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Reflecting on the hostages

DAY 7, THE REAGAN PRESIDENCY
(A.K.A., sanity held hostage)--
Get ready; the media blitz over the
hostages’ return will get worse before it
gets better. Before you can say relent-
lesscommercialexploitation, the TV
docudramas, quickie paperbacks and
talk show spots will bury us in our beds.
The only trick the public relations
savants haven’t pulled off were halftime
interviews of the hostages at the Super
bowl. (**He’'s some kinda ayatollah, isn’t
he, Howard:

Lost in the orchestrated patriotism
surrounding the 444-day standoff is the
rcason the kidnapping of the 52
Americans occurred in the first place:
our government’s overthrow of the
popular Mohammed
Mossadegh in 1953, and the restoration
of the Shah by the CIA. Throughout the
administrations of Presidents
hower. Kennedy. Johnson, Nixon, Ford
Carter, America
supported the Shah

thousands of Iranians by

government of

Eisen-

and enthusiastically

and bankroll

torture of

SAVAK, his secret police, that far
surpassed in barbarism the treatment of
the American hostages. Had the Shah
been able to stay in power, President
Reagan would surely have flooded

I'ehran with arms and money, as he is

LIVING IN THE US.A.
What was so wrong about Ace ad?

EDITOR'S NOTE: In the December
1980 issue of the Flint
published an ad from Ace's Record
Exchange which consisted of a

Voice, we

“new
wave woman in punk sunglasses and a
leather bikini. We received many letters
criticizing ws for printing an ad that was
demeaning to women. We agreed with
our critics and decided to take a closer
look ar policy. One
member of our volunteer staff. Doug
Cunningham. disagreed with our policy
for printing the ad. and asked to write a
Here is his per-

our advertising

dissenting response.
sonal opinion on the subject.

I love sex. A lot.

Judging by the avalanche of mail the
Voice got for publishing a full-page
photo of a woman in a bikini, many of

vou out there don’t.

I thought the women's movement had
outgrown and transcended the kind of
knee-jerk ‘‘feminism”’
outpouring of
Voice's

displayed in the
bemoaning the
decision to run the Ace ad.
Many of you who did

letters

Apparently not
write called yourselves feminists—then
gave the Voice motherly admonish-
ments for being naughty.

All bikini?

Come on. Is this progressive feminism?

this over a woman in a

Is this ?

One

‘enlightenment’

person even wrote that it was

doing now for the murderous military
junta in El Salvador.

American foreign policy, not only—or
even primarily—the religious fanati
of Moslem revolutionaries in Iran was
the cause of the hostage crisis. The
mass kidnapping and.imprisonment of
embassy personnel was the effect.
It's important to keep that in mind as
Ronald Reagan, Jimmy Carter and
others huff and puff about the tarnishing
of our national honor. Leaders truly
concerned about national honor would
not underwrite dictators around the
world and call it respect human
rights.

O

for

Repeated reports in the mass media
charge that the hostages were tortured.
That the Americans suffered fear and
intimidation is clear. Two women report
being forced to play Russian roulette by
their captors at the beginning of their
1 tell of
held in solitary confinement for
attempting to

captivity. Sever ex-hostages

bei

several
Many

escape, and

others say guards struck them.
about

All

wondered

ex-hostages complained

»d and accomodations. under

standably  worrie and

whether they would be released.

The suffered numerous

indignities, to be sure, but evidence that

hostages

they were tortured is slight. No hostage
died in captivity and none appeared to
be seriously ill, physically. Their plight
does not compare to the thousands of
rapes, mutilations and executions
documented by Amnesty International
and others under the Shah—and in El
Salvador, Chile, Haiti and other
countries run largely with American tax
dollars. It does not diminish the anguish
of the hostages to that their
imprisonment more nearly corresponds
to the conditions in many United States
prisons; where Americans incarcerate
other Americans for crimes real and
imagined, than to foreign concentration
camps.

For having endured imprisonment
with their pride largely intact, the
hostages are now being lionized. Yet, as
novelist Herbert Gold pointed out in a
perceptive article in the San Francisco
Chronicle, seek their
fate, rising above their previous condi-

heroes usually

tion to attain heroic stature. The
hostages did not choose their role; they
were government employees who

happened to be in the wrong place at the
wrong time, pawns on the chessboard ot
international power politics, who en-
dured their unexpected imprisonment
as best they could. They are not heroes,
but victims, and their exaltation in the

public mind says more aboutAmericans’
need to believe in something—almost
anything—than about the actual circum-
stances of the seizure.

In the end, the hostages were
used—are being used—in the manner
of persons who remain powerless to
determine their own fate. They were
used by Iranian militants and parts of
the Iranian government to strike back at
the U.S. for our long-time orchestration
of Iranian affairs—and, perhaps, to
distract other Iranians from the prob-
lems of the Islamic revolution. In this
country, they are being used by the
merchants of mass culture, disappointed
in the slow sales of Lennon memorabilia.

And, of course, the hostages are
being used by the New Right and the
celluloid cowboy in the White House,
who see in the very human anger over
the extended crisis a chance to resurrect
the big-stick diplomacy of an earlier era
If Ronald Reagan, his sidekicks in the
Pentagon and the corporate desperados
in his cabinet have their way, *‘Tie A
Yellow Ribbon "Round Old Oak
will soon be replaced on the
irwaves by *'Onward Christian
Soldiers.”’ That would be the final
indignity, for the hostages, and for
people everywhere who wish to survive

the
Tree”’

nation’s z

these perilous times.

‘disgusting’ to picture a woman in a
bikini in an ad. Disgusting? A woman in
a bikini?

Those letters say more about how we
feel about our bodies and our sexuality
than about sexism.

I know this is a sexist society. 1 know
1 know that
continue to be oppressed in
ind 1 know the media is

it's a
women
countless way:
instrumental in that oppression. T just
don’t think an ad picturing a woman in a
bikini is either sexist or oppressive.
This whole thing raises questions
about just what we mean by ‘sexist’. 1
maintain that we often confuse sexism
with that

sexuality,

patriarchal one.

overreact (o
erroneousl v

sexuality,
expressions of

we

labeling those expressions sexist—and
that we had better clarify the difference.
Although she wasn’t nude, nudity is
really what all this is about. What those
letters said that nudity, or
near-nudity, is degrading to females.
Nudity is NOT inherently
Human beings have painted, sculpted
and

female
sexist.

photographed nudes

recorded history.

throughout
Our attitudes about our own bodies
root of our

Somehow,

sexuality is at the
‘sexism’.

and our

attitudes toward

we've got to get to the point where

nudity—male or female—isn't viewed

by Doug Cunningham

as ‘‘disgusting”’.

There's nothing wrong with titilation.
Nothing wrong with looking at photos of
nude huma nd getting turned on by
it. And unless you're prepared to
condemn the entire advertising in-
dustry—because advertising by its very
nature is manipulative and exploitive
don’t condemn the unclothed
human bodies in ads.

Taking written pot shots at the Voice
for printing a full-page photo of a
woman in a bikini only detracts from
efforts to deal with real, extremely
serious problems of sexism like wife-
beating, sexual harassment on the job,
and economic exploitation of women.

There's an underlying assumption in
those letters that because the woman in
the ad chose to appear in a scanty bikini,
she must be ‘unenlightened’—or worse,
not bright enough to know she's being
‘exploited’. The possibility that she is
an intelligent, aware person comfort-
able with her own body and uninhibited
isn’t con-

use of

about displaying it even
sidered.

And itis HER body. It doesn’t belong
to any of the letter-writers who see it as
some sort of common property called
‘collective female image’. Every one of
you who wrote letters probably believes
a woman has the right to an abortion

she's

because it's her body dealing
with, but you can’t allow a woman
ownership of her own body when it
comes to appearing scantily dressed.
Suddenly it becomes a female image.

It's really hard in a society like this to
fully relate to your own sexuality, much
less interact with someone else’s. And
there are many forces at work—on every
level—to repress sexuality, distort or
contort it. So we grow up with all kinds
of serious sexual hang-ups because of
the weird way modern, mainstream
America deals with it.

From the *‘dirty’” words to the funny
names they give our genitals to the
strange effort to stamp out all
education in our schools, we're given
very powerful subconscious messages
about sex: it's wnnatural. Something to
fear, something ‘‘dirty’’. Men are
supposed to always be on the make and
women are supposed to keep us from
“*scoring’’. That’s all changing slowly,

sex

but we've still got a long way to go.
Sex is fun, sex is natural and sex is
exciting. There's nothing wrong with

sex or nudity.

Some of us, hell, most of us, develop
the attitude, though, that sex is some-
how not to be fully enjoyed. 1 think those
letters about the mani-
festations of that subtle attitude.

Ace ad were







