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Moira Armour

International Women’s Day is here, and
this year’s celebration in Toronto is a show
of strength as well as a day of fun and cele-
bration. The International Women’s Day
Committee (IWDC), a socialist-feminist
organization which is active all year round,
sent out a call to hundreds of groups and in-
dividuals in order to form a Coalition to
organize this year’s events. As a result of
that call, about fifty groups bave come to-
gsether and are working in the Coalition.
These include women’s services, such as the
Rape Crisis Centre, and the Birth Control
and VD C(Centre, immigrant women’s
groups, trade unions, and other groups
such as Action Daycare and the National
Action Committee. There are also a wide
range of politicial organizations: Feminist
Party, In Struggle, International Socialists,
NDP, Revolutionary Workers* League and
Workers’ Communist Party.

IWDC organizers agree that this year’s
Coalition is much more successful than
those of previous years. Many more groups
have actually participated in the day-to-day
business of organizing for March 7th, and
the Coalition’s weekly meetings have drawn
from 60 to 90 women. Also, immigrant wo-

by Mariana Valverde

men are participating for the first time,
which is a hopeful sign for the women’s
movement in Toronto,

Four issues have been singled out by the
Coalition as the main problems facing wo-
men in Canada in 1981, and leaflet has been
distributed throughout the city explan these
issues. The first is daycare: universal quality
childcare is one of our most pressing cur-
rent needs, and government cutbacks make
it necessary for us to organize in order to
obtain it.

The second issue is economic independ-
ence. This includes such demands as equal
pay for work of equal value, the right to
non-traditional jobs, the right to unionize
and’ to strike, and the right to not be
discriminated against on the basis of sex or
sexual orientation. ,

Violence against women is the third area
of concern. Last year Toronto had two live-
ly and successful Take Back the ‘Night
marches,
testing against the violence we experience in
the street and in the home. We also need to
protest against the harassment of lesbians
and the racist attacks on immigrant groups.

The last issue is the rise of the right-wing,

and we need to continue pro-

f

including conservative and -anti-woman
groups, both here and all around the world.
Feminists have been active in the campaigns
against homophobic and racist groups —
e.g. the Kian and the League Against Ho-
mosexuals — and al$oragainst the ‘moral
majorities’ that want to push us back into
the patriarchal family. And on the interna-
tional scene, the Coalition has expressed its
solidarity with women fighting in national
liberation movements, for example in El
Salvador.

International Women’s Day, 1981, is be-
ing celebrated on Saturday, March 7, witha
short rally at Toronto City Hall Rotunda,
at 11 am, a march throughout downtown
streets, arriving at  Harbord Collegiate
(Harbord and Euclid) at about 1 pm, and a
wormen’s fair: groups are setting up booths
inside the gym, and in various classrooms
there will be films, self-defence demonstra-
tions, displays on the struggies of women in
other countries, workshops, poetry, music
and food. Finally, the Women’s Archives
and Lesbign/Lesbienne will be co-
sponsoring an all women’s dance at 519
Church Street, from 8 to 1 am.
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Broadside:

The article, ““What Price Status’’, in the
February 1981 issue of Broadside, is the
best I’ve read so far on the conftroversy
swirling about the Canadian Advisory
Council on the Status of Women. Still, 1
would like to correct a few errors and make
one or two comments.

The Executive of the Council is made up
of the President, the three Vice-Presidents
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and two members elected by the members
of the Council. The vote in the January 9th

-Executive meeting to reschedule (not can-

cel) the February 13th conference, was five
to one. The vote in full Council on January
20th to reschedule to May 29 and 30, was
seventeen to ten. Doris Anderson, the for-
mer President of the Council, was present
at and, indeed, chaired both meetings. She
was also present when the Executive met
with the Minister, the Honourable Lioyd
Axworthy, on January 9th. At no time did
the Executive meet with the Minister with-
out the President.

I am not entirely convinced that women’s
conferences are an embarrassment to gov-
ernments, but supposing they are, why is a
conference in May less embarrassing than
one in February? I am not expecting that
the delegates to the May conference (the
same women scheduled to speak at the Feb-
ruary conference) will come with words of
praise for the government, are you?

There is no possibility whatever that the
Council’s conference papers (not briefs)
will have to be scrapped or updated. In-
deed, there was a serious question on
whether these papers, now being edited and
translated, could have been ready for a Feb-
ruary conference. Now, for the conference

in May, the papers will be available to wo-
men at least a month in advance — probab-
ly earlier.

I don’t think it is correct to assume that
Doris Anderson and I have any great differ-
ences of opinion on the role of the Council.
If I am a talented bureaucrat and Anderson
is a great communicator, I think Anderson
woutld be the first to agree that both talents
are necessary here. It is not easy to persuade’
governments to bring forth legislation fav-
ourable to women and the Council must be
able to work inside, outside and with all the
skills available to us. On the structure of the
Council, I am not sure, and I think I re-
member saying this to Judith Lawrence,
whether it is better to report to Parliament
than to an individual Minister. To me, there
is not that much difference, but in reporting
directly to Parliament one could, I think,
lose a strong voice in Cabinet. I am not,
though, any kind of expert on government
machinery and I will be very interested to
hear -the ideas on structure coming out of
the Minister’s meeting with women’s organ-
izations.

To continue with structure — we have to
remember that the Council is not and
should never be, a one-woman show or a
six-woman show. It is and must be a thirty-

woman show! It is a Council of women
from different backgrounds and-regions
and in their varying experience, the mem-
bers represent every issue of concern to wo-
men today. Represented on our Council are
lawyers, teachers, doctors, accountants,
nurses, academics, labour women, a city
Counsellor, and women who work at home.
We have, as it happens, the pioneer in the
matrimonial property movement and the
pioneer in women and health. They are wo-
men of long experience in women’s rights
and community work and it is very impor-
tant that we work as a democratic Council
so that the best advantage may be taken of
their valuable experience.

Finally, I-am not so ‘‘confounded’’ that
recent internal incidents at the Council have
become a media event, but I am rather ta-
ken aback by some of the careless report-
ing, the lack of questioning and of analysis
and the extraordinary leaps to obvious con-
clusions. I don’t know if this is a cominent
on the mystery of Ottawa activities to the
rest of the country, plain laziness, or the
horrible frigid climate of Ottawa!

Hellie Wilson,
Vice-President,
CACSW, Ottawa.
) continued next page

When Broadside planned to provide
coverage of the Ontario provincial election
for this issue, we came up with the problem
of what to_ say that’s interesting and rele-

women were willing to put enormous
amounts of time and energy into the wo-
men’s conference on the constitution in Ot-
tawa. This is relevant; the election isn’t.

Even the mainstream press has trouble
coming up with meaty issues to discuss. A
Globe and Mail campaign coverage column
(February 17 ) was devoted entirely to the
story of a liberal candidate’s airplane being
bogged down in the slush in Northern On-
tario.

~ What are the issues? Tory leader Davis
calls for support of Trudeéau on the con-
stitution issue. Voting for Davis means
voting for the federal Liberals, which
means voting for the party which post-

.proached had nothing to say. These same

poned the Ottawa February 14 women’s
conference, a party that betrayed the
women of Canada.

€.l or

nity is'askingus not -

10 support any party because of its disen-
chantment over the Tory government’s role
in the Toronto bathhouse raids and the si-
lence of the other two parties on gay issues.
A lot of people are completely disillusioned
with the voting process anyway — after the
Sewell defeat and the Reagan victory.

So to get another view of things, we
phoned Anne Johnston, a recently re-elec-
ted Toronto alderwoman. She has made a
surprise decision to run for the Liberals in

the downtown Toronto riding of St. An-

drew-St. Patrick. Johnston has always re-
fused to acknowledge any party affiliation
and maintained that there is enough for her
to do at City Hall. So she wasn’t surprised
when Broadside asked ‘her what made her
run provincially, and for the Liberals, of all
people. -

No Raom in the Pub

The Fly by Night, a Toronto bar catering
to women, closed down on Monday, Febru-
ary 9.

‘I'he bar was one of the few places in the
city where women could socialize in a set-
ting that was comfortable and accommoda-
ting. More important, the Fly by Night was
also a consciously community-oriented es-
tablishment, anxious to link women’s ser-
vices with feminist political events and to
introduce both to Toronto’s lesbhian
community. The “Fly’’, as it became
known, was committed as well to the
development of women’s music and gave a
host of women musicians the chance to play
for pay to an audience that was always sup-
portive. The sudden disappearance of the
bar is a serious setback to the community.

When the building that housed the Fly by
Night changed hands its new owner, Phii
Stein, and Fly by Night management failed
to negotiate a financial deal that the Fly
could live with. The building owners main-
tained the position that unless the women
worked for them, they could not stay. The
Fly by Night refused, insisting on an
arrangement that would allow them to keep
control over the bar in the hands of the
women’s community. But the owners of the

building had the uitimate control. They
evicted the Fly by Night, effectively closing
the place down.

While gay men can choose between a
number of gay establishments — bars or
eateries — it was always somewhat unset-
tling that the women’s community had only
one place to go that was its own: now it is
left with nothing. Already women are re-
sponding to the crisis, meeting to determine
what should be the next steps. (If you are
interested in attending these meetings, call
923-GAYS or 922-8744.)

But there has been trouble for the gay
male community as well. On February 6,
Toronto police raided four Toronto bath
houses and charged 20 men with keeping a
common bawdy house and as many as 286
more with being found-ins. The raid, pre-
ceded by an intense six-month investigation
by the intelligence squad — not the morali-
ty squad as is usually the case, had all the
elements of terror and violence to suggest
that the gay community is under seige.

Male heterosexual owners of gay bars
find their business flourishing and remain
untouched by police harassment, but the
owners of the bathhouses — gay men —
have been rounded up by the police intent

Johnston told Broadside that she had
become increasingly frustrated at City Hall.
When she sat down for the eighth time to
discuss a STOL airport on the islands in

air ‘pollution, rent review, sexual orienta-
tion, and historical conservancy.

Having decided to run, Johnston chose
the party whose leader she thought she
could best work with. ‘‘Stuart Smith is
sincere, honest, and has good instincts. The
provincial Liberal party has a good small-1
liberal policy.”” She thinks the connection
between the federal and provincial Liberals
fairly tenuous — a situation to be noted in
many provinces and all parties.

Broadside has come to the conclusion
that the concerned votet’s best bet is to seek
out. the candidate with the best platform
and the greatest potential for being accessi-
ble onee in Queen’s Park and vote for that
person: to hell with the party.

on a serious confrontation. At the very bot-
tom of this economic order are lesbians
who do not have the financial resources to
open and maintain business in the first

" place, and who have discovered exactly how

hostile the male heterosexual owners of
women’s bars can be. The owners’ power'in
this case was total. The Fly by Night was a
victim of economic repression while the
bathhouse raids reflect political police har-
assment — a decision made at the highest

" level, not coincidentally during the provin-

cial election campaign. Both in their dif-
ferent ways demonstrate the vulnerability
of the lesbian and gay communities.

In the course of these disturbing events,
there have been some promising political
developments. At a meeting held in support
of those charged in the raids, Pat Murphy,
a member of the Fly by Night collective,
and one of many women who has given
support to the protesting gay community,
asked Toronto gays to boycott the Quest, a
local gay bar frequented by men, which is
also owned by Phil Stein, the Fly by Night’s-
ouster. Members of the gathering gave the
Fly by Night their wholehearted support,
the kind required in order that the gay male

- and lesbian communities resist the powerful

forces working against them.




page three

Broadside:

First, congratulations on a paper which is
comnsistently interesting and thought-pro-
voking; it fills a gap so sadly left by the
death of Upstream. May you have a long
and feisty life.

I appreciate the in-depth approach of
many of your articles, and look forward to
such a treatment of womerr in the work
force, especially women in unions, and wo-
men in non-traditional occupations. Hope-
fully your next issue will carry some analysis
of the Jailed strike by non-medical hospital
workers, most of whom are women, and a
large proportion of whom are immigrants.
Since the failure can largely be attributed to
the ““illegal’’ nature of the strike, it would
be interesting to know why such strikes are
illegal only in Ontario, and one other prov-
ince (I think PEI, but am not sure). It seems
strange that these workers are so essential
that they can’t strike, but that hospital ser-
‘vices are so expendable that they’re a major
source of government cutbacks. Strange,
but not surprising.

As for women in non-traditional occupa-
tions, I found Judy Leifschultz’ article in-
triguing. Doing a non-traditional job is fine
— all you need is to get someone to employ
you. This is difficult at any time if you’re a
woman, but doubly so in times of high un-
employment when women are competing
for jobs with men who’ve been in the trades
for a long time. As an (unemployed) ap-
prentice cabinet maker I've come across
this with most of the 13 employers I've ap-
proached. Apart from those who wouldn’t
employ a woman anyway, there are those
who say with some justice, ‘“Why should I
employ you when I can get an experienced
worker for the same money?”’ What we
need is assurance of that first year’s work,
so we have only our sex, and not also our
inexperience, to cope with., As a cautionary
note to women contemplating a non-tradi-

man®’ ! trades: = like cabinet makmg —
which employ few workers in small shops
and in consequence are not unionized. If T
hadn’t already invested 10 months, and a
few hundred dollars in tools, T myself
would switch to a high tech trade, where
there wiil be jobs in the future, and a union
to protect me.

Alma Norman,
Ottawa.

nalijoby1d sugeest avoiding the “crafts—r
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Broadside:

It would be a pity if your readers were de-
terred from investigating the writings of zo-
ologists like Richard Dawkins and Edward
Q. Wilson by the muddled ill-informed and
perverse account of sociobiology in your
Dec./Jan. issue (‘‘Sociobiology: Monkey-
ing with Science,”” Vol. 2, No. 3). I was
staggered by the number of misleading or
simply untrue statements mrade about what
seems to me a crucial area of sc1ent1f1c in-
quiry.

Since there isn’t space in a letter for a-de-
tailed refutation, I would urge your readers
to see for themselves (by reading, for in-
stance, Richard Dawkins’ The Selfish
Gene) how carefully much sociobiological
theorizing treads with regard to the pro-
blem of how far the genetically-influenced
behaviour patterns of other species can
throw light on human behaviour.

It is important to realize that there need
be no hostility between feminism and socio-
biology. In fact I would suggest that femin-
ism in general has a greal deal to gain from
a true understanding of miich of sociobio-
logical theory, as opposed to the kind of
distorted and wrong-headed account that
appeared in your journal.

David Palmer,
Ancaster, Ont.

(From Eve Zaremba: Anyone who finds
any account ‘muddled, ill-informed and
perverse’ not to mention ‘distorted and
wrong-headed’ has an obligation to provide
concrete examples, chapter and verse. We
are certainly interested in other opinions
and perhaps coverage of topics we did not
go into. There can never be ‘hostility’ be-
tween feminism and science, properly un-
derstood: but one of our main points was
that the claims made for soci bzology are

"very far from being scientific. Wilson is.an"
‘erudite man. and we would encourage-any-

one to read him. But his interesting extra-
polations are not ‘science’, they are just his
opinions. As for Richard Dawkins, let me
quote Donald Symons in The Evolution of
Human Sexuality: ‘the rhetoric of The
Selfish Gene exactly reverses the real situa-
tion: through metaphor genes are endowed
with properties only sentient beings possess,
such as selfishness, while sentient beings are
stripped of these properties.” We would

love to engage in a dialogue on this subject.
However, reader Palmer’s letter does not
qualify.

Broadside:

I am writing to congratulate you on your
February issue. It was excellent. I have been
reading Broadside since October and enjoy
it. This issue, however, was the best so far.
While your other issues were good, they

‘seemed to lack something I couldn’t put my
fmger on. When I read your February issue
I was caught up by the energy, feeling and
emotion of the articles and realized this was
it. I could feel happiness in the WCREC ar-
ticle and the anger in ‘“Down Shrink
Alley”’, and I enjoyed the many well done
sarcastic remarks. The illustrations, e.g.,
from the abortion article and Anne Quig-
ley’s cover, were good. The subject content
was also wide and interesting, e.g. articles
on Hannah Maynard and Ella Manuel.

I also felt that many of the articles called
out to women to act — to do something. In
this respect, 1 hope the articles succeed. I
will not miss a Broadside issue.

Shaazka Bayerle
Mississanga, Ont,

Broadside:

Thank you for the thoughtful and well-
written review of our book, New Space for
Women (Vol. 2, no. 3; Dec 1980/ Jan 1981).
I appreciate the fact that yon took the time
to find Anne Chapman — a woman famil-
iar with some of the issues. It was a pleasant
way to start the holidays!

Gerda Wekerle

Toronto

Broadside:
Good issue. Here’s my subscription, Re:

: thmk you are m1staken o :
“ has been changed to keep fetuses from hav-
ing rights. In fact the wording is ambiguous
and could lead to litigation in courts by
anti-choice groups.

All you need is one right-to-life judge and -
fetuses are guaranteed rights. See CARAL

brief to Constitution Committee.

Ruth Miller
Toronto

Broadside:

Could you please send me the copy of
Broadside which has an article about Dr.
Helen Caldicott (Vol. 1, no. 4). I read it in
ISIS International Bulletin no. 15,

I am a member of Bristol Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament, and on 2nd March

" there is to be a women-only discussion

group. I am trying to collect as much femin-
ist literature on nuclear power/ weapons as
I ¢an before that date.

1 hope to be able to inspire women to
start a women’s peace group in Bristol, as
there isn’t one. I hope this will draw more
women into the “fight”” for peace, provide
an atmosphere where women can freely ex-
press their ideas on peace, and also make
connections with the women’s liberation
movement. I am a member of a political
campaigning group in Bristol WLM, and
strongly believe that women have much to
offer the cause of world peace.

If you have any suggestions on other
literature, I would be grateful.

Anita Laverton

- Bristol, England

Broadside:

1 refer you to the article entitled ‘10-year-
old Menace?”’ in your December 1980/ Jan-
uary 1981 issue, written by Laura Rowe of
the Toronto Rape Crisis Centre.

I am deeply concerned by the Minister’s
(Community and Social Services) support
of the Children’s Aid Society decision to
leave the child in the home and not register
the foster father on the child abuser’s
registry as an abdication of his responsibili-
ty. The minister has indeed shown his ig-
norance as to the nature of the crime. Sex-
ual abuse, in any degree, is a crime, and
should be treated as such. I question the
minister’s credibility as well as Pamela :

;parerit from their remarks, that they arein- |
‘deed inisensitive to the plight of the ¢hild. Is -

it not the sole aim of the Children’s Aid
Society to benefit the welfare of children?

Betty Leech,
Victoria.

continued page 21

Hospital Workers’ Strike ....... Gritical List

As the mainstreamn media pats Polish
workers on the back for their brave strike,
the same action is condemned in our own
backyard. 16,000 hospital workers are de-
nied the right to strike because of the
Ontario Hospital Labour Disputes Arbitra-
tion Act instituted by the Tory government
in 1965. This act also makes ali union con-
tracts go through compulsory arbitration.
In 1965, most hospitals were unorganized.
The act was used by the Tories to block any
muscle the CUPE organizing drives would
have. Still the workers had a lot to gain
from being organized, compulsory arbitra-
tion or not. CUPE presented a brief against
the act and in 1966 an inquiry into hospital
labour relations recommended to the gov-
ernment a limited right to strike. As with
many inquiries both past and present, the
recommendation was turned down.

The only other province that has similar
legislation is Prince Edward Island, where
there are only 12 hospitals in total. In On-
tario, 65 hospitals are affected. The term
‘hospital workers’ covers the jobs of clerks,
laundry workers, dietary aids, RNA’s (Reg-
istered Nursing Assistants) — the uvsual
pink ghetto support staff of any large in-
stitution, The average wage is $6.64 an hour
for a 37 1/2 hour week, lower than what the
union workers in Alberta and Québec on
average are making. In 1974, the Hender-
son Report on Cutbacks recommended ceil-
ings on money going into civil service such
as hospitals to pay off the phenomenal
Ontario Hydro debt. This report was af
course quite acceptable to the Conservative
Government.

In 1975, the Anti-Inflation Board was set
up and wage controls were imposed. Since
then, CUPE has lost over 1,000 members.
This is the effect of cutbacks and increased
workloads. Fuli-time workers were replaced
by part-timers or not replaced at all. Hos-
pital volunteers were now essentially doing
the same work as trained personnel only
they weren’t getting paid for it. The Min-
istry decided that instead of 5 or 6 beds per
1,000 people, 4 beds would now do. That’s
why, when walking through a hospital cor-
ridor, you see patients in portable beds
waiting for a room. More surgery such as
abortion is being done in the daytime on an
outpatient basis so that the patient’s stay is
kept t0 a dangerous minimum. That’s why
more deaths through waiting for emergency
services have been reported recently. The
hospital workers know they’re doing the
work of at least 1 and a half persons each.
The hospital conditions are getting increas-
ingly more unsanitary and unsafe.

On management’s side, Ross Hahn, pres-
ident of the Ontario  Hospital Association
has been quoted as saying: ‘‘I cannot accept
that hospitals should be expected to meet
the needs of their communities for their ser-
vices when funding levels are obviously in-
adequate ... Services will have to be cut. Up
to now, savings have come from increased
efficiency, but now it comes from cutting
services.”” Which means uncleansed uten-
sils, unchecked equipment such as anes-
thetic machines, and prison-quality food.
Patients have been coming out of hospitals
sicker than when they went in. The average
family pays $40 a month into OHIP for

‘pared to strike until later that month and

this.

91% of the hospital workers voted in Oc-
tober 1980 to reject the hospital’s final wage
offer of 65 cents’ an hour increase each year
for a two year duration of the contract and {
no change in having to wait 12 years before |
getting 4 weeks vacation.

The original strategy was for the workers
1o wait and not act until all locals were well |
briefed and the majority of workers were |
ready to strike. But when Grace Hartman
president of CUPE, was on a speaking tour
across Canada, the press, hungry for 4 ;
statement, got her to say that she was pre
pared to go to jail to get a better deal ffor
hosptial workers. This announcement took
the workers off guard, as it was agreed not
to talk to the media about their plans until
they were ready to act. They weren’t pre-

they surely didn’t want anyone to land up
behind bars as a consequence.

The strike was unsuccessful. The strikers
became paranoid about ‘‘breaking the
law”’, the press continued to blame the con-
dition of the hospitals on the workers, and

management terrorized the employees who

didn’t participate in the strike. Taking fur-
ther steps, the employers either fired or sus- |
pended the strikers and the local executive |
members. Morale decreased even further |
and it seems the people got royally screwed.
Little wonder the hospital workers are
angry and now attacking Ontario premier

~ Bill Davis wherever he campaigns for re-

election. After all, he and his party in-
stituted the laws that Davis says the strikes
are breaking.

Deena Rasky

Valome 2. Number 8§



S {‘#35

page four. -

Fiora MacDonald

auline:Jewett

by Jane Hastings
and Judith Lawrence

When the Advisory Council on the Status
of Women executive decided in January to
postpone the women’s constitutional
conference scheduled for February 13-14,
Doris Anderson asked how this postpone-
ment would be explained to the women of
Canada. Someone suggested cynically that
the women of Canada had been lied to be-

- ved of a chance make

“themselves heard en inasse on the subject of
their displeasure over the constitutional
proposals,

1300 women from every region of Can-
ada converged on Ottawa on February 14 to
make one final attempt to be heard by the
government as it moved toward the end of
its discussions on patriation. The ad hoc
women's conference, superbly organized by
the “Cow Café Committee”’ in Toronto
and its Ottawa counterpart (see accompa-
nying article by Kay Macpherson) embark-
ed at 9 am on a day of panel presentations,
group discussions, and plenaries to prodnce
recommendations to be delivered to Par-
liament the following week. By six pm it
was apparent that too much work remained
to be done to stop at the appointed time, so
the assembly voted to cancel the evening’s
social events and return after a dinner break
for more work. So intent on work were
these women that at 9 pm, someone getting
a drink of icewater for the translators re-
ported only one woman to be found in the
bar set up in a nearby room.

The intense commitment and dedlcatxon
to hard work apparent among these women
indicated the extent to which they realized
the importance of the issues before them.
Canadian women have had an opportunity
unique in Western .countries in the 20th cen-
tury to participate in defining the terms
under which they are to participate in their
political and legal system. Although the
Constitution consists of the BNA Act and
various other statutes enacted over the
years, it does not presently contain a bill of
rights.

It has become a erucial women’s issue to
obtain a bill of rights acknowledging the
equality of women in Canadian society.
The Ad Hoc Conference debated long and
hard on the issue of whether or not ‘the
Constitution should be ‘‘matriated’® with
just an amending formula and no bill of
rights (the PC position) or with the bill of
rights currently under discussion. (Lib-
eral/NDP position) Early Saturday after-
noon the Conference voted to table the
matriation motion under discussion and go
on to deal with specific clauses because
consensus could not be reached and the
discussion was taking a turn for the par-
tisan.

Conference participants were keenly
aware of the many vested interests in seeing
the Ad Hoc Conference co-opted by the
Tories and showed determination to keep

fore and could be lied to again. But tellinga
he is one thing; getting it believed is ano-_
e Canadxan worien were not to bé bam-v

the proceedings non-partisan and to stick
strictly to women’s issues. The discussion of
the clauses finished after the dinner break
and resulted in a set of proposed amend-
ments to the Charter of Rights and Free-
doms, all passed with the consensus of the
group. (see box).

Apparently most women had discussed
matriation over dinner, so that the issue was
raised from the table after the amendments
were passed and the following compromise
on entrenchment was given unanimous en-

' it resolved that this

‘the recommendatlon passed February 14,

1981, and that unless the charter reflects the
amendments made here today that it not be
included in the submission to the British
Government in order te previde time to in-
corporate these amendments.’’ Put simply,
we're for entrenchment only if the Charter

contains our amendments — otherwise not.

Work ended around 10:30 pm with a
strong feeling that ““we’ve all won.”” In a
press conference the following day, male re-
porters harassed organizer-Linda Ryan Nye
about whether the conference represented a
victory for the Tories. She adamantly refus-
ed to be bullied into saying anything other
than that the conference expressed the de-
mands of a considerable spectrum of Can-
adian women concerning their constitution.
Certainly, “‘the parties’ were in evidence:
both MPs Flora MacDonald and Pauline
Jewett made brief welcoming speeches at
the opening of the conference, and it was
well-publicized that the NDP furnished cof-
fee and that the meeting rooms in the West
Block of Parliament (where the original
conference was to have taken place) were
obtained through the efforts of Flora Mac-
Donald.

But significantly, the major effort to
sidetrack discussion of the Charter clanses
into a partisan argument on matriation was
an ill-timed outburst by Maureen McTeer
which was vociferously rejected by the en-
tire three rooms full of participants. The
women were determined to keep to the top-
ic at hand and carry forward the work of
debating atd voting on the resolutions.
MacDonald and Jewett were present off
and on throughout the day and all through
the evening session, both maintaining a
quiet presence and blending with the group,
as did MP Pat Carney.

The major thrust of the proceedings was
the strong, universal concern for the wo-
men’s issues at stake. The participants —
not ““delegates’’ necessarily, since many
women were not representative of any
group — reflected a huge variety of Cana-

dian women. All provinces and one of the

territories were represented, although Qué-
bec had only three women present; many
Francophones came from the Atlantic Pro-
vinces; the age range extended from very
young (including a couple of infants) to a
goodly number of women with snowy hair
and canes; there were women in jeans and
plaid shirts, in slacks and sweaters, in el-
egantly tailored suits and dresses. The coat-

thei

Valentine’s Day R

racks were revealing: a scattering of fur

- coats but no mink), a lot of quilted coats

and jackets, and a lot of duffle coats. Al-
though many women paid their own way,
many others requested and received travel
funds, and special trains and buses brought
them at economy rates. The Ottawa com-
mittee arranged billeting and childcare and
provided for inexpensive lunches. Clearly a
wide range of economic positions existed
among the participants. Native women
constituted a strong presence, although
presentation; requesting:
resolution was set aside because-itiasked for

support-of -their plea for independent na- .

tionhood rather than for anything to do
with issues of specific concern to native

women themselves. | .
Although the Québec representation was

minimal, the Francophone presence was
strong. The Conference received gratifying
support from the translators; in return for
the postponement of the original fall con-
ference as a move to support the translat-
ors’ strike, they donated their services free
even though the ad hoc planning com-
mittees had budgeted for their services.
And they returned after dinner to work the
extra, unscheduled session, also without
charge. Many Francophone women spoke
at the microphones, and a panel presenta-
tion by a Francophone lawyer *received
careful attention from the roomful of Ang-
lophone women in a closed-circuit TV room
where there was no translation.- Hall con-
versations frequently occurred in assorted
mixtures of French and English. So the lan-
guage atmosphere was positive; the lack of
Queébec presence was clearly political rather
than linguistic.

Marion Dewar, Mayor of Ottawa, made
the City Hall and all its excellent facilities
available for the Sunday session on the Sta-
tus af the Canadian Advisory Council on
the Status of Women. Another full day of
hard debate produced nine resolutions per-
taining to the assessment and reor-
ganization of the CACSW with a view to
making it non-partisan and truly repre-
sentative of Canadian women and their
concerns (see box). Shirley Carr of the Can-
adian Labour Congress, an organization
which represents a million unionized work-
ing women, participated extensively in this
debate and told of the efforts of women
from the labour movement to get just one
representative on this Council. Again and
again, she reported, the government asked
for names to be submitted as potential
Council members. Labour organizations
had recommended highly qualified women
with excellent credentials but these candi-
dates had been passed over for political ap-
pointees with no background or interest in
women’s issues. It also pointed out that not
one Native or Inuit woman had ever sat on
the Council — unlike in some provincial
status of women advisory councils, where,

as in Saskatchewan for instance, Native wo-

men have been incleded from the outset.
Doris Anderson’s speech at the Sunday
session received a standing ovation. She

supportive.

Constitutional

evenge

made many positive comments about the
Advisory Council staff, whom she praised
and complimented on the excellence of their
research work. She noted that these women
are still at work, producing further papers
on topics such as the economic and educa-
tional problems of Canadian women, As in
the Saturday sessions, the debate surround-
ing the CACSW was constructive and non-
partisan. Women from the various pro-
vinces told how their provincial status of
women councils were organized, how they
i worked, and how they reported and with
3 final nine resélutions.s
‘forth a program for reform of the CACSW
and the restoration of its credibility. =
So where did it all go after Sunday? Odd-
ly enough, a mumber of wamen who were
active in the Ad Hoc Constitutional Con-
ference were to see Axworthy the next day
at his Monday conference with representa-
tives of women’s organizations. One was
Deborah Acheson, a lawyer from Victoria,
B.C., invited by Axworthy as a representa-
tive of her profession. In an interview on.
CBC-AM radio’s morning program from
Vancouver, she reported that Axworthy
stated his refusal to resign and took the rest
of the recommendations under advisement,
According to Kay Macpherson, represent-
ing NAC at this meeting, a number of the
invited representatives supparted the gov-
ernment and backed the three vice-presi-
dents for whose resignation the Ad Hoc
Conference had called. In “The House’’ on
TV Monday night, MPs Pauline Jewett and
- Flora MacDonald took the Conference’s re-
commendations to Parliament, calling for
the resignation of Axworthy and reform of
the CACSW. Trudeau carefully avoided a
direct response on the subject and talked
generally about the constitution. As Broad-
side goes to press, the prospects of the gov-
ernment’s taking seriously the work of the
Constitutional Conference are gloomy. But
the great victory for all Canadian women
took place on Valentine’s Day when 1300
women showed their determination to he
reckoned with one way or another. The
‘Conference was one way.,..

.

Jane Hastings

Doris Anderson
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Conference

Women Make it Happen

by Kay Macpherson

“Hi! Would you be able to come to a
meeting at lunch time tomorrow?’’ 1 was
asked over the phone “We’re. so- mad
about. that ‘women’s Constitutional Con-

ference being called off that we want to'do ”

something about it; It’s at the Cow Café on
John Street. Upstairs at 12:30." See_you. k&
A noisy meetmg was ‘in progress when 1
- arrived; “It’s 'shocking,”” said Laura Sabla
“We -get pushed around all the time.’
““Well’” said Einda; ‘‘Some of us:think: w
~ should'h ‘a’ conferénce anyway Never
° mind whether the government supports us.
~We'll- organize it ourselves.”’ ““Terrific,”
chorused the rest of us. ¢D’you think Flora
and Pauline would ‘help “us get ‘the 'same

toom in the House that the Advisory Coun-

- ¢il had booked?”’ ¢‘Great idea. ‘Lét’s ask
them. Let’s ask Doris what she thinks.””
*So telephoners were dispatched: ‘while the

1 'rest continued eating and plotting ‘in the

downtown ~Toronto restaurant, 'gloating
. 'over what the opposition had been saying in

P: hament about Lloyd Axworthy and the

YWCA,took Oon: the job-of dlstnbutmg and,

selling “buttorns.. Media people  across- the

. _country were-alerted; interviews-given,-and

registration started:to .pour-in: A-monster
: mailing was:accotnplished  by-an efficient
-and raucous team of“stickers: and:lickers
who kept getting more brilliant ideas as the
evening wore on’‘Inithe middle of:it all four
of us listened to the CBC’s ‘*The Fifth Es-
‘- tate”’ over the'telephene; ‘chortling over the
discomfiture of Axworthy when confronted
with his ‘talk “of embarassmg ‘the govern-
ment.

" Michelle Lansberg wrote columns: So. did
Laura Sabia. Margaret eronowuz came to

the next. week’s Cow Café meeting and re-

ported progress ‘Doris. Anderson came ‘to
town and was consulted about agenda and
women - for: resources- and- speakers: NAC
was having a'party-and so 150 women heard
all about . the ‘plans _and started spreading
the word. '

We decided that the meeting would be all
day on the Saturday and spill over into Sun-
day, since we could use the Ottawa City
Hall. At that time we would talk about the
Advisory Council and make suggestions for
improving it, if in*fact its existence is valid.
By this time Axworthy had announced that

-he:was. inviting -“‘major .women’s.-national.
.organizations” to meet with'him to discuss:

how . to improve the AdVlSOry Coungil ithe
day-after the weekend of the conference he

had called off}. This.ended np.being helpful .
“to us.since it provided travel money for -
:"some of the women to come to our ¢onfer-.
ence before. going on toadvise the Minister.

Saturday, it was agreed; was to be devot-

“ed to serious consideration of all aspects of

the Constitution which might affect ‘wo-
men. It was not'to be*‘government bash-

ing”* but constructive-consideration of tlie
needs of women, what the government had -

proposed, what those: proposals. lacked and
what we ‘would recommend.

~“Moira Armour had an offer to make a
_film and started negotiations with the NFB,
and. womeri . photographers . offéred. their

services. One woman offered to' matchindi-

‘vidual contributions up:to $1000; and in‘no
__time had to-reach-for her cheque book. The
"Chaitwomen . of . New . Brunswick, . Sask-+"

atchewan - and = Newfoundland ‘Advisory.

Councﬂs 1mmedrately offered to:come’ and

;Wmmpe to- say they were ommg‘

profits

compames must have: soared from lhe ur-
“.gent: usmess transacted by:long distance:

‘were, ‘but what women

of them said. “I happen to be aTVv reporter,

from CTV and we’ve got our equipment
right “here. Could we do"an interview?”’

Could they! Seldom do such opportunmes'

fal] into one’s lap.
Three days before the Conference press
coverage was like an-answer to-our prayers

Canada AM on Friday, Betty Kennedy on-
CFRB, Mornmgsrde with Elizabeth Gray,~

CFTO “women - covering “'the “conference

from Toronto, As Doris Anderson sald Af

we’d held the Conference as’ ‘the Councﬂ

_had planned, no one would have taken any
- notice..Now’ they ve got the whole press co-
‘vermg it.” Full glare of ‘publicity? Who s

going to be embarassed this time?

And 50 ends the first installment of ‘the
saga,of the Do-it-Yourself Instant Consutu-
tional Conference of Women

Conference: orgamzers ‘and
pants (top to bottom) Lin

Nye, ' Shelagh Wilkinson,
Hacker and Hilda Thomas

Ad Hoc Conference Committee meeting at the Cow Café in Toront

- Jane Hastings
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by the Toronto Abortion Committee

A woman from a small Northern Ontario
community was referred by her family doc-
tor to a gynecologist in Toronto for a thera-
peutic abortion. She had two children, was
a single mother and was on mother’s allow-
ance. Her pregnancy was assessed when she
was between eight and nine weeks. An ap-
pointment was arranged for her with a Tor-
onto gynecologist who would see her, pres-
ent her case to the therapeutic abortion
committee and do the procedure, all in one
week.

Her family doctor had told her that she
would llave to bring the surh of $45 in-cash
to pay the anaesthetist’s fee. She made ar-
rangements for her children, came down to
Toronto, saw the gynecologist to whom she
was referred, and he agreed to do the proce-
dure. He then told her that he would have
to have $150 delivered to his office before

| admission to hospital. This was the first she

had heard of this, and explained her situa-
tion, offering to send him the fee once she
returned home.

At that point the doctor’s attitude chang-
ed and he told her to leave his office and

that he would not do the procedure unless
he had the full amount paid to him prior to
the procedure, She was at this point 12

_ weeks pregnant — the limit at which most

doctors will perform a first trimester proce-
dure. She left his office and went to four
downtown hospitals seeking a therapeutic

abortion. None of them were able to help
her because of the stage of her pregnancy,
their quota and committee systems.

The woman was finally put in touch with
one of the referral clinics. The clinic got in

touch with the doctor involved, with the |

Ontario Medical Association and the Minis-
ter of Health’s office. The latter’s assistant
took up the case, looked into the facts as
stated, and by putting pressure on the gyne-
cologist and the OMA, was able to arrange
an appointment at the public clinic of the
hospital involved and the procedure was
done.

This woman was resourceful and she was
lucky. That’s not the case for many, many
women who seek therapeutic abortions in
Toronto.

Our Abortions.

Hiustration: Gail Geltner

ABORTION SITUATION
IN TORONTO |

Although the situation in Toronto is pro-
bably better than anywhere else in Canada,
there are still many difficulties and inequali-
ties facing women seeking abortions. ’

Lack of access to abortions is reflected in
numbers — the number of doctors opted
out of the Ontario Hospital Insurance Plan
(OHIP) who also ask for payment in ad-
vance; the number of gynecologists who
don’t do abortions; the number of family
doctors who refuse to refer patients or
don’t know where to refer them; the num-
ber of doctors who don’t do late D and C’s
at 13-14 weeks; and the number of gynecol-
ogists who don’t do saline abortions espec-
ially for OHIP.

Many doctors take referrals only from
private physicians rather than a clinic.
Some charge patients referred from a clinic
more. All of the clinics refer to the same
small number of gynecologists.

Lack of access to abortions is also a func-
tion of ignorance and the general public’s,

& d mati
“legality of

Another situation women face is the
“‘quota system.’’ Whether hospitals admit
it or not, there are quotas on abortions. On-
ly a limited number of abortions can be
done per doctor or per clinic or per hospital
per week. Some hospitals call abortions low
priority elective surgery for which operating
room time can’t be booked. This is a fancy
way of saying there is a quota on abortions
in that hospital. No other medical proce-
dure has quotas.

Because of quotas and limited access,
many women have to wait until later in the
pregnancy for a therapeutic abortion,
which increases the risks. A woman assess-
ed at 11-12 weeks often has to wait another
four weeks for a saline procedure.

Other problems experienced by women
seeking abortions in Toronto include: doc-
tors who refuse abortions unless the woman
agrees to be sterilized; doctors who insert
IUD’s without the patient’s knowledge;
doctors who sexually assault, harass, de-
moralize or punish patients, and hospital
staff who have negative attitudes towards
abortion patients. There are some clinics
which have stopped performing therapeutic
abortions because the particular chief resi-
dent in gynecology appointed for that term
is anti-abortion. Finally, some hospitals will
not allow a doctor to perform more than
one abortion on the same patient.

To further complicate matters, hospitals
have different sets of procedures. In the
public clinic at Women’s College Hospital,
only 2 abortions are allowed each week,
and individual physicians are limited to
three. At Mount Sinai’s clinic, the quota is
12. A patient referred there has to keep four
different appointments. Wellesley Hospital
keeps patients for three days. Some gyne-
cologists will only do first trimester abor-

. tions until the tenth week of pregnancy even

though they are done safely elsewhere until
fourteen weeks. They may accept referrals
for first trimester abortions but will not do
second trimester abortions.

Data gathered by one of the major refer-
ral clinics in the city over a three-month
period in 1980 points up the situation. The
number of patients referred for therapeutic
abortions during this time was 199. Twenty-
-two doctors and four hospital clinics were
referred to; 95% of the abortions were first
trimester procedures. Of the 22 doctors, 11

on:regard--.

: jOril'y's"ofn!cjAgyﬁe’c:ologi‘s

saw only 1% of the patients while 9 of them
saw 67%. All of these 9 had opted out of
OHIP. Seven of the 22 doctors were cover-
ed by OHIP but were seldom used, either
because it was difficult to get appointments
or because there were negative reports re-
garding their treatment of patients. These
seven doctors are the same ones used by the
other referral clinics in the city as well. Try-
ing to refer patients to hospital clinics was
difficult because of the quota systems —
only ten were eventually referred to hospital
clinics. In addition, 5 patients were referred
outside the province.

In total, 77% of the patients were refer-
red to doctors who opted out of OHIP. All
of the 15 opted-out doctors asked for up- -
front payment. Several of them have other
difficulties associated with them such as
inadequate medical treatment; unethical,
procedures; abuse of patients; and im-
proper bookings.

Similar figures could be used to indicate
the situation at other referral clinics in the
city.

THE FINANCES
OF ABORTION

perform therap
tic abortions and of these, the majority
have opted out of OHIP. Many women re-
ferred for therapeutic abortions do not
‘have the economic resources to pay the cost
charged above OHIP.

In Toronto, there are several hospital
gynecology clinics where therapeutic abor-
tions are available on OHIP. Limited quo-
tas and high demand make appointments at -
these clinics difficult to obtain. Most wo-
men have to be referred to private gynecol-
ogists.

The fees charged by gynecologists opted
out of OHIP vary but they can be more
than double the GHIP reimbursal rate. The
OHIP reimbursal rate is $76.50 — $48.70
for the procedure and $27.80 for the con-
sultation. Some gynecologists charge over
$150 for a first trimester abortion, For a se-
cond trimester abortion the OHIP reimbur-
sal rate is the same but the opted-out fee
could be up to $300. The most openly dis-
criminatory practice is that of up-front pay-
ment — requesting the fee be paid in full
before the: procedure is done. It is rarely re-
quested for any other medical procedure.
The attitude behind this practice is that an
abortion patient can’t be trusted to pay the
doctor’s fee after the procedure has been
done. The doctor insists on full payment
before the woman is even admitted to hos-
pital. Many women do not have access to
the $150.

Many anaesthetists have ‘also opted out
of OHIP. In hospitals where all of the an-
aesthetists have opted out, patients may not
know they have the right to ask that the an-
aesthetist’s fee be covered by OHIP. She
might feel too intimidated ‘or vulnerable to
ask for such an arrangement.

Many doctors whose fees are covered by
OHIP have found a way of making extra
money from abortion patients. They ask
her to pay a $20-840 ““clerical fee’” for writ-
ing the letter to the therapeutic abortion
committee. It is usually the doctor’s female
secretary who writes the letter but you can
be sure she does not receive the ‘‘clerical
fee’’ for doing so. This practice is appar-
ently quite legal since an ‘‘opted-in’’ doctor
can charge patients extra for non-medical
services. )

The financial exploitation of women
seeking abortions is not limited to the med-

Broadside




ical profession. There are in Toronto at
least two pregnancy counselling agencies —
one called CARES and the other Pregnancy
Alternatives, which charge $100 and $75
respectively, to counsel and:refer women
seeking abortions. These same services.are
available free or-are covered by OHIP at

“several clinics: in -the city.~Many women. .

don’t know the process for obtammg an ab-

or‘uon or.even the fact that it is legal. Such

agencies exploit this lack of information.
Women who don’t have OHIP are ina

| particularly difficult - situation, Without

OHIP, a first trimester. therapetitic abortion
would, cost a total of $250-$300.. This in-
cludes the  doctor’s fee (up to-$150); ‘ap-

| proximately: $80 for'a day-bed in the hospi-..
. tal; $50 for the anaesthetist-and a $15.1ab
fee ‘A ‘second triinester: therapeutrc abor-
- tion::would ‘cost close  to, or over, $1000.
| This includes 3-5 days in hospxtal where a.
f “bed is'about $200 per day: a ‘doctor’s fee of -
7 $200:$300 (more if a D.and Ciis: necessary),f g
| ‘a$l5labfeeand $50. for an anaesthetrst 1f a .
- Diand Cis necessary ' |
. Finally, there is the problem of reim-
I bursement ifa woman uses an OHIP num- -
1.ber which is not m ‘her_own name Some‘
ing . ion - ,,,‘publxshed in ﬂy

1 fidentiality assured-“since tne doctor bilis. -
. OHIP directly. However, if they go to an .
pted ‘out’’ doctor and do not-want their -
_parents to findout about the abortion there .
“isia drffrculty The rermbursement cheque is '

| sent to the person whose OHIP number is

- used. Because many women are concerned

about confrdentrahty, they may choose not

. “to_use their parents OHIP ‘and therefore
. must pay the full cost themselves.

" Having money is no guarantee a woman .
will get-a therapeutic abortron but-it cer-
.tainly. helps.

 THE NEW RIGHT and
< ‘ANTI—CHOICE’

~There are forces, other than bureaucratic,
_-active forces which limit women’s-access'to.
~safe, legal abortions. It is no ¢oincidence
that anti-choice groups and other compon-
. ents of the New Right have consistently tar-
geted ‘abortion with well-organized, well- .

funded ‘campaigns. The possibility that wo-

~men might gain control of our own bodies

is -a massive threat to the status quo.
“Right-to-Life’ groups - (of " “anti- choice’

“as.we prefer to call them) are well known

for' their blatant so-called pro-life attacks

_on women’s right to choose whether to bear
“a-child.. They aré politically :aligned: with

other conservative forces that fight against

~nuclear disarmament, - gun control, civil -
rights, homosexuality and equal rights, and.

they put a lot of time and money into the

“fight. If they wm women are the ultimate
*-losers.

It is"ironic to hear the label pro—hfe at-

~.tached 't0 ‘the anti-choice groups. While

frghtmg for the instruments of death; they

- Oppose hfe~g1vmg freedoms. They don’t be-
lieve in amniocentésis (a procedure whereby -

the physrcal and mental development. of a

“fetus’is determined durmg pregnancy)

o _brrth control, sex education in'schools, wo-

- men’s services Of publicly-funded childcare.

Anti-choice groups try to create the im-

pressxon they have many supporters. Butin.
< March 1979, a poll of adult Canadians indi-
“cated that only 5% wanted stricter abortion
“laws and.84%. either favoured the law asis .
2 0r supported its hberahzataon :

Our Selves

In a social climate of change and stress,
where demands are being made on indivi-
duals to make new and difficult personal
choices,  the -anti-choice: - forces represent

. clear cultural identities, rigid ‘sex roles, the

nuclear family and heterosexuality..Free ac-
cess to abortion, the anti-choice forces con-
jecture, would do-away with’ motherhood,
love and nurturing and all that'these are de-
pendent “on:’ Women would become mur-
derers not: nurturers.

They: see themselves as protectors of the
sanctity of life.”Abortion is murder because
a fertilized eggis.a’ person with-a'soul.'By a

leap of ‘logic, abortion is.then linked with

promiscuity, the deterioration of the sanc-
tity of hfe euthanasra ~sin and the Holo-
caust, .

Antl-chmce groups have: developed tac- '
tics which they are usmg o promote their
phllosophy on abortron in: the commuruty ‘

‘hospital is disbanded and there 2
abortions perfdrmed 1k
“taining:  ‘‘lifechke’’

P P 100
ences wrth their anti- _choice Sll le s

compamed by drscussxons on how

“threatens: the species” of ‘man and causes; :

male impotence *how one rarely if ever gets
pregnant from rapé and one should not go

through-an abortion trauma after a rape

trauma;-but should-have the child instead.

On the political front'they harass vulner-
able candidates, introduce -in -Parliament
through supporters:dozens:of private mem-
bers” bills that are anti-abortion and-lobby
for the legal ‘guéardianship of the fetus. US

President Ronald Reagan is pledged. to.im=

plement a ‘“‘human  life”’ " amendment to
their consitution,; which wotild ban'all abor-
tions: in-the US-and confer ‘the legal status

of personhood on the fertilized egg.:In Can--

ada; anti-choice forces are lobbying:to have
the rights of fetuses recognized in our con-
stitution.-And everywhere it is the: exper-
ience :of  women.working: in-the :women’s
health field that it is becoming increasingly
difficult. . for 'women to..obtain -abortions:
There is the fear:that one day a.woman:may
not be able to obtam an aboruon in Toron-
to at all. s i

- Second of a tWo-part series.

The Toronto Abortion. Committee is a sub-

committee of the Women’s Service Net:

work . in  Toronto.. -.The -committee - was
Jormed out of our realizaiion that women’s
services and tRe public in general:are not
aware of the crisis situation surrounding the

abortion issue in Torom‘o Our objective. is.

to -research and provide ‘educational infor-
mation on_the law and existing conditions
locally. We- hope that b 'y providing the
information. .in-these  .articles we will

motivate individual women o speak out,.lo ‘

lobby, and to become more aclive and less
complacent.on.the abortion issue: The com-

~mittee . members. are- Marilyn . Reinwald,

Seima Savage, Shelley ' Glazer, Deborah
Bartlett and Jud y Stanletgh
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Legal Lies Legalize Rape

by Reva Landau and
and Lois Lowenberger

Two recent articles in Broadside (Vol. 2,
No. 3) discussed rape laws in general and
the Pappajohn decision in particular. As
two feminist law students, we think it essen-
tial that all women understand the legal im-
plications of two recent Supreme Court of
Canada decisions, Pappajahn v, the Queen,
14 C.R. (3d) 243 and Forsythe v. the Queen
53 CCO (2d) 225. The article by the North
Shore Women’s Centre of North Vancou-
ver, while rightly drawing attention to the
importance of Pappajohn, unfortunately
weakened the case by exaggeration. It is es-
sential for femninists to understand the true
legal situation, so we can try to change it.

PAPPAJOHN
The Facts

The alleged victim in the case was a real es-
tate agent; the alleged rapist was the owner
of the house she had been trying to sell.
Both parties agreed they went back to his
house after a business lunch. According to
her story she strongly resisted sexual inter-
course, tried to flee, and finally ran, naked
and bound, to the house of the priest next
door. According to his story she, after some
nominal resistance, clearly consented. But
in addition, at the end of the trial, Pappa-
john’s lawyer wished the defence of “hon-
_est though unreasonable belief”’ that the
victim was consenting to be placed before
the jury. The trial judge 1efused as he said
there was no evidence to support such a de-
fence. Pappajohn’s own story* supported
" actual consent; if one believed his story, the
¥ victim was willing and clearly consented. If
.. the-alleged victim's story was believed she
; resisted so violently nobody (except
1’ “two'Supreme Court judges!) conld have be-
lieved she had consented. The Supreme
Court upheld the reasoning of the trial
... judge — Pappajohn was convicied — but
17 “also, for the first time m'Canadian legal his<
“fory, said ““honest though unreasonable be-
lief in consent” was a defence to rape. It is
important to realize that this defence only
arises when the jury believes the vietim did
not consent to intercourse: even though the
woOrdn ‘was not consenting, the accused
“thought she was.
We wish to make three poihts about this
* decision. First, while the Pappajohn deci-
sion is not necessarily ‘‘wrong’’ in law, it
was not the only legally correct decision the
court could have rhade. Second, it is essen-
tial to realize that because the court could
have chosen among several legally correct
decisions, the basis of their choice was a
policy decision. And finally, one simply
cannot talk about the crime of rape as
though the law exists apart from society.

Legal Background

Untii the Morgan decision in England in
1975, rape, along with assault and indecent
assault, had always been considered a crime
of *‘general intent”’. Once the act — sexual
intercourse without the woman’s consent —
had been proved, it was not necessary to
prove the assailant consciously intended to

do what he did. Thus, the accused’s mistak-

en belief that the woman had consented, or
his drunkenness, were not defences.

Various areas of the criminal law have
applied the idea that a mistaken perception
of a situation can be a defence to a charge.
This defence is called ‘‘mistake of fact’. In
general, there are three ways in which this
possible defence has been used: (1) even
honest and reasonable belief in a relevant
fact is not a defence (e.g. s. 146 of the
Criminal Code — sexual intercourse with a
girl under 14); (2) honest and reasonable be-
lief in a relevant fact is a defence (e.g. de-
fence to a bigamy charge if you believe the
previous spouse is dead); and (3) honest and
unreasonable belief is a defence (e.g. to a
charge of possession of drugs).

There were three alternatives open to the
Supreme Court in the Pappajohn case, all
of which could have been supported by case
law and precedent, and all conforming to
an accepted meaning of intention to com-
mit a crime. These alternatives were: (1)
keep the law as it had been for over sixty
years; that is, once sexual intercourse
against the woman’s will is proved, the
man’s belief she was consenting is irrele-

vant; (2) decide that once forcible sexual in-
tercourse is proved, honest and reasonable
belief in her consent is a defence; (3) decide
that once forcible sexual intercourse is
proved, honest though unreasonable belief
is a defence.

In a non-sexist society, ‘‘honest though
unreasonable belief’” in consent might be

.an acceptable option, just as it is in some

other areas of the law. It is true that the
more unreasonable a story is, the less likely
it will be accepted by the jury as being hon-
est. Both Pappajohn and Morgan were con-
victed. Unfortunately, given the prevalent
attitudes about women’s behaviour in our
society, a decision to allow the defence of
“honest though unreasonable belief’’ will
open the door to many more acquittals of
rapists.

_Honest But Unreasonable Belief

To what sort of situation does this rule ap-
ply? We are obviously not talking about the
archetypal rapist who jumps out from be-
hind a bush, knife in hand. Even an honest
belief standard would not proteet him. We
are also not talking about the mythical situ-
ation where a woman ‘‘does not consent in
her mind” though outwardly she gives no
oral or physical indication of this, This man
would be protected by an ‘‘honest and rea-
sonable” standard (though we would have
to discuss what was reasonable under the

" circumstances).

There are, however, three situations in
which such a defence would be relevant: (1)
an honest misperception based on inaccur-
ate beliefs about women held by many men;
(2) drunlkenness; (3) a thxrd party s ‘misin-
formation.

Before going on to discuss these situa-
tions, we wish to explain that we refer to
these acts of assault as unconsented to sex-
‘ual.intercourse: It'is: of coursea contradic-

“tion-to use the térm “‘séxual intercourse’’ if
there has been no consent. If the woman
has not consented, it is not normal inter-
course, but an assault. A better term would
be nonconsensual ‘‘sexual penetration’’ but
we are at present forced to used the Crimin-
al Code’s terminology.

(1) The Honest Misperception

There are many occasions wheré a man
could claim he honestly mispereeived the
situation. For example: taking a woman out
for a nice dinner, being invited up for a
drink, picking up a woman in a bar, picking
up a hitchhiker, having slept with the wo-
man before, knowing that the woman
‘“‘slept around”’. The assumption by the
man in these situations is often that he is be-
ing given an open sexual invitation. These
beliefs may be honestly held by many men,
even though they are quite unreasonable
and unwarranted.

Many men will argue that a man will not
be acquitted in these kinds of situations if
the woman has shown resistance. Yet many
men can coerce a woman and stiii believe
she is consenting. For instance, they may
honestly believe women often mean yes
when they say no, ‘‘depending on the cir-
cumstances’’; they may feel they can
“‘change the woman’s mind” if they push
it; or they may even think all women like to
be slapped around and ‘‘taken’’ by force,
These attitudes are pervasive in our society.

True, the more a woman resists, the more
likely it will be believed the man knew she
was not consenting. But because of the atti-
tudes discussed above, she may have to re-
sist a great deal before a man honestly be-
lieves she is not consenting. Yet in many
rape cases, there is not violent resistance.
This occiirs for a variety of reasons, includ-
ing fears. For example, men, including po-
lice, often tell women not to rely on self de-
fence or resist the attacker, because they
will just ““anger” him. Indeed, tHe degree
of resistance ought to be somewhat beside
the point. One should not have to violently
defend oneself to prove one has not con-
sented to sexual intercourse. It is not neces-
sary to defend oneself violently to claim one
did not agree to being beaten up.

(2) Drunkenness

The effect of the decision on the defence of .

drunkenness is unclear. Up till now, rapists
have often tried to argue they were so drunk
they did not know the victim was not con-
senting. Up till now, that defence had simp-

ly not been permitted. Yet a state of drunk-
enness could produce an honest but unrea-
sonable belief in consent. Logically, the
Pappajohn decision could result in acquit-
tals on this basis.

(3) The Third Party

A man may have sexual intercourse with a
woman without her consent, and even if she
is crying (though possibly not if she resists
violently) claim he honestly believed she
was consenting because someone else told
him-she would consent. For example, in the
Cogan case in England, Cogan was told by
the woman’s husband that she wanted to
inave sexual intercourse with Cogan. Even
though the woman cried through the whole
act of intercourse, Cogan said he honestly
believed she was consenting. The jury
found his belief to be unreasonable, but
honest. Cogan was acquitted.

In all three of the above cases, a man
might honestly but unreasonably believe the
woman was consenting, and the jury would
have no alternative but to acquit.

We are hesitant to recommend even an
honest and reasonable standard beeause of
the attitudes towards women discussed
above. However, we do agree that there
would be a few isolated circumstances
where not allowing this defence would be
unfair to the man. If an honest and reason-
able standard were to be accepted, there
would still be difficulties in defining what
was reasonable, but at least the courts
would be doing this openly, and one hopes,
rationally. Such a process would also have
the side effect of helping juries to better
evaluate the credibility of the man’s story.
~ The harmful effect of allowing an ‘*hon-
est but unreasonable belief in consent’” de-
fence is multiplied when considered in
connection with the Forsythe decision.

FORSYTHE

‘Background

The Forsythe dec1sxon isa comphcated one.
The original issue was whether the trial
judge, at a preliminary hearing, had the dis-
cretion to refuse an examination of the al-
leged victim as to her previous sexual his-
tory if he thought a sufficient basis for the
examination had not been laid. He does ap-
pear to have this discretion. However, as
will be further explained below, Chief Jus-
tice Bora Laskin seems to think that ‘“lay-
ing a sufficient basis’’ for the examination
means only that the defence needs to have
sufficient proof that sexual conduct occur-
red between the alleged victim and others.
According to Laskin, there does not appear
to be a requirement that the defence show
that such evidence is relevant to the issues at
trial, even though vther judges have ruled
that this is what is required.

In the course of his judgment, Laskin
made several other important statements.
The controversy centered around the pro-
per interpretation of s. 142 of the Criminal
Code. This section was originally enacted to
limit the questions the alleged victim could
be asked about her past sexual history.

Section 142 states that in order for the de-
fence to ask the alleged victim any guestion
about her past sexual history they must first
give notice of their intention to ask ‘‘such
question’’. They must also provide particu-
lars of the evidence they wish to preserit
through the questioning. The judge must
then hold a closed hearing in which he/she
decides whether the weight of evidence
which the defence secks to introduce is so
great that it would be unfair to the accused
not to let the evidence in.

The Issues

The Collateral Issue Rule

In all areas of the criminal law, a witness’s
credibility has always been considered a
‘‘collateral issue’’; that is, as credibility is
not a central issue in the trial, once an an-
swer to a question directed to the witness’s
credibility has been obtained from the wit-
ness, no other witness can be called to con-
tradict the first witness’s answer (with a few
well-defined and narrow exceptions). This
i$ law developed by judges, rather than sta-
tute law, )

In rape trials, this means that while the
alleged victim could be cross-examined on
her past sexual history, no witness could be
called to contradict her answers. Laskin’s

judgment changes this rule: he says witness-
es can be called to contradict the alleged
victim if she denies previous sexual relations
with others than the accused, or if she den-
ies details of past relations. In Laskin’s op-
inion, the victim’s credibility has become a
separate issue to be tried.

Section 142 is ambiguously worded; it is
possible to interpret it as implying a change.
But the usual practice followed by the
courts is that they will not change judge-
made rules unless Parliament has clearly or-
dered their change, Yet here, Laskin based
his alteration of a long-standing judge-
made rule on one possible interpretation of
an ambiguous statute. R
Past Sexual History and Credibility
Ferninists will no doubt wonder why we talk
about past sexual history as relevant at all
to a victim’s credibility. In the past judges
seemed to assume, without articulating any
reasons, that the alleged victim’s past sexual

" history was relevant to the credibility of her

testimony. They talk in terms of it being rel-
evant to her credibility in general, but in
fact the unspoken assumption must have
beéen that sexual history was relevant to the
credibility of her testimony that she had not
consented. »

Feminists thought s. 142 was a vietory —
they thought it would force judges to decide
whether past sexual history was relevant at
all to the alleged victim’s credibility. Unfor-
tunately, s. 142 states only that the judge
must consider the weight, not the relevance,
of the evidence of past sexual history. One
would think, however, that it would be ob-
vious to auyone with legal training that in
order to determine the weight of any evi-
dence, one must first consider whether it is
relevant to the main issue in the trial.

Laskin’s interpretation of the section,

however, can only be explained if he impli-
citly-assumed that the victim’s past sexual- ;

history was_not. only releva.nt but highly . i

relevant, to her credibility. He never states
this assumption explicitly but it is the only
way to make sense of his judgement. Ac-
cording to his judgement, the judge need
only determine at the in-camera hearing
whether he believes the accused’s witnesses
when they say they slept with the victim,
not whether it is relevant if they slept with
her or not. Some key to his assumptions
may be found in his constant reference to
the victim’s past “sexual misconduct
(sic!).”’

Onus of Proof

Section 142 clearly states that the alleged
victim can be asked no questions about pri-
or sexual conduct unless certain conditions
have been satisfied. Laskin, appears to-re-
verse the onus; he say the witness must an-
swer questions unless the court, in its dis-
eretion, decides otherwise,

Questions

Section 142(a) says no question shall be ask-
ed in the in-camera hearing unless ‘‘such
question’” together with particulars of the
evidence sought to be adduced has been fil-
ed with the clerk of the court. Laskim inter-
prets this section as meaning the accused
need only give notice of the general nature
of this evidence, and need not give the very
questions to be asked. While the section is
slightly ambiguous, it would seem that
“‘such question’’ does mean the very ques-
tion; Laskin gives no reason as to why he
concluded it does net mean this.

Balance
Laskin feels the purpose of s. 142 was to
balance the interests of the alleged victim
and the alleged accused. This may come as
a shock to many feminists who thought the
purpose of the section was to ensure that
questions on past sexual history would be
asked only if they were sufficiently weighty
and relevant to justify their being asked in
open court, i

Indeed, by the time he has finished the
victim is in at least as bad, if not a worse,
position than she was before s, 142 was en-
acted. On the one hand, unless there is no
basis in fact for the questions, the victim
must still answer in open court inquiries as
to her past sexual history. Laskin automat-
ically assumes that past sexual history is rel-

continued page 20
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Bent Coverage of Gay Demo

by Jean Wilson

On' Thursday, February 6, from 100
(Toronto Star) to 150 (Globe and Mail) to
215 (Toronto Sun) police raided four ho-
mosexual steambaths in Toronto. The co-
ordinated raids resulted from a six-month
investigation of alleged Mafia connections
and male prostitution at the baths. As well
as members of the intelligence squad of the
Metropolitian Toronto Police, the raiding
party included members of the morality
squad and plainclothes and umformed of-

- ficers.

According to eyew1tnesses, many pohce
were verbally and physically abusive, and

beyond doubt they were physically destruc--

tive, ~An . estimated "$35,000  in. property
damage was caused . by police wielding

= sledgehammers, clubs; and their own feetin

order to break cubicle doors.
. Of the men unlucky enough to be caught

in‘the raid, 273 (or253'0r 250) were charged

as. found-ins in common bawdy houses, 20
{or 19) were charged with keeping common
bawdy houses, 14 were charged with minor
drug offences, and 2 were charged with
buggery. (The latest count for found-ins is
289.)

As might be anticipated, the reaction
within the homosexual community was one
of shock and anger. A raid of this scale has
not occurred before in Toronto. The pro-
perty destruction and verbal and physical
abuse seemed excessive. Concern was also
expressed that the raid reflected the onset of
a more visibly homophobic and authoritar-
ian regime than Toronto has had in the last
few years. Comparisons were made with the
actions of the German Nazis before and
during the Second World War.

In order to express the outrage felt by

“many homosexuals, members of other mi-

Photos: Anna Marie Smith

norities and those concerned with civil li-
berties, as well as to protest the amount of
force used and the charges laid, the Coali-
tion of Gay Rights in Ontario organized a
march and demonstration for Friday, Feb-
ruary 7. {The Coalition is a Toronto-based
group which lobbies at all levels of govern-
ment for fair treatment of homosexuals.)

Notice was short but word was out. Be-
tween 11 and 12 pm Friday night a large
crowd of men and women assembied at
Yonge and Wellesley Streets, a major
downtown intersection in Toronto. Gay
men were in the majority, but there were
also a number of sympathetic women and
other men. The objective was to march to
the main police headquarters and then to
Queen’s Park, the provincial legislative
building. (Homosexuals and other minori-
ties in Ontario are not yet protected hy a
provincial human rights code.)

So far, this description tallies with what
happened. However, reading the three local
newspaper accounts of what subsequently
occurred during the march and demonstra-
tion compared to what did occur is startling
and exasperating. The accounts range from
the Globe and Mail’s conservative and
understated report to the lurid and loaded
reports in the Toronto Star and the Sunday
Sun.

All three papers featured photos from the
incident .on their front pages, although the
two-column wide Globe and Mail photo of
a woman atop a man’s shoulders, both of
them with mouths open and arims gesticu-
lating, could have been of a young
heterosexual couple out anywhere having a
wild time. The Globe and Mail headline was
straightforward: ‘1,500 Demonstrators in
March to Protest Police Raids on Baths.’
The Star photo, on the.other hand; took
up.two-thirds of the front page and showed
a police officer wrestling with demonstra-
tors. It- was captioned: ‘Confrontation.’
‘The . accompanying headlme,
across the rest of the. top front page, read:
‘Rally ‘Erupts :as 3,000 'Go-on Rampage.’
(Note thét the number has doubled:y ' =

. And the Sun, the Toronto tabloid which o

_can be counted on to be bigoted:and:sensa-

the main front page story concerned a con-
victed murderer and showed two photos of
him. In the lower right-hand corner,
however, was a red-boxed photo of yet
another police officer confronting yet
another demonstrator, with the caption
‘Protestor at homosexual rampage screams
at policeman early yesterday’ and the head-
line: ‘Gay Raids Sparked by Boys-for-Hire
Ring?’.

That is a bit of titillation guaranteed to
lure readers to the inside stories, ‘The Night
Toronto Turned Ugly’ and ‘“Whipping at
Steambaths’ and their 7 photos, all but two
showing further scenes of individual con-
frontations between demonstrators and po-
lice. The stories about the march and the
raids are correspondingly dramatic, as .il-

lustrated ‘by ‘the opening paragraph of'the

story on the march:

Toronto the Good turned bad early
yesterday as crusading homosexual
rights supporters marched down Yonge
Street, laid seige to a police station, lit
fires and tried in vain to break down the
doors at Queen’s Park.

Pretty heady stuff. One would think
from reading that paragraph and those fol-
lowing that a virtual riot had occurred.

sion:

More than 3,000 people ...
rampage in downtown Toronto early to-
day, smashing cars, fighting with police
and setting fires ... This morning’s mas-
sive demonstration reached fever pitch
as the protestors arrived at 52 Division.
About 250 police officers stood shoulder
to shoulder in front of the police station
with their night sticks behind their backs

. The angry demonstrators smashed
cars, set fires and tried to break into the
Legislature building at Queen’s Park
during the 2 1/2 hour rally.

The Globe and Magil account is more
soothing but more insidious.

extendmg, -

tionalist (and: sexist and racist and homo- -
phobic), came: through as usual; although

The Star would only confirm that impres-

went on a

Skirmishes broke out around the edge
(of the march) between the demon-
strators and people who came to taunt
them. Some of the demonstrators har-
assed the police, shaking and kicking

police cruisers ... As the crowd neared
. Dundas Street, a skirmish broke out
involving- at least four ‘police officers.
Before it was over and the crowd contin-
ued on its way, at least 20 policemen
were involved, some with their clubs
out, ‘and about a dozen squad cars had
converged on the intersection of Yonge
and Dundas Streets. Police managed to
control the incident, however ... At Bay
Street, demonstrators stopped a street-
car and smashed several windows ... A
-handful . of . police officers around:the
edge of the crowd were “harassed, yelled
at, .and- abused; They.remained. calm;
however, and made no arrests.
The Globe and Mail account does not men-
tion the actual conclusion of the march, in-
stead ending its story with the observation
that after demonstrating in front of 52 Divi-
sion, ‘some’ of the demonstrators went o
to Queen’s Park.

None of these stories acknowledges that
this march and demonstration was in fact
remarkably peaceful. Most participants
were vocal and angry, but not violent,
There was plenty of noise and many people
carried amti-police signs and others pro-
testing lack of gay rights. Vehicles stranded
on streets the march went down were
banged on their hoods and some were in-
deed rocked, but to report, as the Star does,
that demonstrators ‘rampaged’ -in the
streets and ‘smashed’ cars is gross exaggera-
tion. In any event, eyewitnesses report that
plainclothes officers were part of the crowd
and that they instigated harassment of
mororists. It was interesting to note, too,
that any violence or provocation that occur-
red took place. on the edge of the
demonstration, nof in the middle of it. The
Star and Sun also report that ‘fires’ were
set. The only fires I know of was one set in
a garbage can at the beginning of the march
and a rag that was set alight by a group of
young toughs who were taunting and
harassing demonstrators while they rallied
at 52 Division. In that instance, a Metro
police officer immediately dispersed the
group and a group of marchers immediately
put out the fire.

As for ‘windows smashed’ on street cars,
as reported in all three papers, there was
one street car slightly damaged, with only 4
windows broken. There was not general
mayhem, as would be supposed from
reading the papers.

The Globe and Mail report in particular
goes out of its way to emphasize how mar-
vellous the police were at keeping order and
preventing wholesale violence. Until near
the end of the march, the police were
generally restrained and non-violent. What
is not reported is that many demonstrators
also acted as vigilantes, urging people to

- keep calm and not provoke either by-

standers or police. But most demonstrators
simply did not participate in any violent
acts or provocation. There certainly were

some people in the crowd who were spoiling
for a fight and later got it at Queen’s Park,
but the majority of demonstrators was
peaceful. To say that the demonstration
was a ‘rampage’ is revealing homphobic
paranoia.

There are various accounts of what hap-
pened at Queen’s Park, where the demon-
stration ended. There the situation did take
a turn for the worse, as might have been ex-
pected by whoever among the crowd de-
cided to hammer with their fists on the
heavy wooden doors to the legislature.
When a rush at the doors by a front rank of
demonstrators was thrust back down the
steps by some of the inany police accompa-
nying the crowd, the general reaction was

.one of reluctance to get involved in further

physu:al action. Urged to.do so by maich :
organizers with @ loudhailer, most
demonstrators began to disperse.

What is not reported by any paper is that
at this time, around 2 am, the police did get
rough. Undoubtedly there was some provo-
cation besides the hammering of the legisla-
ture doors, but it came from both sides.
There are eyewitness reports of harassment
and physical abuse by police, some of
whom wore riot helmets and carried night
sticks.

For example, a photographer from The
Body Politic, Toronto’s gay liberation
newspaper, had his glasses broken and a
flash smashed, and one demonstrator who
also happened to have been one of the
found-ins during the raids was cornered
and beaten by the police near Yonge and
Bloor Streets. As well, other demonstrators
were harassed on their way home by police
or anti-demonstrators. In one instance, a
demonstrator was shoved into the path of
an oncoming car by a gang of rowdies and
when he asked for help from a nearby
policeman was verbally abused by him as
well. Not everyone is served and protected
alike.

The assortment of charges laid as a result
of the demonstration were 2 charges af
assault, 1 of mischief to property, and 7 for
breach of the peace.

So, yes, there certainly was some vio-
lence, and some property damage did oc-
cur. Nasty remarks were made about the
police and the raid the previous night. Some
bystanders and hapless motorists were un-
doubtedly taunted. But rampaging homo-
sexuals, smashing cars, setting fires, and at-
tempting to break down the doors at
Queen’s Park? Hardly!

FLY BY NIGHT LOUNGE

Toronto’s only all-women’s bar, the Fly By
Night, was closed down earlier this month
by its new owner, Phil Stein. A series of

‘meetings are going to be held to try to deter-

mine where we should go from here — the
suggestions range all the way from a new
bar to a women’s building. For the time and
place of the next meeting, call the 923-
GAYS phone line or contact the Toronto
Women’s Bookstore at 922-8744 All inter-
ested women are welcome
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GAY COMMUNITY APPEAL

Ever had a good idea for a women’s pro-
ject but figured you’d never get enough
money to make it happen? Ever wish you
could help out a feminist cause, but weren’t
sure who could use your money?

If you're in cither position (or both), you
may want to know more about the Gay
Community Appeal. The Gay Appeal be-
gan so that the gay and lesbian community
could give more and better financial sup-
port to community projects and services.
The idea behind the Appeal was that if
organizations could let people know when
and why they needed money, people would
be willing to give in order to support the

. projects. To make the crucial connection

between organizations and potential sup-
porters, the Appeal planned from the be-
ginning to develop an audio-visual present-
ation which would describe projects and
services requesting funding.

The Appeal began unofficially at a back-
yard brunch in August 1979, when a group
of 12 men and women discussed how to or-
ganize a fundraising effort, A board con-
sisting of five women and four men was
formed to develop a general strategy for the
Appeal and to review funding proposals. A
management collective took responsibility

i ATy

for publicity, producing fundraising mater-
ials (eg designing stationery), developing a
bookkeeping system, and a variety of other
tasks. In the fall of 1979, a letter was sent to
every gay and feminist organization and in-
dividuals responded, including five women-
only groups; funding requests totaiied
$11,500 (round figures). An audio-visual
collective then formed within the Appeal to
produce a slide-tape presentation which
would describe these projects to potential
donors and ask for money. To cover fund-
raising start-up costs such as projectors,
film, and office supplies, the Appeal asked
people within the community for loans and
received $200 loans from each of 18 people
who had great faith that this idea could
work. The Appeal was also incorporated as
a non-profit organization in January 1980.

Early on, women in the Appeal realized
that meaningful fundraising in the lesbian
community would have to involve feminist
organizations. Obviously, the Appeal was
interested in projects such as the answering
machine for the Lesbian Organization of
Toronto phone line, the lesbian fiction
anthology, and the Lesbian Mothers’
Defence Fund. However, Appeal members
also encouraged feminist organizations to
request money when the organization pro-
vided visible support for lesbians and the

f
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projects offered something of value to the
lesbian community. Accordingly, the Ap-
peal accepted funding proposals from the
feminist journal, Fireweed, and the Inter-
naitonal Women’s Day Committee.

By May 1980, the slide-tape show was
finished and fundraising hegan. The Ap-
peal invited people in the community to act
as fundraising hosts. Hosts asked friends
over for an evening to visit together, see the
show, and donate money to the projects re-
questing funding. One or two people work-
ing with the Appeal served as presenters for
an evening. Presenters usually came early to
the host’s home to set up projectors, tape
recorder and so on; later in the evening
presenters discussed the Appeal with every-
one at the gathering, then showed the slide-
tape show and asked for contributions. Of-
ficially, these occasions were called SOS
{Support Our Selves) evenings. However,
many people noted that the evenings resem-
bled gatherings where suburban women in-
spected plastic containers; lesbians and gay
men had co-opted Tupperware parties.

Well, the Appeal was a tremendous suc-
cess, and what better place to celebrate a
success than a castle? In January 1981, at
the Casa Loma Bop (an event with gay ap-
peal) the Appeal announced the results of
the 1980 fundraising campaign. Women

and men in Toronto raised $19,000 (again,
round figures) to support the lesbian and
gay community. Of this amount, $1700
went to pay for equipment, $4300 went to
cover Appeal operating costs, and $1600
will go towards next year’s fundraising
campaign. And cheques totalling $11,500
were given out at that evening to fourteen
of the organizations and individuals re-
questing money (one project in the original
group was no longer viable by this date). In-
cidentally, everyone at Casa Loma had a
great time hearing a performance by the
Gay Community Choir, viewing the Appeal
slide-tape show, and dancing to the rock
and roll music of Mama Quilla 1I.

The Gay Community Appeal is now
working on next year’s audio-visual presen-
tation and fundraising campaign. Over the
next few months, the Appeal will again be
asking individuals and organizations to sub-
mit proposals for funding and asking peo-
ple to help out with organizing for 1981. If
you’d like to help out or want further infor-
mation about the Appeal, write to: Gay
Community Appeal, P.O. Box 2212, Sta-
tion P, Toronto, Ontario M5F 2T2. The
present plan is to begin the 1981 campaign
in September, so watch for information
then about SOS evenings.

[JRosemary Barunes

FEMINIST STAMPS ISSUED BY CANADA POST

As part of its 1981 Stamp Program,
Canada Post is issuing four stamps in
honour of Canadian feminists Henrietta
Edwards, Louise McKinney, Idola Saint-
Jean and Dr. Emily Stowe. The 17-cent
 postage; stamps. were: released -at a special
cetemony held in the Senate on March 4,
four days before International Women’s
Day.

Henrietta Edwards was born in Montreal
in 1849. She and her sister founded the
Working Girls’ Association there in 1875. It
offered a boarding house, a reading room,
classes and meal services. The sisters sup-
ported the association with their own
moeney. After her marriage, Edwards lived
in Alberta. There she campaigned for equal
rights, mother’s allowance and rights for
women. Through many years of research,
she became an expert on Canadian and
Alberta laws affecting women and children.

Idola Saint-Jean was born in Montreal in
1880. A French-language teacher, she
strove to gain the vote for women in
Quebec provincial elections. She helped
found the Provincial Franchise Committee
in 1922, Upon splitting with it, she founded
L’Alliance Canadiennne pour le Vote des
Femmes du Québec. She also protested wo-
men’s inequality before the law. At that
time, Québec women could not even con-
trol their own bank accounts. In 1930 she
shattered tradition by running in a federal
election. Saint-Jean took many trips to
Québec City to persuade provincial legisla-
tors to grant women the vote, _though she
suffered much rude behaviour in the pro-
cess. The right was finally granted in 1940.

R

The International Women’s Day
Committee is sponsoring the
following films during the week
of International Women’s Day:

Sunday, March ist, 1-4 pm, at
the Festival Theatre: The
Wives’ Tale and Up from the
Bargain Basement. (Co-spon-
:sored wnth DEC)

Sunday, March 8, 8 pm, Science
Centre: Premiere of Moving
Mountains, a film about women
miners in B.C. (Co-sponsored
with steelworkers)

WOMEN FOR SURVIVAL

Meetings and events:

March 23 — anti-nuke action

meeting, 7:30 pm, 519 Church St.,

Toronto

March 21 — Women's Educational,

with Rosalie Bertell, Sidney Smith

Bldg., Uof T, 1-5 pm.

March 30 — Women's Occupation

and demonstration at Ontario Hydro
. Bldg., 700 Umvers:ty Ave., Toronto
all day . o |

May 10 — Women's Mother's Day

March against nuclear power and -

weapons

For more information and financial
contributions contact Women for Sur-
vival, 968-3218.

INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT FORUM

WOMEN IN THE
THIRD WORLD »

A CONFERENCE ON THE EXPLOITATION & OPPRESSION
OF WOMEN IN THIRD WORLD COUNTRIES

RYERSON THIRD WORLD CENTRE

Women activists from Africa, Asia, Latin America, the Middle East, and the

Even lawyers and judges consulted her on . ] o i
Caribbean will be dealing with & number of key issues:

these subjects. Edwards partook in the

““Five Persons Case’’, together with Nellie
McClung, Louise McKinney, Emily Mur-
phy and Irene Parlby. The case confirmed
that women were ““persons’’ and had the

e The super-exploitation of women in developing countries.
¢ The role of women in national liberation struggles.

¢ Women’s organizations in Third Worid countries.

® The exploitation of immigrant women in Canada.

right to sit in the Canadian Senate.

Louise McKinney was born in Frankville,
Ontario, in 1868. After her marriage she
moved to Alberta, where she worked hard
for the Women’s Christian Temperance
Urion (WCTU) and for woman suffrage,
believing that once women had the ‘vote,
they could improve conditions for immi-
grants and women. After her defeat in the
1921 election, she continued working for
the WCTU, took part in the creation of the
United Church of Canada and along with
four others initiated the ‘‘Five Persons
Case”.

Dr. Emily Stowe, the first Canadian wo-
man doctor, was born in South Norwich,
Ontario, in 1831. She began teaching at age
fifteen. Later, she graduated from teachers’
college with high honours and became
Canada’s first woman school principal.
After marriage and three children, Stowe
decided to study medicine. She felt women
patients needed women doctors. She herself
needed a higher income to support her
children and ailing husband. She received
her degree from a United States medical
school in 1868 and, because it was difficult
for a waman to get a license, practised
without one in Toronto until 1880. Stowe
crusaded vigorously for equal rights for
women, especially voting rights. She found-
ed Canada’s first woman suffrage society.

The stamps, which are the work of artist
Muriel Wood, are based on portraits of
these women, with vignettes symbolic of
their spheres of feminist activity. The typo-
graphic design is by Denmnis Goddard.

When

March 14, 1981.
Sam-—6pm

— ]
COLLEGE STREEY i)
SUBW)

CARLTON STREET
®

Registration: 9 am — 10 am.

Fee
$10 Organizations
$ 3 Students

Where

Ryerson Polytechnical Institute
Room L 72

Learning Resources Centre

360 Victoria St., Toronto

(See diagram)
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Videah Persaud (418) 431-4171
Anver Saloojee (416) 595-5212
Phil Rawkins {416) 595-53586 ]

This forum is presented by Ryerson’s Third World Centre
with the financial support of the Canadian International Development Agency
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‘Flying Women'’ o

Ikuko Atsumi:

f Japan

by Elaine Johnson

In 1975/76, I spent the better part of a
year travelling through Southeast Asia, be-
ginning in Japan. This country fascinated
me enough that 1 recently returned, osten-
sibly to look at Japanese crafts, but really
because 1 wanted to know more about Ja-
pan. As I was involved in the Women’s
Movement in Canada, I was interested in
the role-of women in .Japanese society and

" noticed ‘a lack of signs that an active wo-

fnen’s community existed. I thought that
perhaps.my tudimentary.grasp. of the lang-
uage had simply prevented me from seeing

what was-actually there, so-when someone

mentioned that a Japanese feminist was in

- “Toronto to:speak on *‘The: Women’s Move-
ment in Japan™ I jumped at'the chance to '

hear her.:
Tkuko Atsumi is a poet an associate pro-

fessor at Aoyama-Jakuin in Tokyo and a-

founder and editor of *“The Feminist’’. Ap-
proximately 80 people showed up at OISE,
to hear her describe some of the present
social conditions for Japanese women and

-outline the history of the various groups

which form or have formed the Japanese
Women’s Movement during this century.

There is a Women’s Movement after all.
Its roots stem from the early feminists and
suffragettes at the turn of the century,
growing to the formation in 1948 of the still
flourishing housewives’ consumer groups,
through the 60°s with student left wing ac-
tivists and into the new feminism of the 70’s
when many new groups came into exist-
ence.

The most visible of these is the Chu-piren,
fed by the flamboyant, pink helmeted
Enoki Misako. It was avidly coutted by the
mass media until Enoki’s women’s party,
Joseito, was soundly defeated at the polls
during parliamentary elections in 1977. The
party had lacked understandrng of its po-

‘ ;’,;;tennal ‘constituency —" Japatiese womenf"
were not yet prepared to accept thelr tac- o

tics.

Meanwhile, other groups continued
working at consciousness raising and de-
creasing discrimination against women be-
fore the law at the workplace and in the
home. One of the most active national
groups, K&6d6 o OQkosu Onna-tachi no Kai,
which began organizing during Interna-
tional Women’s Year in 1975, has a
membership of 900, divided into study

: had met durmg my

Ikuko Atsumi

Gail Geltner

groups which examine issues such as single
womern, education, children’s literature,
divorce, mass media and international
feminism. There are, in addition, women’s
video and film groups, a centre for the non-
partisan political education of women, and
a lesbian-feminist centre. Women are in-
deed meeting, talking, studying and pro-
testing.

I left the Toronto meeting feeling vaguely
uneasy, wondering how I had managed to
miss all this activity when I was in Japan: I
hadn’t seen it reflected among th

posing my own expectactions upon a differ-
ent culture. Before I could assess the
accomplishments of the Japanese feminists
1 had to take into account the historic back-
ground and the rigid family structure of
their culture.

ikuki described Japan as a patriarchal
family state. The Emperor-centered family
state, which had existed during the Meiji

clarrfy thmgs I reahzed thyat I had been rm-:' '

period (1868-1912), had been transferred to
the huge company-centered family state. In
order to understand the place of women in
Japanese society one must appreciate the
strength of the family system. When a
Japanese woman marries, as 98% of them
do, she becomes part of her husband’s
family and her primary role is that of a
vessel for the family through which the:
children are produced. Her wifely duties are
not only to produce and nurture the child-
ren but to ensure that they are as well

acqumng an education.

The full burden of the honsehold rests on "

the shoulders of the wife since her husband
is usually forced to spend long hours at
work. While the wife is married to her hus-
band, her husband is married to his com-
pany — he often spends his whole life
working for the same one. The company
acts as a second paternalistic family, often
providing company housing, recreational

facilities, company arranged holidays, and
company slogans and songs. It demands
complete loyalty of the employee.

The role of the woman as mere producer
for the family is clearly shown by the
statistics on child custody. In 1979, custody
of the children was awarded to the woman
in only 48% of the cases (an increase over
34% in 1968), since traditionally the
children are considered to be part of the
husband’s family. A divorced woman hasa |
very difficult time supporting herself
without the additional burden of trying to .
support and look after her children as well.
Single mothers. are often refused employ-
ment’ simply - because ' they  are single
mothers. ,

‘While the culture-and its legal underpin-

-nings. lock women into the family, the

Japanese economy locks women out of the
work place, ' Women make up 33.7% of‘the
work force in Japan, but they earn only
half the salary of a man. And these women
are the ones who are lucky enough to be
employed at all, since many companies
refuse to hire any women. For example, of
the companies which hire high school
graduates, 80% do not hire women. Of the
remaining 20% which do, many stipulate
that the woman be no older than 22 (too
young to marry), or that she must still be
living at home. The reasoning is that a
woman who remains at home as a part of
her father’s family is allowed to work until
she is ready to marry and become the
devoted wife and mother in her husband’s
family.

The Japanese Labour Standards Act
specifies that ‘‘the employer shall not
discriminate against women concerning
wages by reason of the worker being
female’’ but does not specify for work of
equal value and does not prohibit
discriminatory hiring and promotion prac-
tices. Companies routinely ignore the law,
offerrng blatant wage drfferemxals between

ly ‘only.to;
part-time workers Recently act1v1st lawyers
have won cases against companies accused
of discrimination, but each company with
similar discriminatory practices must be
taken to court separately, and there are just
not enough activist lawyers to handle the
backlog of cases.

continued page 21

Perils of a Disposable Work

Force

by Gloria Geller

Slowly, almost imperceptibly, there are
growing numbers of women crossing over
the age-old barrier of the sexual division of
labour in the work force. In the past few
years, women have begun to find therr way

rafts and technology In September

1980, ,200 women from every part. of the

country came together at a.National Wo-
men‘in Trades-Confeérence in Wmmpeg an

fot all segments of the society to not only

women- seriously. This phenomenon is no
longer a. matter. of the reserve labour force

being brought: into.the work force durr" g.
war time; praised’ for their war effort and.. -
patriotism and then told to. be good glrls'

and go home and breed when the “boys
come marching home. .

as ‘‘peace time”’ are more'complex and pro-
blematic than when they.are being wooed to

nto non—tradmonal jobs-i 1ndustry, the

-and manage both to. g
made the statement that the time has come

recogmze the existence -of women workrng‘
in non-traditional jobs. but. to ‘take such

‘The efforts of. women to obtain and id
non-traditiong! jobs in a period identified

of all the barriers there are women in almost
every conceivable job throughout the coun-
try. Such women need the support and as-
sistance of the women’s movement.

In general terms, using Ontario as an ex-
ample, it is possible to identify how women
are managing to enter non-traditional jobs,
what types of fields they are entefing and
‘how they are faring, “There are women who
make the decision as to what job they want
n the necessary skills
~and:to. obtam jobs in therr chosen area or
start up small businesses of their own. They
are._women who are interested in some of
‘the- more obvious skill areas 'such s wood-,
-working of various kinds and related areas,

€.g. carpentry, cabmetmakmg, furmture_
repair and refinishing, and upholstery, also.
T rrntmg drafting and-various crafts.”

-+ Many :womern, however, are not really -
sure of what they would like to do. They
“may realize that they are mechamcally in-
clined, they may be unhappy working in an
enclosed environment, they may have vague
notions of what they would like, or are if-
terested in making more money . than they
can-in the clerical and service areas, but
want some: direction as to what to choose.

‘- do their bit for their.country: Each. wom;an
must frght on her own to obtain: the training
necessary for the job she wants and to be
taken seriously by employers she ap-
proaches when seeking work. Once, and if,
she is hired she must contend with all the’
problems’ related to being the only woman

" on'the. job plus all the other problems work-
ing women face in the labour force. In spite

" Sirice most-women ‘have had little previous
coritact with or *knowledge of most mon-tra- -
ditional jobs, exposure to: varrous ;jobs-is
very ‘useful ‘m helplng to make a'decision -
about which field to pursue. In Ontarig, the
Introduction to ‘Non-Traditional Occupa-
tions Course (INTO) is a federally SubSldlZ-

Chris Cable.

continued page 20
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The following excerpt is an earlier version of a chapter sub-
sequently entitled ““The Rising of the Women,’’ published
by Myrna Kostash in Long Way from Home: The Story of
the Sixties Generation in Canada. This excerpt includes
some material on western Canadian incidents and develop-
ment that did not appear in the book.

Permission to publish the excerpt in Broadside was grant-
ed by Myrna Kostash. The quotations used are from a var-
iety of individuals she interviewed while doing research for
the book. (A review of Kostash’s book is printed in this is-
sue of Broadside.)

by Myrna Kostash

Arguing that female being has historically been defined and
limited as sexual and that.‘‘woman’s body is used as a com-
modity or medium of exchange,”” the women’s liberation

over the sexual functions of their bodies was-the siné giia
non. of their liberation — indeed it was argued by many wos
men’s liberationists that the colonialization of women pro-:
ceeded from the fact of involuntary pregnancy — and so
began the actions around the issues of birth control and
abortion.

As early as 1962, branches of the Voice of Women had
been campaigning for the legalization of information-distri-
bution on birth control. (Since 1892 the Criminal Code of
Canada had forbidden the sale and advertisement of con-
traceptives and the dissemination of information. The code
was amended in 1969.) Deliberately disregarding the law,
the new groups set up birth control information and coum-
selling booths and centres on and off campuses, where they
made available printed literature on contraception, samples
of available contraceptives, and lists of sympathetic doctors
who would prescribe for single women. And when the Birth
Control Handbook, a comprehensive digest of information
and argument, became available in late 1968 from the
McGill Students’ Society, they distributed some 50,000
copies of this too by the summer of 1969. At the University
of Regina, the Women’s Liberation Caucns, distributing
pamphlets of birth control information, observed that,
‘‘people were unable to demonstrate a natural, healthy cur-
iosity in the subject. Particularly the men felt it necessary to
seem either amused or super-cool and casual about it.
Others picked it up surreptitiously.”’ (Carilion, September
19, 1969) At the University of Alberta, where since 1967
there had been agitation against Health Services’ decision
not to make the birth control pill available to students
(‘‘We do not think the taxpayers of Alberta should supply
birth control pills to students when they are not used for
treatment of a disease or disorder.”” Gateway, November
21, 1967), nor ta supply any information whatsoever about
contraception, the Committee for the Status of Women ac-
cused Health Services of ‘‘abdicating its responsibility’’ to
students and disseminated the information themselves.

A number of us women were living together and we talk-
ed among ourselves about the sexual double standard,
about our right to screw when we pleased, about all the
women we knew who were dropping out of university
because of accidental pregnancies. We were very frus-
trated because we couldn’t get information and the Uni-
versity wouldn’t budge: it was illegal, period. Finally,
Lynn said, ““well, why don’t we do something about
it?”’ At first I was appalled: to think one should do
something about a grievance! And then we just up and
did it.

For all the embarrassment and disconcertment aroused
by the illegal actions around the birth control issue, the wo-
men’s groups were in fact tolerated and allowed to operate
in this regard. Their activities around the issue to abortion
were, however, a different matter. Logically and politically,
the two issue were inseparable, of course: as long as women
were denied access to birth control they would have no
choice but to seek abortion in order to terminate a pregnan-
cy they had not chosen. Up to August 28, 1969, abortion
for any reason was illegal under the Criminai Code and so,
in seeking an abortion, a woman risked prosecution, not to
mention disfigurement or death, as the result of putting
herself in the hands of the only person who could help her:
the abortionist. This peculiar vulnerability of women un-
derscored the male supremacist values of a society in which
male legislators and male law-enforcers absolved them-
selves of responsibilily in the social question of reproduc-
tion. It provided the burgeoning women’s liberation move-
ment with an issue around which the mass of women could
be mobilized. There was not a woman alive who did not
fear the consequences of her sexual activity, no one who did
not realize, even instinctively, that this fear was a form: of
social control. It was understood that, because of the possi-
bility that she might become pregnant at any time, she was
denied employment of equal payand vahie to that of men,
placement in professional and graduate schools at the same
rate as men, and mobility and independence in carrying out
life decisions as she saw fit. Clearly, women’s right to abor-
tion on demand must be secured before any of the other
campaigns for thie liberation of women could be under-
taken. Only when freed of biological determinisms could
women address themselves concretely as workers, intellec-
tuals, artists or politicians. ‘‘Abortion counselling dom-
inated our activity.”’ i :

groups -in 1968 determined that women’s right to control...

They set up offices and publicized their phone numbers.
They answered calls from women who, were hysterical and

in tears, would talk them into composure and determine "

what their decision was, would give them the names of a
handful of doctors who would abort them, would accom-

pany them to the abortionist, or would lend them money so .

they could travel to the nearest ‘‘safe’’ doctor, would talk
to them after the abortion if they were depressed or fearful.
It was agonizing work. :

I was sent a fifteen year old pregnant girl who had been
a resident of Warrendale. (At that time, a treatment cen-
tre for children near Toronto.) I couldn’t get her into
the doctor in Kingston and I had never tried this guy in
Brockville before but T had been told that he was okay.
His front was as a chiropractor and the address in
Brockville was a lean-to to a house. I went in and he was
sitting in this really sordid room, thal’s the only word
for it. And he was drinking. I looked at the girl and she
looked at me and I said, ‘“‘Are you sure that this is what
you want?”” And the guy said, ‘‘Oh, don’t worry about
the drinking. I’ve done these things when I was so pissed
I couldn’t walk across the room.’”.I looked at her again

and I said, ‘““Aré you sure you want to do this?”’ And®

she said, ‘‘yes.”” He went out to the garage and he
brought in one of those boxes that carpenters keep their
tools in and this is where he kept his medical tools. He
told me that I had to wait in the car, that he wouldn’t let
nie stay in the room with her. T went out and sat in the
car for what seemed like hours. Then she came out and
she said that the only thing that he had said to her was
that she had one of the cleanest twats he’d ever seen.

It was perilous work. In Regina, the department of the
Attorney-General warned the Women’s Health Centre that
it was under surveillance to ensure no ‘‘illegal activities’’
were being counselled. In Edmonton, women counsellors
were harassed by obscene phonc calls and the telephone in
their co-op house was bugged. In Vancouver, counsellors
invited to speak on an open-line radio show arrived in the
studio in new sweaters and jeans because they were con-
vinced they would be arrested there for openly and publicly
stating that they were operating an abortion referral ser-
vice.

THE NEED FOR CHILDCARE

Closely related to the issue of involuntary pregnancy was
that of childcare: should a woman bear a child, she was
held wholly responsible for its care. Any mother who
worked outside the home faced the staggering difficuity of
finding some means by which her child or children could be
cared for while she was at work. As more and more women
were employed, this difficulty assumed the proportions of a
social crisis. (According to a childcare survey made by the
Dominion Bureau of Statistics in 1967, 908,000 children re-
quired care arrangements.) Given that the median weckly

earnings of women in 1967 were $50, it was obvious that the

typical childcare arrangement of a babysitter ate up the mo-
ther’s earnings. Where childcare could not be provided for,
the woman had no choice but to stay at home, even if thé
family badly needed her potential earnings. Thus was wo-
men’s dependency within the family and her relegation to
unpaid -housework perpetuated. And thus again were wo-
men penalized for their sexual function. Clearly, women re-
quired cheap and accessible daycare facilities if they were
ever to function independently and remuneratively. The
women’s liberation groups took up this requirement and
made it a demand.

During the August 1968 student occupation of the Board
of Governors’ meeting room at Simon Fraser University,
the room was partly converted into a nursery for the chil-
dren of some of the occupiers. The occupation ended but
not the idea of a campus daycare centre, The Students’
Council was not unsympathetic and agreed to negotiate
with the administration for the building of a licensed cen-
tre. The need was immediate and urgent, however, so a
group of mothers appropriated a corner of the student
lounge and turned it into a co-operative daycare centre, the

SFU.Co-op Family, in which, in exchange for a half day of :
work in the centre, a parent could leave her/his children for
as long as was needed.

No one realized at first how radically different this sy-
stem is from almost every other system by which people
exchange labour and services in this society. One usually
gets only what one pays for. The Family really does take
from each according to his or her ability and give to each
according to his or her needs.

In Winnipeg, women’s liberationists researched the
childcare situation — *‘at the time, 1968, about 190 chil-
dren in all of Winnipeg were served with any kind of day-.
care’’ — issued position papers, and called for the provi-
sion of universally available, 24-hour daycare to be arrang-
ed by community groups and funded by government and
employers. ‘“We felt this service should be provided be-
cause of the great contribution women would be making to
the economy as workers.”’

In Toronto, in the fall of 1969, the University of Toronto
Women’s Group spearheaded the occupation of an empty
house near the campus as a co-operative nursery. When the
city demandeéd the occupants undertake $2,000 worth of
renovations and the university vice-president refused to
make funds available to them, the daycare people marched
to the adminisiration building and occupied the Senate
Chamber. The sitters-in grew to 200, with the support of
the students’ council and the New Left Caucus. (*“We NLC*
women occupied the Chamber and then convinced the men
to join us.”) ‘“‘People are singing, smoking pot, sleeping,
and sharing sandwiches with the campus police. Every
where there are discussions and argnments. The place is
alive.”” (Elsewhere there was still little support for the ser-"
iousness of the demands of the women’s liberation move-
ment. The Toronto Sfar editorialized: ““It’s as if Lenin,
while storming the Czarist ramparts,: had proclaimed that
the purpose of the revolution was to provide all-day suckers
for underprivileged kids.’’) The next day the university cap-
itulated and promised the $2,000. ‘‘Victory was ours!...we
now had the base for the further actions of committing the
university to the responsibility of providing daycare..:Wo-
men’s Jiberation had engineered the first occupation at the
University of Toronto...All power to the people — espec-
ially women!”’

At Queen’s University, women militants disrupted a
beauty queen contest; in Toronto-they picketed Maclean-
Hunter offices after Maclean’s ran excerpts from Lionel
Tiger’s Men in Groups (a biological determinist argument
for male superiority): ‘‘Put..Lionel Tiger Back in the
Zoo!"’; in Winnipeg they.produced feminist theatre —
songs, dances and .games,: skits, readings and slide shows —
“‘a sort of Brechtian view of ‘the whole struggle of women
since the beginning of time”’; and in Vancouver, the Wo-
men’s Caucus, having descended the mountain from SFU,
presented briefs at hearings into human rights legislation,
started publishing a newspaper, The Pedestal, and mounted
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a public celebration of International Women’s Day, an
event that would become annual and national in scope.

THE CRIMINAL CODE

In 1969, after two years of review during which
Parliament’s Standing Committee on Health and Welfare
had received briefs on the abortion issue and had undoubt-
edly paid some attention to the public campaign of
women’s liberation groups for reform of the inflexible leg-
islation governing abortion, a bill was passed by the House
of Commons by which abortion continued to be illegal in
Canada except under certain conditions. The conditions, as
it turned out, added fat to the fire and;brought sharply into
focus what had been previously obscuted by the universal-
ity of the issue: the class nature of abortion legislation.

According to the reforms, abortion must be performed
by a qualified doctor in an accredited or approved hospital,
the doctor must first receive a certificate in writing from the
hospital’s therapeutic abortion committee stating that the
continuation of the woman’s pregnancy ‘‘would or would
not be likely to endanger her life or health,”” and the com-
mittee must consist of at least three doctors. No hospltal is
-required by this legislation to have a therapeutrc abortion
conmmittee.

This much at least was welcome to many women who
would otherwise have been desperate (Toronto General
Hospital recorded a tenfold increase in the number of abor-
tions performed there in the first year after the new law).
But it quickly became obvious to thre militants of the wo-
men’s movement that they had been cheated of the intent
of their campaign. Subsequent to the legislation, as before
it, abortion was the right of oniy a minority of women:
those who had access to the levers of its. administration-and
knew how to manipulate them. For all the other women, it
was still a cruel choice between an enforced pregnancy and
‘delivery, and an illegal abortionist.

Once again the women’s liberation movement geared up
for another assault on the law, Women pointed out, in leaf-
lets and demonstrations and briefs and speeches all across
the country, that the hospitals’ decision-making structures
were entirely in the hands of male professionals and of a
bureaucracy that could not be expected to act expeditiously
and in the best interests of the woman herself (by the time
she has noted a missed period, gone to her doctor, applied
to the review board, found witnesses and experts, submit-
ted to questioning, and heard a decision, she may well be
more than three months pregnant, in which case abortion
becomes a risky operation). They argued that, in seeking an
abortion for “‘health’’ reasons, ‘it will be the affluent mid-
dle class women who know about and have access to a sym-
pathetic psychologist. What help will such a law be for the
women who are intimidated or refused by doctors and psy-
chologists because they cannot pay?” Women living in
isolated areas, in Roman Catholic dioceses, and in towns
where no hospital establishes an abortion committee are ef-
fectively prevented from exercising their right to a legal
abortion, which remains the privilege of women with
money of their own who live in large centres close to liberal
hospitals, liberal doctors, and the support facilities of the
women’s liberation movement. The only humane, just, and
liberating solution to this cruel discrimination was the pro-
vision of abortion on the simple demand of the pregnant
woman herself. Repeal all abortion laws! Abortion is our
right! Every child a wanted child! Control of our own bo-
dies! By the thousands women sent postcards to Prime
Minister Trudeau, Minister of Justice Turner, and Minister
of Health Munro, demanding that the clauses related to
abortion be removed from the Criminal Code. They march-
ed on Mother’s Day. They held educationals. In Vancou-
ver, on behalf of Dr. Robert Makaroff, who had been
charged in early 1970 with conspiring to procure an illegal
abortion (‘‘we feel that charging a doctor...clearly illus-
trates the inadequacies of the new law...a doctor cannot
obtain sufficient access to the legal channels for abortion to
fill the needs of his patients™; The Pedestal, April 1970) the
Women’s Caucus demonstrated, picketed, and forced their
way into the courtroom where the case was being heard,
with a placard: ““If Trudeau had an abortion, would HIS
doctor go to jail for life?”’

ABORTION CARAVAN

In April 1970, a call came from the Vancouver Women’s
Caucus for women across Canada to join a caravan that
would travel from Vancouver to Ottawa, there to confront
the prime minister: ““We consider the government of Can-
ada is in a state of war with the women of Canada. If steps
are not taken to implement our demands by Monday, May
11, 1970 at 3:00 pm, we will be forced to respond by de-
claring war on the Canadian government.”’

And so they set out from Vancouver, stopping in a dozen
towns and cities en route to Ottawa, holding public meet-
ings and swelling their ranks with supporters anxious to add
their bodies to the demonstration planned for Parliament
Hill. In Kamloops, Edmonton, Regina, Winnipeg, the
Lakehead, Sudbury, and Toronto, activists knew they were
coming, from the invitation issued in The Pedestal, the only
sustained communications link that women®s liberation
groups had with each other; they greeted them, billetted
them, cooked up hot suppers. (Thirty-five years. earlier,

another generation of women-militants had:done. precisely:

the same for another on-to-Ottawa trek of insurgents, tra-

,'Abprtion Caravan photos by Mary Trew
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velling the same route.) Up and down the streets of down-

town, the caravan drove, blaring from a loudspeaker the
Judy Collins version of ‘““We Want Our Revolution,”’ while
women sang along and distributed literature and talked to
people in the streets. They travelled with a coffin, symboliz-
ing the women dead from illegal abortions, and filled it in
one town after another with petitions signed by thousands
and thousands of women demanding the repeal of the abor-
tion laws. ‘“We worked very hard. I’m sure we knocked on
every door in the city to get these names. We felt excitement
and affection and bravado, waiting for the caravan. For the
first time in my life my head and my feelings came
together.”

They drove into Ottawa with placards pasted on their
cars and vans, drove in with women hanging out the win-
dows, shouting and singing — women drove in from the

highway who had been too scared to ever drive the highway .

before — and in the streets women waved V’s and clenched
fists back at them. Billetted en masse at a church, they hun-
kered down for strategy sessions, trying to arrive, by con-
sensus and collective decision-making, at a plan of action
for the weekend, while the menfolk who had accompanied
them cooked the meals and ‘‘did whatever we needed done
to carry out our strategy.”” They decided that, ‘“disguised”’
as respectable women and armed with forged passes to the
House of Commons galleries procured by sympathetic fe-
male support staff on Parliamént Hill, they would disrupt
Parliament by chaining themselves to their seats. Not every-
one would go in: the action could provoke arrests and pros
ecution., No woman should feel compelled. to participate
and, besides, she could be useful outside, mounting a diver-
sionary demonstration.

This was the first time that political women admitted
that they were scared — in SUPA it had been politically
“‘incorrect” to be scared — and that they didn’t want to

go on this action because they were scared of getting
their wrists broken or of being in jail. That was accept-
ed. I was scared and I remembered that I had always
refused to go on big anti-war marches because I was
scared. I was still scared but this time I felt it was worth
it, even if I had to go to jail for two years. [ wanted ta do
- this.

N .
And 5o they sent the men out to hardware stores to-get
chains and 16¢ks and themselves scrounged skirts.and shoes
and make-up from Ottawa women and then were ready.
-.On Saturday, May 9, over 500 women and their stpport-
ers ‘marched to-Parliament Hill and demanded unsuceess-
full‘y to meet with- Trudeau, Munro,-and Turner. (Trudeau
was “‘unavailable” as he was preparing for a trip abroad,
Munro was in Geneva and Turner was playing terinis.) In-

f’stead they:held a rally.” Womian after woman stood up to
:denounce the abortion laws and the bureaucracy calcifying
their- 1mplementat10n -to publicize statistics- of- death and

s‘terility front abortion; 'to describe their “experiences with

; yhospltal boards:and doctors, to lead:in songs and slogans.
’ “Just Society Just for the:Rich!”> Doris Power of the-Just
Soc1ety Movement in Toronto stood up to speak:

As you can see, I am pregnant. Under our new “‘liberal-
ized”” abortion laws I applied for a therapeutic abortion
at a Toronto hospital...When I was refused the abor-
tion, the doctor asked if I would obtain an illegal abor-
tion. I replied that many women did. He then said,
“Well, take your rosary and get to Hell out of here.”
One of the questions low-income women are asked when
applying for abortions is, “Will you agree to steriliza-
tion?”’...We, the poor of Canada, are the dirt shoyed

under the rug of a vicious economy... What control can
we have over our lives if we have no control over our
own bodies?

And then, angered and distressed, they all marched to 24
Sussex Drive, some on the first march of their lives, come
all the way from Vancouver and Calgary to shout and sing
along with the women who had been in the movement for
years, all of them sensing they were part of the same histori-
cal motion now, class and age and race and experience sub-
sumed within" this wave of women united in sisterhood
against the regime of the woman-haters and woman-mur-
derers and woman-crushers. ‘“Women-power to the wo-
men-people!’’ They marched their way past the dumb-
founded RCMP. guards at the prime minister’s residence,

* sat on the lawn for an hour, and marched out, leaving be-

hind the coffm full of petitions, ¢oat hangers, Lysol, and
knives.

Monday, May 11. They got dressed that morning in their
“disguises,”’ wearing long-sleeved blouses over the chains
wrapped around their arms, and strolled over to Parliament
Hill, casually going into the galleries in ones and twos,
while a large contingent gathered for a demonstration at the
steps of the Peace Tower. In the House of Commons, the
Honourable gentlemen were discussing the condition of the
carpeting in the visitors’ elevators.

At a quarter past three I stood up and started making
my speech, demanding free abortion. It took the securi-
ty guard a fair amount of time to reach me so that T was
.almost finished by the time he got to me. The woman
beside me who had been really nervous stood up as he
came towards her — one of these great decisions that she
had made — and said she wasn’t going to let him touch
me. She got totally into it. He grabbed me and he pulled
me out and I think we reached the door before the next
person started: I was shouting all the while. Outside he
said, ‘“Well, dear, you’ve had your little say, haven’t
you?”’ It must have taken us three or four minutes to
w)alk down to.the main office. By that time bells were
ringing and people were screaming and running all over
the place. Another guard came in and said, ‘““There’s
thirty of them in there and they’re all chained to their
seats!’’ It dawned on him that I was not a nut; or that if
I was a nut then there were a lot of nuts in there with me.
He’d obviously taken nuts out of the gallery before but
this was different.

continued page 15
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by Barbara Halpern Martineau

to smash all ghettos that divide us — not to go back, not to
go back — this-to teach.
— “Tell Me A Riddle,” Tillie Olsen; 1960.

Tillie .Olsen, rnagical name; When she came quietly to
" Toronto last year.the. women’s rietwork flashed its signals
-and’ a church: basement. was filled swith an attentive, even
reverential audience (see ‘Broadside, Vol: 1, no. 7). In the
early; strife-torn days of the women’s movement, when-all
leadership, expertise, professional qualifications were
suspect, Tillie Olsen spoke with the unchallengeable voice

| -of 'those who had never had power; and: she spoke with.a -

‘new kind of authority. She knew, as féw have known, what
~-had been suppressed when creative voices and visions were
suppressed, she ‘had read: voraciously the ephemeral
literature of the nineteenth century, the magazine stories,
pamphlets articles in which women’s fragmented lives were
given expression,; she had fourd them.yeHowing in junk
shops and on the backshelves of the most obscure recesses
-of a few:libraries. She read, she thought, she pondered; ail
the ‘while living the 1ife of domestic hardship she was. later
~to.-assess as the mair silencer of 0 many women. She
“herself — a superwoman who was able to come back to her
writing after years of enforced jilence, years of-crushing
'responsxbrlmes to-her childrenjito the .demands of the
!necessary job, of the ‘Household = came back to wntmg, to
producing work o extraordmary force and'clarity. 'She in-
sisted that what® she had done should not be required of
anyone.with words to shape into visions,.and she insisted
on tellmgr of .the wrong done to others sﬂenced by the 51tua—

gling. ‘wr1ters, that,her ‘own work and. the work of \many‘
| others has been ci ppled by poverty and oppression, ‘that

. these are not the necessary’ surroundmgs of art. That nur=i

turing is requlred for‘full flowering of the creative force,
| that suppression stunts, withholds, hmlts. She said it is not
- good to be a victim; She said ’oppression has'no justifica-
+tion. ‘And she wrote stories: of oppression, victimization;

“frustration; anger, rage,. stories which: see oppression from
the inside; as very few stories have done until recently.

- What is rare about Tillie Olsen’s work is that she shares the
experience and the feelings of victims, and has the know-
ledge and analysis and understanding of the forces of vic-

_timization,® and-is able creatively to express: her:vision in -

prose like lightning, jagged, blinding in its force, revealing
hidden corners of the night. She writes as a woman, which
she is, as a poor person, which she has been, as a black, and
she is not black, as a Jew and she is not a Jew. But she has
known the ghetto intimately.

1 had not read the story ‘“Tell Me A Riddle’” when I first
saw the film based on it, a Hollywood film directed by Lee
Grant and produced by three young women who call them-
selves the Godmothers. The film, as I saw it that first fresh
time, evoked memories of my grandmother, feeling about
old age and death and memories of childhood and family,
the sense of what it is to be a woman expected to put books
aside for babies, what it is to nurse private visions, to live a
secret life in the midst of clamorous need, what it is to be
old and sick and in touch with a lifetime of memories, so
many of them terrifying.

An old woman wants to live out her life in her own
house, quiet, undisturbed, free for the first time to read,
think, play records she can barely hear with her hearing aid
turned up full volume. She has her scrapbook to pore over,
not snapshots of babies and pets, although her family
boasts plenty of both, but a scrapbook of revolution,
photographs, clippings quotations — Tolstoy, Chekhov
Mill, Goldman, Luxembourg.

Eva’s husband, David, struggling to maintain the large
clapboard house, painfully wrestling with ladders, storm
windows, responsibilities, wants something’different, wants

‘ l [ e oA B
“Godmothers”’(l to r) Mindy Affrime, Susan
O’Connel! and Rachel Lyon
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Me|vyn"Douglaé and Lila Kedrova in “Tell me a Riddle.”

to sell the house, move to the Union Haven he himself
helped to establish. They argue, their children come to
mediate, the conflict seems irreconcilable, suddenly she is
so ill nothing else matters. They don’t tell her she has a
year, at most, to live riddled with cancer, they take her off
to visit her children and grandchildren around the country,
the trip of her life, and without telling her they sell the
house.

In a suburban split-level, surrounded by adoring grand-
children, her daughter hands her the youngest, the baby,
She backs away, terror in her eyes. I hadn’t read the story
yet, but the scene in the film struck the same chord of
recognition in me that I later felt reading Olsen’s lines:

A new baby. How many warm, seductive babies. She
holds him stiffly, away from her, so that he wails. And a
long shudder begms, and the sweat beads on her
forehead.

Her husband has no such problem — he rocks the baby
happily, croons to it — his life was not devoured for years
by the all-consuming needs of bables.

When they arrive in San Francisco, to stay with their
granddaughter, Jeannie, Eva finds a soul-companion, a
young woman of spirit, independent, like and unlike herself
at'the same age. For at Jeannie’s age Eva had already borne
children, had known the incredible poverty of the old coun-
try and the grinding, soul-destroying poverty of the Depres-
sion in the new country, more, had lived in prison, seen her
best friend hanged-for killing an informer, known pogroms
and revolution, How can Jeannie know, as she weeps for
her aborted child, what Eva knows 6f Chlldblrth and child-
death, of choice denied and denials imposed?

Eva; dying, bequeathes her spmt her love of knowledge

her flerce heritage of ‘revolt,”to-Jeannie. Jeannie, nursing
. her grandmother, trying to comfort her grandfather, danc-

ing with hinmas her dying grandmother dances-at the village

wedding where she dariced as a child, is the connecting link

for the audience’ the young, open, New Age child of light
and liberty who embodie “her grandmother § dreams Re-
turning for a second viewing 1 cried ‘as much as T did the
first time as Jéannie dances, solemnly, Joyously, with her

grief-stunned grandfather. Melvyn Douglas is superb as
David, Lila Kedrova’s Eva glows as she dances in the waves
of the Pacific Ocean. The film is compelling, evocative,
conjuring memories, dreams, old fears and ideals. It is truly
the emotional counterpart of the story. But it lacks the
story’s sinews.

Once you went for coffee I walked I saw A Balzac a
Chekhov to write it

Rummage Alone

On scraps-

Better old here than in the old country!

On scraps

Turning to Tillie Olsen’s story I realized that it is steeped
in Jewishness, written with the turns of phrase, pacing, eye
for detail that conjures my own Litvak grandmother and
Russian grandfather, all the aunts and uncles and cousins.
No white clapboard seven-room house like the apple-pie
American vision in the film, no round-faced granny like
Kedrova, no, Tillie Olsen’s old couple lived in a five-room
house filled with furniture (the heavy, cluttered spaces of
childhood memory), and Eva has a ‘‘gnome’s face’ with
heavy spectacles and a magnifying glass for poring at her

- Director Lee Grant
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books. The dialogue in the film has been pruned of the con-
stant richness of Jewish phrasing it has in the story, the
family scenes have a distinctly WASP feel to them, and the
storyline has been pruned of its more radical edges. Eva, in
the story, rages against the hypocrisy and oppression of tra-
ditional Judaism — refuses to light her daughter’s Sabbath
candles:

Swindler! does she look back on the dark centuries?
Candles bought instead of bread and stuck into a potato
for a candlestick? Religion that stifled and said: in
Paradise, woman, you will be the footstool of your hus- .
band, and in life — poor ehosen Jew — ground under,
despised, trembling in cellars And cremated. And
cremated. e
As Eva nears death, Olsen’s David hears without wanting
to the words of her tortured consciousness:

the sounds worked themselves into his consciousness,
with their punctuation of death swallows, whimpers,
gurglings.

Even in reality (swallow) life’s lack of it
Slaveships deathtrains clubs eeenough
The bell summon what enables

78,000 in one minute (whisper of a scream) 78,000
human beings we’ll destroy ourselves

David, resisting, is finally overcome, not as in rhe film by
guilt for having sold the house {in the story he does not),
but by a realization like an epiphany, impossible to show in
the realist framework of a Hollywood film, neither a flash-
back nor a dream.

And every life (long strangling cough) shall be a song

The cards fell from his fingers. Without warning, the
bereavement and betrayal he had sheltered — com-
pounded through the years — hidden even from himself
— revealed itself,

uncoiled,

released,

sprung

Brooke Adams and Melvyn Douglas

.feminists, dissenting intellectuals who were gassed without.

and with it the monstrous shapes of what had actually
happened in the century

Thmkmg of h1s own lee ) hard like hers of all the suf-

fering, the hard work, the constant worrying, and of their

grandchildren, so privileged, tall; straight, like nobility in
their old village, his and Eva’s

And was this not the dream then, come true in ways un-
dreamed? he asked.

And are there no other children in the world? he
answered, as if in her harsh voice.

This, not Jeannie’s heritage, is the discovery of the story —
or rather, this is Jeannie’s heritage, the bone, the
uncompromising refusal to forget that wrong. has been
done, is still being done, will still be done, and must not be
smoothed over, ignored, tactfully evaded, and cannot be.
That wrong is specific, rooted in details of ethnicity, of dai-
ly life, that it 'was Jews, activists, homosexuals, lesbians,

distinction, precisely to obliterate what had made them
distinct. That it is the daily life of women — starting fresh
as Jeannie, with as much hope to create (for in the story
Jeannie quits her job as a nurse to work at her art) — which
has crushed them, as Eva was crushed, rendered silent, her
revolutionary voice stilled, by all those years of babies.

There is a minor scene in the story, easily dramatized, but
not included in the film, in which David takes Eva to visit
prosperous relatives outside San Francisco

This Max and Rose, smooth and pleasant, introducing
them to polite children, disinterested grandchildren ...
After dinner ... the four of them alone. She sat close to
him, and did not speak. Jokes, stories, people they had
known, beginning of reminiscence, Russia fifty-sixty
years ago. Strange words across the Duncan Phyfe ta-
ble: hunger; secret meetings; human rights; spies;
betrayals; prison; escape — interrupted by one of the
grandchildren: ‘‘Commercial’s on; any Coke left?” ...
No incident — except that there had been no incident.

No incidents. So the film makers invented, instead, a
breaking romance between Jeannie and a young artist.
Human interest. But taking away the focus, the uncom-
promising specificity of Eva’s passion and David’s realiza-
tion, the unrighted wrong of Eva’s long silence. The hard
edge, the gnarled, polished, diamond-hard words, evoking
and then refusing sentimentality, not the soft-focussed
flashback of the Hollywood film, but memory in the prent,
as nightmare, as v1s10n ““as the sweat beads, and the long
shudder seizes.’

Even in reality (swallow) life’s lack of i,

In light of the recent acclaim and wide publicity accom-
panying the commercial release of Le Bons Debarras, a
Québec film by Francis Mankiewicz, please remember the
warning note issued in Broadside’s review of the Festival of
Festivals (Vol. 2, nos. 1 & 2). Applauding the wit and
vivacity of the first half of the film, the review goes on to
attack the denouement: ‘‘...as the film gets going, Manon’s
“crush®® on her mother turns her into a monster, working
to-isolate her not-very-bright mother from everyone else,
and eventually causing her uncle’s death. In one particular-
ly offensive scene Manon’s accusation that her mother’s
boyfriend has assaulted her sexually leads her mother to an
hysterical attack on the dumbfounded man. This is the sort
of scene which the filmmaker and the patriarchy at large
will defend by saying, well, such things really happen. But
one chooses what minute aspect of reality one shows in a

film. Given the shockingly high incidence of incest and sex-
ual assault on young girls in our society, a scene which
shows one precocious youngster crying wolf in a context
which stresses her perversity is distortive and deeply

sexist.”’

A Wives’ Tule,reviewed in Broadside (Vol. 2, no. 4) recent-
ly received the Québec Critics Award, and was nominated
for a Genie Award for Best Documentary.

ANNEKE STEENBEEK

Anneke Steenbeek’s show will open March 1, 1981, at
the Gallery O, 589 Markham Street, Toronto. For informa-
tion call 533-6137.

Abortion Caravan, from page 13

As soon as she had been dragged out, the next woman,
chained to her seat by the ankle, stood up and shouted the
statement about the right to ¢ontrol of her body, and then
another woman and another, in this gallery and that gal-
lery, while the guards rushed frantically from one to the
other, unable to drag them out until they got hacksaws and
pulled them free from the chains. As they chanted, over
and over, ‘‘free abortion on demand’’ and ‘‘every child a
wanted child,’’ the Speaker adjourned the session, the first
time in the history of the Canadian House of Commons
that it was closed because of a disturbance. The women
were photographed by the RCMP but were not arrested.
They rejoined their supporters outside and there staged a
mock funeral and burned a facsimile of the Criminal Code.
Removing their black headscarves, symbolic of the deaths
of women by illegal abortions, they revealed red scarves un-
derneath and with fists in the air chanted, ‘“no more women
will die.”” (Carilion, May 21, 1970) .

On Monday, the same day that women were chaining
themselves to their seats in the House of Commons, women
in Vancouver, dressed up in bizarre costumes, “‘witched”’
the federal courthouse: they glued up onto a wall a declara-

JOYCE WIELAND

-

Debbie Shackleton |

opened

“Bloom of Matter”’
February 21, 1981 and will run till March 13, at the Issaacs

Gallery, 832 Yonge Street, Toronto.

Joyce Wieland’s show

tion that the federal government was killing the women of
Canada and splashed it with red paint. A man, charged
with being an accomplice to the defacement of federal pro-
perty became the women’s movement’s first official martyr
in the courts. (In the end, he got off.)

WHAT NEXT?

Still high and buzzing with the fervour of the united actions
-of the Abortion Caravan, women’s liberationists from
across the country convened in Saskatoon in November
1970 to answer the question: what next for us? In the
debates that followed, the unity of the springtime dissolv-
ed. Of course it had been their collective oppression as
women that had first drawn the militants together, out of
the new left formations and the high schools and the sub-
urbs and offices, and it had been sisterhood that had con-
gealed their commitment and passion and loyalty, but, as
the movement developed in action, strategy, and theory, a
diversity of political stances became inevitable. Although
everyone could agree that women were oppressed the world
over, there was no agreement on how their liberation was to

be achieved. And it was disputing the correct strategy of a
liberation movement that the women split.

" There was a contingent in Saskatoon, largely Trotskyist,
which argued for a comiinuation and intensification of the
free-abortion-on-demand campaign: it made sense, they ar-
gued, to concentrate militant energies on a single issue in-
stead of spreading them thinly over the myriad issues of :
women’s lives and it especially made sense given the issue’s
appeal and importance to every woman. There was a ready-
made mass base of support for the campaign and the move-
ment should take advantage of the interest, excitement, and
consciousness aroused by the Abortion Caravan. Besides,
the battle may have been fought but the war against the
laws was scarcely won.

it should have been no great surprise to anyone then
when no single, broad, all-encompassing union of women’s
liberationists emerged from Saskatoon but instead a large
number of. militants variously organized around this pro-
gram and that, this theoretical position and that.
It may have seemed, depressingly enough, mere squabbling
at the time. The disputes were, however, a sign that the wo-
men’s liberation movement had engaged with the real
politik of radicalism.
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Myrna Kostash:

Where Have All the Flowers Gone?

by Susan G. Cole

A Long Way from Home
By Myrna Kostash. Toronto: James Lor-
imer & Company, Publishers, 1980. Pp. 300

MYRNA
KOSTASH

The story r/l/_;e
Sxctres generidtion
M Caﬁﬂﬂ’z/

LONG

No doubt a number of readers will ap-
proach a book that celebrates the genera-
tion of the sixties with a hgalthy dose of

'kepnclsm, ‘What, aswe. plough through
is. bleak.. decade,
generat' n born mto an illusion

“ able questions about change in the sixties.

Canadian- political movements of  the de:
cade, that Ttadicalism was not imported
. from the United States and that where there”

- moyements -~ these movements had -a’

cludes, are better off for the experience. We
will, she insists, make a difference: . o
It is some fifty to one hundred pages' to
the book belfore Kostash begins to keep her
promises. The first chapters outline the ear-
ly influences on Canadian radicals, which
came from all over the world. Some were
inevitably American, particularly the activ-
ities of the Student Non-Violent Co-ordin-
ating Committee (SNCC), formed out of
the struggle of blacks in the United States
and the actions of the Student Democratic
Society (SDS) protesting America’s military
involvement in Indochina. The latter in-
spired Canadian peace activists to demon-
strate against American consulates across
the country. The Student Union for Peace
Action (SUPA), the first murmur of the
student movement in Canada, learned com-
munity organizing skllls directly from
American activists in SNCC.
it was the strength of the burgeoning
anti-nuclear movement in Britain that
moved outraged Canadians to protest
vigorously against nuclear proliferation in
the late fifties and early sixties. The Cana-
dian movement for nuclear disarmament
did become a force to the reckoned with but
it had been closely linked to socialist
movements for years and its adherents had
. ~been hard at it throughout the fifties. These
'+ activists can hardly be called members of
_.the sixties generation nor, I suspect, do they
‘wish to be.
, It wasn’t until the middle of the decade
- that people hetween the ages of 16 and 30
grew visibly disgruntled and restless, and it
- isn’t until close to one-third through Kos-
tash’s book that we find out why. First
there is an inflnx of American war resisters
and the sudden appearance of a new polit-
ical community; there are rumblings in
Quebec; there are explosions on campuses
across this country.

-is ‘there to. celebrate .

Way Sfrom Home, antlcxpates these 1nev1t- :

In her mtroducnon she promises to show:
that there was somethmg distinctive about

_ grew movements that mirrored those devel- |
“oping.in America — thie student and-peace:: |-

‘national Jidentity of thelr own. Those of us..'=
‘who went through early adulthood with the. .|
“sound and fury of the sixties, she con- """

Kostash’s chapters on the student upris-
ings give a historical account of the varying
protests and demands that emerged from
the universities from Simon Fraser to Dal-
housie. It is tempting to write them all off
as a collective knee-jerk reaction to similar
goings-on on campuses across America,
activities to which the media were giving a
high profile. Kostash argues, and rightly,
that Canadian students had something dif-
ferent at stake. Whereas American students
demanded relevance, Canadian students
demanded relevance combined with the so-
cialist thought that was losing ground in
higher education.

Historically, American activists have
been concerned with issues surrounding in-
dividual rights assumed to be safeguarded
in the American constitution. Canadian
student leftists, not nearly so alienated from
their socialist roots as their American
counterparts, always had the kind of braad-
er international perspective inherent in even
a quasi-Marxist political analysis. The
crucial distinction between the American
new left and the surge of Canadian radical
activity is that the socialist tradition had re-
mained intact in Canada and was institu-
tionalized through the CCF and the NDP
political parties while America’s socialist
movement was fractured in the fifties by
McCarthyism and Cold War politi

* This distinction applies to the Canadian
and American student and peace move-
ments and is a continuing theme of A4 Long
Way from Home. Xostash carries it
through to her analysis of the movement
for an economically independent Canada.
The economic analysis Canadian activists
supplied ‘led them to the consciousness of
Canada’s place in the global village and
moved them to the rallying cry ‘‘Save Can-
ada.’”” American activists, on the other
hand, when it came to sloganeering,
delivered that familiar fulmination, ‘“Fuck
America.” ‘

One word about the student movement, a
development Kostash describes without the
same critical force she applies to other
events of the sixties: at a certain point in her
discussion she identifies as a healthy devel-
opment.the fact that students learned to or-
ganize in their own self-interests. Having
realized that the university was preparing
them for a future they rejected outright,
students came to see the relationship be-
tween the ‘“‘“knowledge’’ of the university
curriculum aad the capitalist machine. Yes,
it is good to make the connections and to
foliow the advice to *‘organize in your place
of work study, wherever you are.”” Bat
whereas Kostash dismisses Prime Minister
Trudeau’s response to student protestors’
demands as flippant — ““You’re selfish”’ is
what he said — there was a nagging element
of truth, irksome as it was coming from the
head of state.

It was something students could never
really come to terms with: they, as students
anyway, were temporarily radicals, enrol-

- ling in universities and then leaving either as

graduates or drop-outs. Similarly,the stud-
ent movement would come and go. And in

in the United States, the politics of Native

fact, though Trudeau could not have had
precisely this in mind, and even when seen
in the context Kostash takes pains to pro-
vide, demands do come across as rather tri-
vial when compared to the subsistence de-
mands of welfare mothers or of working
class Québecois. Students may have been
organizing in their own interests, but that
would change the moment they left the uni-
versity. Capitalism and the patriarchy are
machines that keep classes in their places,
whether they are classes of women, work-
ers, blacks, or native Canadians. Nothing
we do will change the fact that we are wo-
men. But we could not remain students for-
ever and a temporary identity as a class
makes for a short-lived movement. In a
way, the resistance to taking the student
movement dead seriously was understand-
able.

For the most part Kostash is totally pre-
pared to take. a criticak approach to her
material and has a unique facility for point-
ing out the blunders and naivete of move-
ments saddled with the task of focussing
and organizing energies. One could almost
call A Long Way from Home a guide to the
Canadian left and it is enormously useful.
By the end of the book we are convinced
that Canada’s upheaval is specific to this
country. There are, after all, no Québecois

land claims-and the Indian movement took
a different form than its counterpart in the
United States; nationalism, a tendency per-
ceived as wholly reactionary by American
leftists, became one of the hallmarks of the
Canadian new left, Kostash puts all of this
into perspective and the reader’s initial
skepticism with her thesis inevitably dis-
solves with each chapter.

Myrna Kostash writes some wonderful
prose. One can tell, though, when her heart
is'in it and when she’d rathey give the list of
events and move on. This inclination to ca-

talogue organizations, conferences, and

street actions as well as the various acron-
yms for political caucuses (a reference key
with abbreviations and full names would
have facilitated faster reading) makes the
first chapters somewhat rocky, but by the
time she gets to the arrival of the draft
dodgers, she is downright moving. And in
her discussion of the counter-culture, she is
in terrific form:

But until they (counter-culturalists) also
articulated how broad masses of people
were to get from the enslaving, bour-
geois ‘‘here’’ to the liberating, post-
revolutionary ‘“there”’, until they articu-
lated a strategy of change beyond the in-
dividualistic action of dropping out, the

counter-culture would present nothing -

more than a pleasurable holdinrg tank
for social misfits in the bourgeonsxe
backyard.

I can’t think of anyone who has said it bet-
ter.

Not that Kostash didn’t love that part of -

the sixties with a passion. We all did, even
though as women we had the gut fecling we

were being taken for a ride. Kostash under-
stands this, too: ““It was primordial femin-
ism, I suppose, that made women self-
protectively blank out the words to ‘Under
My Thumb,’ or ‘American Woman’ to ‘So
Long Marianne,’ or failing that, to pretend
that we were men. Anything to keep on
dancing.”’ Here Kostash brushes the idea of
nascent feminist consciousness, but the
story of its fuli bloom, she reminds us, isa
story of the seventies and a story, I hope,
that Kostash will choose as the basis for her
next book. She is definitely equipped to do
it justice.

Kostash, though, does not grind some of
her axes all that successfully. It is never
clear why she gives the Company of Young
Canadians such a thorough trashing. Other
points could have been made more strong-
ly. “Don’t sell Canada out,” was the
watchword of economic nationalists m
Canada and now.that oil is the obsession of
the eighties, the watchword seems prophetic
indeed. We were right, and that is some-
thing that can never be given too much em-
phasis. But these are small complaints
about a book that does just about what it
wants to do,

But only “‘just about.” A Long Way
Jfrom Home is very convincing for part of
its thesis — that there was a Canadian rad-
ical movement, that it had Canadian
themes and gave to Canadians a national
sense that did not exist in 1960. But Kos-
tash’s em t'onal comrmtment 1s to the no-

! or.in the counter-economy — a v1rulently
capitalist one - of Hare Krishna and other
affiliates of cosmic consciousness and the .
meditation movements. These last are fer-
vently apolitical. The women’s movement;
we hope, will make a difference, But whe-
ther the actual political activity of the sixties
was more than a brief spasm of outrage re-
mains to be seen. 1 for one do not share
Myrna Kostash’s optimism concerning our
generation. But you have to love her for the
fact that she still believes.

Myrna Kostash

Broadside




page seventeen

The Taming of the Bard

Pam Brighton:

[AREE 2 Y SRRy s

by Patricia O’Leary

After the rough and tumble productjon of
The Taming of the Shrew at Toronto’s
Young People’s Theatre, 1 thought Shakes-
peare can actually be fun. Pratfalls, whacks
on the rear and in the face — it looked like
a combination of Starsky and Hutch and
‘Saturday Morning Cartoons — but it sure
kept your interest, the kids in the audience
loved it, and the cast was great.

Director Pam Brighton

1 talked the next day to director Pam
Brighton. In the past few years, Brighton
has had some ups — among them produc-
tions of Dusa, Fish, Stas and Vi; The Club,
and Henry VI at Stratford; and some
downs — including being summarily fired
by the Board of Directors last fall at The
Stratford Festival along with three other
directors.

Pam Brighton is a woman on a grand
scale. She is tall and large and has a pleas-
ant quality: the night after the opening she
was bushed, but she was intent on being

nice to me, offering me sherry in her apart-

ment to keep out the cold winter night’s
chill, apologizing for not being more lively,
and talking to her young son Ned, whom
she hadn’t seen much of for weeks.

1 was interested in how she had decided
to approach Shakespeare’s male-suprema-

cist play. ““I must admit I did feél some

pressure to do a feminist version;’’ she says,
““but in the long run I was actually more
concerned with the style of it. There is not
much you can actually do to change the
content, but one can hope to make it more
human in its interpretation.”’

The style concerned her because sie
thinks most Shakespeare is done in an ef-
fete, mannered way that didn’t really reflect
the times. ‘‘Shakespeare was a popular
writer; he didn’t everr like the upper class
much. Actors were a sort of rough and
ready group who didn’t have the bourgeois
position in society that they have today’’.
So her production is very broad, vnlgar,
physical, and funny, geared very much to a

. young audience.

Brighton wanted to do Shakespeare with
Canadian actors that she had worked with,
and she wanted to get away from Stratford
and do it in Toronto. ‘‘Canadian actors
don’t get much chance to do comedy,”’ she
says. ‘‘Usually they’re stuck with the sort of
mannered English comedies which mean
nothing to them, or with very slick North
American shows,”” In this The Taming of
the Shrew they have a chaiice to have some
fun, and much of the comic effect comes
from the capabilitites of the cast members
themselves.

The cast is uniformly good, from Susan
Hogan and her husband Michael as Kate
and Petruchio, Mary Ann McDonald as an
unusual and particularly flaky Bianca, Ma-
ja Ardal.as all the servants rolled into one
funny female servant, Richard Donat (last
seen as Cuirette in Hosanna), R.H. Thom-
son, and others. Brighton thinks it is good
to see women being funny on stage, as they
are here. ‘“Usually they get stuck with being
little goody-two-shoes.”

Pam Brighton came from the Royal

Court in Britain and has established herself -
as one of Canada’s best new diréctors. She:
has- worked steadily for:the-past few years:.

as a director but says it is diffieult fora wo-
man to find work because most boards of
directors are middle-aged businessmen who
really don’t believe that a woman can han-
dle a large organization or a theatrical pro-
duction. Women don’t get hired as Artistic
directors of theatres, and men tend to hire
men. ‘“‘“Many men see their theatres as ex-
tensions of their characters and they aren’t
comfortable working with a woman,”’ she
says. ‘‘Especially if there is a chance that
she might do the job better than he does.”

Books

to Note

Broner, E.M.; A weave of women; Holt,

N.Y., 1978.

Inspiring novel about a group of women in

Jerusalem who come from many traditions

. and opposing outlooks, and yet share their
“lives and create new-ceremonies for birth,

marriage and death.

Cook, Alice H.; Working women in Japan;
discrimination, resistance and reform; Cor-
nell University, Ithaca, N.Y.,.1980.

Cornish, Mary; Getting organized: building
a union; The Women’s Press; Toronto,
1980. .

Handbook and guide to assist workers, par-
ticularly women, in getting unionized and
certified.

Elkins, V.H.; The righis of the pregnant
parent; Waxwing Productions, Toronto,
1980. .

Covers topics such as finding an appropri-
ate hospital and doctor, as well as informa-
tion about childbirth, nutrition and other
related subjects.

Koen, Susan; Ain’f nowhere we can run, a
handbook for women on the nuclear men-
tality; WAND, Norwich, Vermont, 1980,
Feminist analysis of nuclear power; how it
affects women physically, strategies for or-
ganizing, etc.

Lewis, Sasha Gregory; Sunday’s women; a
report of lesbian life today; Beacon Press,
Boston, Mass., 1979. " - v
Description of lesbian life in the US today,
which includes topics such as coming out,
the effects of gay vs. women’s liberation,
and lesbian relationiships. '

Merchant, Carolyn; The death of nature;
women, ecology and the scientific revolu-
tion; Harper and Row, San Francisco, Ca.,
1980.

Critical assessment of the scientific revolu-
tion of the 16th and 17th century and an ex-
ploration of the historical connections be-
tween women’s issues and ecology.

Yegierska, Anzia; Bread givers; Persea
Books, N.Y., 1925.

Reprinted novel of a young Jewish
woman’s struggle to free herself from the
constraints of a male-dominated immigrant
society,

[JElaine Berns, Co-ordinator
YWCA Women’s Resource Centre

These books are for sale at the Toronio
Women’s Bookstore, 85 Harbord St., and
on loan from the YWCA Women’s Re-
source Centre, 15 Birch Ave., Toronto.

There is, according to Brighton, a rather
~uneasy connection between public subsidy
and private capital in the theatre; that

" boards made up of businessmen are in con-

trol of the artistic life of ihe country. ““It’s
the only profession where people are in con-
trol who know nothing about it.”

Brighton is understandably angry that
the Stratford Board was able to fire her and
the others so abruptly: ‘“It is an outrageous
waste of talent and money.”” And boards
are, more and more, becoming politically
involved in the plays that are being present-
ed. ““A few years ago I was about to directa
production of Juno and the Paycock at
Theatre Plus — 1 think it’s an absolutely
wonderful play about women. Then Lord
Mountbatten was killed, and the Board
said, ‘We mustn’t do anything Irish here.’
They did not want to be seen to support the
cause.”’

But Brighton overcame difficulties. She
is an innovative director who is able to
make things seem believable on stage. She
doesn’t take the theatre world too seriously.
““If you went into it with too much rever-
ence and awe, you would be really quite
screwed by it.”” She thinks a lot of theatre is
very badly done, so there’s nothing much to
lose by doing something new; she doesn’t
hold to the sacredness of traditions.

The past few months have left Brighton
tired and skeptical about her future. The
Stratford battle may be having an adverse

. effect — some people may feel she was fired
for incompetence, rather than as the result
of political in-fighting in the Stratford
Board of Directors. She doesn’t have a lot
of work lined up.

But she is putting together an evening of
songs by the remarkable Australian femin-
ist songwriter Robin Archer in March. And
she has a commitment to the actors she
works with, who believe in her and her
work as a valuable contribution to Cana-
dian theatre. She won’t be in a slump for

SIONEL

S0 ‘how about- the ‘play. Most. people
know the story — a troupe of actors in a
tavern present a play: sweet young thing,
Bianca, has lots of suitors, but her father
has decreed that she may not marry until a
husband is found for her older sister, Kate,
who is the terror of the neighbourhood and
the scourge of men everywhere. But Kate
has a fortune, and Petruchio, a stranger in
town, decides to try and ‘‘tame”’ her for the
sake of it. There follows a battle royal, and

Kate is finally (ugh) tamed. Bianca can get

married, and all ends happily.

But how to produce the play and keep
some self-respect? ““I felt that keeping it as
a play within a play gave the action some
sort of distance,”’ says Brighton. She was
mainly concerned with showing the irony of
the situation, and made a few changes to
that end. ‘“The last speech was intolerable
as said by a woman’’, so she has Petruchio
deliver the speech that says ‘‘women are
bound to serve, love and obey.”” When he
finishes, Kate hands him a drink and he
splashes it in his own face, whichis intend-
ed to point up the fatuousness of what he
has just said. It doesn’t really work, but as
Brighton says, ‘‘As a woman, I was natur-
ally trying to prove the last speech falla-
cious.”

What did work though, was the humaniz-
ing of the characters, adding depth to what
are usually stereotypical roles. Kate, Bianca
and Petruchio all came across as quite nat-
ural people reacting to uncomfortable cir-
cumstances. ‘‘As women, Susan and Mary
Ann and [ talked quite a lot about how the
characters would feel’’, says Brighton.
Both Kate and her younger, prettier sister
Bianca were in intolerable situations. And
in this production, Bianca was actually sup-
posed to be worse off, in her own way, than
Kate. Because she is in a powerless position
where she can do nothing but be man-
ipulative, she resorts to pouting, she fights
with her sister, she has some wonderful tan-
trums (McDonald is an accomplished and
hilarious tantrumist). Kate is more out-
wardly angry and more direct. She is not
going to be defeated without a fight: she
yells, hits, and knees Petruchio in the groin.
She and Bianca have some truly believabie
fights. As Petruchio, Michael Hogan sends
up the male myth, nmch as Kate does the
femnale one. At first Petruchio is quite ner-
vous at meeting the infamous ‘‘Shrew’,
and as Brighton says, is actually less in-
sidious than the less macho men whose frail
egos can only deal with passive, fragile

. women, Petruchio is intrigued by Kate, and

he is strong enough not to be afraid of tak- -
ing-on-a strong woman who could well'end -~
up making a fool of him.

The production itself is, to put it politely,
eclectic: costumes that looked like they
came out of Diamond Lil’s Saloon, a piano
on stage (played to complement the action a
la silent movies), the sonnet ‘“When in dis-
grace with fortune and men’s eyes’’ sung by
Kate, Bianca and the female servant (Maja
Ardal) in a beautiful gospel/blues version
that stopped the show. It all goes together
though, thanks to the inventiveness of dir-
ector and cast. :

Robert C; Ragsdale

Susan Hogan and Mary Ann McDonald in ““The Taming of the Shrew.”
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Emperor’s Virgin: Fraser’s Version

by’Sylvia Fraser

1 am writing in response to your article

‘Sizzlers from Our Sisters’ (February 1981)
in which Susan G. Cole discusses my novel,

The Emperor’s Virgin, along with Fanny by
Erica Jong. 1 offer it in the spirit of
dialogue, rather than out of any burning
sense of injustice.

For the Broadside record: 1 decided to
write a novel set in Imperial Rome, first
century A.D., because I was attracted to the
true story of the vestal virgin, Cornelia,
who was buried alive for breaking her vow
of chastity. Like many Canadian women
who came of age in the 50’s, I was so blight-
ed by society’s punitive emphasis on female
‘purity’, that today I consider virginity to
be the vilest word [ know — sexist, manipu-
lative, tyrannical. The real fate of Cornelia,
a woman of Rome, therefore, became, for
me, a powerful personal symbol.

As the only woman with formal power in
the patriarchic system of Rome, Vestal Cor-
nelia was a precursor to the liberated career
woman, but only at the price women have
traditionally been forced to pay: She had to
swear chastity, thus trading off her personal
life for external power. During the middle
ages, when heads of priories became power-
ful in Europe, the exacted price remained
the same: chastity. In this century, that deal
has gradually become more psychological
than legal, civil or papal. The suffragettes
were ridiculed as mannish, asexual battle-
axes — i.e., no ‘real’ woman would want
the things they were demanding, and no
‘real’ man would want them! In the fifties,
a girl who yearned to be a doctor instead of
a nurse, was warned she would lose her
femininity, meaning her chance to marry —
a personal life foresworn in favor of muck-
ing about in the male world.

In other ways, Imperial Rome offers a
fertile. challenge ro the modern imagina-
tion. While much like ourselves, with the
same root traditions, the Romans rode their
primmve instincts to unhypocritical! conclu-
sions: Instead of boxers with gloves, prom-
oters fielded gladiators with swords. In-
stead of influence peddied on the sly, their
politicians proudly advertised it. Instead of
a pretence of equal justice for all, their law-
yers based court pleadings on superior birth
and rank. In many ways, to write about
Rome, is to dramatize, satirize, caricature
— and thus take responsibility for — our-
selves.

This violence, openly espoused, is tough
on squeamish modern sensibilities: How

does an author make it palatable? The usu-
al solution.is to filter the gore through the
sensibilities of a character who is brighter,
or wittier, or more humane than the rest, so
the reader can view, even enjoy, the carnage
from the vantage of borrowed intellectual/-
moral superiority. In my view, that’s a dan-
gerous copout. Though I did cut down on
the violence of the historical record, I did
not launder it or offer readers that cosy re-
fuge.

Another writer’s problem: Sex, leaning
toward the kinky and violent, was a court
preoccupation — the natural result of a sys-
tem which represses the softer emotions as
weakness. In the first drafts of my novel, 1
implied sex through the time-honoured ast-
erisk and whitespace. Again, I decided this
was a copout. In the finished vension, there;
are quite a few sexual descriptions, but they
are no more numerous or intrusive than my
descriptions of buildings, food and clothes,
and they are detailed in the same deadpan
style. That is deliberate.

An important theme of The Emperor’s
Virgin is that of evil in power: What do de-
cent people do when the highest authority is
in itself corrupt? This, of course, is the
theme of Watergate, played out in blood {as
the Romauns were woni to do) rather than in
bribery, thievery and knavery (as modern
North American politicians are wont to
do).

Since Susan G. Cole poses as having read
my book, one might have expected her to
notice some of these things. Unfortunately,
she was too intent on gleefully expounding
a thesis she gleaned from Playboy, Decem-
ber 1980: That women will no longer trade
off sex for power, since they now want
bath. Which hrings us to the marvellous ir-
ony of Cole’s ‘review’: Thal is exactly the
theme spelled out in the tragedy of Vestal
Cornelia, executed because she dared to
want sexual feeling as well as public power,
yet Cole, in the spirit of one who refuses the
food so she can continue to complain about
the service, sees the book as illustrating only
that women, too, can be sexually aggres-
sive. She thinks the author has written it to
prove ‘‘she can write about brutality as well
as her brothers’’, and she confides candidly
to her audience that she suspects I am ‘get-
ting off*’ on it,

Such wilful glibness takes my breath
away. Does Cole believe I could write 366
pages of scenes ranging ‘‘from dismember-

SUSAN G. COLE IN RESPONSE

The first sections of Sylvia Fraser’s
response to my article form a cogent analy-
sis of sexual politics of ancient Rome, and
of their concomitants in the Middle Ages,
the Vietorian Age and the twentieth centu-
ry. It is exactly the kind of prose one wishes
Fraser: would -write - for ‘mainstream pub-,
lication.— if not as the main body of her
text (she is, after all, a hovelist) then a least

+-asa foreword 16 her work. Asit-stands, The
Emperor s Virgin; did not, to me anyway, .

convey the same clarity

I make the assumption that the pubhca-
tion of a novel is perforce a public act. 1
did think Fraser’s writing with such intensi-
ty about sex and violence was a statement in
itself. Fraser set the record straight by ex-
plaining exactly what is the statement she
wants to make; that. she is. not ‘‘getting:
off’?, as I put it, but feels that it is her re-
sponsibility as an artist not.to “‘cop out”’.by

1 di]utmg the unseemly facts of Roman life.
1In the course of explaining her pomt of j

view, Fraser claims that the sex and violence
of The Emperor’s Virgiri-is'no more intru-
sive_than other descriptions in the book.
This, I'believe, denies the very point Fraser
makes earlier: ‘““violence openly espoused is

tough on the modern reader.” “She also™

writes that the sexual descriptions (and I
would add, the scenes of violetit acts) are no
more numerous than the descriptions of
food, clothing and buildings. This is a
backhanded way of saying that there are as
many sexual and violent episodes as there
are descriptions of thé features of Rome’s
daily life, and surely this is to say that the

sex and violence is plentiful indeed. Yhis
fancy bit of verbal footwork, combined
with her insistence that she not sell out,
merely explains how and why she is writing
in a way 1 defined. as pornographic. Far

from arguing with my main: point; Fraser
has essentially written- for herself something

of an apologia.

Fraser need not have protested S0 yoci-

ferously that her book 'was not marketable
T never made the claim:-that:she was writing

for profit and agree that, if anything, her
choice of subject matter and.its rendering
limited sales. | even grafited that there may
be an element of healthy risk-taking in her

~approach and Lassiduously; avoided making
+.a moral judgment about her hterary endea- -
~vours, I was assessing what I percelved to be
a phenomenon and the last sentence of my
“ piece asked a question about the nobility of
‘her-pursuits..In fact, the article was written
in"the:spirit of exploration and dialogue.
Happily, Fraser. responds m kmd and I
, hope the dialogue contmues : g

" In the meantime, it is somewhat distress-
ing to find 'that Fraser considers my article
something of a betrayal of a sister. Really,
is' it more sisterly to let pass all the-artistic
efforts, or any actions for that matter, of
women with a ‘““Gee you’re female and
you’ve done something, that’s terrific’’ atti-
tude? Can we develop any framework for
our values without posing a single question,
raishig an eyebrow now and then or delivgr-
ing some kind of criticism en occasion? I
think not, on both counts.

ment to decapitation to rape to bestiality to
gladiatorial orgies’’ without understanding
that T have written a horrifying book? Does
she imagine I don’t know how much more
marketable the book could have been if 1
had filtered all that unpleasantness through
the consciousness of a despot rendered lov-
able, as Robert Graves did in I, Claudius?
Does she think that, after twenty years as a
writer, Ifail to grasp that what really sells in
the:Canadian market is Harlequin Romance
— 50°s style titillation without come-
across? Dismemberment, decapitation,
rape, are brutal. What makes Cole think 1
am too stupid to notice that? What gives
her the right to assume there is only one
moral conscience between us, and that she
possesses it?

One last problem: Cole says, ‘‘I use the
word pornography in the way we’re accus-
tomed to using it, defining it as an attitude
toward human sexuality wherein women are
exploited and reach sexual frenzy not
through communication with another hu-

“man being but through the mechanistic

manipulation of one or more erogenous
zones.”” Defining the word only in terms of
wonien, and so braadly it seems to include
masturbation, is a weird one to me. Pre-
sumably, it reflects a feminist bias. My own
overview of sex is Reichian, I believe Wil-
helm Reich was right in his biological defin-
ition of sex as being the healthiest way hu-
mans deal with stress (though I hasten to
state that is not a// he/I think it is). I also
accept his more controversial political the-
sis, that the most effective way for a gov-
ernment to control a population is throngh
conirol of the sex drive, usually by man-
ipulation of female sexuality. Therefore, I
consider sex to be a vital theme of-artistic,
sociological, psychological, scientific m-

quiry, whether or not this intrudes upon so-
meone else’s definition of pornography.
The desire of some feminists to ban sexual
expression that offends their politics, or
even their humanity, opens the door to a
new puritanism as dangerous to women as
the old stuff, since it is always women’s sex-
ual organs that are clamped, cut off, scoop-
ed out, declared sacred.

I hasten to add that Cole does not sug-
gest, or even imply, such restrictions. My
quarrel with her is in the simplistic way in
which she applies labels, thus reducing the
world — and especially the world of wo-
men, since that is her provihce — to her
own perceptions. Like many otherwise in-
telligent writers, brought up on the heady
permissions of personal journalism, Cole is
in danger of considering her opinions sup-
erior to that about which she opines by vir-
tue of her having typed them out for us.
Like many well-intentioned young women,
born into a time when feminism is not only
possible but well-supported, she lacks a his-
torical sense. Since the world began the day
she opened her eyes, and is filtered solely
through her experience of it, the sensiblli-
ties of a woman who lived 1900 years ago in
Rome, or one who was born twenty years
before her, are outside her easy grasp.
Playboy, December 1980, is more likely to
be where it’s at.

Few novelists attenipt to write about how
things should be; rather they write about
how they seemed to be, to certain people, at
a certain time and place. I do not write un-
flawed books, but neither do I write stupid
or amoral ones. For some readers, my in-
tentions in The Emperor’s Virgin have mis-
carried; for others, they have not. With sis-
ters like Susan G. Cole, who needs
brothers?

Nearly

Holly Near

Here




by Judy Liefschultz

One of the most exciting things to sppear
in Toronto in the last six months is. Womyn-
ly: Way, ‘a women’s concert -production
~“company. Run by a core group of six wo-
.| men, and:many volunteers, they perceive

“women’s music. to. be “‘one-of the'most:im-
portant things happening:in- thé women’s
movement.”’ Ruth- Dworin ‘heads: up the
team: as overall” production: coordinator.
Through her work as sound technician at
the Champagne and Michigan music festi-
vals, she has met performers, learned about
production and is now working on her third
attempt to produce women’s music in Tor-
onto.

Her first try, Sappho Sound, was a sound
company. But Ruth found that if she
wanted to do sound for women’s concerts
she would also have to produce them. “We
used poor judgement as to who we would
draw’’, she recounts. ‘“We lost money and
the process burned us out.”” At the Cham-
pagne Festival in 1979 Holly Near asked
Ruth to produce a concert for her anti-nuke
tour. The concert at the Faculty of Educa-
tion building on Bloor St in Toronto was a
huge success, and made money. Ruth’s con-
fidence as a producer was growing but she
was delayed another year by full-time work.
Advising on the production of the Lesbian
Conference in Toronto in 1979 also added
to her experience. At the Michigan festival
of 1980 more performers asked her about
producing them in Toronto. Last fall Ruth
decided “’someone had to produce women’s
music in Toronto’’, so Womynly Way was
born. Its first two productions, Wallflower
Order Dance Collective and Rita MacNeil,
- were the talk of the town.

So far Womynly Way-is jost breaking
even, but as of-the Holly Near concert on
March 20 Ruth wants that to change: ‘I
don’t believe in volunteerism, I want to pay
everyone, If we pay everyone $200-300 it

Womynly Way

Dorothy Elias

Rita MacNeil’s concert in Toronto in January was one of Womynly

Way's productions.

isn’t what the time is worth in the real
world, but it is something, We’re working
towards paying what other women’s com-
panies are paying, and then someday men’s
wages for rock and roll. But that’s long
range planning.”’ Some of the women in-
volved in Womynly Way have been invol-
ved in Sappho Sound and Ruth’s other ven-

tures. The group is not a collective, but “‘a
caring group ... we work well together and
want to develop our skills,”” says Womynly
Way worker Karen Morgan.

Ruth’s objective is to produce high quali-
ty, professional artists who are conscious of
being women performing for other women.
Although mixed concerts are an economic

necessity right now, she thinks the message
is going out. She insists on no alcohol at the
concerts: she wants people listening, not
talking. And to make information accessi-
bie to the greatest number of people;-there

is signing for the hearing impaired and

wheelchair accéssibility -at all concerts. The

-performers are chosen from among those |
"-who- have high: standards for-their- music,:

are available and on tour, and will draw an

- audience. By next fall Ruth would like to be -

able to produce one concert a year that
could lose money but present music impor-
tant for women t0 hear. Alive is such a
group. While their following in the US is
large, they are not well-known in Canada.
There is a limited audience for women’s
music in Canada and Ruth is trying to in-
crease it. She stays in touch with women
producers in the US to learn about ex-
change information on women performers.
““‘Cultural work is one of the least threaten-
ing ways to get a message to people”’, ex-
plained Ruth, “‘and I can’t just absorb
culture, I must create it.”’

To ensure financial stability, Womynly
Way sells Supporter Tickets at $100 each.
These are life passes to all Womynly Way
concerts, which would normally cost about
$30 a year to attend. This fund is used for
book halls and paying travel costs for per-
formers — the front money necessary be-
fore tickets are sold. It is a stable fund that
is replenished and not drawn upon until the
next show. Womynly Way is also looking
for crew to help in postering and day-of-
concert production. Pay is now a free pass
to the concert, but wages will be available in
the future. Womynly Way continues pro-
duction with Holly Near March 20, Heather
Bishop April 23, 24, and Wallflower Order
returning in late August or early
September. To get involved or become a
Womynly Way Supporter contact Womyn-
ly Way, 849 College St., Toronto;
(416) 532-7563.

‘‘Holly Near is the only person I know who
has successfully combined music -and
politics’” — Bonnie Raitt.

Holly Near is a cultural phenomenon.
Her skill as a performer is matched only by
her dedication to her political ideals. She
works incredibly hard, frequently touring 9
months out of the year. On tour she may
work up to 16 hours a day. In addition to
attending sound checks and performing,
she is constantly at work: she’s accessible to
audience members (in keeping with her
policy of demystifying the ‘‘star’’ mythol-
ogy), she attends workshops, meets with
groups who share her concerns, and con-
stantly expands her political analysis.

The high quality of her performance is
ample evidence of the work she puts into
her art. Her voice is clear and strong, her
control is excellent. She expresses the full
range of emotions with her voice, and has
the rare ability to make her audience feel
her music as well as hear it. She creates an
atmosphere of easy intimacy with her aud-
ience, telling funny stories between songs
and laughing at her own mistakes.

Holly grew up in an atmosphere that sup-
ported her musicially and politically. Her
parents were labour organizers in the *40s in
the northern California farming communi-
ty. When Holly began performing at the
age of seven she was encouraged not to be a
child star but to be an active, articulate ar-
tist. Talk around the Near dinner table
ranged fom political debates about nuclear
war, to local cultural events, to farming and
irrigation.

It was in 1971 that Holly began to active-
ly combine politics and art. She had been
working for several years as a television and
film actress (her most noteworthy part be-
ing that of Billy Pilgrin’’s daughter in
Slaughterhouse Five) when she became in-
volved with the Free the Army Show. She
toured numerous army bases in the Phili-
pines, Japan, and Hawaii doing an anti-war
show with Jane Fonda, Donald Sutherland,
and others. As her political consciousness

developed, she felt the need to share what
she was learning — and she began to write
songs. At first, she wrote primarily anti-war
songs. Over the next five years, the content
of her music expanded to include a wide va-
riety of global concerns, such as anti-
imperialism, ageism, Latin American strug-
gles, native people’s struggles and — femin-
ism,

The women’s movement was growing at
the same time as Holly’s consciousness was
rising, and It was inevitable that the two
should meet. As more and more
‘“‘women’s”’ audiences began attending
Holly’s concerts, she was confronted not
only with feminist politics but lesbian-fem-
inist politics. She developed a political
analysis of lesbian oppression and gay op-
pression, and was an outspoken supporter
of gay rights issues.

1976 was a momentous year for women’s
music and for Holly Near. She performed
in the Women on Wheels Tour, along with
Margie Adam, Chris Williamson, and Meg
Christian. They toured six cities in Califor-
nia, attracting an audience of over 10,000
women. And (imagine her surprise!) Holly
fell in love. She ‘‘came out’’ publicly as a
lesbian, first at the Third National
Women’s Music Festival, and then in a let-
ter-to Lesbian Tide. Neither women’s music
nor Holly have been the same since.

Holly brought to the women’s music
movement her high standards of profes-
sionalism (allowing women’s music to reach
broader and broader audiences) and her
perspective on the political implications of
cultural work. Says Holly in a 1979 inter-
view ‘I believe that anyone who has the
microphone or the AM radio or whalever
gives you access to a lot of people’s ears has
a lot of power. There are artists who say
‘I’m not political’. But I think that because
their music is being heard, they have a cer-
tain amount of political power. They can
influence people to be passive, which is a
political act, or they can influence them to
be into Jesus or into rock and roll or into
drugs. Or they can influence them to be
against nuclear power. But you’re not
apolitical when you’re an artist. You're an
affecter.”

Holly has recorded five albums on Red-
wood Records, which she co-owns with two

. other women. To date, over 200,000 copics

of the first four albums have been sold. At
the upcoming concert on March 20th, Holly
will be performing songs from her latest
album, Fire in the Rain. This album
features the skillful blend of the political
and personal that we've come to expect
from Holly: the musical style ranges from
soft rock to folk/country (with a bit of
“new wave’’ thrown in), the content in-
cludes love songs/ballads, songs about the
war mentality, native people, anti-nuclear
struggles. The song Golden Thread deals in
a caring and constructive way with the

“‘polygamy crazies’’ experienced so fre-

quently in the lesbian community. Working
Woman is a funny, incisive comment on the
lives of secretaries. This concert will be Hol-
Iy’s second performance in Toronto; her
first was in September 1979, part of her
“Tour for a Nuclear-Free Future.”

Holly Near in Concert, Convocation
Hall, University of Toronto, March 20,
1981, 8:00 PM sharp. Childcare will be
available. The hall will be wheelchair ac-
cessible. The washrooms are not fully ac-
cessible but assistance will be available.
This event will be interpreted for the hear-
ing impaired.

NICOLE BROSSARD

and

ADRIENNE RICH

TORONTO WOMEN 'S BOOKSTORE
WRITERS IN DIALOGUE

FRIDAY, MAY 1st, 1981, 7:30 P.M.
OISE AUDITORIUM
252 BLOOR ST. WEST
TICKETS $5.50
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TORONTO WOMEN'S BOOKSTORE
922-8744
and
OISE
023-6641 ext. 391
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Rape, from page 8§

evant to credibility and gives no criteria to

. help the trial Judge determine when past.

sexual history is or is not relevant.”

Yet, on-the other hand, the accused can
_ now, after what appears to be a perfunctory
" ‘hearing; not only question the victim exten-

sively, but can also call witnesses to testify
--+as to - her previous; sexual relations with
them: should she deny: any-details. during
_questioning.

‘ :At the.very least, .this will serve to con-

: fuse the jurors as to.the real issue.in'the trial
== was.the victim raped?.1t is certain fo rein-

force. the belief:that the victim’s previous
- sexual history is relevant to her credibility
and:to-make the.trial even more:a trial of

- the victim.

VERY REAL DANGERS

: Lettmg in the victim’s prior sexual history
has two dangerous effects. First, given the
sexism in our society, many members of the
jury will already believe that the victim’s
past sexual history does affect the credibil-

. ity of her story. The fact that the presiding

Judge obviously thinks it is relevant because

he let i_n the testimony will reinforce this as-

sumption.

Secondly, it will have a pernicious effect
when combined with Pappajohn. Many
men have honest though unreasonable be-
liefs that once a woman has consented to
sexual intercourse with one man (not her
husband) she will consent to sexual inter-
course with any man. Such men regard any
but the most vioient resistance in these cir-
cumstances as fraudulent or coy. In such a
case, the accused would have to convince
the jury that he holds this particular com-
mon mnsperceptlon about the’ way women
behave. It is not necessary for him to prove
that his belief is reasonable. He then must
show that, given his belief about women in
general, he had an honest though unreason-
able belief that the victim was consenting
even when she was not. '

How can he do this? He will first ask her
questions about her previous sexual history.

If she denies either having any past sexnal

experience in general or any past sexual ex-
perience with a particular individual, he can
then call witnesses to contradict her. His de-
fence will be as follows: ““I think that. if.a
woman consents to sexual intercourse once

with-any man.she will always consent again. -

This woman had consented to previous sex-
val intercourse (or even if she hadn’t, 1
thought she had). Therefore, 1 believed she

- was consenting this_time, even though she

put up what I regarded as nominal resist-
ance.”

‘ fore. Nothing in the proposed section. re-

Recent proposed amendments to the
Criminal Code bear out our worst fears.

First, the proposed section 244(5) codi-
Jfies Pappajohn — that is, it makes the Pap-
pajohn ‘decision " into “rigid statute law,
which, once passed, could only be changed
by the passing of a new law. Under the pro-
posed amendments, a rapist is explicitly
provided with the defence of hones hough
unreasona,'l'e belzef the woman

sen tmg

Second,
above .concerning the combined. effect of

Forsythe and Pappajohn has been codified: :| :

as well.-The revised section 142 (the propos-
ed section 246.5) states that questions about
the victim’s przor sexual -history may be ask--
ed whern'they-“‘relate to-evidence that tends

to show that the:accused believed that the

coniplainart consented: 1o’ the sexual activi-
ty that is.the subject matter of the charge®.

Clearly, this refers.-exactly to the situation
where o man:unreasonably but honestly be-
lieves that a woman is:consenting :because
he knew.(or thoughf) she had.consented be-

quires the judge to consider whether the ev-
idence of her past sexual history is weighty
or relevant. As the man’s belief will be a
central issue in the trial, the victim’s past
sexual history will also be a central issue. It
is therefore likely that witnesses will be call-
ed to contradict the victim’s testimony
under this section.

It is worth noting that the proposed
amendments do not maintain the fiction
that prior sexual history relates to the vic-
tim’s credibility — they explicitly acknow-
ledge that it relates to the accused man’s be-
lief that the victim was consenting, even
when she was not.

There are many other problems with the
proposed amendments. As a general warn-
ing, feminists must be aware of the sexist at-
titudes of the Supreme Court of Canada to-
wards rape. All the proposed amendmaents
must be evaluated and scrutinized carefully.
If there are any legal issues not covered, or
if the Code is at all ambiguously worded,
the cases of Forsythe and Pappajohn show
that the Supreme Court will interpret the
law so as to protect the man accused of
rape, not the victim of that rape. Rape trials
will continue to be trials of the victim, and
the acquittal rate will continue to be unac-
ceptably high.

The government’s intention to change the |

law regarding rape gives us the opportunity
to ensure that the law finally becomes just

-and finally protects women. -This will not
‘happen if we rely on the proposed amend-
ments and-the attitudes. of the Supreme
Court of Canada. - .

Lois Lowenberger and Reva Landau are .
law students at the University of Toronto.

the exact danger referred: to

Disposable Work Force, from page 11

ed program offered at many of the
community colleges (the route into this pro-
gram is referral through Canada Employ-
ment Centres — alias Manpower). There
are not enough of such programs available
and it’s probably the luck of the draw
whether or not a counselilor will advise a
woman seeking retraining that such a pro-
gram exists. There are still far more places
available for training in business and com-
merce than for non-traditional occupa-
tions, even though it is well known that
many women trained in clerical fields will
soon be phased out of jobs, if they have not
been already. Pressure must be brought to
bear on Canada Employment (and Minister
Lloyd Axworthy) to increase pre-trades and
INTO programs, as well as insisting that
counsellors advise women of the choices
they have for subsidized training in non-
traditional fields. The list of 40-week
courses is quite extensive, varying from col-
lege to college. Subsidized academic up-
grading is available as well, College calen-
dars and the Ontario Government booklet
““Horizons’> (check libraries, Ontario
Government bookstores) outline the short
courses which are federally funded. Most
courses“are less than a year lorig.

An alternative to in-class training is on-
the-job training (CMIPT — Canada Man-
power Industrial Training Program). Em-
ployers can be subsidized for training peo-
ple on their premises. In the past year, a
program to encourage employers to train
women in non-traditional fields has offered
employers 75% .of the woman’s . salary.

* Training may be obtained in almoast any
" area and if a woman can find an employer

who agrees to train her, arrangements can

be made for the subsidized program to pro-
ceed. Canada Employment offices all have
counsellors who are assigned to the on-the-
job training programs and know which em-
ployers are seeking trainees.

Millions of dollars are being fed to in-
dustry by the government for training pro-
grams in trades which have been identified
as having critical shortages of skilled per-
sons. The training is largely conducted in
the company and seems to be largely dir-
ected to company employees. This Employ-
er Sponsored Training has, until now, had
an abysmal record for training women. At
present there is a project under way through
the Ontario Ministry of Colleges and
Universities, Manpower Training Branch,
to begin to make ‘some. inroads with
employers. *‘Critical’’ trades  include 'the
metal cutting trades such as machining, tool
and "die, welding, industrial maihtehance
mechanics and instrumentation mechanics.
Another program, ‘‘Linkage,”” which is
also ‘monitored through the Manpower
Training Branch, is oriented toward giving
future apprenticeship credit For training ac:
quired in high school. Many of the critical
trades are represented but, needless to say,
few young women have this opportunity.
Thousands of young men are gaining exper-
ience and credits in these fields, but we can
see the handicaps the next generation of
women are being burdened with. 'The
schools must be made to establish affirm-
ative action programs.

Figures given in last month’s Broadside
article by Judy Liefschnltz, ‘‘Tradeswomen
to the Rear,”” showed that women are very
poorly represented as registered apprentices”
in non-traditional areas. Women have, of

continued next page
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course, not been actively encouraged to
consider apprenticeships. Furthermore,
they must get an employer to agree to
apprentice them before they can be
-registered. A possible reason women do not
choose to follow the apprenticeship route is
that it takes 3 to 5 years. For many women
this is not feasible. Nevertheless, an affir-

mative action program is essential and a-

great deal of pressure is necessary for it to
be launched.

It is possible to enter many industries
with few or no skills, usually as labourers,
at a reasonable starting rate with benefits.
Many large companies which are union
shops require new workers to enter at entry-
level jobs. For example, the Toronto Tran-
sit Commission (TTC) has an affirmative
action program and entry-level jobs include
work in the garages and bus driving. In the
last couple of years women have been push-
ing to be hired within various industries
throughout the province and are now em-
ployed in aircraft production, mining and,
of course, in the smelters. The best and
most successful campaign has been the one
launched by the Women Back Into Stelco
- group in Hamilton, where now after a
year’s struggle there are 150 women em-
ployed, and most important, where women
are being hired regularly as a portion of all
new hirings.

The enthusiasm and promise of the Na-
tional Women .in Trades Conference, at
- whith a national organization was founded,
has spread across the country. Ontario now
has several Women in Trades groups (Ot-
tawa, London, Windsor, Thunder Bay,
Toronto) with growth imminent in other
commuunities; Organized Working Women
(OWW) have a group and the Hamilton
women have.a strong, fighting organiza-
tion. From April 24 to 26 tradeswomen,
women interested in entering trades and
supporters will meet in Hamilton (call
537-6498) if interested in the conference). If
the Winnipeg conference is any example,
this should be an exciting, energizing ex-
perience. The energy generated will need to
see us through the next few crucial years of
. making sure that women do not remain the
" victims of the rapidly shifting panorama of
industrial and technological upheaval.

Gloria Geller is a Toronto founder of the
Association for Women in Trades.

from page |1

Given the constrictions  placed upon
women by Japanese society, it makes sense
that women organize. Given the obstacles
to liberation, the courage of the women
who try to do so is to be applauded. Who
are these activists and where are they com-
ing from? They are not necessarily the few
career business women who themselves are
forced to conform to the rigidly formal
codes of the Japanese business world.
Ikuko says that ‘““some are from political
fields .., some are mere housewives ... some
are feminist lawyers and many have had ex-
perience of living abroad in Sweden or the
United States.” It is encouraging that not
only professional women are active in
women’s issues; other women are also look-
ing for their history and studying their pre-
sent lives in a multitude of splinter groups
which have sprung up across the country
and are trying to pass their information on,

Ikuko Atsumi tells of a housewife who
spent five years researching and documen-
ting ‘the lives -of the *‘so called geisha’’,
women in the entertainment field, to write
their story. Ikuki is also writing a book ex-
amining classical Japanese literature from a
feminist perspective and another relating

Jier experiences as a university professor

and feminist writer in Japan and abroad.

The Women’s Movement in Japan has
been described as a cultural movement
rather than a political movement. I suspect
that being burned once at the polls has
made some Japanese feminists leery of the
political arena and reinforced the cultural

rather than the political aspects of the

feminist movement. Ikuko talks of aiming
towards a ‘“‘multi-channel society’’ where
the value systems of both women and men
exist equally. The consciousness-raising and
study groups seek to transform their daily
life into a new way of life, one which is
more humane, one which is feminist.

At first I was dubious about the direction
of the Japanese Women’s Movement be-
cause of my own interest in hearing from
those women in Japan who have continued
along the political feminist route. It takes
time to make all of the eonnections and to
lay the groundwork, but one gets the sense
that there is potential for a feminist revohu-
tion. After all, the Japanese for liberated
woman is* ‘tobu onna’ which™ literally
translated means ‘flying woman’, definitely
a sign that Japanese women are on the
move.

e LETTERS, from page 3

Broadside:

I’m enclosing a letter which I sent to the
El Mocambo Tavern, and is more or less
self-explanatory. I was really amazed at the
harassment I received trying to get into the
El Mocambo to see Mama Quilla II.

In the short time [ spent at the door, 1
saw two men and a woman accompanied by
a man gain entrance to the tavern without
being asked for ID. In every other case, sin-
gle women were being harassed for not hav-
ing ID or for not having “‘acceptable’” ID.
Another woman who entered at the same
time 1 did looked at least as far from being
19 as I do.

The men at the door were really arrogant
and impolite, so it took a while for me to
calm down enough to realize that they were
deliberately harassing the women coming
in.

I'd appreciate it if you would publicize

_the incident, at least by printing these let-

ters, so that other women can decide whe-
ther they still want to patronize the El
Mocambo. Thanks.

Debra Curties
Toronto

The Owner

El Mocambo Tavern
Toronto

Dear Sir,

Although I almost never write letters of

this sort, I am so surprised at the way I was
treated at the El Mocambo tonight that |
want to.complain about it.
I tried to enter the building this evening
to hear some friends who were playing
there. I was turned away because I did not
have D with me. I agree with the laws pro-
hibiting liquor sales to minors, but I’d like
to point out three things: first, I have never
been asked for ID at the El Mocambo be-
fore; second, I am 27 years old and do not
have a teen-age appearance (I think it is safe
to say I have not looked 19 for several
years); and third, since it is Sunday I had
left for your tavern assuming that alcohol
would not be available.

It was also pretty obvious that your em-
ployees at the door did not really believe
that I was under the legal drinking age. Nor
was nmy behavioar when I entered the build-
ing at all out of line. I really have no idea
what was going on, except that the liquor

laws were being used to harass me. Your

employees were also very rude and arro-.
gant. ;
I hate being treated rudely, but it is parti-
cularly awful when there is no understand-
able reason for it.

Perhaps you find that your clientele is so
well established that you have no need to
worry about how your customers are treat-
ed. But whether or not this is true, I feel
that I don’t want to spend my money at the
Ei Mocambo any more, and I will try to
persuade all of my friends to make the same
decision.

Yours truly,
Debra Curties

P.S. I would also like to mention that I was
even refused permission to teil friends who
were waiting for me inside what had hap-
pened.
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Dinner, 5 p.m. to 10 p.m.

A NEW MEXICAN RESTAURANT

HERNANDO’S HIDEAWAY

well hidden at 545 Yonge Street near Wellesley, Toronto

After a grbeat‘ success with MEXICALI ROSA’S in Ottawa,
we have opened a new restaurant in Toronto serving
natural Mexican food in the tradition of the Great

Southwest.

That means homemade nachos, tacos, enchildadas, bur-
ritos and much more. Only quality meats and poultry
and the freshest fruits and vegetables are used in the
preparation of our meals. We avoid anything laden with
preservatives, and serve no canned, pre-packaged or

micro-waved foods.

Also, in response to customers’ suggestions, our cooks
have developed a full vegetarian menu. The vegetarian
dishes are cooked separatedly from the meat dishes.

Our prices are reasonable as well, so why not drop by

and pay us a visit.

Grace & Phillip (managers)

Open from 11:30 am Monday to Saturday,

and from 4 pm Sunday

FULLY LICENCED

(416)929-3629
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Happy I.W.D. From All of Us!

WPA

Women for
Political Action,

Box 1213, Station QQ
Toronto, Ontario M4P 2T4
Phone: 960-5860

W.C.R.E.C.
Women’s Counselling
Referral and
Education Centre

A non-partisan feminist
organization working to

encourage women to become 348 College St.
politically involved. Massage Therapy ’ ' Third Floor
We support Susan Lucas Reg. M.

International Women’s Day 924-0766

578 Sherbourne Street
Toronto, Ontario M4X 1L3
(418) 960-0056

WS

CORNISH, KING, SACHS

birth-control
Barristers & Solicitors . . venereal disease
Working Skills information
S | centre
111 Richmond Streer West centre
L§uil€320 ,
Toronto M5H 3N6 299 Queen St. W. Ste. 503 2828 Bathurst Street,
v Toronto, Ontario M5V 256 Suite 501, :
Telephone:416-366 7392 ‘ | Toronto M6B 3A7
| 593-4236/593-4237 789-4541

Young Womens
Christian Association
of Metropolitan
Toronto

556 Church Street BEATR!ICE BRIDEAU . EVENINGS 925-8137

| Second Floor v '
OSS e Toronto : %Mywa{
Mon. Wed. Fri.:
10a.m.-3p.m. . : TAX & BOOKKEEPING -
r ee Tues. Thurs. “We endorse the International Women’s y .
. . 4p.m.-9p.m. day event and the issues selected for focus erveces
l I n IC Gall first for on this day.” , 131 COXWELL AVENUE
, appointment: Passed by the Board of Directors TELEPHONE: TORONTO, ONTARIO
929-0566 February 5/1981. 469-3132 MaL 384

Naida D. Hyde Ph.D. ASHBY AND RAPAPORT

Clinical & Consulting ' international Women’s
Psychologist Day Committee would
Vancouver Medical Building Barristers & Solicitors like to thank the
Suite 208 , : | hundreds of women
e e By, | o | who have worked so
V6J 1W7 | oY e hard to make
9 - r
(604) 736-4378 660 EGLINTON AVENUE EAST ’"te’”a”",’,'j,', Women's
TORONTO, ONTARIO M4G 2K2
TELEPHONE a success_

(416) 484-0501

-Broadside ~
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ISIS/International Feminist Network

ISIS is a resource and documentation center
in the international women’s liberation
movement. It was set up in 1974 by a collec-
tive of women to gather materials from lo-
cal women’s groups and the feminist move-
ment and to make these resources available
to other women,

The quarterly ISIS International Bulletin
reproduces theoretical and practical infor-
mation and documentation from wamen’s
groups and the women’s movement around
the world. It includes resource listings, re-
ports and notices to help pass on informa-
tion about what is going on in the move-
ment in other countries and continents and
to help in the exchange of ideas, contacts,
experiences and resources among wormen
and feminist groups.

If yon would like ta have notices, informa-
tion of your activities or resources produc-
ed by your women’s group included in the
ISIS Bulletin, please send them to the ISIS
collectives in Rome and Geneva. We would
like to exchange the ISIS Bulletin on a
regular basis with those who are producing
newsletters, magazines and other materials.

ISIS is coordirmmating the International Fem-
inist Network (IFN), a communication
channel through which women can mobilize
international support for each other. The
IFN was proposed at the International
Tribunal. on” Crimes Against Women in
Brussels in March 1976 to aid in the mobili-
zation of support and solidarity among the

women’s movement on an international
scale when needed for the struggles and ac-

“tions of women — as in the case of rape vic-

tims, court cases or strikes of women. The
IFN can also be used for rapid spreading of
information about . international feminist
actions and demonstrations. Women need-
ing international support should write or
telephone the ISIS collectives in Geneva or
Rome giving details of the case and the
ways women in other countries can help
them. Requests for support will be passed
on to the contact women who have volun-
teered to inform the women’s movement in
their countries.

Out of the International Tribunal on
Crimes Against. Women held in Brussels,
Belgium in 1976, where thousands of
women came together to speak and share
their personal experiences of oppression,
came the realization of the international
scope of the atrocities committed against
women, of the violence perpetrated against
women because they are women, and of the
conspiracy of silence abaut these crimes.

From this realization came the awareness
of two needs:

First, the need to break this silence and

speak out about this daily reality of our .

lives as women, so that these crimes can no
longer be considered as acceptable
behaviour and so that we can break out of
our isolation and share our knowledge of
oppression and how to combat it effective-
ly.
Second, the need to jointly raise voices to

protest and struggle against our own op-
pression and that of our sisters, and to give
support and solidarity to women
everywhere in combatting injustices against
women,

The International Feminist Network
(IFN) was established after the Brussels
Tribunal to help break this silence and to
mobilize support and solidarity for women
whenever and wherever they are victims of
injustice or crimes because they are women
or because they are working for the rights
of women. At the time of the Mid-Decade
Forum, held in Copenhagen in July 1980,
the IFN had been helping to promote soli-
darity campaigns for nearly three years.
During the IFN workshops at the Forum,
many women expresserdl the feeling that
more women needed to know about the
IFN and, of equal importance, that the IFN
does have an effect,

ISIS: ITALY, Via della Pelliccia 31, 00153,
Rome; SWITZERLAND, Case Postale
301, 1227 Carouge/Geneva.

FEMINIST PARTY
POSTER

Printed in four
brilliant colours

HOUSE INTO A HOME

R

““JONE 8. 1580
FEMINIST PARTY OF CANADA/PARTIE FEMINISTE DU CANADA
FIRST ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION

fon STIT, e A, T,

$4. 00 Fach

Total s

Omana M5 1AQ
o

No. of Posters .

The FEMINIST PARTY OF CANADA-
PARTI FEMINISTE DU CANADA is
the political voice of our time. If you
wish to participate in the formation of
this national party, please complete the
following and return’it to our address.

1| would like to purchase a membership in the
Feminist Party of Canada at $5.00

Seniors, students, single parents, weifare or
disabled at $1.00
Are you willing to help organize {or meet

with) FPC-PFC members in your area ?

Do you wish to be on our Mailing List?f so ,
please send $2.00 to cover postage.

Total

Donation ___.___

FEMINIST PARTY OF CANADA
PARTI FEMINISTE DU CANADA
BOX 5717 STATION A TORONTO
VBW 1A0 (416) 960 3427

Gradenwitz Management Services, Inc.

President

(416) 967-7328, 961-7744

184 Roxborough Drive, Toronto, Canada M4W 1X8

Carol ]. Gradenwitz, M.Ed., C.M.C.

Business Planning
Creative Services
Marketing Programs
Organizational Fitness

e % € @ © ®

Management Development
Small Business Management

* CHOICE

£ CANADIAN ABORTION RIGHTS ACTION LEAGUE (CARAL)
' ASSOCIATION CANADIENNE POUR LE DROIT A L'AVORTEMENT (ACDA) e

country.

The Purpose of CARAL is to ensure that no woman in Canada is denied access
to safe, legal abortion, Our aim is the repeal of all sections of the Criminal
Codce dealing with abortion and the establishment of comprehensive con-
traceptive and abortion services, including appropriate counselling across the

“We regard the right to safe, legal abortion as a fundamental human right.”

| support the statement of purpose of CARAL and wish to become a member.

Name:
Address: S
Postal Code: ____Phone: -
Qccupation: - ——
Name of Federal Riding: L -
Individual Member $10.00 Sustaining $25.00
Limited income $3.00 Donation $
i Family » $15.00 )
RETURN TO: CARAL, Box 935, Stn. Q. Toronto, M4T2P1

e Costs are 50¢ a word ($5 minimum)

® The first word will be printed in bold type .

e Ads accepted by mail on the 20th of the month before they are to appear
e All classified ads must be pre-paid.

e Fill out the coupon below and send it, with cheque or money order, to: Broad-
side Communications Ltd., PO BOx 494, Stn. P, Toronto, M5S 2T1.

CLASSIFIEDS

No. of words Name
Amount $ Address
LI Cheque
[IMoney Order Telephone
AD COPY: _

(type or print clearly)

FOR SALE: Tapco 6000 CF

Assorted PA cords and mike
cables, two mikes. All in very
good condition. Best offer —
the lot. Telephone

(416) 923-4560.

Audio Mixer and carrying case.’

SPACE WANTED For Toronto
feminist newspaper. 1000 sq. ft.
low rent, light, good wiring,
freight access, parking, conve-
nient location downtown. Call
Broadside, 362-4528.
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P.0. Box 494, Station P, Toronto, Ontario M5S 2T1.
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