..i1 I rt.l'L' cit ln-r 1g1ll1rt:d hC'H.' 

or 1th:111u,11t.:J br rct lv . 

' 7 h\· fxt·J1r•1tf11t !ln11 of .\fo1heru11.:.: ,,\,dH;.,,,,~/_1,n and (ht· .\orrulo~~- uf (;l•ndi·r, 
clh:rk.(.:li.:!: l 'n1\c.·r,n) {\ft :il1ldr111J P,c.:,,. 19-ti}. ;,. \11. 

• f11p111.1, 1-.: uh 11, TJw St r nrturr uf .'fr1l'nr1fic Rvvoluuon», ~nJ eel _ t ~ hu . ."Jfo: LIi!\ er ,1t~ ol 

( 'hi...J~\,l Pr~•v,. J lJ-,-t)), l'l:tl'f l .. B .. .r gcr :111J Thom:.:\ L u,;1,. ni.111, Fh» .\, n-tul ( ·011,rr:,, t ni n of 
Rvul uv. ((i,1rJL·11 (ii\. :'\. Y. · l)oubkJ:iy. 196-). 

· D1Jrl<.: "· l.cwr«. "A _Rt:,plHhi.: to lncquahry: HI .. re], \\'lHll\'.'n. R ·(i,m. and Scxl\:11," 
Sien», J, ~ {\\'1n1cr 11>7°7), l➔l. 

· I.rnd.r (.i,.Hdnn, "\\'hc.11 ShoulJ \\'orn1.:n·, Hisror iao ... Do: Poluicv, S0(1;..tl Thcor y . and 
\\0men·, ll"t,>ry." vtorusr Persnectives, I. 3 t Fal! i9"kJ. 131. 

· Duu/11I /Juut:hfl'!\' iron,ciz Tulk About Their t.i v cv. ed. Je.in \ ,Crin<llc and Sh-:i!J 
Row borbarn {Atht111, Texas: L'11i\·cr,i1y of T..:~J\ Pr,~··.,. 1977). · Je,JirJ11on pag:: Or JI 
h1\~0r) phn iJc, a uxc l ul metnodolog y for recording \'-Omen·,., ruc m or re-, and perccpuon .... 

Albie 'ia,h, and Joan Hoff \\'il,011. Sexism and the I.a.,: .\/ale 8e,1efs und Lewi Flws, 
1:--c" Yor,: The Free Pre\>, 1978). r. "i 
·Sec.for ,·,~mrk. Carol r . .\lacCormad .. ·'B1ologi,al E,ents :ic.tl Cultural Control." 

. S,~ns. Ill. I (Fall. 1977). 93-100. 
., Dec Garrison. ,l(}ostle ... nf Culrure: The P!Jbl:c l.1braru:,, ar.d Amencah Soctety, 

!876-192/J. (:-.:cw York: The Free Pres,. 1979). ISO-SI. 

"Sec. for examr,lc. :-iatalic Zemon Davi,. "Wo:nen on Top.·· in~. ·'ery and Cu!1ure In 
Earl_, .. \/odem Fra11ce <Stanford: Stanford Uni,ecsi;y P,e·,,. IrS). i2~-l5I, and Froma I. 
Ze'·!:n. "The Oynamic0

, of \lisog,ny: \1yth anc! .\!ythrn;,bng in the Oreste,a," ,1re1hu.1a. 
I I. 1-2 (Sriring and Fall 1978). 149-184. 
" Judirh Hoch-Smith and Anita Spring, eds. Women in Rt!!Ja/ :1rd Symbolic Roles. 

(:-,;,_. York: Plenum Pres,, 1978). 2 . 
"The Reproduction ,,j ,1,,fo1hcnng, 211-219. In Amcc,ca the an'd·csyne has been one 

popular muLk! of chaugc. though severely criticized as bc,ng t~o poe:1<. too personal. too 
h:,und to trac1tional notions of gender, and too homophobic in pr:icti:e. 

1
• ··A Btu':iocial Pcrsp~ct1ve on P:ircnting, ·• Dc2dalus (\;-1r1ng I 9--,. 1-3 I. For C0:7lmcms · 

Qn that art:de tndudin,: Rossi's o"n. sec Signs, lY, 4 (Summer 1r9). SQ,5-717. 
·• For a lucid anal)si, of the new French ::ieory, see Elaine \la1ks, "\\'omen and 
l1:~ra1ure in fran(,,.·c.:-." and Carolyn Greenstei:, Burke, ''Re;,0rt fror. PariS: Vv'omcn'(. 
Wn:ing and the Women·, \lovcment," Si!(nS, 3 . .! (Sun,mer 19~~). SP-855. 

•·Fora u,dul pl:lcing of Bcrsman·s conc-cpt .,.;thin the ;:cneral ,or.te:\t of the discussion 
cf occuparior.al segrcga1ion, see Fr~nci~c D. B:2:.: an~ Carol L. Jusenius, "Econom1~l~· 
Approaches to Sc., Segregation in the Labor \l~:kcts: ,\n Apprai,al." Siins. I, 3, Pt. 2 
(Spring 1976). 183-5. 

· Adrienn~ Rirh, "P!anetarium:· Poems Seli?c:ed and :;ew. 1950-19,S. (New York: W. 
\\'. :--orton and Co .. Inc .• 1975). p. 148. 

Historicism' 
Revenge 
LEONARD KRIEGER 

''H l'~l'lKI< I~\!" I\ <J:-.:1· ()f-' THO\( \\(1klh. like Rl'n,. 

q•:e:. :.ind _roma111i,i,m, that hJ.\ \O 111:.iny c.li',e1'C meaning, 
h:.:H: been 1<:mrtcd no! 10 u,e it at all. But let u, loo\.. at t, 
01· ,uch situation,. \\'hen term, ha,e mult:rk rnean!ng,. 
r..c:an v.ha1cvcr the user dc.cidcs that they mean. In ~uc:, 
h:,:orian ha, the rare chance to overcome thr !imitation, l, 
on him by the language which he inherit,; and 1 for on~ 
f:.:11 advantage: of this chance. Let us say, ,~.en. th;i1 ~..-:,:· 
,::e rositicin in the philosophy of history that dis,ol,cs all 
si~::am of hi,torical becoming, C\'eniuating ultim:itel~ 
-~. o~thy position of historical relati, ism and in the adm · 
?~oblem of the "anarchy of \'alues"; and, because rhilo,, 
\-.:!., such a bad name outside of Germany, lei us say :il,o .. 
~efers to the position of practicing historian, who ,imply 
cutside of history and write as if e\'erythir.g were histor, 
:::dic,·e it or not. The negati\'e attirnde rowa;d all things G 
e·.·inced in the Italian, French, British, and America;, 
;::,hilosophy of history is, of course, related to the pvlitic:i: 
Germany during this century, but the noxiousness his< 
::c:-ifirm a prc-cx_isting cu\'tural atti:ude than to ground it. 
is more fundamental than reference to Nazism and Ge: 
v. ould assume. Like the reprobatio:-i of all things Frc, 
F:-ance in the late eighteenth century. the o~position to th 
a matter of style and form as much as political and .:ultu· 
Tne discussion of this prejudice would take too long a ti 

pursued further here. 
For in our view of historicism, it is hard to think of 

nold Toynbee who is not a historicisr. It includes the grc 
nay-sayers like Croce, Collingwood. am! '.'-.lannh~im: t. 

15 ' 



Repori;:_on the Literature and Arts session at Newport 

Professor Curtis Dahl chaired the session on art and literature, presiding over a 
panel made up of Anne Murray, Sheila Shaw, and Catharine Stimpson. Thre.e questions were • 
postulated: where are we now?, what ought we to do?, and what can we do? Presentations 
from the panelists provided a starting point for discussion from the faculty members at 
tending the session. 

The most specific presentation came from Ms. Shaw, who described the three courses 
she has taught, at thre~ different levels, during the past few years. A traditional 
"images· of women" course has provided material for p ap e r s and discussion in Enr,l ·i sh 101. 
A course combining the "images" _aspect with material on the writers themselves was given. 
last year at the 299 level,· and introduced students to "The Epic Age of Women Writers. 11 

A senior seminar on feminist literature and criticism opened up to students much of .the 
work that has been done since 1970, and aroused excitement in students.who were exploring 
a kind of criticism they had never worked ~ith before. 

Hs . Shaw had doubts about the need ·for the "Lmag e s " course, vhi ch could· make women ' s . 
literature a sort of "Jane Cr ow" subject, tucked off by itself. Questions were raised 
about the problems of the teacher whose period included virtually no women writers who 
could be included in the syllabus. Should time be spent explaining why there were none? 

_It .was a problem that beset historians of music and art as well, _and discussion returned 
to it more broadly later in the hour. 

Meanwhile, other problems were touched on. How could one reconcile one's own fem 
inism with the "repelently patronizing" attitudes some earlier critics and writers had 
toward women? How do we show the stereotypes in criticism, and break the conventional 
molds? Should we change the canon and perhaps at the sametirne change the standard of 
what we bring into our already crowded courses?. s·110uld we teach more from the historic 
or the po Li.t i.c a.l- point of v i ew? Mr. Dahl asked the La s t two quc s t i ons in response to 
Ms. Shaw's statement that we needed.more than "women writers" or "images of women" courses, 
and must work to balance and integrate the curriculum. 

Ho r e i que s t Lon s and musings grew spontaneously from this pres_entation. One must be 
careful not to preach.. Women could be feminists and scholars--a feminist's mind need 
not be "angry mush." "Political" was a very broad word. There was a sense of assurance, 
too, that one could build on the traditional women's courses. St~ategies used th0rc 
could be integrated into other courses. The bibliographics, reading lists, and knowledge 
of available materials are essential for the integrated as well r1s the specialized cour-ses. 

Anne Murray surveyed the changing situation in art--the past decade has produced 
masses of resource material,' as well as an increasing number of women artists, and such 
works as Art and Sexual Politics. Some of the problems are those of the teacher of 
literature: how can women artists be fitted Lnt o an already jammed syllabus in Art 101? 
Must the canon be changed, because women often produced untraditional works such as 
qui1ts and cmb r oi d o r y ? l I ow c:1n o nr- dc:il w l t h ll1<' p:1t1,·i{"\• ,,f 1,•,,1-k:: :111d 'i n f o rm.r t f o u F rom 
centuries before the nineteenth? 

Style is obviously a major point. The recognlze<l women of any period kid sty} cs 
that were similar to those of their male contemporaries, even though the subject might 
be different. How should one deal w:i,th women who painted in another style? comments 
from the audience suggested that it was impossible to tell. an artist's sex from the 
style of the work. Again and again the question turned to the canon. Were there works 

_of art being overlooked because women, denied access to the traditional channels of 
artistic_production, had turned their talents to other forms? 
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A series of suggestions were made, some by Ms. Murray and some from the floor. 
Certainly students should be made aware of the condition~ of creativity under which 
women labored. They should be told, too, of women's role as patrons. They should be 
led to examine the images of women one sees in art. Or should they? Perhaps students 
should be taught to respond as women.· Certainly we should be wary of projecting our 
own attitudes back into history. And certainly a little "ghetto" of women and art at 
the end of a survey coarse should be avoided. Students should learn to compare criticism 
by men and by women of. the same works. 

Finally the ·question was raised of how to cope with ~11 the problems that has been · 
noted. Should there be a curriculum revision? Should there be a new course that examined 
the problems? Should there be a careful exploration of the ways students respond as 
women? New materials should be incorporated, backgrounds should be explored; student 
creativity should be encouraged and taken seriously, and there should be a me;isure of 
re-education for the facul~y. None of these suggestions w~re regarded as so radical 
that they couldn't be follo~ed e~en by a person who is not a passionate feminist. 

There were caveats, however. We must be sure that the f;iculty get good enough 
with these new issues so that students are as well taught as they are in more conventional 
materials. We must- beware of doing too much changing of the curriculum when students 
yearn for stability. On the other hand, we must not try to settle on some fixed feminist 
curriculum. And finally, those who were better informed reminded some of the other, we 
must be wary of conflating "feminine", "female", and "feminist", as they were different· 
conditions with different aesthetics attached to each. 

Mr. Dahl turned to i'-Is. Stimpson. for a final few wo r d s . She adnu t t ed t ha c no t .. ill 
the answers were kri.own, but was glad that we were at least trying to get at the questions. 
She noted various books that might be helpful, suggesting that we tell students of their. 
reception as well as the contents. She re-emphasized her own hope t.h a t, sound s c ho l.ursh Lp 
and feminism should not be regarded as mutually exclusive, pointed again to the wide 
range of opportunities for wotnen , and encouraged the faculty members to continue wrestling 
with the problems for which even the experts had no absolute answers. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Frances Shirley 
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DEPARTMENT OF CLASSICS October 9, 1980 

To: Ruth Scihmidt, Provost 
·1~rom: Jennifer Roberts 
Re: ~tudlcs in Pcrsuective Session at Newport Conference 

The Studies in Perspective group d.rew about fifteen poo p l.e ; the 
d epar t.ncn't of history accounted for the larc:est number of t.he s e , and r.o s t 
of our discussion focused on the te;:ch::.:12~ o:' h i s to ry , 2.lth,:n:,;:: I t:::i<-'\.: :0 
steer it into areas which would be of more Lrrt.cr est to those faculty who 
re-presented departments such as philosophy and rel:i.gion. Our guest, 
Eli7,abeth Fleck, spoke abo u.t models wh:1.ch have been clev:e1opcd for i.ntro 
d uc Lng more or the ncu rcc cu rc h on wo11H)lt in l.« tho curricula of r.urvcy 
courses in American History and 1.-/estern Civilization and gave me an 
address to which to write to obtain these, to wit: 

Hachel Fuchs 
Office of Women's Affairs 
Indiana University 
Bloomington, LndLana 

Our discussion f'oc us ed on a number of conc er ns . li'irst, several faculty 
expr es s ed interest in finding ways to inteGrate more research on women 
into presently existing courses without lo~ing too much time to devdte 
to other important/topics already in the syllabus. Secorid, several 
people reported negative experience in presentin~ social history to 
their students in courses whose main focus was not on social history; 
they so me t.Lries found that the "soft" so c i a L history s egmen t.s appealed 
to weaker students while a Ll ena.t.t ng t he stronger students, 1,ho wanted 
more "hard" political and diplomatic history. I stressed the fact that 
incorporatine; more material on uomen into the history curriculum s eemed 
to me i.nevi t.ab ly to cn t.a i.I a basic shifL to r.oc t n I hLsto r y and :;uc~(:'.cstcd 
that the reservations some people were ex~rosslng stemmed more from ambi 
valence about this shift of focus than from any ambivalence a to u t the 
new research on po men per se. I also reported that I had redesigned rny 
Roman history course this semester so as to shift the focus to social 
history and that I wa:, ea~er to ·see ho« th.i:; 1:ould work out s i ncevmy :. 
t.rn.i n.i.ng is ch.i cf Ly in political and di p Iornat i c history. 

'-le n l no 1:;,b,0d the q ucc ti o n of' how muc h 11(: w:tnl.l)'1 to chiltl/~l) the cur 
riculum by ;,, few hi.rc0 (;h.1,nte~; in the :.,yllabl :infl how much we v.m t cd to 
change it by a consistently different pc r s poc t.iv o in t.eachi ng the same 
materials in the c Las.s room , A.Uson Bernstein, who had by this time joined 
our g ro up , provided what I t.ho ugh t wr\re very helpful insights here. I 
raised some of the issues that were t.r ea t cd by Cathz .. rine Stimpson in her 
keynote add r cr.o . How are we to deal with Lho peculiar overlap of life 
:ohilosophy and r es ca rcb interests wh:l.ch c ha.r ac t c'r i ze s t'wo men ' s studies" 
(and I use t.ha t ph.rn.s e in bot.h senses of the vo rd )? '.·!hllc no logic die- 
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tates that people who are doing the new research. on women should share a 
fairly unified set of values about women's roles in society, nonetheless 
there is in most cases a pattern: feminists are far more likely to be 
do int; this research than anti-feminists. No s t .ihca ton faculty (c:ale and 
female) ar e fe;ninist~;; no s t of us t.h l nk it l_s_ our jd1 to ~e.'.\c::1 va Lur s , in 
some sense; but vhcr e does enlic;htcnn,ent st...11) ;u;,i Lndoc Lr i ua l.Lou O<.\:,tn':' 
Finally, many faculty present reflected ambiva Lenc e atout the real pur 
pose of incorporating more research on women into the curriculum. How 
much of this is ba.s ed on a (perfectly lec;i t i ma t e ) concern that our students 
should know more a bo u t women 1.n history th::i.n they do bcc aus o they t,:·c 
women, and how much is based on sincere feelincs that the present cur- 
r Lcu Ium is, objective1y s peak i ng , unbalanced? How much of what we are 
p Ianrri ng to do, in other words, would we do just the same if we were 
teaching men students? 

'.,fhile the individual concerns I have ci tcd. here may seem to suc;cest 
a fundamentally negative attitude on the part o.f the faculty rnembers·pre 
sent, this wc1.s not my overall sense of the session at all. It is my feel 
ing that nartlcin~nt::; as a whole left the Meeting with an enthusiastic 
commitment to br oad cn our curriculum in ord e r to Lnc o r r-o ia te n.o r e of t.he 
new research on 1;om6n. \'le are s Lmp Ly concerned about finding the most 
honest and effective way to do this. 
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TO: Bonnie Spanier, Director, F1PSE 

FROM: Thomas Osborne, Sociology with John Miller, Economics 

RE: Report from the Session on Social Science: FIPSE conference September 6th, 
1980, Newport, R.I. 

A signific~nt caveat must be made before tl1e report is presented. The report 
is a compendium of impressions from several people as to what happened at the meeting. 
We hope that there are not too m.:iny gross omissions. If persons who were there 
have changes to make or additions that should be included please do not hesitate to 
send them to us: then, a final, more polished report can be compiled. 

Nuances of discussion, the.rather rapid nature of exchanges at all levels were 
impossible to record. However, it was our impression that the session was very active; 
it pursued a numbei of crucial problems in approaching the topic of self assessment 
and curriculum adjustment. \~e believe most persons came ,11,:1y wi t h t lie c onc Lus i on 
that some grou_ndwork was laid for considerable further thinking about· the implications 
of subjects discussed. 

Participants: Joseph Fleck, Wellesley College, Consultant 
Tom Osborne, ~oderator 
John Miller, Assisting in Report 
Nancy Heer, Presenter 
John Burton, Presenter 

General Issues Proposed for Discussion at the Meeting: 

Since the goal of the grant is ~wo-fold both aspects o[ tl1e proposal were used 
as the basis for discussiori: 1) to undertake a self assessment to determine where 
we think our fie1ds are at in research on women and :inco~peration of research 011 
women into Wheaton curricpla 2) what changes might be undertaken to maximize use of 
the material now available on women in Wheaton's Social Science Curricul~. 

Presentations: Nancy Heer; 

Ms. llcc r discussed So v i.c t Politlcs and the pr ob l cms c n c o un t c r c d in the inclusion 
of material on Soviet \fomen into L11c cou r s c 011 So vl o t l'o l i t l cs . Sile po t n tr-d out t ha t 
although literature on women exists one must spend time ."to <l_.Lg it out." Site noted 
that although many women appear to hold positions of high status and some power the 
real power remains in the hands of male decision makers. For example, although there 
is a high percentage of women in the medical profession in the Soviet Union, the pro 
fession itself does not have the status it does in the USA. 

She _stated that incorporating new research on 1~0111c11 into hc r c o u r s c d.i d not 
change the basic mission of the course; to enable students to develop a comparative 
perspective with which they cnn nssess the world around them whether this be the 
~orld of men, or of women or of both. 
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John Burton; 

Mr. Burton discussed the role of the An r h r o po Lo g i s t in the> field as a d a t a 
collector and therefore an "outside o b s e'r ve r " in a society. His work done I n " 
Africa showed that being an outsider cnme first as Enr as status in the society was 
concerned so .t ha t whether or not he was a female o r male made little difference. 
It did not appreciable interfere with his ability to ask about the role of the 
family. However, he did note that in East Africa he was unable to ask women how 
many children they had. Only a woman could ask that question. 

He suggested that this raised several questions foi the discussion group; to 
wh<;1t extent are men who study women in our own society "outside observers"? How does 
this status, if it is the ·case, affect men's-ability to do research ~n women and 
present the results? 

General Discussion: 

In the general discussion ~hich followed these presentations a number of issues 
were raised on which considerable debat~ was centered. We have grouped th~ issues 
into several categories for clarity. 

1) Why do a number of students react with alarm and some opposition to the 
new research on women? 

It was suggested that students a r e less threatened by Marxism than Fem l n Lsrn 
possibly because their own perceptions of themselves more traditional than i::llose in 
keeping with new research; that many students find the new research of systematic 
discrimination threatening to their more traditional plans for the future which 
are seen as unrealistic compared to new definitions. New research on women bring 
long held beliefs into question and inject uncertaint~ into student's lives. Mr. 
Fleck cornmen t ed in this regard that 'if you can't rely on sex roles what can you rely on.' 
It was -c onc Luded that alternative views of sex roles was important to communicate 
and that a survey of where the students arc at would be most important. 

2) The college needs to examine the total environment of the students in 
conjunction with curriculum anilysis. 

A view was expressed that the total environment should be closely related to 
the curriculum so that it,can support the social and political changes implied by 
the new research. 

Considerable discussion related to tl1e interface between career and.family 
goals for students. The institutions of work and f ami.Ly p rc s c n t conflicts of wh i.ch 
many students arc nwn r e , but they a r c not ·sure how they w.i Ll, d c a L with them. The 
nd ml n is t rn t Lou is dc d.i.cn t c d to 111:ll,i.111', c:h:rni~c~i; t h a t i:11pport r-mpl o ycc s who a r c n t t cmp t Lng 
to b a l anc e family .Li f e with their careers. There seemed little .qucs t Lon t ha t these 
concerns~ family and career are salient for most students. 

It was pointed out t ha t there is a class bias in career-family orientations. 
Where most students see their work as o corecr, non-college, lower socio-economic 
women work outside the home in a job rather than a career; as a need to supplement 
and increase family income rather th.:.in a m.:ittcr of fulfillment of idc>ntity needs. 
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3) Is Social Science Value-Free? 

Although the discussion made it clear that the various disciplines represented 
at the meeting see their areas in various stages of awareness of bias a major question 
was, what bias? Is the new research on women value-free? It was concluded that 
such research is no ~oie value laden than any other research. In addition it was 
thought that many ar e.as have been male dominated in terms of research as well as 
presentation. Numerous examples of this were given. ·For example, women's work in 
the home is ignored in economic statistics. Although Sociology and An t hr cp o Logy 
have had strong emphises on women's research it was observed that the large amount of 
material has had strong male biases for years. 

4) What kind of changes should and could be made in our various programs? 

It s e emcd quite c Lc.i r t ha t; much n1:1LtcrL1.\. r,'f'_:,rdl,-:::, Pl lll'l,I 11:11: no r b,'l'\\ 
interpreted from women's perspectives. For example, Locke's justification for 
the laws of the State (the protection of private property). from a women's perspective 
was tha~ the justification does not apply to wo~en since they were not allowed to 
hold private property, and it follows t h a t women were _then under 1ittJc ob Li g a t i.on 
to observe the laws of the state. In Sociology heads of households as a v.:iriable 
has been almost exlusively male. The perspectives of women need to be better 
emphasized in dealing with most general topical areas. In order to do this faculty 
should become better acquainted with research in their areas and incorporate such 
in their various courses. 

It was observed that this was already being done; in Psychology in particular, 
as well as other behavioral sciences. The question was roise<l os to a natural 
progression of more material or abrupt readjustments and reactions of the students 
to the latter. .> 

It was concluded that dep.--n:tments should form Ln t c r n a L committees to evaluate 
area curricula, and that partial release from teaching time mlght e xpe d I t c aiwlysls 
and restructuring of curriculas. 

It was also agreed that there is a necessity to present the broadest implications 
of the new research on women; that the problems are not merely field or area problems 
but gender problems: who sees what and from what perspective and what should be done 

about it?. 

Conclusions 

There seemed little doubt of the need for curricula improvement witl1 respect to 
new research on women; that fgrmolization of an alreody strong commitment to change 
be undertaken; that there is need to undc r's t and wh.i t the f a c u Lt y can do and where 
the students are at in trying to implement policies; that·this particular group was 
aware of many in field and general problems and issues; that creative research may 
result from some efforts; that l~1eaton is alteady doing a gr~at deal in focusing 
its attention on the need for changes; and that this p a r ti.cu l.a r discussion group 
as a whole-had no reservations as to the importance of affecting needed changes. 
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To: Ruth Schmidt, Provost 

From: Sharon Boudreau and Bo jan H. Jennings 

Re.: Natural Sciences and M.::ithematics Curriculum 
Newport Conference 

The Natural Sciences and Mathematics curriculum group W3S chaired by 
Nod cr a t o r , Bo j au Jennings; D'i s c us sa n t , John Kri.c hc r : a ud Consultant, Evelyn· 
Fox Keller, of Ll1'-' Division of Na t.u r n l, Sc i cuc o s :1t: SUN\ I'u r c ha s c cu r r cn t Ly 
Visiting Fellow) MIT, Prog. of Science, Technology anJ Society. 

At the onset of the meeting, group memb c r s cxp r e s s cd some puz zLcmcn t . 
about .integration of the new scholarship of women into the science cur 
riculum. Dr. Keller agreed that incorporation in the sciences is difficult 
due to the involvement with the teaching of the scientific method. She out 
lined a spectrum of feminist criticisms of the sciencts. · Included in this 
spectrum were the observations that both the history of science ancl 'the 
current working scientific community are male clomina ted. IJhy aren't more 
students enrolling· in mathematics and s c i o nc c cour s cs " h'hy is s c i o n ti f i c 
history so dominated by males? In answer to these questions, she pointed 
out the tremendous a nxi c t y a s s oc i a t cd w.i.t h our c u r ri c ul ums . St ud cn ts mus t 
be shown that they can succeed if they w~111 t: t.o . A s i.mp.l c 1nc1 t huma t i c a.l p rooI , 
which the student can carry out on her own, gives her the confidence she needs 
to tackle more diffi~ult problems. Wheaton faculty mentioned the detraurnatiza 
tion that currently takes place on the first meeting of an introductory 
biology course. · 

In the scientific literature, women in the past have been given in 
adequate credit. The convention of using· one's first Ln i t i aI s in pub Li c a t i o n 
is also ;:i d Ls c r v i.c e to women. Dr. Koller st1p,gcstcd that faculty members try 
to open up their disciplines and talk about: t h e scientific founders.· Don't 
try to rectify history, but involve o nel s students with current researchers 
in the field; both ~en and women. 

Floor d i sc us s Lo ris Luc Lud cd concerns as t.o t cac h i n~; t hc myth about sci 
ence or the truth. The life outside the student •·s .i.vory tower is very 
c omp e t i t i.v c , but just how much of t h.r r r colLt y should we tench? Will the 
b cg Lnn i ug s t u.l cut !)(' ,;,·;1rl'd ;11,,1y c vo n l1c·l",1r,, ::!1,· h.r.: ::I till l,•cl t h c- d!::c:·J11.l l.u o ? 
Dr. Keller pointed out that women tend to go through college by book learning 
and are very naive. Men, on the other hand, have set up a series of networks 
which helps them deal with the competitive nature of society. ~!.:iybc wh.i t is 
needed are special programs to train and educate women in this area. Herb 
Ellison mentioned the current assertive training programs available on the 
Wlll';1 ton c;11110.us. 

Also discussed were que~tio11s on the feasibility of a successful career 
and marriage. Can a woman have the best of both worlds? Is it a tough road 
to follow? Women may think of themselves .1s self-sufficient Ln t e l Lcc t u.i l.Ly , 
but not necessarily economically. Workshops :i.n cnreer planninG m.::iy be help 
ful. 

, __ 
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Ruth Schmidt, FIPSE Project Director ~ ~- 

As you may have heard, the Fall Faculty Conference at Neftort is 
heavily subscribed and we are looking forward to a stimulating and enjoy~ 

· able time together. Whether or not you are able to attend the conference, 
you may wish to read the materials in the accompanying folder~ Hlease 
pring these materials_with you if you~ going-~ Newport. By means of 
this sheet I hope to bring you up to date on logistics for the Conference, 
If you have other questions, ca I l, the Provost 1 s Office as early as possible, 
in case others are needing answers to the questions in your mind. 

TO: 

FROM: 

A bus, the two Wheaton College vans, and some private cars will be 
leaving from the Meadows parking lot shortly after the end of the faculty 
meeting on Friday. Assuming that the meeting lasts no more than one hour, 
we shall plan to leave at approximately 3:15 p.m. In order to facilitate 
loading of the vehicles, the drivers will'' have a list of those to go in 
vans, bus, and private cars. Please note that we have planned for those 
who requested bus transportation; ~ c:!.£. not expect to have extra ..§Jlg.C~ 

for anyone who h,;1_§ not already ~igne.d. 1!.ll• People taking their own cars 
may pick up a map and directions to Salve Regina in the Provost's Office. 
It would be helpful to us if everyone taking a car to the conference would 
let us know your appr~ximate departure time, for we have some specialized 
schedule and transportation needs to be arranged. 

At Newport College (Salve Regina), we shall be housed in Miley Hall. 
College officials there will be issuing keys according to the list of 
reservations of single and double rooms sent to them last week. If there 
are any changes from the notification given to us, please let us know im 
mediately in order to avoid problems on arrival. All persons not coming 
with spouses have been assigned single rooms. Rooms occupied by two people 
will have two keys i'ssued. The College has not been definite on its check 
out time, but we are hopeful that they will let us leave things in the rooms 
until after the clamboil. However, there is the possibility that we shall 
have to vacate the rooms earlier in order to allow them to clean. In that 
event, we shall designate a place to leave luggage for the afternoon. The 
bus and vans will leave for Norton following the clamboil, probably about 
dusk. 

If there are persons who wish to rent a room for a second night at 
Salve Regina, those people must indicate this at the time of picking up 
their keys and pay the Newport College directly. The rate is $12.00 per 
person in double occupancy rooms and $17·.so for single occupancy. This 
does not include any meal service. 

-~a,,_/,~,,/JJO: ~ .,~~dta?'ld}J .' t/ieJ-~JJe,<!dhJ 
~7- D~0J>~1,~&w£1~ //1aJ:/2/13 
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