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million copies. The book could also be borrowed from libraries despite the fact 
that it was on the Catholic index of forbidden books. So why was Iris von 
Roten's work such an offence? One may identify at least four major reasons: 

First, Iris von Roten dealt with all these topics in one book and showed 
that, and how, they were linked: housework and a mother's love as fetters in 
respect to women's free choice; bad working conditions in employment; a lack 
of political rights; housework as an argument for salary-based discrimination; 
housework and its connotation as a sign of love for husband and children; sex 
and marriage as power relations; women's supposed smaller intellectual 
capacities and the way that incapacity was construed; arguments against 
women's better formal education; and motherhood as a refuge for women. 
While von Roten' s Swiss sources, such as the survey of statistician Kate Biske 
or the findings of economist Margarete Gagg, a researcher in the Federal Office 
of Labor, focused on a single topic and just hinted at the overall effects, von 
Roten explored them all in their interrelatedness. And thus she went beyond 
what might be considered her field of expertise, the legal situation of women. 
Physicians and psychiatrists like Richard von Krafft-Ebing, August Forel, and 
Theodoor H. van de Velde had dealt very cautiously with the topic of sex and 
reproduction, always trying to avoid any semblance to pornography. The reader 
of the 1950s would not allow a lawyer to write openly and without apologies 
on so discrete a topic. 

Second, Iris von Roten was a lawyer and, given her own family 
background and university education, a member of a privileged class; and 
above all, she was the wife of a lawyer who belonged to the aristocracy of the 
Canton of V alais and was a Member of Parliament representing the Christian 
People's Party (CVP). Her status, therefore, made her analysis of women's 
oppression less credible. It was easily rejected as coming from those who had 
everything, but were never satisfied. Upper-class society disagreed with von 
Roten's analysis, working-class people viewed it as coming from the wrong 
side, and people from the lower classes and the Left claimed that she offered 
wrong solutions. For in the 1950s Social Democrats as well as trade unions 
considered better wages and social security for everybody matters of prime 
concern. The idea that "everybody" might be male was not thought of. Thus 
Iris von Roten was caught between a rock and a hard place. 

The women's movement. which one would expect at least to understand 
and support her ideas, saw her endangering the coming referendum. They may 
have been more understanding once the referendum was defeated. Political 
correctness and prudence had led those who wanted to win the referendum to 
be cautious They attempted to persuade the male voters of the justice of their 
demand for women's suffrage, but without ever reproaching them for having 
it denied for so long and without ever attackip.g them. 

Third, but that was exactly what Iris von Roten did, not only by her 
arguments, but also by the way she wrote. Her style was witty, sarcastic, ironic, 
polemic, and sharp. Sentences like the following may serve as examples: "The 
prerequisites in order to define men as the legitimate candidates for all coveted 
positions in community life changed in the course of the times. They were 
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always taken from the domain that enjoyed the most authority at the time" 
(159). Or: "Why there are no lady cooks in executive positions is pretty 
obvious, once you look at the entirely un-amusing panorama of female 
professions" (162). Or: "After copulation the two partners have problems of 
very different orders of magnitude: she wonders whether she's going to have 
a baby, he, at most, where he's left his bus pass" 
(162). "You were afraid and actually feared that, 
along with political equality and the concomitant 
hope of women's equality along the whole line, a fly 
would settle on the pacifier, like a poster of the 
opponents of women's suffrage showed quite clearly, 
once and for all, even for the opposition 100 years 
ago and in all countries. But basically it's not a 
matter of thinking of an infant's pacifier but of one's 
own, that is, of the pacifier of a giant infant who 
thinks women simply exist as the self-sacrificing 
providers of an oasis and the spiritual and material 
comfort of childhood in the midst of a hard life. They 
are concerned about the well being of that big baby, Courtesy of Plakatsamm­
not actual babies. The giant baby wants its pacifier" lung der Schule fiir 
(532). Gestaltung, Basel 

And further: " ... without the political equality of 
the genders, you are worth more as a man than a 
woman, and you get at their expense more out of worldly life and, thus, want 
to continue getting more out of it. For whatever is granted to women in the 
manner of dominance, you yourself are apt to loose, no matter whether it be 
power, influence, money and other assets, self-confidence, prestige, and 
convenience. And, of course, you don't want that. Nobody wishes to 
disintegrate, loose either power, self-esteem, money, or convenience, only so 
that women now get more of all that (507-508)." And: "Bearing children is, no 
doubt, a woman's talent. She is creative, even if only physically so. Men do not 
have that ability. It is rather difficult to accept this deficit. It can only be hidden 
by the illusion of being superior to women in other areas." (353). Finally: 
"Pointedly enough, no other form of government is able to illustrate the 
repression of women in their function as members of the female sex as clearly 
as the democratic one, if it denies political rights to them." (469). 

Although Iris von Roten enclosed a long and impressing list of references, 
she did not cite them in what I would call the humble gesture of the scholar 
who tries to convince by quoting other important authorities. It is the I-gesture 
of Frauen im Laufgitter which adds to the image of a political tract and of the 
author as a selfish, dogmatic, and narcissistic person. 

This vehement, astute, and ardent work was not written in a style people 
were used to in the Switzerland of the 1950s, and especially not by a woman 
writer. This was not the kind of book that wanted to win over an audience, and 
the author was not a humble petitioner. The book was aggressive, it attacked 
male dominance, it attacked patriarchy, - and men - did feel attacked. 
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