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Letter	
  from	
  the	
  Editor:	
  
Dear readers,
Welcome to New Leaf. I assume if you’re
reading this you probably have some interest in the
environment, a bit of interest in feminism, or both. If
any of those connect with you, congratulations, you
came to the right place. The problems attached with the
environment are becoming a more pressing issue as time
goes on; people are starting to have to take
responsibility for the mistakes we have made, and are
still making, in regard to how we treat the environment
and planet earth. Sustainability is continuing to become
a more important focus for the world. As well as
sustainability, feminism is continuing to work towards
its goals of equality for women. While these issues
might seem like two very different problems, they are
actually interconnected in many ways.
Ecofeminism tries to explain “why feminism
and ecology need each other” (King, 1989, p. 407).
Ecofeminism draws on the connections between the
oppression of women and the oppression of nature and
how, by studying these two similar oppressions, a
strategy can be found to help both women and nature at
the same time. Not only does ecofeminism want to
identify and fight these systems of oppression, it also
wants to “consciously choose not to sever the womannature connection” (King, 1989, p. 410). Part of the
reason women may be oppressed in the way they are, is
that they are seen as closer to nature. “Since it is always
culture’s project to subsume and transcend nature, if
women were considered part of nature, then culture
would find it “natural” to subordinate, not to say
oppress, them” (Ortner, 1974, p. 204). New Leaf is
trying to continue, and expand on, the discourse
surrounding the issues of the environment and how they
may more closely affect women. Whether or not women
are closer to nature should not matter. People should not
see nature as something weaker or as something that
needs to be dominated.
As well as being viewed as closer to nature,
women are often affected more by changes in nature
than men. For example, in 1991 a cyclone in
Bangladesh “killed almost 140,000 people, 90% of the
victims were women and children” (Buckingham, 2004,
p. 152). Women are also more likely to be abused in hi-
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-gh stress situations; times after or during a natural
catastrophe are certainly times of higher stress
(Buckingham, 2004). These sorts of disadvantages may
have more to do with the cultural differences of where
women spend their time (in the home with no way to be
contacted about a disaster versus at work), whether or
not they know how to swim, etc. These sorts of
differences are as much a feminism problem as an
environmental problem. As global warming continues to
change weather patterns, some areas may experience
more extreme storms and natural disasters, meaning
more situations like the Bangladesh flood. If feminism
and environmentalists can work together, the gap in the
ratio of women to men being affected by natural
disasters may shrink.
Ecofeminism is more than just women claiming
they have a spiritual connection to their mother Earth.
There are real problems facing a greater number of
women than men. New Leaf wishes to educate women
on the greater impacts they can have to help themselves
and the environment and why these connections are, or
should be, important.
-‐ Ariane Beckman	
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http://www.jainerose.co.uk/produ
cts_pictures/Earth_Woman_web.JP

Woman and
Earth
By: Hadar Zeigerson
Mother Earth has been
the iconic symbol for nature for
longer than many religions and
ancient practices. The conceptual
tie between femaleness and the
environment is timeworn but
deep-rooted. Many ecofeminists
point to evidence of a time,
before patriarchal rule, when this
female-nature connection was
revered and raised up within
culture (The Green Fuse, 2012).
In societies where culture has
developed in separation from and

“Are women
actually closer
to nature?”	
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“transcendence” of nature, women
are denigrated, as they are still linked
to that which is considered inferior
(Ortner, 1974).
Before discoursing further, let
us reevaluate some of these
assumptions. Are women actually
closer to nature? Why does this idea
persist? How can this tie support
feminism, and how does it weaken
the movement? These are the
questions that are considered in this
discursive article, which aims to
celebrate as well as problematize the
earth/woman metaphor.
There are a variety of theories
on the link between woman and
nature. The most common is that
women’s bodies are physiologically
more linked to natural cycles and
systems, such as menstruation and
pregnancy. There are assertions that
“woman’s traditional social roles,
imposed because of her body and its
functions, in turn give her a different
psychic structure, which, like her
physiological nature and her social
roles, is seen as being closer to
nature” (Ortner, 1975, p. 214). In
other words, women’s link to nature
continues to be expected and thus
imposed, yielding the “all natural”
results and beginning the cycle all
over again. It’s a self-affirming
progression. However, there is still a
humanity about women, which
makes them embody a sort of culturenature paradox, or a place of
intermediacy (Ortner, 1975).
This has a few implications.
On the one hand, historically this has
put woman in an inferior position to
man, since she is less “transcendent
of nature,” the paradigm for which
looks like this:

	
  

1. God
2. Man
3. Woman
4. Children
5. Animals
6. Nature
(The Green Fuse, 2012)
Therefore, women are inherently
inferior according to this hierarchy.
On the other hand, however, this role
of intermediacy makes woman like a
bridge of sorts between humans and
nature. While this has also been used
in society as an excuse to enforce
tighter control over women (Ortner,
1975), I think this idea also
contributed to the pre-patriarchal
societies that included Goddess
worship and matrilineal marriage
culture (The Green Fuse, 2012).
Nevertheless, it is stressed
that in reality men and women do not
differ in their closeness to nature
(Ortner, 1975). We are all conscious,
thinking, rational human beings. We
all are born, eat, sleep, poop, and die;
we grow and make mistakes. Most of
all, we all are “aligned with culture,
in culture’s ongoing ialectic with
nature” (1975). However, in this
patriarchal society, the iron tie
between women and nature also
contributes to women’s
objectification.
Fast forward from Ortner’s
writings in 1975 to last week’s high
school game. The last seconds ticked
away as one of the teams won by a
landslide. Among the frivolous
cheerleaders egging them on the
winning team members fist and chest
bumped each other saying “Yeahhhh
we RAPED those guys!”
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The use of rape as a metaphor has its application to
nature as well. Chris Clarke (2006) in the Earth
Island Journal describes his frustrations with the use
in environmentalist movements:
“While denigrating the concerns of their sisters
about the systematic sexism in the movement, male
activists would use the word “rape” with some

abandon to describe, say, a strip mine or a clear
cut.” Similarly, Ynestra King identifies how males
have seen nature, like women as “something to be
dominated, overcome, made to serve the needs of
men” (King, 1989, p. 411). She describes how this
interpretation of an “other” that is always
subordinated by the dominant subject is an
outlook that originates the denigration of women,
and all marginalized people.
The use of the word “rape” as a metaphor
for what industrialization may be doing to the
earth merely cheapens both intended uses. Where
entire ecosystems are being destroyed by
organizations, the word “rape” implies the work
of one bad individual in a way that ruins it for
everyone else, further supported by the term
“virgin” for unmarked forestry or land (Clarke,
2006). It misses the collective nature and
consequences of the act, and it makes a horrific
comment on the traumatic experiences of rapevictims. By saying that a “virgin” land got
“raped,” not only is the actual damage that has
been done belittled, but it sends the message that
non-virgins or rape victims are destroyed, ruined
for everyone else (Clarke, 2006).
In order to minimize the objectification of both
women and nature in our current patriarchal
society, a change of rhetoric is in order. It is
necessary for men to identify with nature,
nurturing, and life-giving as much as women,
rather than the media-imposed ideas of life-taking
as being masculine and culturally superior (King,
1989). One suggestion for actively doing this is
changing one of the most important aspects of our
lifestyle: our diet. Carol Adams suggests in her
book The Sexual Politics of Meat that meat-eating
enforces the idea of hunting, dominating, and
devouring an “other” which is not conducive to
the hierarchy-free ecofeminist ideal.

“It is necessary for men to
identify with nature, nurturing,
and life-giving as much as
women, rather than the mediaimposed ideas of life-taking as
being masculine and culturally
superior.” 	
  

She advises changing instead to an all plant based
diet that encourages growth, nurture, and harmony.
Whether or not this would actually make a change
in social consciousness is tenebrous. However, it
would be a huge step forward to shrinking our
carbon footprint!
So… the answers are still pretty murky;
women aren’t necessarily closer to nature, but they
do embody a lot of nature/environmentalist
imagery, which can be good, but can also be bad,
but if we make it about being good then it can be
good. Right? It’s a balancing act. Shiva tells us
that,
“The recovery of the feminine principle
allows a transcendence and transformation
of these patriarchal foundations of
maldevelopment. It allows a redefinition of
growth and productivity as categories
linked to the production, not the
destruction, of
life. It is
thus
simultaneously an ecological and a feminist
political project which legitimizes the way
of knowing and being that creates wealth
by enhancing life and diversity, and which
delegitimizes the knowledge and practice
of a culture of death as the basis for capital
accumulation” (Shiva, 1989, p. 409).
In other words: Learn woman to love earth.
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Ecofeminism is a very
interesting construct of thought for
the reason that the connection
between ecology and women seems
to be quite arbitrary. It is as though
someone one day just decided to
throw some issues into one pot for
the fun of it. One could explain the
connection like Ynestra King did,
saying nature, like women, is
“objectified and subordinated” by
the patriarchy , making them both
dominated aspects our society
(King, 1989, p. 412). In theory this
is a perfect explanation for this
curious connection. Nature is
dominated by human civilization in
many ways, including our search for
fossil fuels, depletion of water
sources, and more. Our decisions
affect the Earth, and manifest
themselves in problems like climate
change, which can modify
ecosystems, affecting the wildlife
and how well it is adapted (National
Geographic, 2007).
Women are dominated in
similar ways. One feminist writer,
H.I. Hartmann, was not far off when
she wrote that the men of the
patriarchal society that presides
right now unite “in their shared
relationship of dominance over their
women; they are dependent on each
other to maintain that domination”
(1981, p. 308). We see problems
like unequal pay for equal work,
sexual objectification, and a rape
culture of victim blaming, which all
bear down on women to make them
an “othered” group.	
  

“We see problems like
unequal pay for equal work,
sexual objectification, and a
rape culture of victim
blaming…”	
  
	
  

A	
  Biological	
  Basis	
  
For	
  Ecofeminism	
  
By:	
  Jack	
  Ahern	
  
With all of this in mind, one
must think, “can this connection
between fellow dominations really
be the only reason a thing like
‘ecofeminism’ exists?” I would like
to think not. I think there must be
some larger truth, some greater link
binding women to nature. It is my
thought that—in addition to the
connection patriarchy dominates
nature just like women—the
biological sex differences between
male and female can be
theoretically applied to explain a
specific relationship betwixt women
and nature physiologically.
The first question to raise is:
Are women more serious about the
care of nature than men? A study

“Are women more serious
about the care of nature
than men?”	
  
done by Eisler, Eisler and Yoshida
makes for very good support. They
had participants take a survey in
which they rated many different
aspects of nature on different
conditions (Eisler, Eisler and
Yoshida, 2003). Ultimately, this
survey could be used to specifically
measure how much the participants
“care” about the environment. What
they found was that, while males
showed a greater knowledge about
the environment, female
participants “showed higher
motivation for ecological thinking
and behavior.” This is a great basis
to work with because this study

followed the scientific method and
quantitatively showed a significant
relationship between the female sex
and levels of ecological thinking.
The real question that remains is,
“why?” Why is there a relationship?
What difference in biology between
men and women, that is consistent
across cultures, could explain this
heightened need to preserve the
environment?
One explanation that could
be considered logical is that of the
difference in risk-taking behavior
between men and women. One
study done at the University of
Maryland found that men exhibited
significantly higher risk-taking
behavior than women (Byrnes,
Miller and Schafer, 1999).
Furthermore, researchers found that
the gender gap was larger in a subcategory they referred to as
intellectual risk taking. Intellectual
risk taking defined the tasks in
which participants “were mainly
concerned about getting stuck on
items or exposing their lack of skill
when they fail” (Byrnes et al.,
1999). Risk-taking, in the
intellectual sense, is especially
applicable to risks surrounding the
environment. Males may see their
actions and influences on subjects
closely related to the environment
as less problematic; therefore, they
may not see how their actions can
affect the environment in a negative
way. This may be especially true in
situations where their intellect is
threatened.
	
  
Another explanation is
concerned with differing hormonal
responses in men and women.
Oxytocin is a hormone that is
released by the posterior pituitary
gland. This hormone is released in
many situations, including during 	
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sexual intercourse, stressrelated activities, and
childbirth. One of the main
effects of oxytocin is the
creation of feelings of trust
for other people.
Interestingly, oxytocin coats
the inside of the uterus
during childbirth,
stimulating contraction to
pave the way for the
newborn. This helps create
the first bond that a mother
feels with her child. From
amount of oxytocin released
in the process of childbirth,
we can infer that females
experience its effects
strongly, creating that
mysteriously powerful
mother-child connection.
Similar are the results found
by Ježova, Juránková,
Mosnárová, and Kriška
(1996). The researchers
performed an experiment on
gender differences using rats
as their subjects (Ježova,
Juránková, Mosnárová, &
Kriška, 1996). Their main
finding was that females
experienced an enhanced
oxytocin release in
situations of stress in
comparison to males.
What can we take
away from these results?
How does this apply to a
care for nature? One theory
could be that since there is a
significantly stronger
relationship between women
and their children due to the
hormone release, then
women are more inclined to
leave their children a
healthy Earth after they die.
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Another theoretical way of
looking at it would be to
relate oxytocin’s larger
role in women compared
to men to its effect of trust
and understanding. Maybe
since the hormone has a
greater presence it allows
women to apply that
feeling to a bond with the
Earth that she does not
fully understand. Perhaps
could be because—apart
from her body—it is the
only thing she remains in
complete contact with all
the time; a relationship
comparable to the bond a
woman feels with her
child.

	
  

“Women feel
biologically more
connected with
nature…”	
  
I would like to
stress that this discourse is
mostly speculative;
however, this speculation
is based on real studies
that have yielded
fascinating results. This
supports the theory that
women feel biologically
more connected with
nature—a theory
suggesting that there truly
is a biological basis for
ecofeminism, as opposed
to the simple domination
connection.
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Fashion For Environmentally Friendly
Feminists, In All Shades of Gender
By: Hadar Zeigerson

“In language we distinguish between someone who speaks a sentence well--clearly,
and with confidence and dignity--and 	
  someone who speaks it badly. In dress too,
manner is as important as matter…” –Alison Lurie, The Language of Clothes
(1981)

	
  
Fashion. Style. Chic. These words are more
controversial than they may at first appear. It’s an ageold contradiction: for women there are fine lines
between dressing fashionably and looking like a slut, or
between being modest and just an un-stylish slob. For
men the contradiction tends toward being “homo-status”
fashionable or being an out of style dork. Everyone
wants to look fly. But fashion is more than being “in” or
“out.” Fashion allows us to adopt personalities or/and
demonstrate our tastes. The clothing we choose to don
in the morning before taking on the world embodies the
identity within which we confine ourselves for the day.
Ilya Parkins describes fashion as the “entwinement of
material objects with apparently discursive practices of
identity”(Parkins, 2008). With today’s cosmetic
technology you can do wonders to your aesthetic. From
hair products to nail accessories, you can touch up every
inch of your body in order to make the statement that
truly suits… you?
Gender conformity as a concept of appearances
is no new fad. Many feminist writers have articulated
that the beauty industry, which imposes itself so
invitingly, is the manifestation of our male society’s
objectification and sexualization of women. Generally,
women’s aesthetic is imperative to their social identity.
Among men, one’s appearance is also a manner of
identifying, as seen by the dozens of pairs of Nikes
neatly paired in many male’s closets. However, men
mustn’t seem too concerned with fashion, else they be
stripped of their masculinity. It’s always a balancing
act. When does fashion get to be individual expression?
Are we collectively usurping all our natural resources,
one department store at a time, just so we can continue

chasing that goose named Social Acceptance?

	
  

Jeanine Delombard describes her own
experience of mis-fashion as a tool to identify and be
accepted. In the university she needed to dress how a
lesbian was supposed to—i.e. butch—in order to feel
accepted into the gay community there. She wore a
baggy, masculine style, despite her secret deep-love for
mini-skirts and make-up. Her discomfort in her body,
thus fashioned, was manifested in an eating disorder.
When she finally found and expressed her inner-femme
she describes how her identity was suddenly
illuminated (Delombard, 1995). This idea of selfexpression that is entirely unrelated to how lesbians are
“supposed” to look is true to the artistic, innovative
nature of fashion. It should center on the creation of the
aesthetic, and about feeling at home within the identity
your body represents.
A similar case is the emergence of the
flamboyantly stylish male, demeaned by society—often	
  
labeled homosexual or womanly—for partaking in a
feminine activity. Or, the trans woman beauty
contestant, disqualified for her originally un-feminine
body parts. These examples of an exclusively gendered
form of fashion demonstrate not only oppositional
sexism—which is intolerance to any deviation from the
gendered norm—but, furthermore, are transmisogynistic, a term used by Julia Serano in her “Trans
Woman Manifesto” (2005). It implies that the double
standard against men participating in feminine activities
(whereas women are encouraged to do masculine
activities) continues to enforce the hierarchy of
masculinity over femininity. Where men participating in
fashion are viewed negatively, girls playing video
games or sports are often viewed to be extremely
attractive. Clearly, this is because football is a much
more valuable activity than clothing design.
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As humorously put by Jill Filipovic when defending
Fashion Week in The Gaurdian:
“I hope Fashion Week naysayers were also
turning their noses up at last weekend's moneydrenched Superbowl, even the best fashion shows
don't cost $126,666 per second or $4m a spot like
Superbowl ads. And for everything [negative] you can
say about fashion . . . at least it doesn't require its
players to literally destroy their brains in order to
succeed” (Filipovic, 2013). By accepting the men who
want to engage in fashion, we are asserting that a
typically feminine activity is equally worthwhile as
any standard male interest.
Not only does fashion challenge the duality of
masculinity vs. femininity, but on a philosophical level
it also challenges the duality of subject and object.
This duality is the very basis for “othering,” through
which sexism as well as any other dominance-based
relationship occurs. Parkins describes the way fashion
asserts that a “garment’s meaning is related to a
material body,” and thus a “psychic intimacy between
subject and garment, subject and fashion, prevails”
(507). This connection and deep relation between
women and dress (or, as I like to interpret it, the
feminine aspect of all humans and dress) disrupts the
separation between subject and object, separation that
normally allows for denigration of the non-self.
According to Parkins, the relationship created by
fashion in which the object becomes an active part of
the subject signifies an interaction with internalization
rather than objectification (Parkins, 2008). Finally, for
fashion to be an effect of the identity it is important to
consider the ecological footprint we each leave on this
Earth. There is room for innovation in fashion
regarding technologies for more durable, multiuse,
everyday clothes. Also, there is a new trend toward a
minimalist lifestyle. When creating a representation of
one’s identity, one would think to find comfort in
consistency. Jennifer Navotney is a blogger who gives
advice on succeeding in these goals on her website
“Parentista” (Navotney, 2013). For the women who
feel they are never dressed like themselves but
“continue to shop and buy things they think will make
their wardrobe complete, only to later realize that they
just have more clothing to sift through” she says to
“start with the basics and don’t deviate.” Every
minimalist wardrobe has the basic articles of
clothing—i.e. one favorite jacket, one or two pairs of
favorite jeans, a few chic blouses or shirts. Every
mini-

	
  

Volume	
  I.	
  Issue	
  I.	
  Spring	
  2013	
  
	
  

-malist wardrobe has the basic articles of clothing—i.e.
one favorite jacket, one or two pairs of favorite jeans, a
few chic blouses or shirts. “Be wary of trendy items” she
cautions, and “focus on classic, timeless pieces that you
can wear year after year”(Navotney, 2013). Navotney’s
concept of developing one’s style and personality with a
minimalist outlook seems to be unwittingly
environmentalist. She rejects buying clothes because
they’re on sale and recommends avoiding falling for
trends, which entirely counters the consumer industry’s
goals. Navotney has solutions for a simpler and happier
style of life.
Everyone wants to look fly. If we start with the
bare minimum, our naked selves, and add only what we
want to wear for forever and a day, our self-expression
will be more authentic, both to ourselves and to the
sustainability of this earth. Companies like Patagonia are
looking to create apparel that will last and look how you
want. Quality over quantity is the new trend. Support it.
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New	
  Leaf’s	
  One	
  on	
  One	
  with	
  City	
  Council	
  Woman:	
  

Brandy	
  Williams	
  

For this issue, New Leaf spoke
with recent Colordo Springs City
Council Member Brandy Williams.
During her involvement with City
Council, she worked to have solar
gardens installed here in Colorado so
people could invest in and use the
energy harnessed from them to run the
utilities in their homes. She has
definitely had a diverse background that
has allowed her, specifically, to see very
different aspects of life. A great example
of an experienced feminist, she has
experienced the underpinnings of the
patriarchal society that exist today. Her
experiences with unequal pay give her a
keen insight into how women do not get
taken seriously in male-dominated
professions. In her case, it was in practNew Leaf: How did you get to where
you are now?
BW: I have two brothers, and,
obviously mom and dad. I was just
telling this story at lunch today,
growing up, well my dad is a
cattle rancher and he’d take all
of us to the ranch and at no point in
time did he say, “well, Brandy, you
can do this, and the boys can do
that.” It didn’t work like that at all. If
there was something that had to be
done, all of us were doing it. So, I
guess, from early on, I didn’t see any
kind of discrimination at all. I was
really just one of the gang, whatever
the gang looked like at the time. And
my Mom actually got her undergrad
at Colorado College and went on to
get her MBA and went to DU to get
her Law degree. So I have the luxury
of coming from a strong background
with a strong female and my dad
would say, “there’s nothing you can’t
do.” So I went into civil engineering

	
  

-ices concerning her civil
engineering degree. Her story of

Aliquam	
  
2	
   me of the
unequal pay reminds

Lily Ledbetter act, which cites the
importance of gender indifference
while writing someone’s
paycheck (Dade, 2008). 	
  

“Well, Brandy, you
can do this, and the
boys can do that.”	
  
and I went to Carnegie Mellon.
Interesting enough, it was
about fifty-fifty: About fifty
percent women and fifty
percent men, but that was back
at Carnegie Mellon. Then I
came back here and started
working and you could count
on your hands the number of
women engineers that were in
the firm that I was in. That’s
kind of when the adventure
started. And you could see
then, I started with a friend of
mine and he had one more year
experience than I did and made
a dollar more than I did. A year
later, I had received a 26-cent
raise and he had received a
two-dollar raise over the 	
  

Williams discusses that, even after
this act was passed, pay inequality
remained an issue in the workforce.
After discussing some of the
gender discourse that Brandy
Williams has gone through, we
shift the focus to her work with
solar gardens in Colorado.
Williams notes that sustainability
has been a big part of her life since
she grew up on a farm. It was
important that everything be made
to last as long as possible. Her
home was much
too far from any5	
  
Donec	
  
store to justify going there for one
or two things--there was no way to
just go to a store and buy another
“whatever you need”.

same time for the same degree, worked
just as hard and it didn’t stop. I thought,
“This is ridiculous.” So, one of the things
you do if you want more money in a job is
you keep moving around. It’s really hard to
say, “I’ve been at your company and I
think I need more.” Both of us negotiated
relatively equally, it’s just once I got there,
the pay raises were just not the same. So I
actually moved to Florida for a little bit
and came back. When I left Florida, I was
making 22 dollars an hour and when I
came back they actually gave me a three
dollar raise so I was making 25 dollars an
hour. While I was gone, they’d hired a
student who just graduated from the
School of Mines at 22 dollars an hour. So
they were paying me for my four years of
experience the same amount they were
paying this male who graduated from
college three months before I got back.
Needless to say, I was livid. So the next
time I moved I, again, negotiated myself a
ten-thousand dollar raise but the problem
is that once you’re behind, you’re always 	
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behind. So I had enough with that and I decided to start
my own company, which I did. And then I got into
politics.
New Leaf: Did your inspiration specifically come from
your experience with getting paid unequal wages for
equal work?
BW: It was a piece of it. It was essentially saying, “I
know I’m qualified to do the job, but because I was born
a woman I’m not being taken as seriously.” So that’s
why I figured I’d run for politics to see what the city
would have to say about it.
New Leaf: What other inspiration motivated you to start
getting into politics?
BW: It’s a case of, when you sit down and think about
it, almost every aspect of our lives is affected, in some
way, shape or form, by politics: How much you pay for
groceries, how much you pay for gas. Essentially, if
money is changing hands politics has a role in it. And 	
  

when the government went through and changed their
laws based on who could or could not borrow for a house,
which completely affected the entire nation. So it was a
case of, if these changes are coming and I never like the
way they’re going, I can’t just sit back and say, “you
should, you should, you should.” I might as well see if I
can get elected and then the only person I have to point at
is myself.
New Leaf: I remember you mentioned that you went to
elementary schools to talk to students in the public school
system. What kind of message are you most adamantly
trying to convey to them?
BW: There’s actually a program in town called STEM:
Science, technology, engineering and math. And one arm
of it is focused on girls. So I’ve spoken at UCCS twice to
these girls. They bring them to the campus for a day and
try to spark that interest that science, technology,
engineering and math are fun, can take you places. The
message I try to convey isbyline
that it’s
	
   not as hard. You know

	
  
people always go, “Oh god.
Science and Math. That’s got
to be challenging.” With the
right applications, it’s not
difficult. I mean, it’s learnable
and it can take you, almost,
wherever you want to go. I
have a lot of my friends from
college who have degrees in
engineering and have never
practiced it at all. Yeah, but it
opened doors for them because
employers and people around
the world know that if you
have that engineering degree,
it’s a thought process through
which they can learn and be
taught other things.
New Leaf: What do you think
about the term feminist? Would
you define yourself as one?
BW: Okay, you’re going to get
a fun story. So, my dad has
listened to Rush Limbaugh for,
essentially, his entire life. So I
grew up as this petri dish child.

“Oh god. Science and Math.
That’s got to be challenging.”	
  
I remember he had this saying I’ll never
forget for as long as I live. It would go,
“We’re fierce, we’re feminists and we’re
in your face. He spent years making fun
of women and feminists. So, when
you’re ten years old you don’t know any
different and then you get older and
you’re like, “and I’m still not getting
paid as much as the men in this room?”
And I think it’s shifted because, when I
was little I was like, “oh yeah that
sounds awful.” Again, my dad, while he
listened to this show, I got treated like
everyone else and then I got out into the
working world and found out that wasn’t
the case. So then you’re like, “alright, we
got to keep fighting.” And I think we
have to keep fighting until we have the
equality.
New Leaf: So now let’s get into the
more environmental side. How would
you describe your experience in working
with a solar panel company?

	
  
	
  

Lorem	
  Ipsum	
  

BW: So, how it started was on
Colorado College campus two years
ago, there was an event to meet the
candidates. David Ampster was
actually the one that put it on. I was
already very involved in
sustainability and I think it really
goes back to my time on the ranch.
You have to use everything you have 	
  

“We’re fierce, we’re
feminists and we’re in your
face.”	
  
until it’s literally turned to dust and
it’s no longer usable anymore. So
sustainability has been in me ever
since I was born. It seemed like a
natural fit. I didn’t even know there
was a fancy word for it until I got
more involved. So we started talking
about that and passive solar which is
one of my biggest passions. I think
that if we could just construct our
buildings differently and our homes
differently, then we would use less
energy, especially being in Colorado
with our 300 days of sunshine.	
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And that’s what my parents had, a
passive solar house. Again, I was
spoiled in that regard. I was a child and
didn’t realize till I was older, “not
everybody lives like that.” So one of
the houses that I bought was absolutely
freezing. No south facing windows and
I was just thinking, “who thought this
was a good idea?” So we talked about
that and with lots of meetings, lot of
poking and lots of prodding, we had a
solar garden program by September
2011.
New Leaf: Where are the solar
gardens?
BW: The first one is down at
Venetucci farms. There’s one at Good
Shepherd Church. And there’s one at
some utilities property right across
from the interstate.

New Leaf: So how have you
worked with the scrutiny that the
use of solar panels has gotten?
BW: So we passed the expansion
of the Solar Garden Program
yesterday.
New Leaf: Great!
BW: And that was brutal.
New Leaf: Oh.
BW: Because you’re absolutely
right, we were getting fought
tooth and nail. And it’s so hard to
sit there in those meetings and be
like, “do I tell the people the
truth? Do they really want to
know the truth? Do they really
care about all the other programs
the government subsidizes?” No.
They just don’t like this program.
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So to have to sit there and hear
people say, “how dare you take a
quarter out of my pocket every
month” it’s just unbelievable when
as much money gets taken out for
other things like our federal taxes
that we pay, we pay, and we pay. We
don’t get money back. We have
state taxes and we pay those. At
least, with these particular dollars
that are coming out of your pocket,
they’re going right back into your
community. And not only is it going
right back into your community but
they’re bringing money from other
communities because we have one
of the first programs in the nation
and people are so excited about it
that people from California are
cutting checks to people here for a
quarter of a million dollars. So talk
about bringing money into the
community.

New Leaf: Well I think that’s going to just about cover it. Thank you for meeting with us!
BW: You’re welcome!

So, all in all, Brandy Williams was very helpful in informing us on the inner-workings of the political
and professional world. How ridiculous is it that a male student, who had been out of college for merely
three months, was being paid the same amount as she was, with four years of experience? Sometimes it
is truly astounding how inequality can rear its ugly head. Even more amazing is that people think this
kind of thing is completely okay. It just shows how our patriarchal society is bearing down on women on
every front, like Heidi Hartmann states in one of her pieces (Hartmann, 1981). We can think of how far
we have come in equality historically. We can look at all the things women used to not be able to do…
ever. Now, there is so much more equality, it is wonderful. But, we still have a long way to go. There’s a
long road which must be traveled if we are going to get anywhere near what we are striving for. So, what
are we striving for? We are striving for a world without “others,” without people who feel unjustly
judged. This world may not be a thing we can ever attain but, like the philosopher who knows he cannot
know everything about the world, we can all try the best we can. If we do that, maybe we will get close.	
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