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news_ 

abortions at d.c. 

general hospital 
WASHINGTON D.C.: Three months after 

Judge Gerhard Gesell ruled the abor 
tion statute in D.C. unconstitutional 
and paved the way for legal freedom in 
the doctor-patient decision on abor 
tion, the demand by D.C. Women's Lib 
eration that D.C. General Hospital 
perform abortions on request has been 
turned down by the District of Colum 
bia's Department of Public Health. 

After four meetings with the de 

partment's committee on abortions, Wo 
men's Liberation had asked acting 
health director, Raymond L. Standard, 
to give D.C. General's administrators 
official permission to do abortions 
within acceptable medical practice. 
The "acceptable medical practice" 
clause was inserted to assure the phy 
sician that the hospital would back him 
if he refused to perform the operation 
where some medical problem precluded 
surgery at the time (forcing a woman 
to give birth, however, has not been 
known to solve any medical problems). 
Dr. Standard has interpreted the clause 
to mean that he should have the sup 
port of the two medical societies. It 
is not clear whether Standard will al 
low abortions on women whose requests 
are backed by other physicians or psy 
chiatrists. 

Abortions may not be performed at 
Catholic administered Georgetown Uni 

versity Hospital, Freednan's Hospital, 
Doctor's Hospital, which has no obstet 
rics department, and Providence, which 
is also Catholic. The bulk of the 
abortions in this city are performed 
at George Washington University Hospi 
tal , Columbia Hospital for Women, Wash 

ington Hospital Center, and Sibley 
Memorial Hospital. Thousands are done 
at these institutions each year. 

A very samll number are done for 
women who do not have the ready cash 
to pay in advance. Doctors' fees 

range from $250 to $700, psychiatrists' 
fees from $30 to $100, hospitals' from 
$200 to $600. Some of the hospitals 
require two psychiatrists' letters, 
some only one; but the D.C. anti-abor 
tion statute doesn't require letters. 
This clearly means that a poor resident 
has no place to turn except D.C. Gen 
eral , which is required by law to care 
for the District's indigent patients. 

In 1968 D.C. General performed 
only seven therapeutic abortions, but 
treated 600 to 900 women suffering 
from the after-effects of septic abor 
tions. Septic abortions are when an 

attempted abortion, usually self-in 
duced leaves the fetus intact and in 
fected. It is obvious that there is 
a pressing need for free, safe, early 
hospital abortions. Dr. Standard does 
not agree. Neither do the two local 
medical societies. 

The Public Health's committee on 
abortion does recognize the need. The 
cormrittee was set up by Dr. Standard's 
predecessor, Dr. Murray Grant, after a 
sit-in at his office staged by Women's 
Liberation and City-Wide Welfare Rights 
Organization. It includes Dr. Ernest 
Lowe, Chief of Obstetrics at D.C. Gen 
eral Hospital, and Dr. John P. Nasou, 
medical director at D.C. General, Dr. 
Nina Woodside, deputy director of the 
D.C. Department of Public Health, Dr. 
John Schultz, psychiatrist at D.C. Gen 
eral and head of psychiatry at George 
town University Hospital, Elizabeth 
Nickens, head of the social service de 

partment, and Dr. Leroy Jackson, chief 
of the Maternal and Child Health sec 
tion of the Health Department. 

Also represented on the committee 
were members of the Welfare Rights 
Mothers Organization, the Medical Com 
mittee for Human Rights, and D.C. Wo 
men's Liberation, a Roman Catholic 

priest who is a physician in charge of 

Photo by: P. Ferity 
"Abortions are boring and distasteful.* 
Dr. Ernest Lowe, Chief of Ob./Gyn. at 
D.C. General Hospital at a meeting 
with Women's Liberation and Welfare 

Rights on abortions at his hospital. 

obstetrics at Georgetown University 
Hospital, and Dr. Harry Douglas of the 
D.C. Medical Society. Neither of the 
last two returned for discussions ex 

cept at the last meeting when the 
priest, Dr. Beaumiller, stated that: 

1) Georgetown residents in obstetrics 
would not perform abortions and 2) if 
D.C. General started to make abortions 
part of its obstetrical service, 
Georgetown would no longer make its 
obstetrical personnel available for 
medical care in that hospital. 

The situation is complicated by 
the fact that no significant support 
for abortion services at D.C. General 
Hospital has come from Black women. 
95% of the patients at D.C. General are 
Black. Is legalized abortion really 
Black genocide 

? the argument of Black 
radicals -- or is it a way to save some 
10,000 women who die each year from 
botched abortions? 

Photo by: J. Fenty 
Etta Horn of City-Wide Welfare Alliance 
and Susie Buckley of D.C. Women's Lib 
eration at meeting on abortions. 

bread and roses 
BOSTON: Thirty women from Bread and 
Roses, a women's liberation organi 
zation, stormed into the offices of 
radio station WBCN Friday the 13th 
of February, protesting the station's 
male chauvinism. They demanded, in 
partial reparation, an hour of prime 
evening time of Sunday, March 8, In 
ternational Women's Day, to present 
a women's liberation program. Leon 
ard Cohen, the station manager,agreed. 

As a Valentine's Day present, the 
women presented Mr. Cohen with 8 live 
baby chicks, pointing out that women 
are not chicks. 

s. korean women 

fight degradation 
BOOPYUNG-DONG, South Korea (LNS) 

- When 
Amerika's fighting men go overseas, they 
expect that there will be prostitutes 
to service them in their hour of need. 

The women who are expected to serve 
as whores, however, don't always blith 

ely accept the role - 
though the extreme 

poverty of the nations occupied by the 
U.S. often compels them to accede. 

Korean women, in particular, have 

steadfastly resented the prostitution 
expected of them. This resentment has 
been intensified since U.S. occupying 
troops tend to be especially brutal in 
their treatment of prostitutes. 

Last year, for example, hundreds 
of women staged a memorial march on a 
U.S. base in honor of a prostitute 
who was killed by a soldier. 

In a more recent demonstration of 
their anti-U.S. solidarity, 300 South 
Korean women in Boopyung -Dong, Kyonggi 
Province, held a spontaneous demonstra 
tion against the brutality of U.S. 

troops. The incident broke out when a 

gang of soldiers attacked several women 
on the street, stripping them by force 
and attempting to rape them. The women 

fought back and their cries attracted 
other women - 300 in all - who pelted 
the men with stones and drove them out 
of the district. 

statistics explode 

job myth 
WASHINGTON: The Labor Department has re 
leased a report which shows that women 
lose no more time from their jobs because 
of disability then men--including time 
lost for pregnancy and childbirth. Where 
men and women are in similar levels of 

employment, they have similar rates of 
absenteeism, job tenure, and mobility ac 

cording to the report. 
The report, prepared by the Women's 

Bureau, shows that it is not more costly 
to employ women and that differential 
treatment of women based on alleged cost 
differences is unfounded. Equal Employ 
ment Opportunity Commissioner Elizabeth 
Kuck siad, "the studies have undercut the 
validity of all these generalities (that 
keep women in the home or low-paying 
jobs) and exposed them for the myths they 
are." 
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