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EDITORIAL

GROUP FORMATION can be seen as the major, and
without a doubt the most necessary, acitivity of
women in Canada and the U.S.A. in 1969. In Canada,
groups have evolved in all major cities and on uni-
versity campuses; the same is true in the U.S.A,
where groups have been faster to form and where
radical actions have been more numerous to date.

The names of the groups reflect a radicalism which
is the vital part of any rebelling group (W-omen's
Liberation, Red Stockings, W,I,T.C.H.,) but, although
the names are different and the approaches indicate
intended movement through different social channels,
there is a uniform awareness of woman's present’ sit-
uation and a corresponding desire to change that
situation for the hetter. We are on the same course
because all of us want radical change for the female
half of the human race; the long-range forecast
cannot be other than radical change for all human
beings.

In the spring of 1970 the results of the Royal
Commission on the Status of Woman will be published.
There are bound to be reassuring promises of good
intention from various sections of the community and
the present public attitudes of hilarity, ennui or
disgust will change; be prepared to take a hard

look at the arguments which the big "institutional
guns'" come up with because they will be as old as
Mother Nature herself and will, therefore, be suspect
all the way down the line. Promises of change
should not mislead any of us.

During the coming year this group of 'revolting
females', the New Feminists, will conduct intensive
analyses of woman's situation, will disseminate
literature, will initiate actions and will actively
work to raise the consciousness of women in as broad
a way as possible.

Get on the mark... get set.... REVOLT!




:_"Oh tﬁe arrival of ...
THE QUEEN 1S (N THE GARBAGE " - a novel by Lila Karp

This will not be a review of the normal sort, which is to say, it won't
explicate the book and attempt some kind of critical evaluation. Rather, I
want to say something about why it is important that such a book was written-
and why women should read it.

The title of the book gives the clue to its theme: the queen, contrary
to what popular myth would have it, is not eating bread and honey - she is in
the garbage. Her situation is not exalted - it's debased. It is not desir-
able - it stinks. It is not even pleasantly superfluous. The king is count-
ing money (i.e. wielding power) - she's getting fat in the parlour. It is
without value to anyone, the queen included. It becomes apparent that we are
deallng here with a somewhat rare phenomenom: a view from down-under; a voice
from the oppressed describing its condition.

Politically, this step is very important. Fundamental to the dynamics of
oppression is that the oppressed group comes to internalize the view of itself
helcd by the oppressing group. Examples from the black situation are obvious:
black people apad white people (straight or bleached hair, premium on light
skins, similar dress, etc.) bellev1ng that they were 1nfer10r and that white,
not black, was beautlful Which is to say that they came to accept the white
fantasy of what it meant to be black.

For women, this has meant that we have come to believe that we are intui-
tive rather than rational, that we are helpmates of men, and so forth. We
have internalized the belief that we are adjuncts to men - and it is not the
prerogative of adjuncts to have an independent consciousness. Black people
are now writing the history they've never been allowed; women are still
written out of history. Black people are becoming aware of a shared heritage;
voiaen, still get theirs from men. Black people believe that "black is beauti-
fvl”, and to hell with the white conception of beauty: women are still
forcing themselves into preconceived male models of so-called feminine beauty.
“n sum, black people are creating a black consciousness, while women still
largely see themselves through the eyes of men.

What this means in literature is that we have almost no books in which we
hear the stilled voice speaking out of women's age-old situation. This is not
to say that women are intrinsically different from men; rather, we live out
cour lives in a situation of which men have no real awareness. It is a situa-
tion which stunts our growth as human beings. Worst of all, it is a situation
which ©1inds us Lo e reality of our predicament.

A book which speaks to us of this situation is very important. I'm not
going to talk sbout its specific content because I think it's a book which has
a highly subjective impact. I've not yet heard of a woman reader who didn't
find in it some passage which spoke to her directly out of her own experience.
So L merely say - read it. See where it fits. See why it fits. Be glad
that a woman has finally written such a book for us. The book is being made
into a film.. Be glad of that, too, and look for it.

._) (..
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Femininfy?" o

"She has surrendered her dearest RIGHTS and been satisfied with the
‘privileges which man has assumed to grant her whilst he has amused her with
. the show of power, and absorbed all the reality into himself. He has adorned
the creature, whom God gave him as a companion, with baubles and gewgaws,
turned her attention to personal attractions, offered incense to her vanity
and made her the instrument of his selfish gratification, a plaything to
please his eye, and amuse his hours of leisure...”

Sarah Moore Grimke

The above quotation, written in 1837, is as relevant to the feminist
revolution now, as it was then.

How do we become 'feminine'? Obviously, the way we dress, walk, 'sit, etc.
has somehow become an accepted .(and expected) part of our persomality. The
subject of 'femininity' is one of the 'sacred cows' that very few of us dare
gquestion too intimately. To say that women deserve equal pay for equal work,
day-care .centres, equal representation... is very easy for us, because we can
support this type of impersonal platform without. looking too .deeply into our
own personalities. But, as feminists, we have to go SO much further than
this, that an issue such as equal pay begins to look like a very superficial
argument.., We still have to understand the 'why' of discrimination.

It is difficult to study our own .attitudes because we need to be aware
of just how much we have unquestionably accepted as truth. The fear of not
being considered a 'real woman' stands in the way of development towards
ccuality. How many times have you heard someone who thought themselves to
be "up' on -the woman question remark that: "“Women should have equal rights,
BUT surely that doesn't mean women need to be unfeminine or unwomanly?" To
worry in any way if females will lose their 'femininity' in the coming femin-
ist revolution implies a typlcal anti-feminist attitude, usually entertained
by 'little liberals' Jumplng on the band-wagon. YES, we will lose our so-
calied 'femininity'.

'Femininity' is greeted with smiles of approval, but the patronizing
.lecrs are another sign of our degradation as human beings. We are promised
""power” and "love". This type of power and love is still based on dependence.
The 'good nigger' can only go: so far, We have to get to the point, each one
of vs, of being invulnerable to any suggestion that we are 'unfeminine', and
recognize this attitude for what it is.

As feminists, we are caught in a double bind. The motive behind appear-
ing (somewhat) acceptable when addressing an audience of women on the issues
of feminism is understandable. How far can we go? Will they listen if we
arpear too 'unfeminine'? There is a danger in playing the accepted female--
2cle in any way while at the. same time, trying to change it. To put on!

clotiiing of one-type rather than- another is to make a statement, just as
you make a statement in words. To appear 'feminine' so .
—cont'd-
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as not to offend women (potential femlnlsts), is a compromise similar in
1mpact to a compromise in words. This is not meant to be an argument to
convince all feminists to wear pants (even though I could go on and on about
the symbolic sexual slavery of female garb, and the advantages of doing away
with it)but to have each of us question the motivation behind our conformity.

Some women will argue that they wear skirts, nylons, make-up, etc., be-
cause they choose of their own free will to do so. Others claim that very
few women look good in pants. These arguments are usually rationalizations
for continuing to wear 'feminine' apparel. By whose standards are we to
judge what looks 'good' on females? If you feel that you have freely chosen
your 'femininity', it may be wise to question the coincidence that your
choice is exactly what is expected of you as a female and also that the
majority of females have chosen it. Slavery is hardest to fight when the
slaves themselves accept as their own, a personality imposed on them by their
social situation,

Many people feel that dress, etc., is of little importance in the fight
for: vomen's rishts., It is probably a mistake to spend too much energy on
this aspect alone, as we cannot afford to lose our total revolutionary
approach, but Icot g keep in mind that differences between the clothing,
mannerisms and grooming of the sexes is part of the separation and aliena-
tion of the sexes and needs to be destroyed. 'Feminine' attitudes are just
as prevalent in females as the choice of 'feminine' garb, so there is more

involved than what we wear.

There is, however, a danger that we could end up just "WOmen with jobs"-
BIG DEAL! The cultural interpretation of what a female or a male is, could
remain ba51cally unchanged: our cages could be a little roomier, but still .
cages. To raise male children to be 'masculine' or female chlldren to be
'feminine' is to mentally cripple them for life, Ideally males and females
~.should aim for the same balance between 'femininity' and 'masculinity' to
become well-rounded human beings, and we must hope that eventually both sexes
will be free to develop personalities, regardless of roles.

By attacking 'fcmininity' we will start to get somewhere. By liberating
ourselves, we will have no need to be '"feminine', for we are human beings
and should accept nothing that is taken for granted by society as "natural’
for our sex. The more taken-for-granted it is.... the more suspect. I would
suggest that acceptance of any role-playing sexual differences amounts to a
negative approach and will be harmful to the feminist movement.

-So, accepting nothing, we shall begin,
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Overheard on Bruno Gerussi's morning show. CBL Radio, Tuesday, l3JJanuaf§s

LIBERALS P

-by Joan Lawler

.; Geru551 and guest, Barry Callaghan, discuss revolution.  Which ones are
_for real? Callaghan has all the answers. The French Caladlan is the most:
important (or does he mean successful?) revolution now occurring on-the: North
.,American continent, The black one is in’ frouble since the Black Pa thers
are being systematically picked off, and blacks themselves are divided. ! The
criteria of revolution? The amount of violence, says Callaghan.' The French
Canadians have thrown more bombs over a longer perlod of time. The blacks,
it seems, haven t thrown so many bombs. (Dbes this mean the: black revolution
is less serlous or less important? Or does it mean that blacks are more .
fundamentally oppressed and face more virulent opposition?) .. .- 8. anms

This: preamble' for our purposes adds'up to a definition of revélution
which emerges from Callaghan and Gerussi gs a combination of these things;
long and systematic preparation; violence; and success.' These, it' seems,
Callaghan and Gerussi would accept as seriously revolutionary.

i There follows SOme staLlc about the affrontery of middle-class young
whites who shoot their moths off about the black situation., Example quoted:
a middle-class white "chick” who talks flippantly to a black man-about soul-
food. (Am I being over-sensitive about the example selected, in view of all
those white radical male youths who shoot their mouths off every day?)

. White youth (and partlcu]arly ""chicks"?) should keep qulec;J Callaghan and
- Gerussi 1mply, since they know nothing of black experience. Then Callaghan
and Gerussi, from the depth ‘of their experience as women, proceed to shoot

thelr mouths off about women' s llberallon as follows. :

’Wha; about women s liberation and all Lhat Jazz°"
inquires mild- manned ‘Gerussi of Guru Callaghan

Smug, brush-it-off agreements beiween the two of them that'women are a
"little, repressed in our 5001eLy you know - equal pay and all those trivi-
alities,, But the audacity’ ‘of Lhese women, "they take themselves seriously",
says instant Superman, Gerussi, humourlessly, "no humour'. "And to make the
master-slave analogy with blacks - it's dlsaustlng'“ howls Callaghan. "What
woman was ever lynched in our society?" (Or spent her life 'as a man's un-
paid, personal house servant, or had her body bought and used, or suffered
a beating from her masterful husband every Saiurday night, or was forced to
breed babies she didn't want? According ito Callaghan and Gerussi, the cri-
teria of 0ppre551on ‘and ‘a master-slave relationship is that you be lynched.
Otherwise, sisters, you're laughing).

So our analogy with blacks is fallacious and disgusting? Eldridge

Cleaver, male, militant, revolutionary, black, Black Panther, doesn't seem
to agree, In fact, he finds the analogy very serious indeed:

-cont'd-
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... even old faithful Uncle Tom has a self-image. All men must have one
or they start seeing themselves as women ... "
el

What is Cleaver saying? That a woman is a person without a self- 1mage°
That's a serious state of oppression for a black man, Cleaver seems to be
saying - but he's also implying that in our society it's the normal statecfor
a woman, Radical, revolutionary Cleaver then goes on to prove himself asmi
"liberal" as any white man when it comes to sexism. This is how he continues
directly from the -above quote: b 8!
", .. women start seeing them (black men) as women, then women lose their .
own self-image, and soon nobody knows what they are themselves or what anys
one else is.,." (refer Soul On Ice - page 94). P

A woman lives through a man's self-image (like a slave through a master’'s?)
Get it girls? Don't upset the hierarchy. That's like taking the bottom
card from a house of cards, or the slave from a cotton plantation: the
power structure collapses.

Once again, it's the same old story every woman has heard a thousand
times, about:ithe male ego, identity, image, self-respect - or whatever it is
men so desperately need but women apparently don't,

Except LhaL we do And- our revolutlon 1s underway. We haven't ful-
filled all of. Callaghan s.and:Gerussi's eriteria for revolution yet. But
we're workinglon, iti : We're serious:(as’ Lhey noted with disgust and indigna-
tion). And sbme of us have been engaged in long and systematlc preparation
over a period of years - not forgetiting that we have the experience of other
oppressed groups to draw on, which should hasten our development. Callaghan,
particularly, was hung up on the point of violence; he needs it to take a
serious view of revolution. Since he is representative of liberal society
at large, he will surely get violence because our: aim has to be that we
convince soc1eLy that we are serious. And that we 1ntend to succeed.

But now We are getting: aliogELher too. serious. Let us finish on a note
of ‘Jhumour, as-did Callaghan;: He concluded with a,light comment, laced with
contempt about "broads in the. centre-fold of Playboy". (Like the niggah
‘playlng the banjo 1n the minstrel show?) - 75 i
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'i"TO change eftluudes without changing social

£ 11 | o L

institutions is a rather hopeless quest

- Gunnar Myrdal
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The following letters are in response to a situation in which my seven
year old daughter underwent prolonged pressure to make her wear .dresses to
one of Canada's supposedly most liberal schools, ‘She was taken aside by
her teacher and told that she was being "unfair" to the other girls by
wearing pants (note the implications of such a statement), and the teacher
announced to the whole class that "tomorrow Lisa will wear a dress - won't
you Lisa?ll- Well, Lisa didn't. She is still wearing pants. In answer to
my request for Lhe school pOlle on dress, I received the following letter:

!

"Dear Mrs. Kreps: ' ’ December 10,1969

At Huron we have a general policy regarding the dress of .
little girls; we like to see, them wearing dresses or skirts.
For health reasons alone we feel that girls beneflt more from
slims when worn outdoors only. Also, general behaviour is
more ladylike when girls are dressed in skirts than when like
their male schoolmates.

Personally, I agree with the school policy because in the
classroom it creates an atmosphere of mutual respect and well-
being between the boys and girls when girls are dressed in a
feminine manner. gy

TP you have any further questlons please let us know. :j YV
R DOme +
o pama Sincerely, (Mrs.) Carol Turner"
Here is my reply.
"Dear Mrs. Turner: January 9 l970

Your letter explaining the Huron School policy on dress is
most interesting. It is a concise statement of a p031L10nr'
toward Wthh I have total antlpathy :

I shall pass over your, health argument because it is paLently
absurdy. As for your clalm that the behaviour of girls is more
"ladylike"' when they are forced into dresses, you are no doubt
entirely correct. Dresses are impractical and hamper, free
movemenit,’ and ‘they teach llttle girls to be careful, neat, and
ornamenial ~'rather than affording them an opportunlty to
explore;the! world 'as boys do.

Our society is based on arbitrary sex roles which we adults
impose on powerless children whether they like it or not. We
divide humanity into two separate camps, "masculine" and "fem-
inine", which become alienated as they become strangers to each
other.

Your comments about dress inspiring "mutual respect and well-
being" between the sexes is a personal value judgment, and one

-cont'd-
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which flies in the face of the experience of many of us, who
feel'fhat'the“félationship?between the sexes is largely a
"hostile game between strangers'. There is much new evidence’
- in psychology and- sociology aboui-the role of expectation in
. human behaviour.i: We ape shaping our children up in a learning
. sense.s Insofar as we consign them to arbitrary roles based
e soonssex rather, than individuality, we are robbing them of the
Y Lrow free ch01ce Wthh they: have every rlght to make for themselves:-

‘;w;%I am enc1051ng 'some addlLlonal materlal Wthh I hope will
give the school food for thought. I shall also take this
general' question up at a higher level.

In sum, I find your policy regrettable and pernicious. I
shall, therefore, encourage my daughter to wear pants any
time she wants to. I shall also: help her to make other’
children understand the reality of the 81tuat10n Wthh is now
beingi: imposed on them by adults:. i =

Sincerely, Bonnie Kreps"

=) (= ‘ | 4
YOU CAN'T TRUST ANYONE DEPARTMENT '

Here is what the late Adlai Stevenson, that sprkesman of democratic
liberalism, said to. che.graduatlng class of one of America's best women's
unlversitleS' ;

"The point 1s that whether we talk of Africa, Islam or
Asia, women 'never had it so good" as you. Far from the
v00a110n of, marriage and motherhood leading you away: .
from, the great issues of our day, it brings you back to
their very center and places upon you-an infinitely -
deeper and more intimate responsibility than that borne by
the majority of those who hit the headlines and make news.
..-..This assignment fon.:you, as wives and: mothers, yochan~“
do in the living room.with.a babywin=your dap or.in the -
kitchen with a can opener in.your hand. (If you're clever

4 maybe you can even practice your saving: aris onithat un=
suspectlnc man while he's watching: telev131on. i.» Icould
wish you no better vocation than that.” b Eee PF e

With friends like that, who needs enemies? | B
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ITORUM

Economic factors have always
played a part in man's attitude to
woman, “The advent of commerce meant
that woman was looked upon as a val-
uable commodity. As a dehumanized
sexual possession she could be Lrad-
ed ini marriage for property and
a status symbol,’ she" could be uged
to bolster a man's ego -’ 'having been
exploited without reﬂard to her own
self 1nierest :

In the 111}1 and 12th centuries
it was a common and profitable prac-
tice for nobles to sell off un-

married girls of property - "as
though they were beasts™ - (R.B.
Hays' "The Dangerous Sex"). The

scene hasn't changed much: today we
have the multi-million dollar ad-
vertising industry using media of
every type to perpetuate the evil
myth of woman' as a’ sexual object.
She is passive, pretty, sweet, help-
less, ever-willing-to-please;, and.
completely exploitable,

As though backing up this theory,
the daily newspaper with its ghetto
"Woman's Section" does nothing to
dispel the man-made myth of woman

as something "other" "different"

and, somehow "set apart’. Situation
comedies on -television relentlessly
hammer out the old chestnut of Big
Daddy who goes out to his job and,
through it, relates to the world -
andthe little woman who stays at
home and relates to the world through
him.. Cartoons abound with female
figures of menace and terror: wicked
witches, bad queens and cruel step-
mothers and at the other end of
this mth 1s the beautiful Princess
waiting for Prince Charming to come
along and turn her on.

It is evident that, from an early

age, a young girl is bombarded with

The New Feminist - Jan/70

.Editor's Note:

these denigrating images of her-
self and, bearing in mind that
images of women created by men are
erongly influenced by _deep,_anxie-
ties, any attempt to- deVlate from
them is likely to be met with ex-
treme antagonism,

Fortunately, more women today are
questioning the male power structure
in our society for, while it is
advantageous psychologically to

the male ego,  as:well as economic-
ally, women are beginning to'‘realize
how it has devalued thém as human
beings.

Women have every right to voice
protest against the media industry's
sacially-sanctioned: violence to-
wards them; and:furthermore, to
organize a vigorous program of
radical reform which will take into
account a woman's full potentlal as
a human being.

-Barbara Chaplin.

FORUM is an open'
column expressing readers' opinions
and arguments. 500 word limit.
SARE §. INBE. 8 % % B %
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ANNOUNCEMENT

The second of a series being
held on FEMINISM is to take place
at our ncw premises on TUESDAY -
January 28,

We'll present New Feminists! views,
and your own will be welcomed.

Time: .03 ‘Dialle
Place: 67 Huntley Street
Toronto 5.

(clos;%t subway - Sherbourne)

Phone 921-9356 if you would like more
information - otherwise, COME AIONG &
HEAR WHAT WE HAVE TO SAY 1}
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NEW FEMINISTS ' - Two of the rooms of our new headquarters are already in
use;’an office and a meeting room. The third room will be a library.

WJQDcnations of essential equipment hnve:been good 8o far- but more is
.« required. Specifically we need desks, chairs, lamps of any kind, long
drapes, floor coverings, pre-cut lumber for shelves (carpenters too)
filing cabinets, and tables. Can you give or lend any of these items?

;iCaSh contributions are also needed. wé have a Gestetner machine on which
we owe $100.00 and items which are not donated will have to be purchased.
All. contrlbutlons will be gratefully received and acknowledged.

< it Library:l Catalogulng and Cross- referenoelndex1ng has begun. We have more
.. elippings ‘than books at tHis stage, so this is another beg, berrow or
steal plea! If you have books you are willing to lend, mark your name on
them and we shall catalogue them accordingly. If you have clippings,
please send ‘them in - we w1ll capy and return them to you if you wish.

The telephone will be 1nstalled this week in the name of New Feminists.
The library w1ll be opened as a reading room as quickly as possible. We
plan on keeplng yeu informed, but phone with any questions you may have.
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THIS IS THB SYMBOL OF
‘W.I.T.C.H. - Women's
Internatlonal Terrorist
Consplracy from Hell.

Basically, this-is the

- biological symbol for

2 womar. hut,with the clenched
fist in the center and the
plus sign altered to -
represent a Maltese cross,
it becomes a symbol of
defiance for women!
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