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Broadside and Beyond 

A few years ago, a friend asked me if I 
was always going to want to work at 
such a marginal job as Broadside. 

Broadside, marginal? I had considered 
Broadside to be central. Not just because it was 
my job, one I loved doing, and therefore cen­
tral to my life, but also because, in its function 
at least, I thought of it as a focal point for fem­
inist activism. I saw it, and other feminist pub­
lications, as playing a key role in the reflecting 
and shaping of our political struggle. 

I knew that outside in the "real ' ' world, the 
main stream, it didn't count for much. Lots of 
people had never even heard of it; and i f they 
had, they dismissed it as a "li t t le" newspaper, 
put out by fringe fanatics. This, of course, by 
perverse feminist logic, merely served to prove 
how central it really was. 

Again a few years ago, an old high school 
classmate I bumped into asked me what I was 
doing these days. I told her I was editing a 
feminist newspaper. "Which one?" she asked 
(as i f she knew of any). When I answered 
"Broadside,' ' she looked as i f she hadn't heard 
right and said, "Bloodshed?" 

How marginal can a project be which stirs 
up such fears in the woman-in-the-street? 

Still, there are grey areas of marginality. If 
you're really marginal, you can get away with 
anything: nobody pays any attention. It's 
when people start taking you seriously that the 
trouble begins. A n d that's in part, I think, 
what happened to Broadside. 

That's not to say it wasn't taken seriously all 
along by those of us who contributed to it and 
produced it, and by its readers and the feminist 
community at large. It was, very much so—to 
the extent that Broadside was considered, even 
expected, to have the radical feminist line on 
anything. It also very quickly was invested with 
the character of an institution which then, like 
any symbol of authority, had to be proven 
wrong. 

We got into a lot of trouble (much of it prob­
ably deserved). First of all, we called the r ' . t 
"Broadside," a pun not popular with every­
one. We reprinted an article on discrimination 
against women poets from an in-house news­
letter when we weren't supposed to and caused 
problems for its author. We ran an anti-Zionist 
(rather anti-Israeli imperialist) article and were 
criticized for our anti-Semitism. We printed a 
letter from a well-known feminist academic 
about what she considered the disturbing in­
crease of Third World (i.e., not feminist) con­
tent in International Women's Day events, and 
were boycotted by immigrant women's groups. 
We ran an editorial calling lesbians the 
"clergy" of the women's movement and les­
bianism the "psychic imperative" of femin­
ism, and were called on to explain ourselves. 
The list goes on. 

The generous thing to say is that we took 
risks, attempting to give space to diverse opi­
nions, not wanting to censor or censure any 
feminist voice. So, sometimes what we did was 
deliberate, though usually it wasn't. At any 
rate, as Doris Anderson—doyenne of main­
stream feminist journalism—has said, we 
printed our own internal controversies all over 
our pages. In mainstream circles this is some­
thing that is clearly not done. But for feminist 
newspapers, it's the crux of the matter. 

Given all this positive energy, and delight 
in iconoclasm, what happened? Two 
questions immediately rise to the sur­

face: Why exactly is Broadside folding? and 
what will happen without it? The answer to the 
first is not simply burnout and financial strain. 
The closing down of Broadside is part of a 
larger picture. Why did Pandora, La Vie en 
rose, Herizons, Hysteria and Cayenne all de­
cide to fold in the past couple of years? We're 
all part of the same phenomenon, some of it 
obvious (money and womanpower) and some 
of it not so obvious. 

A n d what will happen without us all? There 
are still good feminist publications around— 
newer ones like The Wo man is t, Our Lives and 
Tiger Lily, older ones like Kinesis, Room of 
One's Own and the Northern Woman Journal 
(this latter a stellar example of sheer deter­
mination to survive) and academic ones like 
Canadian Woman Studies, Atlantis and Re­
sources for Feminist Research—and there will 
be others to come. 

But with respect to Broadside, I think both 

its marginality and its centrality have con­
tributed to its demise. We dealt with issues 
which were central to the lives of women (abor­
tion, lesbianism, violence against women, for 
example) which are being increasingly mar­
ginalized as the result of the Conservative 
government's right wing agenda. This margin-
alization also makes it easier for those who are 
made uncomfortable by many of the implica­
tions of a radical feminist analysis to sweep 
issues under the carpet, to deal with some 
things and not with others. 

Over the years, Broadside has been thought 
by many to be a lesbian feminist newspaper. 

. Because we didn't hesitate to write about les­
bianism (we used the L-word quite a lot), it was 
assumed we had to be lesbian (who else would 
care, or bother?). In fact, there never was a 
time when the Broadside collective didn't in­
clude heterosexual women. So, we were a 
feminist newspaper which incorporated a pro-
lesbian, anti-heterosexist perspective. Others 
of our readers thought we should just come 
out, period. Well, we were too lesbian in some 
quarters, not lesbian enough in others. We end­
ed up realizing we couldn't please everyone, so 
we might as well just go ahead and do our 
thing. 

Meanwhile, back at the Progressive Conser­
vative ranch house, right wing lobbyists were 
gaining momentum. Anti-choice backbench­
ers had the ear of cabinet members and were 
applying pressure on the abortion issue. With 
the advent of R . E . A . L . Women and the pro-
family agenda, it was a short step to realizing 
that lesbianism, too, was a threat. 

Then things heated up for the Secretary of 
State's Women's Program, the biggest funder 
of feminist groups in Canada. Under attack 
from the right, the program was subjected to a 
parliamentary review. The resulting report, 
Fairness in Funding, guaranteed the Program's 
continuation, reaffirmed its commitment to 
women's equality, and recommended not only 
that the Program's budget'be maintained, but 
that funds be found to support "doubly disad­
vantaged" groups. 

That's the good news. At about the same 
time, the Program's funding eligibility criteria 
were quietly formalized. Now, we were told, 
applicants whose project promoted a particu­
lar lifestyle, or a view on abortion, would be in­
eligible for funds. Lest you think ' 'a particular 
lifestyle" might possibly include the hetero 
variety, keep in mind that R . E . A . L . Women, 
whose printed objectives include the phrase 
' 'to reaffirm that the family (defined as two or 
more people living together, related by blood, 
marriage or adoption) is society's most impor­
tant unit," were considered eligible to receive 
funds. R . E . A . L . Women are also explicitly 
anti-abortion. 

Does this make sense? Well, yes. The Pro­
gram's mandate to fund equality-seeking 
groups is being eroded on a number of fronts, 
including major budget cuts, which means the 
financial viability of many women's groups in 
Canada is at stake. The Program never gave 
Broadside operating funds (though it did fund 
us for a promotion project in 1984) so its recent 
history is not a direct contributory cause of our 
folding, although in applying for funds to pro­
duce this last issue we were asked to put in 
writing that the funds received from Sec State 
would not be used for the above-mentioned 
naughty activities. 

But although the criteria are now written 
down, a subtler form of disqualification has 
always been in operation at the Program and 
elsewhere. Being considered lesbian, having 
unabashed lesbian content, obviously is 
enough to give anyone the heeby-geebies. The 
question is, how does the government get away 
with such a misogynist agenda? They get away 
with it partly because the very groups who 
could put up a fight have already been effec­
tively destabilized. Feminist publications are a 
powerful tool in this respect, and the less sup­
port we get, the better for the status quo. 
Broadside, like any publication in Canada 
(given the geographical distances and relatively 
low population), couldn't possibly survive 
without some form of subsidy, so lack of sub­
stantial support from our biggest potential 
supporter was always a problem. 

There is, however, a larger problem contri­
buting to Broadside's demise, one that I don't 
think has been given much serious considera­

tion. The government's supposed commit­
ment to funding "doubly disadvantaged" 
groups (Black women, immigrant women, 
visible minority women—though clearly not 
lesbian women) is a reflection of a social move­
ment affecting all feminist groups in Canada. 
The most crucial aspect of feminism in the past 
few years has been the efforts to incorporate 
anti-racist perspectives into feminist practice 
and analysis. White women have been forced 
to deal with the issues raised, forced to face the 
fact t hat it may no longer be the role of White 
women to frame the debate and direct the 
struggle. With the growth of global feminism 
in the past decade, White feminists are no 
longer the majority (if they ever were). 

Not only has the Broadside collective until 
very recently been an ail-White one, it was 
formed in an environment of White feminist 
perspectives. It's not that women of colour 
don't share a concern for issues of violence 
against women, pornography or nuclear arms, 
it's that Broadside couldn't help but operate 
from a lopsided view of things, even in the lat­
ter years when we were more conscious and 
open to understanding feminism's diversity. I 
think perhaps it's time for us to let go of our 
hold, and to pass on the responsibility for 
reflecting and shaping our political struggle to 
others. 

This is our last issue of Broadside. When 
planning its contents, we started with 
the idea of a retrospective: ten years in 

the life of feminism in Canada. But this is a 
false category, based solely on the fact that 
Broadside published for 10 years and is now 
folding. Feminism isn't folding. Things just 
keep happening, things we want to write about 
now. Things that have happened so recently— 
like the Dodd and Daigle abortion injunction 
cases—we'd like more time (or another issue of 
Broadside) to comment on them. 

Some of the articles, nevertheless, do look 
back over the years. Joyce Mason's article on 
film specifically addresses Broadside's cover­
age of films since our first issue in 1979. Our 
feature on feminist theatre provides a visual ex­
ploration of the changing form and content of 
the genre in more general terms. Ruth Pierson 
reflects on changes in her reading tastes from 
pre- and protofeminist days to the present. 
Susan G. Cole considers changes in the way we 
have dealt with the connection between sex and 
violence in the past decade, and Connie Cle­
ment chronicles changes in women's health 
provision. Marjorie Cohen discusses changes 
in feminist approaches to the economy, par­
ticularly with respect to N A C . Located more in 
the present, Lorraine Greaves et al. give a criti­
que of N A C ' s "process" and how it affects the 
participation of its members. Susan Crean 
describes the appropriation of the language of 
equality by the right wing, particularly fathers' 
rights, groups. A n d Eve Zaremba's "Move­
ment Comment' ' specifically directs us to look 
to the future—the women's liberation move­
ment, after all, is here to stay. 

As we prepare to close up shop, I would like 
first of all to say that although it isn't financial­
ly feasible for us to refund subscriptions, we 
are negotiating with the Black Women's C o l ­
lective for them to honour your sub by sending 
you their newspaper, Our Lives. We hope you 
will enjoy it, and resubscribe to it at the end of 
the year. 

And finally, on behalf of the Broadside col­
lective, I would like to thank all of you, our 
readers, for your continued support over the 
years. We couldn't have done any of it without 
you. 

— Philinda Masters 

QUOTE OF THE MONTH 
" [Broadside's] work of the last ten years 
has been more than an inspiration. It has 
been the women's railroad connecting us 
across the country, across our regional, 
racial, cultural and political spaces." 
— A Broadside reader 
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ETTERS 
Women's Railroad 
Broadside: 

What can I say? I feel I can imagine the ex­
haustion and frustration that led to this con­
clusion. Like you, I hope it will be a necessary 
pause for rest, breath, and fresh energy and 
support. 

I received your letter with such regret, such 
sadness and know that across the country 
women are taking stock and wondering what 
we can do to lead to other recharging of our 
newspapers. Please know that we'll all be think­
ing, meditating, ranting, and raving about it, 
hoping like you for a solution. The work of the 
last ten years has been more than an inspira­
tion. It has been the women's railroad connec­
ting us across the country, across our regional, 
racial, cultural and political spaces. 

Sincerely, 
Rina Fraticelli, 
Executive Producer, 
Studio D, 
The National F i lm Board of Canada 
Montreal, Quebec 

Fairminded 
Broadside: 

I 'm very sorry to hear that Broadside has sus­
pended publication. I think it was wonderfully 
successful as a source of feminist views, that it 
was fairminded and conscientious. It wil l be 
missed, since there's nothing else like it (that I 
know of). 

With best wishes, 
Mary Meigs 
Westmount, Quebec 

Valuable Girder 
) Broadside: 

I am sorry that Broadside will be no more. You 
have all produced a paper that has been a cru­
cial and valuable girder of the women's move­
ment. It has been hard to imagine the absence 
of Broadside. But I know it's important to take 
care of yourselves to be able to continue to 
move on at other times. My one voice of thanks, 
among many, for all collective members and 
Broadside contributors past and present that 
have made Broadside happen each issue. 

In sisterhood, 
Nikki Colodny, 
Toronto, Ontario 

Remarkable 
Accomplishment 
Broadside: 

I imagine I am among many women who are 
very sorry to hear that Broadside is suspending 
publication. I hope it is, ultimately, merely a 
suspension and not a demise. 

I enclose a cheque as a contribution toward 
the 10th anniversary issue — to use for printing 
or champagne. 

A n d I do think champagne (or a non-alco­
holic equivalent) is in order to celebrate 10 
years of toil, commitment, thought, creation, 
drudgery —10 years of women's words made 
tangible. It is indeed a remarkable accomplish­
ment. A n d I hope, after some time for resting, 
there will be bursts of energy in various quar­
ters of the women's movement as the revital­
ized women of Broadside disperse to continue 
their inciteful activities. 

Thanks for your work, 
Megan Ellis 
Vancouver, B.C. 

Broadside: 

Congratulations on ten years of successful pub­
lication! I 'm happy to hear that you are plan­
ning an anniversary issue, and I 'm sad and 
thoughtful about the news that you've sus­
pended publication. While living in Santa Cruz 

I saw Matrix struggle with issues similar to 
yours, as did Plexus in the Bay Area. I person­
ally sympathize with the sense of financial in­
security so often linked to work outside the 
mainstream. So I'm sending what I can to sup­
port your effort and I ' l l look forward to receiv­
ing my copy. 

I'd also like to pass on, to those of you who 
were on staff when I was writing a film col­
umn, a compliment that meant a lot to me. 
Adrienne Rich, with whom I worked while I 
was a member of New Jewish Agenda in San­
ta Cruz, said she first knew me as Barbara 
Halpern Martineau in Broadside — she said 
' 'No one in the U S was writing about the ma­
terial you were dealing with — it was very im­
portant." The words tied my past to my con­
siderably altered present — I was grateful to 
Adrienne and also to Broadside for giving me 
a forum. 

Warm regards, 
Sara Halprin 
Haleiwa, Hawaii 

Mainstay in the 
Community 
Broadside: 

* 
To say we were saddened doesn't quite seem to 
do it. It's devastating news that Broadside is at 
least temporarily ceasing publication. 

We certainly share your view that the polit­
ical climate is a difficult one for us to survive in 
right now, let alone put up with the "normal ' ' 
working conditions we've become accustomed 
to, like high turnover, burnout and lack of ade­
quate resources to publish. I just hope that we 
haven't all been stricken with the same patri-
archally-inspired disease; one that strikes un­
suspecting feminist publications just when 
things appear to be going well. 

If you don't agree with the conspiracy the­
ory, there's the more healthy, optimistic out­
look that says that a period of retreat can be a 
period of rejuvenation. After all, it's only nor­
mal that we get tired once in a while and take 
some time out to be introspective, distracted, 
lazy, indulgent even, or whatever strikes us at 
the time. 

It was very hard for us to separate the stress, 
anxiety and general negativity that in difficult 
times pervades our environment, from the 
product we managed to create in spite of these 
factors. Now, looking back we have all felt in­
credibly proud and validated upon looking at 
our "product". . . somehow those feelings are 
what fall to the wayside when crises in funding 
and woman power are priorities. We are hope­
ful that some of the inspiration you provided 
your readers over the last 10 year will be there 
now to sustain you, and in the future as well. 

As feminist publishers, we continue as best 
we can and when we can, it seems. Broadside 
has been a real mainstay within this publishing 
community and we continue to have great 
respect for the women who have produced 
Broadside. 

Wishing you the best of luck in your future 
efforts. Hopefully we'll both be at it again 
soon. In the spirit of sisterhood and co-op­
eration. 

Penni Mitchell for 
Herizons 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 

Well Earned Rest 

Broadside: 

We write to tell you how sorry we are that you 
are no longer able to continue. Believe me, we 
understand only too well your problems. We 
also have been looking, for some time, for 
another group to take over but, alas, with no 
success. 

Congratulations for having done so much 
for so long. May your publication soon be 
revived — and may you enjoy a well earned rest. 

With sisterly affection, 

The Womanspirit Collective 
Australia 

Cheers 
Broadside: 

Here's for Broadside, and here's to Broadside. 
It has been a great publication and it will be 
mourned everywhere. 

June Call wood 
Toronto, Ontario 

One of the Best 
Broadside: 

I was sorry to get this news, but I understand 
only too well from my own involvement with 
Broadside what you mean by energy drain and 
financial problems. If there is a group that can 
pick up the paper, great, but i f not you and all 
of us who have been part of the paper over the 
years can feel proud of having produced one of 
the best feminist papers in the country. 

Sincerely, 
Jean Wilson 
British Columbia 

Heroic Enterprise 
Broadside: 

A l l in the same week these deaths were an­
nounced: the artistic director of the Royal 
Winnipeg Ballet, Abbie Hoffman, the wife of 
a friend in Warsaw, and Broadside. It's too 
much. 

Although it's been years since I contributed 
as a writer to Broadside, I was a faithful sub­
scriber and reader. I loved the paper. I feel aw­
ful about its demise, although I can understand 
the causes. What does it say about our strug­
gle/movement when a feminist newspaper can 
no longer be sustained in a population of 13 
million women/girls, 20 years into a revolu­
tionary liberation movement? If I ever get my 
head out of eastern Europe, I intend to make 
my own answer to that. 

In the meantime, please accept my donation 
with heartfelt thanks for a heroic enterprise 
which kept us all together, coast to coast, with 
verve, cheek, intelligence and style for so long. 

In solidarity, 
Myrna Kostash 
Edmonton, Alberta 

women in the ' 'isms' ' but we lose feminism as 
well. It was a very well known US feminist 
writer who said, " In which case we might call 
it grace/But in which case? ' ' This statement 
says a great deal of direct importance to this 
paper and compares interestingly, I think, with 
a statement made by one of the women in the 
research interviews. ' ' M y son Aubrey is a great 
help to me but my daughter Grace is a case." 
Was this the poet voicing the words of the or­
dinary working woman, or was it the working 
woman reaching out to the poet? 

We will never know, but we must ask our­
selves i f that woman knew that she was in 
danger of being part of the missing factor in 
the "isms". Was she somehow aware of the 
probable loss of feminism? What has this to do 
with capitalism, marxism, feminism and con-
fusionism? I believe a great deal. I believe, as 
the Canadian feminist Suzanne Findlay has so 
often said, that i f we start again at the begin­
ning, that is, right back to the womb of history,. 
we will find that confusionism, right up to the 
present day threat, has always been an impor­
tant factor for women in the "isms! ' Ms Find-
lay bases her belief on her many readings in 
and dealings with all of the title subjects and it 
is perhaps this belief that brought Ms Findlay 
and her colleagues to their important develop­
mental work among women. 

Going back to the workshops, when a 
woman was told that a poet has said, "In which 
case we might call it grace/But in which case? ' 
her first question was to ask what that state­
ment meant. "What did she mean by that?" 
she asked. Exactly. I believe that this is perhaps 
the best example I can give of the possibility of 
the loss of the confusion factor in the major 
' 'isms' ' of our time. Did the woman who asked 
for the meaning somehow see the confusion 
behind what might seem to many to be a rather 
inane statement? 

If confusionism and feminism are lost in the 
"isms" (and I am taking a rather alarmist view 
here), at whose door should the blame be laid? 
Has the loss come through our strong belief in 
capitalism, or has it somehow been organized 
by the other " isms" in our society? Is it the 
fault of the state? There are no easy or imme­
diate answers to these questions, but I hope 
that this article will serve as a base paper for 
women's meetings and conferences, and wil l 
stimulate serious discussion on this issue be­
fore it is too late. 

This article is the first of a series of impor­
tant academic lectures given by the well-
known Canadian feminist and lecturer, Dr. 
Mary Hemlow, President of CWIUA (Con­
cerned Women in Utter Anarchy), July 1989. 

The Doctrine o 
Confusionism 
by Mary Hemlow 
If state capitalism is to survive and i f it is to 
continue to embody, as it does now, marxism 
and feminism, then it follows that feminism 
will be seen as emerging more clearly to women 
to provide the experience of confusion. Confu­
sionism has long been a factor in all of the ma-
v>r ' 'isms' ' and most particularly in the ' 'ism' ' 
of feminism. If confusion is lost, or to put it 
another way, i f feminism is lost, then feminism 
as it relates to capitalism and marxism might 
well become one of the factors in the " i sms" 
that future generations must regard as a miss­
ing factor in the "isms." Since capitalism, or 
"creeping capitalism," can be said to be the 
permanent state of North American society, 
the missing factor of confusion, the only factor 
which has historically not excluded women, 
could mean a grievous loss, i f not the death 
blow, to feminism. It should be clear, too, that 
if confusionism is a missing factor in the 
' 'isms", then feminism must be regarded as a 
missing factor as well. 

In this article I will attempt to show how 
confusionism has threaded its way through all 
the thoughts and ideologies of personkind 
throughout the ages and how, i f the true his­
tory and experience of women were known and 
recorded, women would be seen as the leaders 
in the factor of confusion in the development 
of capitalism, marxism and feminism. M y 
methodology has been simple. Interviews were 
carried out with 10 people who understand 
feminist principles and 12 people who do not. 
As well, approximately 200 workshops on 
other more attractive or "catchy' ' subjects, i.e., 
sexual repression, serial murder, casserole cook­
ing, pet care and the environment, were carried 
out in order to place the subject among women 
who may not have had the opportunity to give 
it much thought before and thus were able to 
bring a fresh viewpoint to this whole new area 
of work. 

This latter part of my research, the inter­
views and workshops, was invaluable to my 
study. For example, to be faced, as many women 
were, with the question of capitalism, marxism, 
feminism and confusionism while trying to ab­
sorb the details of how to make a more interest­
ing casserole, presented a challenge that could 
not produce less than fresh and completely un­
spoiled opinions. I give much credit to these 
fine women who, as in my experience women 
always will , all gave some kind of opinion on 
the subject as they understood it. 

It is important to remember that when we as 
women speak (as we so often do) of capitalism, 
marxism, feminism and confusionism, we 
speak as the confusion factor, and if that factor 
is lost, as it seems now in some danger of being 
lost, we lose not only our participation as 



B R O A D S t B E / 4 -

Congratulations Broadside on Ten Years! 

C o n g r a t u l a t i o n s B r o a d s i d e 

from 
T h e R e x d a l e W o m e n ' s C e n t r e 

UnitedWay 

N o r t h Y o r k W o m e n ' s S h e l t e r 

P.O. BOX 1038 
STATION B 

DOWNSVIEW, ONTARIO 
M3H5V5 

635-9630 

Congratulations Broadside 

from 
The Elizabeth Fry Society, Toronto 

(416)924-3708 

C a n a d i a n W o m e n ' s Movement Arch ives 
Arch ives canad iennes du mouvement des femmes 

P.O. Box/C.P. 128, Station/Suce. P, Toronto, Ontario M5S 2S7 
(416)597-8865 

Bread & Roses 
Credit Union 

Banking for Social Change 

348 Danforth Avenue, Suite 211 461-7882 
Toronto, Ontario M4K 1N8 « ŝ»> 
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In the Name of Equality 
by Susan Crean 

It seemed like a good idea at the time, equality 
did. Equal pay, equal opportunity, equality 
before the law; all perfectly self explanatory 
and obviously legitimate demands for women 
to make, though naturally easier to claim than 
to effect. Still, changes there have been, par­
ticularly changes in the law. In the past two 
decades the entire roster of family laws (gov­
erning marriage and divorce, matrimonial 
property law, custody and child welfare laws) 
have been overhauled, some of them more 
than once. They have been rendered into gen­
der neutral English and French and rejigged to 
reflect the modern concept of marriage as an 
economic partnership rather than a religious 
union and guardianship as a mutual respon­
sibility. A n d , lest we forget, reigning over all 
the laws of the land, is the Charter of Rights 
and Freedoms which includes our own section 
28 guaranteeing women equality with men. 

You could argue that these reforms are a 
great achievement and are profoundly signifi­
cant and you would be right. However, you 
would also be right to observe that the real life 
results have been a lot less than fair, that equal­
ity is much more elusive than legislators and 
feminists surmised, easier to subvert and more 
susceptible to unjust interpretation. Once again 
we see intention confounded by the stubborn 
weed of privilege and patriarchal power. 

To take one example, many provinces have 
converted to a system of dividing property 
after marriage breakdown according to the 
principle of a fiftyrfifty split of the assets. But 
what you see in the law is not what women are 
getting in court. For one thing, the definition 
of assets varies and often excludes tiny items 
like business assets and pensions. For another, 
no definition anywhere includes what is usual­
ly the single most, lucrative long term resource 
men have, which is their superior earning power. 
This means that even if the division of property 
looks equitable, it wil l remains so for about 2,4 
noms; The earning capacity of women (typic­
ally impaired by marriage and child rearing) 
will likely require them to use whatever settle­
ment they get as living expenses rather than as 
an investment for the future. At the same time 
(and remembering that the vast majority of 
people have very little by way of assets to divide 
in the first place), the emphasis on property 
division has brought with it a corresponding 
de-emphasis on financial support. Alimony as 
a word and a concept has gone the way of the 
dodo; women are now expected by law to be­
come self-supporting and whatever support 
payment they get from their former husbands 
will be strictly limited to one or two years. 

So it is that we have the increasingly familiar 
pattern where the standard of living enjoyed by 
a man rises abruptly following separation, 
while his former spouse's and children's plum­
mets. 

When Manitoba (the first province to intro­
duce a "deferred community property" re­
gime in 1978) took a look at the figures in 1985, 

it discovered that maintenance awards were 
leaving women and their dependent children 
with fifty per cent of the available income only 
in the rarest of circumstances and only when 
there were several children involved. The bal­
ance sheet tended to look like this: she — 54% 
for a family of five, he — 46% for himself; she 
— 26% for two, he 74% for himself; she 34% 
for three, he — 66% for himself, and so on. 
Such statistics, of course, reveal the connection 
between the feminization of poverty and the 
failure of the justice system to deliver the equal­
ity it advertises. 

The simple way to describe what's wrong is 
to say that the law is only as good as the socie­
ty applying it, and that in a sexist culture even 
feminist-inspired reforms will be perverted to 
discriminatory ends. In a world where women 
do not have equal social, economic or political 
status, legal equality is wishful thinking. Or, as 
feminist lawyer Géraldine Waldman puts it, 
"You can't make people equal at the end of a 
marriage by a division of property i f t hey are 
unequal in all other aspects. You can't give 
women all the obligations of equality without 
the rights — to affordable daycare, to equal 
pay, to good jobs" 

Then too, as the Divorce Act was reformed 
in 1986 and the necessity of proving fault re­
moved, another subtle shift has occurred. As 
the law now defines how property is to be 
divided and as the grounds for divorce no long­
er require assigning blame, the one major thing 
left to haggle over is the children. As a result, 
the locus of legal contests and post-marital 
confrontation has moved from divorce court 
to custody court. 

Along with the rapidly climbing divorce 
rate, the number of men living apart from their 
children has increased exponentially and grad­
ually the ' 'absentee father" has become a rec­
ognizable problem to mental health profes­
sionals. But alongside the men who disappear 
physically and financially from their children's 
lives following separation is a small but grow­
ing band of fathers who want to continue par­
enting. Some of them manage to arrange to do 
so jointly with their former partners — this be­
ing the ideal solution, though one which re­
quires tremendous self-assurance, commit­
ment to the children, and as most co-parenting 
couples will admit, the development of entirely 
new parenting skills. 

A n d suddenly the cry of fathers'rights is be­
ing heard. Not from those who are already in­
volved with their children, but from those who 
aren't and may wish to be; from those who, ap­
parently, do not know how to effect a recon¬
nection with their children except through the 
force of a court order; and from those who 
simply want to exercise control over their for­
mer families, or, if they are abusers, to continue 
to have access to their victims. Suddenly, 
though not unexpectedly, we are witnessing a 
surge in the number of fathers wanting to re­
tain a legal link to their children whether or not 
they are willing or able to assume more than 
the usual part-time responsibility for childcare. 
They are demanding mandatory joint custody 

to guarantee them continuing authority over 
their children (and incidently over their former 
spouses), but, significantly, without any sug­
gestion that this should be accompanied by a 
sharing of the work of parenthood. 

Once again equality rises to bite the hand 
that raised it in the first place. When the rights 
of women as parents and guardians of their 
children were first recognized in the early years 
of this century (thanks to the efforts of B C 
reformer and Canada's first woman judge, 
Helen Gregory MacGil l ) it was a significant 
advance: women previously had had no right 
to raise or even live with their children except at 
the pleasure of their husbands. But even the 
principle that men and women be accorded 
equal standing in court to claim custody of 
their children has ended up working against 
women in the eighties. It has led, albeit by per­
verse logic, to the claim that because men make 
up fifty per cent of the parents involved, they 
should be awarded custody fifty per cent of the 
time. Such demands tempt one to answer with 
a set of smart remarks about who takes care of 
the children eighty per cent of the time now 
and always have (Statistics Canada reports 
that the average father with a wife working 
outside the home puts in 20 minutes a day with 
the kids; i f the mother is at home, he spends 7 
minutes with them. 

Smart remarks may win a panel debate but 
will not carry much weight in court. For the 
logic of equality, as it applies here, means that 
couples will be treated as individuals who have 
made decisions about parenting and the divi­
sion of domestic responsibility freely and un­
encumbered by any economic restraints what­
soever. A n d when parents are treated as co-
equals this way, the work and commitment the 
mother has put into primary childcare is 
rendered invisible. It is discounted and de-
emphasized just as the father's past record as a 
nurturing parent is overemphasized, indeed 
romanticized. In actuality, the father's role as 
parent is rarely even investigated by the court . 
His word and his promises regarding childcare 
? !'o given more attention and credence than the 
demonstrated actions and skills of the mother. 
His record of violence will be given the benefit 
of the doubt and his physical abusiveness, even 
if proven in courts, will rarely be taken as a 
comment on his abilities as a parent. Judges 
have been known to award custody to fathers 
who barely know their children and who have 
shown them scant interest in the past, for fear 
that otherwise the fathers might disappear. In 
such a case, both the children and their moth­
ers are asked to sacrifice their welfare to the 
greater good of keeping Dad around and in­
volved. Or, put another way, they are required 
•to make up for the parenting deficiencies of the 
father, who is, in essence, being rewarded for 
his recalcitrance. 

So too, in the name of equality, we see judges 
awarding custody of children, who have been 
cared for and raised all their lives by their 
mothers, to their father instead, on the grounds . 
that both parents have full-time jobs and have 
to hire help to care for the kids. Often no 

thought is given to the effect this might have on 
existing relationships or routines. In making 
such decisions, moreover, judges will overlook 
the fact that the father may be claiming cus­
tody because it is cheaper than paying more 
child support (demands for increased support 
often touch off custody suits), just as they 
overlook the cruel irony that fathers are some­
times successful in claiming custody because 
they have a female replacement (new wife, 
mother, nanny) to take over as surrogate mother. 

Of course, what such decisions fail to recog­
nize in the name of equality is the simple and 
yet very profound reality of motherhood. In 
this society and in this culture women have 
babies expecting to care and raise them (alone 
or possibly with help from the father) to their 
maturity; and until further notice, in this cul­
ture and in this society, men have babies under­
standing that for them the mothering role is 
optional. This means it is psychologically and 
emotionally a very different thing for a mother 
to lose custody than for a father. A woman 
who loses custody will generally be giving up 
an activity which has consumed a major part 
of her life, and her identity. She will also risk 
being stigmatized, for the attitudes and expec­
tations around motherhood are still highly 
judgemental and people will assume she 
" los t" for good — or rather, bad — reasons. 
Men who lose custody, on the other hand, are 
not normally losing a vocation which they have 
been practising with everyone's approval for 
years. Rather they are being denied the oppor­
tunity to develop a relationship which doesn't 
yet exist, and the chance to take over from their 
former spouses as primary care givers. 

To confuse the issue even further, fathers' 
rights advocates have highjacked the issue of 
equality and made off with the rhetoric. In do­
ing so they have reversed t he old trick of blam­
ing the victim, claiming victimship for them­
selves. They would have us believe they are the 
ones being discriminated against, and unjustly 
oppressed. And to add insult to indignity, when 
the federal Secretary of State Women's Pro­
gram finally found a way to fund R . E . A . L 
Women, it was to hold a conference on equal­
ity — implying that equality is now being so 
broadly defined that it can even be taken to 
mean the effort to ensure the rights of women 
to choose not to be equal. 

Equality, in other words, is a chimera, and 
has become a political ruse. Instituted as an ab­
stract legal principle in a justice system which 
takes no care and pays no heed to the equality 
of outcome, it has arguably done more harm 
than good. At the same time it demonstrates 
how liberal reform is both duplicitous and self-
defeating. And it reveals, as i f we still needed to 
know, how the cunning use of language can 
undermine the rights of women, and misrepre­
sent the situation we are facing, trying to pro­
tect our children from male violence. 

Susan Crean is a Toronto writer and the 
author ofIn the Name of the Father: The 
Story Behind Child Custody (Amanita 
Enterprises, 1989) 
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AC: When Women Count 
by Marjorie Cohen 
The issues of the women's movement in Can­
ada in some respects have not changed over the 
years. The problems which were highlighted in 
the 1970s Report of the Royal Commission on 
the Status of Women are still with us. The re­
port documented women's inequality in Can­
ada under the law and in the workforce. It 
showed that women were poor because we did 
not have equal access to jobs, equal pay for the 
work we performed, adequate public child 
care; and because we were treated unfairly in 
property and tax legislation. The most impor­
tant result of this document was that it enabled 
women's groups to bring to public conscious­
ness the discrimination women faced, a dis­
crimination that was blatant and widespread. 
The government was forced to recognize that 
women had not been sufficiently heard and 
that something should be done about this. 

The government 's initial reaction was to at­
tempt to subsume all major action on women's 
issues at the federal level under the government 
itself. A t the historic "Strategy for Change" 
conference which inaugurated the National 
Action Committee on the Status of Women 
(NAC) , one of the major issues was whether 
this group should support the creation of a 
government body on women or organize an in­
dependent national women's organization. 
Although a collective voice for the women's 
movement was certainly not yet strong, the 
government saw the wisdom of containing it 
by direct control. Fortunately, women at this 
conference thought otherwise and N A C be­
came an independent organization. Neverthe­
less, throughout its history it has been largely 
funded by the federal government: this fact 
certainly has been a mixed blessing for the or­
ganization and at this point in its history it is 
presenting particularly alarming consequences. 

At the federal level work was immediately 
begun to eliminate overt sexism in federal leg­
islation. By 1975 Marc Lalonde, the Minister 
Responsible for the Status of Women, reported 
in his department's publication celebrating In­
ternational Women's Year that discrimination 
against women had been completely eliminated 
from Canadian legislation. This, of course, was 
a joke to activists in the women's movement. 
While the words in the document might have 
been gender neutral, the effect certainly was 
not. 

The early efforts of the women's movement 
focused to a considerable extent on economic 
issues. Most notable were the efforts to high­
light the wage gap between men and women 
who worked for pay, which led to a major cam­
paign for ' 'equal pay for work of equal value. ' ' 
This was a difficult concept to get across to the 
public and to the government, but partial rec­
ognition of the principle was achieved when 
the words were included in the Federal Human 
Rights Act of 1977. The issue of property rights 
for women was another consuming matter of 
the 1970s when the case of an Alberta farm 
woman highlighted the unequal treatment of 
women under the law. O f course most eco­
nomic issues were not fought at the federal 
level, but by women within their own commu­
nity. The most dramatic were specific fights for 
women at the workplace — at the banks, at 
Bell Canada, in factories. Women's attempts 
to organize were fought hard by employers, but 
the positive results of the 1970s was the increas­
ing involvement of the women's movement in 
an effort to achieve recognition of women's 
right for decent wages and working conditions. 

For most of the issues of the 1970s there was 
not a clear distinction between economic is­
sues and other equality issues. The case of In­
dian Rights for Indian Women is a good exam­
ple. The women's movement became involved 
in this issue (supporting the Indian women 
who had been excluded from their bands be­
cause they had married non-status Indians) as 
an equality rights issue, but it quickly became 
an economic issue as well and the implications 
of this could not be ignored. 

Deciding which issues to pursue and which 
to ignore created considerable tension within 
N A C in the 1970s. While it was clear even from 
the beginning that almost every problem in the 
society was a women's issue, there was a feeling 
that the organization should confine itself to 
those which could be strictly defined as 
"women's issues." This became most evident 
in the debate about wage and price controls in 
the mid-1970s. Many of us argued that women 

would be most damaged by this measure pri­
marily because it would prevent women from 
trying to close the gap between male and 
female wages. We wanted a strong statement 
against this from the women's movement. This 
did not occur and while the reason may have 
been because many women in the organization 
had close ties to the party in power, the argu­
ment was won on the grounds that we would 
lose credibility i f we became just one other 
organization which was speaking on a wide 
range of issues — we should confine ourselves 
to what was obviously and directly of concern 
to women because no one else was doing this. 
A similar argument was used when attempts 
were made to link N A C with the peace move­
ment. 

The early efforts of the national women's 
movement on economic issues tended to focus 
on women's right to make choices. The 1976 
publication of Gai l Cook's book Opportuni­
tiesfor Choice: A Goal for Women in Canada, 
stressed this theme, and to many at the time 
this seemed appropriate. We were not to fight 
the system itself, but how we were treated with­
in it. While there were conflicts with those in 
power in the federal government, these con­
flicts were fairly minimal. The over-riding ob­
jective was to influence power — to exert influ­
ence behind the scenes, while at the same time 
claiming tremendous support for our position 
from the women's movement in general. This, 
in many respects, was a ' 'subdued-feminism.' ' 
This is not to imply that feminism in Canada 
was at this time without fire and fight, but that 
at the federal level we were not much of a threat 
to the government. (And that is probably why 
they continued to fund us at an ever increasing 
level). At other levels, much was going on: 
Henry Morgentaler went to jail for performing 
abortions and women's groups were actively 
defying the government on this issue, Grace 
Hartman went to jail to defend women's right 
to strike in hospitals, and women's groups 
across the country were organizing to provide 
services for women and were in open conflict 
with powerful forces in their communities and 
workplaces. ; 

"The crucial issue is the 
extent to which women 
could have access to 
decision making." 

The focus on economic issues has changed 
perceptibly for the women's movement since 
the 1970s. By the 1980s government and em­
ployers had accepted women's intervention in 
issues like equal pay, maternity leave, and 
movement of women out of traditional occu­
pations. They also accepted our right to speak 
on child care, reproductive choice, porno­
graphy — anything which could be seen as a 
women's issue. But more and more women 
realized that the crucial issue would be the ex­
tent to which women could have a role in eco­
nomic decision-making. Women began to 
make the connection that ultimately all of the 
issues we were fighting for are related to the 
way the society is constructed. We recognized 
that economic decision making by government 
and business affects how successfully we can 
be in just about every area of our lives. More 
and more the realization took hold that al­
though we can fight for years and years for 
such legislation as equal pay for work of equal 
value — and ultimately may make some gains 
in this area — it is a small victory i f a govern­
ment economic policy (such as the current 
obsession with international competitiveness) 
means that fewer people will be employed. 
Equal pay laws do not help much if you do not 
have a job. 

Initially women's attempts to discuss broad 
economic policy issues were ignored. From the 
perspective of government and business, 
women and economics do not mix well. Our 
demands are seen as "take-aways" — not con­
tributions. What we want is perceived as a 
drain on the economy: full and equal employ­
ment, equality in decision making, economic 
security, better social services, a safe world. 
These demands are considered unrealistic in 
the hard world of economics. What women 

have had to say has been treated as a discussion 
of welfare policy, not economic policy. It is not 
that our demands are considered totally 
unreasonable, but they just do not fit with 
hard-time economics. 

When women talk about economics it 
makes governments and business nervous be­
cause we tend to focus on the irrationality of 
what is going on. We focus on goals and objec­
tives and are critical of choices which have 
been made, choices which have been damaging 
to people. Never before in .the history of hu­
man existence has there been as much food 
produced in the world as now. Yet people starve 
to death in some parts of the world while vast 
quantities of food rot in warehouses in North 
America and Europe. We see this as irrational. 

We know that in Canada there is consider­
able poverty and that this poverty is increasing, 
in spite of the fact that Canada is a rich nation 
with abundant resources. We know there is a 
need for better social services and a need for 
people to provide them, yet our unemploy­
ment rate is huge. We see this waste of labour as 
irrational. We are downright hostile to govern­
ment programs which are directed toward sup­
porting the war industry, rather than toward 
meeting real human needs. Most important, 
we are critical of the priorities which have been 
established and feel they have lost sight of the 
goal of a more just and equitable society. 

When we began to talk about economic 
issues like the budget, trade policy, privatiza­
tion, deregulation and the general structure of 
the Canadian economy we were going too far. 
These were not women's issue: women were 
not ' 'experts' and therefore our criticism had 
little credibility. But one of the very positive 
results of the massive women's movement in 
the past twenty years has been the rejection of 
"credentialism" — the belief that you can't 
talk about something unless you have a piece 
of paper which says you can. Women's con­
fidence in challenging the experts had grown as 
we questioned their wisdom on health care, 
education, and child care. 

In the field of economics our challenge had 
initially been confined to explanations of why 
we were paid less than men. We were told it was 
because we were less productive than men. We 
didn't choose the right jobs, we didn't get our­
selves trained properly, and we had bad work 
habits — ie, we preferred to work part-time, we 
regularly dropped out of the labour force, and 
because of our commitment to home and 
hearth, we didn't take our work as seriously as 
men did. Women intuitively rejected these ex­
pert pronouncements. What we were told de­
fied common sense. We knew that someone 
must be profiting from paying women lower 
wages and confining us to a rather narrow 
range of occupations. We challenged the ex­
perts. We fought the collective subconscious 
which believed that it was the natural order of 
things for women's work to be narrowly con­
fined and to be valued less than that done by 
men. A n d , although we certainly still have a 
long way to go in this regard, we have made 
headway in making people begin to see 
women's work differently. 

"The issues have not 
changed, but our analysis 
of what is wrong began to 
change." 

In the 1980s the economic conditions for 
women are much the same as those we faced in 
the 1970s, some of which were outlined in the 
Royal Commission on the Status of Women. 
Women's work is still occupationally segre­
gated; women's wages are still much less than 
men's; women still do most of the work in the 
home; public child care is still woefully insuf­
ficient; poverty is still overwhelmingly a 
women's lot; and native women, immigrant 
women and women of colour still face par­
ticularly gruesome obstacles in their lives — 
obstacles based on racism which are distinct 
from those all women face. 

The issues have not changed but our analy­
sis of what is wrong began to change. We no 
longer focused our briefs to government in a 
way which would show how ' 'rational' ' a more 

just society would be or how it could be in the 
economic interest of employers to cure dis­
crimination. There is no economic argument 
which wil l convince employers that by paying 
women one-third more than they do now, they 
will be better off. They know better and so do 
we. We continue to fight for the kinds of things 
we have focused on before but we have 
broadened our scope and have entered the gen­
eral debate on macro-economic issues. The 
logic of the situation has demanded this: we 
could not ignore the larger agenda of econom­
ic restructuring and the government's designs 
for Canada since they would affect virtually 
every issue on women's agenda for action. 

The change in focus in the 1980s, at least at 
the federal level of the feminist movement's 
confrontation with the state, is a result of a 
great many changes. There has been a greater 
awareness in the women's movement altogeth­
er of the structural nature of women's oppres­
sion; the recognition that it is not simply the 
sexist nature of individual employers or legis­
lators which is responsible for women's posi­
tion in society. The dramatic economic down­
turn in the early 1980s highlighted the struc­
tural problems with the economy itself, some­
thing which no groups interested in economic 
and social change could ignore. 

There were also changes which affected the 
nature of the women's movement at the na­
tional level which had an impact on N A C ' s 
ability to focus on broad economic issues. The 
first of these is that the Liberals were no longer 
in power. This meant that the Liberals on the 
N A C executive were no longer placed in a de­
fensive position about government economic 
policy. N A C is an extremely broad-based fem­
inist organization with a membership of about 
600 women's groups, including women's 
groups from political parties as divergent as 
the Progressive Conservatives and the Com­
munist Party. However, Conservative women 
were very rarely elected to the executive. With 
the Conservative party in government no one 
was protective of their own party interest. The 
second major change to directly aMect NAC 
was in the composition of its executive body. 
The 1980s saw the organization expand con­
siderably to include representatives from all 
regions of the country, but also there was in­
creasing membership on the executive from 
more left-oriented women, trade unionists, 
and women from minority groups. The greater 
representativeness on the executive meant 
more sympathy for action which was critical of 
existing structures. 

The move toward dealing with broader eco­
nomic issues initially focused on the tremen­
dous social upheaval which occurred in the 
depression period of the early 1980s. During 
this period the Liberal government initiated a 
Royal Commission on the Economic Union 
and Development Prospects for Canada. The 
Commissioners travelled the country eliciting 
presentations from various community and 
business groups on the state of the economy. 
The responses were predictable: the popular 
sector called for greater government direction 
in the economy to eliminate what was consid­
ered the most pressing problems — high un­
employment and poor provision of social ser­
vices. The business community called for 
greater reliance on the private market mechan­
ism and government intervention in control­
ling inflation. The Macdonald Report, which 
was published in 1985, clearly reflected the 
views of business. The major recommenda­
tions of the report centred on a greater reliance 
on the market mechanism primarily through a 
free trade agreement with the US. It also rec­
ommended increased privatization of public­
ly-owned enterprises and drastic changes in 
social services systems. This report has been 
the blue-print for government policy since it 
was produced. 

N A C has been alarmed by the previous dis­
cussions on free trade which had taken place 
during the 1984 election, primarily because of 
the adverse impact free trade was likely to have 
on the manufacturing industries where immi­
grant women were concentrated. It held a 
series of discussions on the impact free trade 
was likely to have on women, although at this 
point understanding of the overall implica­
tions was fairly sketchy. Since the winning 
party in the 1984 election, the Progressive Con­
servatives, had indicated that pursuing a free 
trade agreement with the US was tantamount 
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The following article was written in 
February 1989, before the federal budget 
came down, and before the 1989NAC 
AG M where Barbara McDougall and 
the Progressive Conservative Caucus 
refused to meet with NAC members. 
Nevertheless, it is still relevant as a basis 
for discussion offeminist process. 

by Gillian Mitchell, Lorraine 
Greaves, and the London 
Feminist Process Group 
For the last year, some feminists in London, 
Ontario have been meeting to talk about fem­
inist process and how it might help to solve the 
organizational and process problems which we 
believe threaten the continued existence of the 
National Action Committee on the Status of 
Women (NAC) . This article describes the 
thinking of the London Feminist Process 
Group 1 and raises some new questions that 
now seem central to us. Sensing that our fears 
for N A C may be widely shared, we offer our 
ideas here in t he hope that they may help move 
us towards a better future for N A C in particu­
lar and Canadian feminists in general. 

The central problem, as we see it, concerns 
the suitability of using traditional process in 
feminist organizations. N A C is certainly not 
the only feminist organization relying on tradi­
tional process; nevertheless, it is the largest and 
most visible one in Canada. Many — if not 
most —. feminist activists outside N A C also 
operate tacitly with a traditional process essen­
tially like N A C ' s . What blew the roof off for 
N A C was its success. The dramatic increase 
over the past several years in the number and 
diversity of N A C ' s member groups was so un-
precedentedly rapid that it was "unmanage­
able." It was impossible for so many new 
groups to be socialized gradually into the 

-hitherto- unquestioned process followed by 
N A C . A n d this non-integration made possible 
the focusing and expression of a dissatisfac­
tion that had more or less stayed underground 
in the past. N A C ' s growth has revealed femi­
nist process to be a crisis in contemporary Can­
adian feminism. 

N A C has been highly successful in coming 
to be seen as the visible feminist presence in 
Canada, but its internal process has diverged 
from feminist values. It is at risk now of be­
coming a voice that doesn't represent Cana­
dian feminism any more. But with appropriate 
action, the painful events of recent N A C his­
tory, particularly the 1988 A G M , may come to 
be seen as simply symptoms of rapid growth, 
symptoms which can serve as a catalyst for 
change and growth within N A C and result in a 
N A C which could serve as a model for its 
member groups. Ignored, the same symptoms 
may signal the beginning of the end of N A C , 
which would be very sad — but it might be 
preferable to a continuation of N A C as it is 
currently. 

Discussion of feminist process is of course 
not new, so the London Feminist Process 
Group turned to the literature on feminist pro­
cess.2 This literature is insightful and practical 
as far as it goes, but reading it in the light of the 
N A C experience brought a striking oversight 
to light: it is all built on the fundamental and 
unquestioned assumption that feminists agree 
that a different way of working together, a dif­
ferent kind of process, is essential for achieving 
the feminist enterprise of overturning the pa­
triarchal world. But what i f that agreement is 
missing? Nothing in the literature talks about 
how to achieve such agreement. Either its exis­
tence is assumed, or it is another of those prob­
lems we have tacitly decided to ignore. 

The truth is, however, that the need for a 
feminist process is not universally acknow­
ledged, and the problems of N A C arise to an 
important extent from this lack of agreement. 
It is clear to any observer of N A C ' s process 
that many of the main actors in N A C are quite 
happy with traditional process as epitomized 
by the rules of parliamentary procedure famil­
iarly referred to as "Robert's Rules." In fact, 
the highly skilled use of these rules was what 
made the A G M a ' 'success" for them, despite 
the fact that those same rules made the meet­
ing distressing and disempowering for many of 
the participants. From many accounts the use 
of those rules continues to prevent meaningful 

change in the workings of the N A C Executive 
since the 1988 annual meeting. 

So what leads us to persist with traditional 
process in N A C ? The same reasons that foster 
its use in most feminist groups: first, it seems, 
at face value, to get our feminist work done, 
and, second, it seems also at face value, to be a 
fair way of operating. Robert's Rules (and al­
ternative versions such as Bourinot's, which 
are used by Parliament and some Quebec fem­
inist groups and were accepted for use by N A C 
at the 1989 A G M ) operate primarily to orga­
nize participation: 

• so that no one person can dominate the dis­
cussion 

• so that discussion stays on topic 
• so that discussants treat one another with 

civility 

It doesn't sound bad so far, does it? So what's 
the problem? 

First, the rules of order are very complicated 
and they use a specialized jargon, so that peo­
ple who don't know them can in practice be si­
lenced by those who know them and know 
how to work them. The result is dramatic dis­
parities of power, which undermine egalitarian 
values and the feminist commitment to em­
powering all women. 

Second, tĥ e rules work best when the issues 
are fairly well structured and clear to everyone 
in advance. Since the chair can rule out of order 
any questions that fall outside this assumed 
structure, the rules can be used to make free 
flowing, spiralling, thinking-it-through discus­
sion impossible. Which can rule out just the 
kind of discussion and questioning of the 
given that has led to the major reorientations 
in thinking that feminism has produced in the 
past. Thus, using parliamentary rules threat­
ens the foundation of feminist theory, its 
grounding in each woman's experience. So 
Robert's/Bourinot's Rules in practice do part 
of what they need to do, but they do it at the ex­
pense of essential feminist values that have 
been the strength of the movement. 

Hence, as a result of this reactive task orien­
tation, in fact in what seems to be taken as a 
natural consequence, the adoption of feminist 
process gives way to the temporal and strategic 
demands of the task. Underlying acceptance 
of both task and the use of traditional process 
is the belief that N A C ' s input will have no ef­
fect on the legislation at hand unless it is swift, 
and feminist process ' 'takes too much time. ' ' 
Further, because it is believed that, to be effec­
tive in dealing with The Boys, we have to play 
by the Boys' rules, we adopt the Boys' strat­
egies — including the Boys' process. 

The crucial assumption of the strategy used 
by the Boys has also been an important operat­
ing assumption in N A C , namely, that effective 
political action on any issue requires a single, 
unified, "correct" position on that issue. 
Strategically such a position offers undeniable 
advantages. A unified position allows N A C to: 

• show the strongest possible face of the 
women's movement 

• display a more understandable, accessible 
position to the public 

• facilitate dealing with government and 
media 

• operate with clarity of focus 

A l l of which are desirable and make the N A C 
Executive's perceived mandate easier to carry 
out. But is it worth the cost? Because this cost 
is considerable: 

• the alienation of women or groups who do 
not share the unified position, or who do 
not share the perception that that particu­
lar issue is a priority 

• the necessity that N A C use a process which 
will either squelch dissent or allow it to be 
ignored to the extent that the unified posi­
tion can be ramrodded through 

• the obliteration of the record of this dissent 
in briefs, position papers, and media re­
ports of the women's moment, all of which 
adds u p t o . . . 

• the stifling of the diversity and development 
of opinion among women 

It is easy to see that the quest for unified posi­
tions to support swift, reactive response to gov­
ernment legislation creates a major incentive 
for N A C participants to abuse or manipulate 
N A C ' s process. A n d the cost appears to out­

weigh the benefits in terms of the feminist en­
terprise. So one question for N A C to ponder, 
then, is: 

Would NACserve the goals of Cana­
dian feminism better by abandoning the 
search for unified positions on the 
issues? 

A larger question is, of course, whether the fo­
cus on lobbying activities is in fact the best use 
of N A C and its executive's energies. N A C old-
timers remember that prior to the 1980s there 
was a much greater focus, at least at the A G M , 
on the goal of educating and empowering 
women and women's groups, while lobbying 
played a less major role. 

The advantages of returning to this balance 
of functions are several: 

• the outcome would be the development of 
skills at the grassroots level, as opposed to 
the concentration of skill and power in the 
hands of a few old pros, usually from cen­
tral Canada and particularly Toronto 

• member groups could speak for themselves 
more often, which would strengthen the re­
gional expression of feminist concerns, 
make it easier to air a diversity of view­
points, and lessen the tendency of the me­
dia to call upon N A C for a monolithic and 
sometimes over-simplified response to any 
issue, which would ultimately result in . . . 

• a more powerful grassroots women's move­
ment which could be heard by federal pol­
iticians at the local level, instead of just at 
the national level 

The disadvantage is that there would be some 
loss of power for N A C at the national level, a 
disadvantage which must be weighed against 
the overall goals of the organization. 

So a second question is: 

Should NAC focus less on lobbying and 
more on educating and empowering 
women and women's groups? 

Another question about process has to do with 
size. Is there a limit on the size of groups which 
can function with feminist process and allow 
room for diversity and differences? Certainly, 
an Annual General Meeting which adopts a 
process allowing for every one of the hundreds 
of participants who wants to express her views 
about any resolution and be listened to is hard 
to imagine. It is hard to imagine it working 
even with the executive, which is made up of 
roughly 20 members. Guidelines about group 
process usually draw the line at about 20 peo­
ple, i f everyone is to be able to participate in a 
meaningful way. Are there any ways to get 
around this problem? A n obvious simple strat­
egy long used by group facilitators' is to break 
any large group down into groups small 
enough to allow for real discussion. The views 
of each small group can be reflected by group 
representatives who meet in turn in other small 
groups, and so on, so that any action that de­
velops arises from a multi-faceted base ex­
pressive of the full range of individual experi­
ence, rather than from one imposed by strong-
arm tactics in a disempowering A G M that ex­
ploits parliamentary rules. A strengthened 
regional structure could result from the opera­
tion of the same process. Probably Robert's 
Rules and the like could be dispensed with 
altogether, particularly i f N A C ' s lobbying 
function becomes less important and the per­
ceived need for unified positions disappears. 

In sum the question here is: 

Can the use of a different process allow 
NAC to benefit from its size and 
diversity? 

(Ed note: At the 1989 A G M a process of break­
ing plenary sessions into four smaller groups 
for preliminary discussion of resolutions was 
adopted). 

Finally, there is the question of the A G M 
and what its function should be. From an ear­
lier form, when it functioned primarily as an 
educating and empowering experience for 
representatives of N A C member groups from 
across the country, it has evolved into a hid­

eous marathon, the goal of which is to ham­
mer out resolutions and unified positions, fre­
quently in reaction to government agendas. 
The focus on gaining media attention brings 
even greater pressure to stifle real discussion. 

The need to achieve these goals has made the 
meeting into an experience which most women 
find disappointing at best and painfully alien­
ating at worst. First-time attendees — 50% of 
all participants — arrive with high expecta­
tions at what should be an energizing and 
transforming feminist experience and instead, 
disenfranchised by a set of mysterious and de­
humanizing rules that preclude their meaning­
ful participation, often leave angry and disap­
pointed. The opportunity to get a sense of the 
breadth and diversity of Canadian feminism is 
lost. In fact the membership has no real role in 
setting the next year's agenda, since it is in the 
hands of those who can play by the rules. It is a 
sad pretense to claim that N A C ' s annual meet­
ing is in any way a feminist meeting. 

Why not dispense with the "business" at 
the A G M which focuses feminist energies on 
winning and losing, power-mongering, voting, 
resolutions, and all the trappings of power? 
Why not focus instead on ways of empowering 
those who attend, on ways of recognizing the 
strength and knowledge and experience that 
each woman brings as the amazing resource it 
is, as a resource which in the right setting can 
give each of us new or revitalized ideas and 
understanding and energy to go home with? 

Can we use NAC's annual meeting to 
expand our understanding of feminism 
and women's experience and thoughts, 
not to narrow it? 

Since we tend to accept that it is time pressures 
that most often justify our abandoning femi­
nist process, perhaps it is also time to recon­
sider the assumption that feminist political ac­
tion will have no impact unless it takes place at 
the very moment when the issue catches media 
or political attention. We need to appraise 
whether in acting swiftly and ignoring feminist 
process we have accomplished so very much. 

We might have to move on to quantifying in­
stead what we have lost by ignoring feminist 
process. It is hard to find a committed feminist 
these days who is not at least a little dismayed 
by the prevalence of burnout, by the refusal to 
engage or stay engaged in the feminist enter­
prise, and, perhaps most distressing of all, by 
our failure to attract young women to the 
movement in significant numbers. 

Something we might consider is abandon­
ing the task orientation of the feminist move­
ment altogether, in favour of a process orienta­
tion. The feminist revolution is in the way each 
of us lives her life, and that revolution is now. 
What are we doing following a patriarchally-
dictated agenda and using the patriarchy's 
process? Nothing could be more revolutionary 
than doing all our feminist work using feminist 
process. If we choose our agenda in terms of 
what we can do using that process, rather than 
having it chosen for us by the patriarchy, who's 
to say we wouldn't be further ahead in twenty 
years? 

So our last question is: 

Why not make feminist process into the 
focus of the feminist revolution? 

• 
Notes: 
1. The London Feminist Process Group has 

included at one point or another Connie 
Backhouse, Margaret Buist, Marene Cope, 
Kathy Dance, Lorraine Greaves, Gail 
Hutchinson, Sandi Kirby, Julie Lee, Diana 
Majury, Gillian Michell, Janet Money, 
Candice Schachter, Eleanor Schnall, Barbe 
Slavko and Barbara Todd. The diversity of 
their views is not necessarily captured by this 
paper. 

2. Some examples of the literature on feminist 
process are Ginny Crow, Dorothy Riddle and 
Caroline Sparks, "Critique and Commen­
tary: The Process/Product Debate," Quest: 
A Feminist Quarterly 4, iv (1978), pp. 15-36; 
Charlene Eldridge Wheeler and Peggy L. 
Chin, Peace and Power; A Handbook of 
Feminist Process (Buffalo: Margaretdaugh-
ters, 1984); Hogie Wykoff, Solving Women's 
Problems— Through Awareness, Action 
and Contact (New York: Grove Press, 1977) 



BROADSIDE/8 

he Shaping of Equalit 
by Lynne Pearlman 
and Brettel Dawson 
The past decade did not have an auspicious 
opening in the courts. Just over ten years ago, 
the Supreme Court of Canada decided against 
Stella Bliss. At issue was the Unemployment 
Insurance Act which restricted the eligibility of 
pregnant women to unemployment insurance 
benefits. Mr. Justice Ritchie rejected Stella 
Bliss' argument that this was sex discrimina­
tion. He acknowledged that the Act imposed 
conditions on women which did not apply to 
men but, he explained, ''any inequality be­
tween the sexes in this area is not created by 
legislation but by nature." This improbable 
logic also persuaded him that if legislation 
"treated unemployed pregnant women dif­
ferently from other unemployed persons, be 
they male or female it is . . . because they are 
pregnant and not because they are women." 
Pregnant men must have felt similarly bereft. 
The Bliss decision formed part of the context 
for a decade of activism for legal change pro­
moting women's equality. 

A n organizing focus over the period was the 
potential offered by a Charter of Rights and 
Freedoms, despite sound and continuing reser­
vations about whether a legal document would 
produce real changes of benefit to women and 
other disadvantaged groups in Canada. Femi­
nists are ambivalent about the use of the law — 
it is an institution which has traditionally ex­
cluded or permitted oppression of women's in­
terests and it has been formed in a male su­
premacist society of gender inequality. There 
is very strong motivation for those in power to 
resist any challenge to the status quo. Even 
though more women have been appointed to 
senior judicial offices in recent years — includ­
ing three women to the nine-member Supreme 
Court of Canada — the judiciary remains 
overwhelmingly white, upper-middle class and 
male. For all this, feminists have come to recog­
nize that law is an arena of struggle and should 
definitely not be left to masculinist lawyers and 
politicians. In any case, a strong Charter would 
be better than the ineffectual B i l l of Rights 
which guaranteed "equality before the law," 
interpreted to mean only equal application of 
laws whatever their substance: discrimination 
in legislation or government practice could not 
be challenged in the courts. 

Women's groups across the country mount­
ed a strong lobby to ensure that the Charter 
contained a clear commitment to sex equality 
and have continued to pursue remedies in the 
courts based on that commitment. Two sec­
tions in the Charter owe their strength to this 
lobbying effort. The first is section 15 which 
declares that everyone is "equal before and 
under the law and has the right to the equal 
protection and equal benefit of the law," with­
out discrimination. Feminists were successful 
in having "sex" specifically listed as a prohib­
ited ground of discrimination, a success which 
was not shared by our American sisters who 
suffered the defeat of their Equal Rights 

I by Brettel Dawson 
On April 17,1985 a small group of women 
who had been involved in lobbying around 

I'; equality provisions to be included in the 
Charter of Rights and Freedoms, formed the 
Women's Legal Education and Action Fund 

F\I (LEAF). They recognized that it was one 
j£ thing to have equality on paper and quite 

another to have it as a reality. LEAF was 
established with a board of directors from 
each province and territory in Canada and 
with the objective of promoting women's 
equality in the courts. LEAF has come to play 

b a central role as an innovative feminist orga­
nization initiating and coordinating women's 

^ legal advocacy in Canada. The cases it is, or 
has been, involved in encompass issues 

E* affecting older women, aboriginal and immi­
grant women, lesbians and women's con­
cerns with welfare benefits, reproduction 
and policing. And, with women's advocacy 

K established in Canada, LEAF has begun 
•J a process of changes in structure and 
H approach to ensure that the organization is 
ifi 

Amendment. The second is section 28 which 
guarantees the rights and freedoms in the 
Charter, "equally to male and female per­
sons." As detailed in Penney Kome's book, 
The Taking of Twenty-Eight, the inclusion of 
Section 28 in our Charter and its exemption 
from the Section 33 override were major vic­
tories which were clearly attributablè to 
women's coordinated organizing efforts across 
Canada. Section 28 has puzzled several male 
commentators who consider it to be superflu­
ous and stating the obvious. But as women's 
legal inclusion has seemed far from obvious to 
other male commentators and judges earlier in 
the century, Section 28 offers concrete assur­
ance that this will not occur again. 

The equality rights contained in section 15 
were subject to a three year moratorium, alleg­
edly to allow governments time to take inven­
tory of their legislation and bring it into com­
pliance with the section. Dubious of the pro­
posed review of discriminatory legislation, a 
group of feminist lawyers decided to conduct 
their own statute audit . The group, the Charter 
of Rights Education Fund (CREF), published 
its report in 1985. It was apparent to the group 
that the term "equality" was capable of varied 
meanings. It could mean formal equality evi­
denced in gender neutral language; it could 
mean substantive equality of outcome; it could 
mean treating women the same as similarly 
situated men; or it could mean recognizing the 
specificity of women's experience and redefin­
ing the standards of social participation and 
extending equal concern and respect to all peo­
ple. C R E F adopted an expansive range of 
meaning directed at ensuring women's actual 
equality in Canadian society. Ultimately, the 
group found that much work needed to be 
done to remove provisions which discrimin­
ated against women either as they were written 
or in their effect. 

On Apr i l 17, 1985, the equality guarantees 
came into force. On the same day, the Women's 
Legal Education and Action Fund ( L E A F ) 
was formed, with the objective of bringing 
cases to the courts raising women's equality 
issues. Soon after, in October 1985, Ont?nio 
Attorney-General Ian Scott (at that time also 
Minister Responsible for Women's Issues) an­
nounced the creation of a $1 million fund to 
support Ontario litigation brought by L E A F . 
" I stress this government's commitment and 
willingness to modify laws by legislation rather 
than by litigation, ' ' Mr. Scott told the legisla­
ture, "We will amend any law that requires 
change. However, it is in recognition of the fact 
that litigation cannot always be avoided that 
we have made available the fund to L E A F . " 
Those and similar words have been put to the 
test in emerging equality litigation and judicial 
decisions and it is a good time for feminists to 
assess whether hard won equality protections 
promise to be effective. 

Some lower court judges have used the Char­
ter with gusto to protect the interests of men 
claiming to have been discriminated against. 
Of particular current concern are decisions in-

LEAFIines 
owned by the women's community and to 
develop its community base. 

One of the most exciting developments in 
LEAF has been its approach to selection of 
cases and development of arguments. Chris­
tie Jefferson, LEAF'S Executive Director, has 
emphasized that "we are now approaching 
litigation as involving working in partnership 
with other organizations.' ' The objective is to 
bring together resources and feminist analy­
sis with the group that knows the issue first 
hand. It is these women who identify and 
define the issues for their own community 
and work on formulating the most appropri­
ate set of remedies. 

The turning point for LEAF in tnis approach 
came in 1987 with community response to 
an intervention by LEAF in two cases involv­
ing athreat to "rape shield" provision in the 
Criminal Code (which protects rape victims 
from questions about their sexual history). 
Many women were not happy with LEAF'S 
position which advocated limited exceptions 
to the provisions, because it did not repre-

validating provisions designed to shield women 
who have laid charges of rape from questions 
about their sexual activities with persons other 
than the accused rapist. Accused men have also 
used the Charter to evade charges of sexual 
assault where the offence has extended to men 
only. Social welfare benefits to women have 
been taken away. In a case currently before the 
Ontario Human Rights Commission, a man is 
claiming that women-only Wen-do self de­
fence courses discriminate against men. 
Equally significant for women, judges in Man­
itoba have expressed amazement that sexual 
harassment might be considered to be sex 
discrimination and in another case, followed 
the reasoning in the Bliss pregnancy case. 
What is, of course, missing from such deci­
sions is any analysis of gender power or of t he 
objectives of the equality provisions. 

One of three in the Supreme Court of Canada: 
Madam Justice Bertha Wilson 

There have been some remarkable successes 
for women in the courts, however, most notice­
ably in major decisions of the Supreme Court 
of Canada. The court has accepted that Sec­
tion 15 of the Charter is "designed to protect 
those groups who suffer social, political and 
legal disadvantage in our society." Thus inter­
preted, the section cannot be utilized by priv­
ileged groups seeking to entrench their advan­
taged positions, nor should it be used to chal­
lenge remedial legislation. Unequals are not to 
be treated equally. Supreme Court judgments 
under both the Charter and human rights leg­
islation suggest that the Supreme Court of 
Canada, the most authoritative court in the 
country, is developing a more sophisticated 
understanding of the meaning of equality than 
we have ever seen before. 

Several key decisions concerning women's 
equality have been issued in the past two years. 
In the celebrated Morgentaler decision in Jan­
uary 1988, the judges invalidated Criminal 
Code provisions criminalizing abortions. 
Soon after, in the Canadian Newspapers Case, 
the judges upheld a statutory ban on the pub­
lication of identifying information when such 
protection was requested by the victim of a sex­
ual assault. Broadside was a member of the co-

sent women and no consultation had 
occurred prior to the arguments being 
made. LEAF'S response was to remedy this. 
The two cases continue on appeal, LEAF has 
changed its position and has joined in form­
ing a coalition of groups including the 
Women's College Hospital Sexual Assault 
Team and the Metro Special Committee on 
Child Abuse which has held consultations 
with women across the country. As Christie 
Jefferson has put it, this experience "changed 
LEAF and there has been no looking back 
since." 

This approach ties into an equality theory 
which emphasises the reality of women's 
lives and the importance of looking at the 
impact of legislation, policy and government 
action on women. LEAF has developed a way 
of analyzing equality which defines the way 
women are oppressed in Canadian society 
as a sex discrimination issue. And LEAF has 
been careful not to advance equality for 
women at the expense of other oppressed 
groups — the goal is equality for all dis­
advantaged groups. • 

alition which argued in favour of keeping such 
protection. In both cases, the judges listened to 
feminist arguments that sexuality and repro­
duction issues are vitally related to women's 
equality. But in neither case did they utilize 
equality arguments. In the Canadian News­
papers case, the judges affirmed the impor­
tance of freedom of the press but held that a 
publication ban was the only way to achieve 
the supportable objective of encouraging com­
plaints of sexual assault. The judges appeared 
to accept that the publication ban was a breach 
of the Charter, and not that it was required to 
support and promote women's equality. As 
L E A F clearly argued, "Sexual violation of 
women by men is both an indication and a 
practice of inequality between the sexes, spe­
cifically of the low status of women relative to 
men." In the Morgentaler case, the Chief Jus­
tice urged that procedural difficulties and un­
equal access to abortion across Canada con­
stituted a fatal flaw in the legislation and pre­
vented a woman making a choice consistent 
with her own aspirations and priorities pro­
tected by section 7 (life, liberty and security of 
the person). Madame Justice Wilson agreed, 
but in a remarkable and challenging judge­
ment returned to the basic issue that women 
should be able to make fundamental personal 
decisions like abortion and that only women 
could make such decisions. This nascent and 
eminently sensible recognition of women's 
perspective and experience in framing a legal 
decision was a major jurisprudential develop­
ment. 

Madame Justice Wilson's approach augured 
well for an approach to equality which would 
recognize the reality of women's lives. The 
three decisions issued in 1989 which at last ad­
dress the equality guarantees directly are very 
encouraging indeed. In the Law Society of 
British Columbia v. Andrews, a challenge was 
made to legislation which allowed only Cana­
dian citizens to practice law. L E A F intervened 

Madam Justice Claire L'Heureux-Dubé 

in the case to assist the judges in grappling with 
the appropriate approach to equality in the 
Canadian Charter. Ultimately, the judges re­
jected an argument that the meaning of the 
concept of equal protection and benefit before 
and under the law is that persons who are 
"similarly situated be similarly treated" and 
conversely, that persons who are "differently-
situated be differently treated." Mr . Justice 
M c In tyre considered this test to be "seriously 
deficient in that it excludes any consideration 
of the nature of the law. If it were to be applied 
literally, it could be used to justify the Nurem­
berg laws of Ado l f Hitler. Similar treatment 
was contemplated for all Jews." It certainly 
had justified discriminatory treatment against 
Stella Bliss insofar as the judge had regarded 
pregnant women as being differently situated 
to non-pregnant men and, as all pregnant 
women were treated alike there was no discrim­
ination. In the Andrews case, the judge em­
phasized that a "bad law will not be saved 
merely because it operates equally upon those 
to whom it has application." Instead, he ad­
vocated an approach which considers "the 
content of the law, its purpose, and its impact 
upon those to whom it applies, and also upon 
those whom it excludes from its application." 
The judge considered that for the "accom­
modation of differences, which is the essence 
of true equality, it will frequently be necessary 
to make distinctions.' ' 

The systemic nature of discrimination 
against women and the gender specific nature 
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of experience formed the basis of the decision 
of Janzen v. Platy Enterprises, dealing with 
sexual harassment In this case two waitresses 
were repeatedly the objects of sexual advances 
and touching by the cook who, though a fellow 
employee, was held out as having supervisory 
authority. Despite the women's persistent ob­
jections that his behaviour was unwanted, un­
welcome and intrusive, he persisted. The em­
ployer minimized the incidents and largely ig­
nored the women's requests that he intervene 
to stop the harassment. When the physical 
harassment ended, it was replaced by retalia­
tory verbal abuse and criticism in front of 
other staff and the employer. One of the women 
left her job and the other was fired. Both 
women experienced harms which included in­
somnia, vomiting, inability to concentrate and 
economic disruption. They complained to the 
Manitoba Human Rights Commission. The 
Human Rights Code in that province at that 
time did not have a specific prohibition against 
sexual harassment, but proscribed sex discrim­
ination in the workplace. The women, then, 
needed to establish that sexual harassment was 
gendered conduct amounting to discrimina­
tion on the basis of sex. 

•f„ "-s*..4, < 

Madam Justice Beverley M.McLachlin 

7!v . should no( have beer difficult. A n c>\ T -
whelming body of earlier cases had accepted 
the proposition and the women won before a 
human rights adjudicator and a Queen's 
Bench judge. However the employer appealed 
these decisions to the Court of Appeal. At this 
level, the women lost. The judges decided that 
sexual harassment could not be sex discrimina­
tion because it did not happen to all women. 
Instead it arose from personal characteristics, 
such as being attractive. Mr . Justice Huband 
expressed amazement "that sexual harassment 
has been equated with discrimination on the 
basis of sex. I think they are entirely different 
concepts." Nor should an employer be held 
responsible when sexual harassment was clear­
ly not part of the ' 'course of employment! ' Mr. 
Justice Twaddle expressed the view that only 
" i f the woman was chosen on a categorical 
basis, without regard to individual character­
istics, could the harassment be a manifestation 
of discrimination." The decision itself was 
' 'amazing,' ' and appalling to.feminists. The 
Human Rights Commission appealed and 
L E A F intervened to raise equality arguments. 

The Supreme Court of Canada unanimous­
ly overturned the decision of the Court of A p ­
peal. In the view of the Chief Justice, ' 'clearly 
a person who is disadvantaged because of her 
sex is being discriminated against in her em­
ployment when employer conduct denies her 
financial rewards because of her sex, or exacts 
some form of sexual compliance to improve or 
maintain her existing benefits. The evil to be 
remedied is the utilization of economic power 
or authority so as to restrict a woman's guar­
anteed and equal access to the workplace, and 
all of its benefits, free from extraneous pres­
sures having to do with the mere fact that she is 
a woman. Where a woman's equal access is 
denied or when terms or conditions differ when 
compared to male employees, the woman is be­
ing discriminated against." He emphasized 
that discrimination does not require uniform 
treatment of all members of a particular 
group. Further, sexual harassment is ' 'an abuse 
of power. When sexual harassment occurs in 
the workplace, it is an abuse of both economic 
and sexual power." The judges were clear 
about the overwhelming reality of ' 'who does 
what to whom' ' in sexual harassment: " In the 
present sex stratified labour market, those with 
the power to harass sexually will predominant­
ly be male and those facing the greatest risk of 
sexual harassment will tend to be female." 

This decision is extremely positive for 
women. Together with the earlier Robichaud 
decision, which established that intention to 
harass was irrelevant and that an employer is 
liable for sexual harassment in the workplace, 
sexual harassment has been recognized as both 
a workplace hazard for women and an instance 
of sexual inequality. The focus on the impact 
on the victim should help other judges and 
policy makers assess the merit of any claims of 
sexual harassment by men. Feminist legal 
scholars, such as Catharine MacKinnon, Con­
stance Backhouse and Leah Cohen, were 
quoted, as was Judge Rosalie Abella's employ­
ment equity report. L E A F can also be credited 
with influencing the framework and approach 
adopted by the judges. Such decisions can 
make a difference to women's lives and to the 
conduct of lower court judges and the ad­
vocates before them. Of course, the judgement 
does leave some issues unresolved. In the Jan­
zen case, much was made of the cook's super­
visory authority — but what i f he had had no 
such authority? Would the court have recog­
nized the relations of gender power inherent in 
the harassment? As feminists, we know that 
gender power makes it possible for a hierar­
chically subordinate male to harass his female 
boss. That the judge accepted "perceived" as 
opposed to ' ' real" authority will nevertheless 
be helpful. But there is a heterosexist bias in the 
decision insofar as it constructed the problem 
solely as harassment of women by heterosex­
ual males. The issue of heterosexual harass­
ment of gays or lesbians is not tackled in the 

judgement. 
Finally, to bring the decade to a close on a 

satisfying note for women is the decision in 
Brooks v. Canada Safeway Ltd. In a re-run of 
the Bliss case, three women who had become 
pregnant while employed by the grocery chain 
challenged a provision in the company benefit 
plan which excluded women from all coverage 
for work interruption during a 17 week period 
before, during and after confinement. Was this 
sex discrimination, and incompatible with 
equality guarantees, or was it an inequality 
created by nature? The words of the Chief Jus­
tice are almost a treat to the feminist ear. He 
regarded the discrimination as being created, 
not by nature but by legislation or regulations 
— that is, by the law. He accepted that women 
should not be economically or socially disad­
vantaged by reason of becoming pregnant and 
that it is unfair to impose all of the costs of 
pregnancy on women alone. "It is difficult to 
conceive that distinctions or discriminations 
based upon pregnancy could ever be regarded 
as other than discrimination based upon sex, 
or that restrictive statutory conditions ap­
plicable only to pregnant women did not dis­
criminate against them as women . . . The 
capacity to become pregnant is unique to the 
female gender. A distinction based on preg­
nancy is not merely a distinction between those 
who are and are not pregnant, but also between 
the gender that has the capacity for pregnancy 
and the gender which does not." The Bliss 
decision was overturned, the Safeway employ­
ees won their right to equal benefits, and 

women across Canada became more visible on 
the terms of their own lives. 

Women's struggle over the past ten years to 
ensure they have strong equality protections in 
the Charter has been well worth it. The Su­
preme Court of Canada is demonstrating an 
increasingly sophisticated understanding of 
equality issues. But, while we laud recent deci­
sions, feminists should not implicitly trust the 
Court to protect our interests. Several conten­
tious cases will soon come before the judges, 
including the legal status of a fetus (the mid-
wives' case from BC) and the constitutionali­
ty of Criminal Code provisions designed to 
shield women who have laid charges of rape 
from questions about their sexual activities 
with persons other than the accused rapist. 
The finest and clearest arguments must be 
made to the judges by feminists in these cases. 
Equally, legal struggle is but one area of resis­
tance to masculinist supremacy in Canadian 
society. Political lobbying for legislative and 
policy changes must take place simultaneously 
with litigation. We need to remind Ontario's 
Ian Scott of his words in October 1985. In light 
of the failure of the Meech Lake Accord to 
renew or protect the Charter's sex equality 
commitments, feminist lobbying on constitu­
tional issues remains crucial. We must also 
work in coalitions, and consult with each other 
to ensure the women affected by inequality can 
set priorities, define issues and formulate rem­
edies which will be advance our interests — 
which are the interests of an equal and just 
society. • 
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by Helen Lenskyj 

i n September 1988, Lesbian and Gay Youth 
Ottawa-Hull prepared A Report on High 
Schools for the Coalition for Lesbian and 

Gay Rights in Ontario. In the introduction, 
they state: "Thousands of lesbian and gay 
youth across Ontario are being silenced by a 
society that is hostile and homophobic. By 
raising our voices, we hope to lessen the op­
pression and provide hope for our lonely 
friends." 

Sex education classes are an obvious place to 
begin the process of combatting homophobia 
in high schools. Yet only about half the schools 
in Canada offer sex education, and those that 
do tend to focus on plumbing (male and fe­
male anatomy and physiology) and prevention 
(how to avoid pregnancy, sexually transmitted 
diseases and AIDS). What are the possibilities 
for a more progressive sex education curricu­
lum in the schools, one that takes a feminist, 
gay/lesbian-positive perspective. 

We can safely assume that from 10 to 15 per 
cent of the students and teachers in Ontario 
schools are lesbian or gay, and that the vast 
majority do not find the school a safe place to 
be open about their sexuality. High schools, 
and even junior high schools, are showcases 
for rampant heterosexuality: football heroes, 
cheerleaders, dancing, dating, parties, proms, 
fashion, (hetero)sex. Neither the classroom 
nor the staffroom is a likely locale for tolerance 
of sexual difference, although a few coura­
geous lesbians and gays have come out in these 
settings. 

Conservative parents and trustees —and 
they seem to be in the majority — believe that 
gay and lesbian teachers provide inappropriate 
role models for young people, or that these 
teachers will indoctrinate, seduce or molest 
children. Of course, when heterosexuals indoc­
trinate children, it's called sex education, and 
when straight male teachers seduce female stu­
dents, it's called romance. 

Anti-discrimination statutes in the human 
rights codes of Ontario, Quebec and Manitoba 
now protect lesbians and gays in the workplace, 
but, given parental and community attitudes, 
few teachers are willing to put the codes to the 
test. Separate school teachers have few il lu­
sions about human rights legislation in the face 
of t he Roman Catholic church's stand on ho­
mosexuality —and with good reason. In a num­
ber of US civil rights cases, lesbians and gay 
men unsuccessfully protested their firing from 
jobs in church-affiliated organizations. Some 
legal opinion holds that the provincial codes, as 
well as the Canadian Charter of Rights and 
Freedoms, will provide protection for Catholic 
teachers, but there have been no precedent-
setting cases to date. 

As for lesbian and gay youth, the Ontario 
Human Rights Code now protects them from 
being expelled from school, but offers no pro­
tection on the job since employees under 18 are 
not covered. Again, the situation for Catholic 
students is particularly risky. In Toronto in 
1985, three female students from Loretto High 
School were expelled because of "inappro­
priate" behaviour; namely, one girl put her arm 
around the other's shoulders. 

In 1986, a Catholic high school principal in 
Malton, Ontario, banned the publication of an 
editorial supporting Bil l 7 which was to appear 
in the school paper, on the grounds that it un­
dermined Catholic doctrine. (Bill 7 introduced 
sexual orientation into the Ontario Human 
Rights Code as a prohibited ground for dis­
crimination.) Yet, some nine months later, in an 
AIDS education publication of the Institute for 
Catholic Education, Toronto, one of the con­
tributors, the Bishop of Chicago, called for 
Catholics to treat people with AIDS (including 
gays) with compassion, and to support their 
right to decent housing, health care, etc As one 
Catholic vice principal observed, the A I D S 
crisis has dragged the church in the 1980s. 

While teachers and parents have reluctantly 
accepted the fact that a significant proportion 
of adolescents are heterosexually active, there is 
enormous community reaction to the realiza­
tion that gay and lesbian adolescents are also 
sexually active. Over the past ten years or so, the 
print media have reported a number of in­
cidents in the US where same-sex couples have 
attempted, with varying degrees of success, to 
attend high school proms together. Some have 
been openly gay or lesbian, others have not, but 
all were treated as "deviant" by students and 
teachers alike. When girls attended dances 
' 'alone' ' (i.e., with each other, rather than with 
a male date), students expressed the fear that 

they would take the other girls' (male) dates. 
Presumably nothing was further from their 
minds! 

Schools are not a safe place for any so-called 
non-conforming behaviour on the part of stu­
dents. Rigid sex-role stereotyping produces a 
stultifying sameness in attitudes, values, dress 
and behaviour within the various subgroups 
that make up the school population: the brains, 
the preppies, the druggies, the punkers, the 
heavy metals, etc. Each has its own code, but, 
with the exception of some of the less structured 
alternative schools, support for minorities, sex-

for confronting homophobia in the school that 
we read in the sex education literature — sug­
gestions that teachers explain why homophobic 
jokes are not funny, support the victims of 
homophobic teasing, and encourage discussion 
of homophobia and its links with other kinds of 
discrimination such as racism and sexism. Such 
responses stand in stark contrast to the beha­
viour typically cultivated by closeted teachers, 
who may choose to ignore homophobic jokes in 
the classroom and staffroom, to withdraw from 
discussions of sexuality issues and to avoid 
showing solidarity with lesbians and gays, be-

ual or otherwise, is rarely a high priority. 
Conformity to sex roles is the cornerstone of 

heterosexuality, and provides a leassuring an­
swer to adolescent confusion about personal 
and sexual identity, especially for young males. 
A boy might not know exactly who he is, but he 
knows who he a;n't: he ain't a girl, and he amT 
queer. This reasoning, with its <.e\ist and homo­
phobic elements, ncvjrthelcss pioviues some 
security and direction for straight teenagers, but 
leaves a void for gay and lesbian youth. 

Teenage conservatism was recently brought 
home to me in a conversation overheard on the 
subway. Two girls aged about fifteen were argu­
ing about the relative merits of boys they knew. 
"I would die for John," asserted one. "No, he's 
not that good-looking. You wouldn't die for 
him," said her friend. "Yes, I would die for 
him," repeated the first. Then the conversation 
switched to lesbianism, and they lowered their 
voices. Words like "gross" were sprinkled 
throughout the exchange, always with great ve­
hemence, and then one said, "and men, too. 
But that's not as gross." " O h yes, it is," was the 
unequivocal response. When girls, in all se­
riousness, discuss "dying for" a boy they 
scarcely know, and when they label love be­
tween women (or between men) as "gross," we 
may wonder what's happening with the 
women's movement. 

ale sexual violence is a fact of life in 
our schools. Female students and 
teachers are the frequent targets of sex­

ual harassment and sexual assault. There have 
been two sexual assaults in recent history at 
Castle Frank High School in Toronto, and there 
was an attempted rape at an elementary school 
in a separate school board north of Toronto, 
with both the boy and the girl under twelve 
years of age. Cheerleaders at one North York 
high school can no longer travel in safety in the 
same bus as the football team. Female students 
experience harassment and assault at the hands 
of male teachers and caretaking staff. A n d 
finally, girlfriend rape, and physical and verbal 
abuse, are daily realities for increasing numbers 
of adolescent girls in heterosexual relationships. 

In a recent survey of the National Gay Task 
Force (US), approximately 20 per cent of les­
bians and 50 per cent of gay men reported that 
they had been harassed, threatened or physical­
ly abused. Although we might prefer to see 
Canada as a less violent society, we know that 
the right-wing backlash is just as virulent here as 
it is south of the border. While teachers will 
often confront instances of racist or sexist 
name-calling, many are paralyzed when they 
hear homophobic comments, either unwilling 
or unable to deal with them. Toronto students 
have reported that teachers observed verbal or 
physical harassment and did nothing to inter­
vene on behalf of gay or lesbian students; a 
male physical education teacher was one of the 
worst offenders. A former student at Western 
Technical School reported that homosexuality 
was dismissed in the sex education class as "just 
lust." 

There is a sad irony in the proposed strategies 

cause to do so would be to risk disclosure and 
the loss of their jobs. 

It is the invisibility of gays and lesbians that 
complicates the analogy with racism and sex­
ism. A white teacher v/ho confronts students' 
racism will not be labelled black, and to be 
labelled a "women's libber" because of one's 
anti-sexist stand is almost commonplace; but 
any teacher, gay or straight, who confronts ho­
mophobia will almost certainly be suspected of 
being gay. A n d in this situation it is obviously 
counterproductive — not to mention a copout 
— to make a public assertion of one's heterosex­
uality. Hence the paralysis around the homo­
phobia issue. 

There is considerable confusion, as well, 
about the legality of talking about gay or les­
bian sex to young people. Counselling an 
underage person to engage in "i l legal" same-
sex activity is fraught with difficulty. Teachers 
and counsellors do, of course, engage in this 
kind of counselling, which is legal as long as 
actual sexual behaviour is not discussed. In 
other words, young people can only get infor­
mation and advice about gay and lesbian mat­
ters in the abstract; they may inadvertently 
make it difficult for the teacher or counsellor if 
they disclose that they are currently sexually 
active with same-sex partners. Clients at the 
Toronto Centre for Counselling Lesbians and 
Gays require parents' permission if they are be­
tween 18 and 21 years of age, and the centre does 
not provide counselling on sexual orientation 
issues for youth under 18. 

Pressure and hostility faced by young gays 
and lesbians is responsible for problem beha­
viour that often comes to the attention of teach­
ers and cousellors: drug and alcohol abuse, de­
linquency, heterosexual promiscuity and preg­
nancy — behaviour that, for some, offers es­
cape from a bleak future as social outcasts. 
One-third of the young people interviewed in 
the Ottawa-Hull survey admitted that they had 
dated members of the opposite sex in order to 
conceal their lesbian/gay identities. They all re­
ported that they knew more about heterosexual 
sex than lesbian/gay sex, and that media images 
of "effeminate" gay men and "macho" les­
bians shaped their perceptions of what it meant 
to be gay or lesbian. 

Parental hostility exacerbates the problem. 
Some young people are grounded, physically 
abused, kicked out of the home or threatened 
with psychiatric treatment for their "sickness" 
Because of the stigma attached to a lesbian or 
gay identity, many young people make last-
ditch efforts to prove that they are straight, and 
for girls, pregnancy is often one of the out­
comes. We are probably familiar with lesbians 

and gay men in their thirties and forties who, as 
adolescents in a more conservative era, were 
persuaded that marriage would ' 'straighten 
them out. ' ' A n d it is perhaps a sign of the con­
servative backlash that young people are still 
being directed into this disastrous path. Need­
less to say, it is unlikely that the average straight 
teacher or counsellor would interpret this kind 
of indiscriminate heterosexual activity accu­
rately without specific training about sexual 
orientation. 

Toronto Board of Education may well be one 
of the most progressive in this area. Its current 
work in curriculum development and inservice 
training around sexual orientation was sparked 
by a tragic event in June 1985 when Ken Zeller, 
a gay teacher with the Toronto Board, was 
murdered by four adolescent males who attend­
ed Toronto schools. 

In December 1985, the president of the On­
tario Secondary School Teachers' Federation 
wrote to the Director of Education urging him 
to take steps to deal with intolerance and homo­
phobia in the schools. Early in 1986, Ward 6 
trustee Olivia Chow, working with gay and les­
bian students and groups^ began to investigate 
sex education programs, She reported the vir­
tual nonexistence of curriculum material on 
sexual orientation, noting that, since board pol­
icy required that the topic be discussed only by 
physical education teachers, human rights and 
tolerance aspects of the issue were ignored in the 
curriculum. Furthermore, approximately one 
professional development day every two years 
provided training for P E teachers, and only 40 
out of about 200 P E teachers had attended the 
last session — in other words, 40 teachers dis­
tributed among about 7,000 lesbian and gay 
students in Toronto schools. A n occasional gay 
or lesbian speaker could be brought into the 
school with the principal's approval. 

Not only were curriculum materials silent on 
the issue of sexual orientation, they were deaf­
ening in their prescription of heterosexual ac­
tivity. A survey of five family studies texts ap­
proved for use in Ontario schools confirms this 
trend. For example, in a section of This is the 
Life that uses the question and answer format, 
two girls complain that their boyfriends never 
leave them alone to have a day to themselves. 
The response begins with the gratuitous aside 
that "lots of girls would like to have your prob­
lem." Another question comes from three boys 
who prefer to spend time together working on 
their cars rather than dating girls. The response: 
"Give the girls a break" and start dating. 

G iven the dismal selection of family 
studies texts, a few progressive teachers 
are now developing their own materials 

and using the opportunities for consciousness 
raising provided by the mandatory A I D S edu­
cation unit. In fact, the Ministry of Education 
1987 guidelines state: "Education around 
AIDS requires that attention be given to values 
and to the discussion of sex roles, equity, vio­
lence, the ethics of choice and tolerance of in-
divual and group differences in behaviour and 
belief." 

In subsequent developments at the Toronto 
Board in 1986, deputations of gay and lesbian 
students and parents reported that the climate 
in Toronto schools was violently homophobic. 
Psychiatrist Robert Langevin provided an over­
view of the professional literature, stressing the 
fact that gay and lesbian students, as targets of 
homophobic discrimination in the schools and 
in the community, experienced stress-related 
mental and physical ill-health which the board 
had an ethical responsibility to alleviate. His 
presentation also included an explanation of 
sexual orientation, and he stressed that sexual 
preferences are not changeable, but are fixed by 
adolescence. 

This psychiatric explanation was apparently 
more palatable to many straight people than the 
notion of choice proposed by lesbians like 
Marilyn Frye and others. Parents, in particular, 
are more likely to agree to the inclusion of sex­
ual orientation topics in sex education i f they 
know that their child's sexual preference is al­
ready fixed, and that her/his exposure to infor­
mation on this subject will not serve to tip the 
scales in the "wrong" direction. Of course, the 
global opponents of sex education will not be 
reassured; they believe that sex education is a 
parental responsibility, and that too much in­
formation "puts ideas into teenagers' heads" 
— presumably the kinds of ideas they never 
would have thought of, if left to their own de­
vices. 
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Women and Health: Coming of Age 
by Connie Clement 
Women's health is a growth industry. Women 
^re the new market for companies and institu­
tions who sell health. Hospitals in Ontario are 
racing to set up women's health centres. A l l 
levels of government mention women's issues 
in new documents, usually as one of a long list 
of identified disadvantaged groups. Pharma­
ceutical companies have designed special prod­
ucts for out various ailments. Advertisements 
for fitness clothing, videos and books, equip­
ment and clubs bombard us. 

If coming of age can be measured by men­
tion in a throne speech, we came of age this 
year. Prime Minister Mulroney used the throne 
speech to announce his government's inten­
tion to establish a royal commission about re­
productive technologies. Even the Ontario 
Medical Association, that bastion of medical 
privilege, has a women's issues committee. 

Has this respectability, and the influx of 
funds that accompanies such initiatives, im­
proved women's health status? Has it increased 
the control that women exert over their own 
health? The short answer, of course, is yes and 
no. Health isn't something that can be sold or 
pronounced from on high. 

Certainly women's overall health status has 
improved dramatically in keeping with the bet­
ter health experienced by most North Ameri­
cans. Most of this improvement results from 
better nutrition, affordable to most, but not 
all, Canadians. The US Surgeon General's of­
fice estimates that only ten per cent of mortali­
ty improvements can be traced to medicine, 
and nearly all of that ten percent result s from 
antibiotic use. 

For women specifically, reduced family size 
has changed our health and our lives. This was 
vividly brought home to me at a recent celebra­
tion of the twentieth anniversary of the legal­
ization of contraception. Marion Powell, a 

well known gynaecologist and birth control ac­
tivist, remembered a pregnant client she treat­
ed in Sudbury. When she asked the woman 
how long it had been since the beginning of her 
last period, the woman replied, "When I was 
fourteen." It was her 28th pregnancy in as 
many years. The only hospital in Sudbury was 
Catholic — it refused to approve a sterilization. 

The situations and specifics have changed, 
but i f I compare my shopping list of key issues 
for the 1990s with my list from the early 1970s, 
there is disappointingly little substantial dif­
ference. W i l l my friends' teenaged daughters 
and the babysitters of my friends' younger 
children fight the same struggles about quali­
ty of health care that we are now? 

Unfortunately, today's teenager isn't likely 
to be much better informed about her body 
than my friends were as kids. Very likely, she'll 
think she's overweight, no matter what her ac­
tual weight is. One recent Ottawa-based study 
found that girls as young as five years of age ex­
press dissatisfaction with their bodies and fear 
of getting fat. If she's lucky, she'll have a class 
about puberty issues in public school or be 
taught something about A I D S , but chances 
are she'll get through school with minimal sex 
education. She'll learn more about reproduc­
tive plumbing and less about sexual pleasuring. 

She'll believe all the romantic myths that we 
do; but these myths will put her in greater jeop­
ardy because she's likely to have more boy­
friends. According to the recent Canada Youth 
& A I D S Study about sexual behaviour, 21 per 
cent of grade 7 girls have experienced inter­
course at least once; by grade 11, 46 per cent 
have had intercourse. Only a third use birth 
control at first intercourse and even less use 
condoms at every act of intercourse. 

Young sexually active teenaged women are 
far more likely to have sex with people they've 

just met and to have several partners a year 
than are older teens or adults. Not surprisingly, 
rates for chlamydia and gonorrhea are sky­
rocketing among teenaged girls. Fifteen to 24 
year olds now account for nearly half of all 
pelvic inflammatory disease hospitalizations 
in Canada. It's estimated that in the US thou­
sands of teenagers will be infertile from sexual­
ly transmitted disease and pelvic inflamma­
tory disease before they reach their twenties. 

The good news is that a teenager's chances 
of becoming pregnant while still a teenager are 
significantly less than 15 years ago. If she lives 
in a large, urban centre in Canada and becomes 
pregnant, she can probably find access to an 
abortion and good abortion counselling — 
even so, she, more than an older woman, might 
delay seeking help until she's far enough into 
her pregnancy to need a saline abortion. If she 
lives outside our urban centres, getting any 
kind of abortion at all may prove exceedingly 
difficult. If she carries to term and gives birth, 
she'll probably keep her child. Less than ten 
per cent of teens nationally gave up for adop­
tion five years ago, when data was last collect­
ed. Staff at Jessie's, a Toronto centre for preg­
nant teenagers and teenaged mothers, estimates 
that maybe "one half of one per cent of the 
women who use Jessie's give up for adoption!' 

Her chances of being sexually threatened or 
assaulted sometime in her life are one in two. If 
she's disabled, her chances of being assaulted 
as a child are exceedingly high. Joanne Dou­
cette, who last year surveyed disabled and non-
disabled women about battering and assault 
experiences, says ' 'abuse is a significant dis-
abler of children and women." In her sample, 
disabled women were more likely, prior to age 
16, to have been battered (67 per cent com­
pared to 34 per cent) and sexually abused (44 
per cent, compared to 34 per cent) than non-

disabled women. 
The teenager's mental health prognosis isn't 

great either. Suicide among females aged 10-19 
is up 2.5 times from 1965 (this may result in 
part from improved reporting). Girls are more 
likely to attempt suicide without success — 
most often with aspirin or tranquillizer — than 
their male counterparts. For teenaged women, 
suicide attempts are most often related to alco­
hol problems and family or boyfriend conflict. 
If she is a Native Canadian, she's more likely to 
attempt suicide or suffer depression, and less 
likely to receive care from culturally sensitive 
services. 

Lung cancer is fast gaining on breast cancer 
as t he leading cause of death for women. Luck­
ily, the recent indicators that teenaged women 
were taking up smoking more rapidly than any 
other age group have changed. A teenaged girl 
is likely to be exposed to anti-smoking teaching 
and to refrain from smoking. Alcohol , how­
ever, is another matter (it's the most commonly 
used drug among teens) At least she's far less 
likely to drink — frequently or heavily — than 
her male friends. As an adult she may stick 
with alcohol or move onto other drugs. She's a 
bit less likely to be over-prescribed tranquilli­
zers as she ages than i f she had grown into 
adulthood in the last decade and a half, but, 
some preliminary data indicates that prescrip­
tions for anti-depressants are filling that gap. 

A n d we already know something about her 
adult life. It will be a lot like the lives of many 
Broadside readers. She can anticipate a widen­
ing wage gap and, especially i f she has chil­
dren, a double day. Child care waiting lists are 
lengthening and the likelihood of living in pov­
erty at some point in her life is on the rise 
again, especially i f she heads a single-parent 
family or lives to be elderly, especially if she is 
a woman of colour or disabled. 
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ReproTech: Script for a New Generation 
by Somer Brodribb 

I really like Sigourney Weaver. I don't understand how 
she can star in movies like Ghostbusters with Dan Ack-
royd and Bill Murray. But what really confuses me is why, 
m Alien and A lien II, she is so against that creature from 
outer space who, as far as I can tell, is essentially an egg-
layer. Or why she keeps getting into a sperm-like space 
craft to do battle with this . . . Alien mother. But, some of 
us may get to play Sigourney Weaver! Alien III, The Royal 
Commission on Reproductive Technologies, is coming 
soon to a lobby near you ! 

The Canadian Coalition on New Reproductive Tech­
nologies has lobbied successfully for the establishment 
of a Royal Commission on the New Reproductive Tech­
nologies. This has been criticized by numerous feminist 
and women's health collectives as strategically unsound. 
But heterosexist, racist and sexist reports such as the War-, 
nock and Waller Commissions of England and Australia 
may now be repeated in Canada. In March, Barbara Mc-
Dougall, Minister Responsible for the Status of Women, 
announced that there would be no Royal Commission, 
no ' 'travelling road show' ' for the right wing (Globe and 
Mail, March 15 1989). Then, in April, it seemed McDou-
gall was overruled by Brian Mulroney when a Royal 
Commission was included in a throne speech with other 
conservative strategies on unemployment and nuclear 
power. This budget also made sever cutbacks to ' 'special 
interest groups" such as women, threatening many fem­
inist groups, although R . E . A . L . Women and the Royal 
Commission were funded. Funding for Broadside would 
have enhanced women's lives, and certainly not cost the 
millions that will be used up in a conservative enquiry 
into new reproductive technologies. 

The Coalition itself believes that "the best way to 
achieve public education, debate and resolution of these 
issues is through a Royal Commission." The Canadian 
Coalition fundamentally endorses the principle that 
liberal or neo-conservative democracy is beneficial to 
women, i f we can only achieve the goals of the bourgeois 
revolution. Its steering committee members are: Margrit 
Eichler, Maureen McTeer, Margaret Buist, Barbara Crow, 
Kit Holmwood, Linda Ivan, Susan Joanis, Sandra Kerr, 
Shirin Perston, Ceta Ramkhalawansingh and Mary 
Margaret Steckle. The conservative strategy of the Cana­
dian Coalition for a Royal Commission contrasts with 
the radical approach of the West German feminist, for 
example, who have organized conferences attended by 
thousands of women, opposed the government, criti­
cised the Green Party, and made links with Third World 
women. The Canadian Coalition's focus on the govern­
ment as the non-sexkt.agent of social changeis-strangely-

naive, given the knowledge feminists have of state prac­
tices and male scientific enquiry. Given the context of the 
current abortion struggle, the call for a Royal Commis­
sion was positively aberrant, and its success is not some­
thing that is likely to benefit women, even though it may 
mean some supporting research jobs. Montreal feminists 
once identified as a species "l'homme rose,'' the "pink 
man' ' or Tootsie type, the better-feminist-than-any-
woman man. Now we have ' 'la femme bleue' ' a particu­
larly Canadian version of coalition politics. 

It is already argued that only the very open-minded 
should be appointed to the Royal Commission: people 
without preconceived prejudices, able to consider all 
aspects of the issues, able to seek the middle ground. In 
other words, no strong feminists! Bernard Dickens, con­
sultant to the Ontario Law Reform Commission report 
on reproductive technology, is fearful that the commis­
sion may ''become a platform for opposing, set-in-
concrete philosophies," as reported by Lynda Hurst in 
the Toronto Star (June 11 1989). 

The current bio-ethic hospital committees and the 
growing number of new-look right-wing experts in these 
areas are the most likely ' 'middle ground" members of a 
government enquiry. These issues are important for 
"society" and shouldn't be prejudiced with hysterical 
feminist analysis! A n d even Sigourney wants to appear 
scientific. 

The question of "surrogacy' ' is likely to be a key issue. 
Abortion rights will be open to attack: one federal gov­
ernment commission has just produced the report, 
"Crimes Against the Fetus." The Ontario Law Reform 
Commission report portrayed the pregnant woman as a 
freely contracting and entrepreneurial but altruistic indi­
vidual and opened up the notion of the fetus as the prop­
erty of another party, which has implications for abor­
tion. What are the consequences for women if current 
legal controls over female procreativity, such as the abor­
tion laws, extend to "surrogacy' ' and embryo transfer? 
Bernard Dickens has admonished women: "Women 
have come of age. If you enter into a contract, don't be 
surprised that you will be kept to it" (Globe and Mail , 
April 21987). In the liberal imagination, the enforcement 
of contracts in "surrogacy" arrangements is part of the 
package deal for reproductive rights. As Phyllis Chesler 
asks in a Ms magazine article (May 1988), ' 'Must women 
give up the right to keep our children — a right we don't 
yet have — for the right not to bear children?" Judge 
Harvey Sorkow's decision on the Baby M case, and Dick­
ens' admonition, obliterate women's reproductive con­
sciousness with an approach that silences women's expe­
riences, desires and relationships to maternity. Their idea 
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A l l previous technologies have been related to pro-, 
cesses of production or destruction. The new reproduc­
tive technologies open up for the first time i n human his­
tory the possibilities of manipulating the process of re­
production, and the characteristics of the human being. 
For the first time, a technology created in the relations of 
the marketplace and production is being applied to the 
relations of reproduction and the material of human re­
production itself. Values, rhythms, goals, ethics and con­
flicts of the marketplace and the work world inform the 
science which is now engineering the world of reproduc­
tion. The creation of human life and the entire birth pro­
cess are becoming areas of scientific experiment and 
commercialization. Patents have already been taken out 
on methods of human fertilization, and the creation of 
species of animal life. 

Maternity and paternity are being redefined, but not 
by women. Birth by biomedicine is a technological event, 
children become commodities and women are environ­
ments hostile to the fetus and the law. Women are the 
alien bodies that must be controlled, probed by Dead 
Ringers, the on-location-in-Toronto movie where twin 
actively psychotic infertility specialists play out their nar­
cissism over the bodies of women. The twins in our case 
are the medical and legal professions, now provided with 
the operating table of a Royal Commission. The mother 
is the monster, the alien, the egg-layer who terrifies the 
masculine imagination. These creations of culture, sci­
ence and policy are taking place at a point in the feminist 
movement when we are still fearful that any reference to 
the female body, especially its reproductive aspects, 
means our condemnation as "biological determinists' ' 
' 'dangerous essentialists" — veritable dinosaurs (more 
egg-layers) outstripped by a post modernism so androg­
ynous there are no longer any identities or differences at 
all. Just male identical twins and narcissistic brother­
hood. What would a feminist interest be in working for 
an ' 'okay' ' androgynous policy on birth? 

Reproductive technology has made maternity the chal­
lenge of the century to feminists. Mary O'Brien, whose 
work makes visible a feminist theory of birth, took up the 
challenge in The Politics of Reproduction (1981). With­
out a philosophy of birth, we w i l l be constrained to im­
agine and perform maternal desires, processes, experi­
ences and relationships to children with masculine lan­
guage and tools. Women are being offered a surrogate 
reproductive consciousness, a masculine one. Our chal­
lenge is to resist childbirth as alienated waged labour, and 
the exchange of children as contract commodities. 

Even Simone de Beauvoir and Shulamith Firestone 
found maternity monstrous,and promoted androgyny 
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by Susan G. Cole 

For the past ten years, the issue of violence against women 
has given radical feminism its spark. By naming what 
was happening to women, by using terms that had not 
made their way into public consciousness, let alone pub­
lic policy, feminists tugged away at public awareness until 
the unspoken came out of its closet. We talked about 
rape, wife assault and more recently, about incest. As ac­
tivists and sociologists tried to make sense of the crisis, 
feminist research, the kind that listened to women, un­
covered the truth that sexual abuse was epidemic, not oc­
casional, more normal than marginal. 

The violence issues became the bedrock of radical 
feminism in part because they gave feminists the inspira­
tion to develop a particular method and process. Speak-
outs, in which women shared their experiences became 
an important part of ending the isolation experienced by 
abuse survivors and of helping to identify the specificity 
of women's experience of male domination. The abuse 
crossed class lines, race and ethnic lines in a way that 
charged a radical analysis of women's oppression. 

But the discussions never remained wholly abstract. 
There was real experience, pain and trauma to confront. 
To do so, a second wave of feminist institutions was 
founded (the first wave, I think, ushered in the con­
sciousness-raising groups of the early 70s): shelters and 
rape crisis centres in which feminist activists and counsel-, 
lors guided survivors through what was usually a hostile 
legal system and helped them get on with their lives. It is 
a little known fact that Toronto's Interval House was the 
world's first women's shelter to open its doors to assault­
ed women. These centres took on what seemed like the 
overwhelming task of educating the public and smashing 
the ancient and very resilient myths about violence against 
women. 

Looking at this history, it is easy to see why feminists 
have become territorial about the violence issues. While 
the mainstream media boast of bringing it all out into the 
open, we know that everything we learned about sexual 
abuse arose out of someone's pain and our then radical 
notion that women ought to be believed when they spoke 
about their experience. Being politically active, respect­
ing women and women-centred perspectives became a 
more important criteria for workers in shelters and in sex­
ual assault centres than any professional degree tacked 
onto the end of a woman's name. As we churn into the 
1990s, the demands of government funders are beginning 
to erode these criteria. Professionals, many with no sense 
of history or respect for feminist values, are beginning to 
make their move into the now established areas of vio­
lence against women. This trend has to be resisted and to 
that end, territorial attitudes might come in handy. 

But territorialism is one thing, complacency is another. 
We may have staked it out, we may have defined the terms 
that are now part of the discourse whether inside or out­
side feminism, but that does not mean that we have to 
stop moving and thinking. What I mean to say is that the 
original analyses we forged about the violence issues may 
have missed some important ambiguities and complex­
ities. Those analyses were important, radical usually, but 
sometimes only half right and in one or two cases, if not 
wrong, then at least a bit too simplistic. New information 
is forcing us to reject some of our more rigid formula­
tions. Accepting the fact that the violence issues need 
some re-examination is, in my view, central to feminism's 
future. 

When feminists first took on the issue of rape and en­
gaged in public education about the subject, we insisted 
that rape was an act of violence, not sex. I have heard this 
intoned with religious conviction almost everywhere I've 
travelled and spoken. This, I think, attests to the success 
of our own education initiatives, so we can be a little self 
congratulatory about it. But something is not ringing 
true here. 

If rape is about violence and not sex, why don't attack­
ers just hit women? If rape is about violence why do at­
tackers — even if they use coke bottles or broom sticks, 
instead of their penises — assault women's sexuality? 
Why, when rapists talk about why they rape, do they say 
they were out for sex? They don't talk about a deep 
hatred of women, and if they do, they find the whole sub­
ject highly sexually arousing. The fact is that misogyny is 
very sexy to many men. 

I have the feeling that saying rape had nothing to do 
with sex had everything to do with feminists not wanting 
to be perceived as anti-sex. It was as if sex had to remain 
abstract, an ideal, or it couldn't be talked about and 
analyzed. This insistence on isolating sexuality and im­
agining it untrammelled by patriarchal forces has baffled 
me. I've often wondered why, when we understand how 

If 

the forces of male domination have appropriated the 
legal system, the economy, even something as ineffable as 
spirituality, we would fantasize that they would have left 
sexuality out? I think it's important for us to stop worry­
ing about being anti-sex. Let's call ourselves sex-critical 
and explore the ways sexuality and violence have become 
such close partners. 

Pornography is one of the forces in culture that pro­
mote this partnership. Rape myths — that is, scenarios 
that show women getting sexual pleasure from rape — 
are among the favourite fictions of pornographers. When 
they are presented to men in clinical settings, they have 
been shown to have an enormous influence on male at­
titudes towards sexuality. The more they see the more 
likely they are to believe that women really enj oy rape and 
prefer force in sex. 

But then again, many feminists have insisted that it is 
not the sex in pornography that bothers them, it's the 
violence. Here we see another desperate attempt to wish 
away the patriarchal grip on sexuality. It's as if just by 
saying sex is not a problem, everything will be just fine. 
Setting aside the fact that most "just-sex" pornography 
is made through the brutal subordination of women (the 
coercion goes on off camera), violent pornography, the 
kind in which the brutality is readily apparent, is made to 
arouse consumers. A n d the profits from the industry 
suggest that pornographers know what products will 
' 'work." Rather than making the bogus distinction bet­
ween sex and violence when we discuss pornography, we 
should take into account the extent to which porno­
graphy and its imitators in mass media have helped to in­
stitute the collapsing of sex with violence, gendering sex­
ual practice so that it follows the strict scripts for male 
dominance and female submission. 

These issues of sexuality are in the process of trans­
forming our original assumptions about wife assault as 
well. Our early analyses focused on the economic issues 
and the way they influence women's inability to leave an 
assaultive relationship. We said that economic depen­
dence on a violent spouse kept women living in situations 
that were dangerous; propaganda for the nuclear family 
kept women chained to the role of homemaker, leaving 
them ill-equipped to go out into the work force to fend 
for themselves; expensive housing made moving out 
impossible. 

We included an analysis of male power that explained 
how men are permitted to beat up their wives. Aggres­
sion, we said, was promoted as part of maleness. Want­
ing to push women around was an accepted aspect of 
male behaviour. This began to explain why high school­
ers living with their parents and not as vulnerable to the 
economics of the situation were already in violent rela­
tionships. Boys were being boys. 

So it was with the woman, Francine Hughes, «who 
killed her batterer and, in a complex court case, claimed 
temporary insanity against a murder charge (her life later 
was made famous in the book and movie The Burning 
Bed). Hughes's first boyfriend had pushed her around 
from the start, leading her to believe that violence was 
part of a relationship's package deal. Pregnancy even­
tually pushed her into a marriage with her abuser, from 
whom she could not escape until she set her house on fire 
while he was in it. 

Although Hughes's story became a media sensation, 
a true tale that became emblematic of the will of assault­
ed women to survive, her story did not encompass the full 
range of battery experiences. Francine never loved her 
husband. Thus her story does not help us resolve the pain­
ful question of why women who leave violent spouses 
return to them, or why a woman would leave one violent 
spouse only to find another one. 

Hedda Nusbaum's story, on the other hand, gets right 
to this point. Her devotion to her coked-out child-killing 
husband Joel Steinberg has compelled feminists to re­
consider the easy economic answers and to harden the 
heretofore soft analysis of sex roles. Middle class, with a 
job in publishing, the Greenwich Village denizen Nus-
baum did not fit the mold of the poor, isolated woman, 
trapped by the ideology that props up the traditional 
nuclear family. A n d when she took the stand at Stein­
berg's trial, she did not break down and recount how she 
had been victimized and brutalized by a crazed control­
ling man. She still loved him, period. 

It seems that some feminists (I call them liberal wishful 
thinkers) want victimization to be clear cut; they want 
bad guys and good women, and when real life shows 
something else they panic. Instead of trying to under­
stand the phenomena of revictimizatioh and romance 
under patriarchy, some feminists have just dumped all 
over Hedda. Susan Brownmiller, an influential Ameri­
can feminist and the author of Waverly Place, a fiction-
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al account of the Nusbaum/Steinberg relationshi] 
even gone so far as to say that Nusbaum ought to dc 
in jail for letting her six-year old adopted daughte 
This is the ultimate in feminist resistance to the con 
ity of violence and how women are victimized by il 

Again the resistance is rooted in the refusal to tal 
seriously as a feminist issue. Hedda was locked ii 
classic dominant/submissive pattern. For her, tl 
what sex, love and romance was. She construction 
band's jealousy and his desire to keep an iron grip c 
life as the clearest evidence that he loved her. Man; 
vivors of similar situations describe the same dym 
They know that what they are experiencing is viol 
They do not like it. But they do not consider it abus 
stead, they interpret it as love gone wrong. Then,? 
the assaulters feel contrite after the violence andi 
tears, and yes, sexual desire, appear, the belief thatli 
behind it all intensifies. 

And nurturance, that essential element of the fem 
ity package, then gets distorted in its own way as ci 
women commit themselves to easing what they belii 
their spouses' pain. They confuse the controllingt 
viours behind raging jealousy as love. They wondei 
the violence goes on when they have done everything 
can to make it better. And they do respond sexuallyt 
ing dominated. A l l o f this should not be that surpti 
given the accepted vocabulary for love and romi 
Men conquer, women surrender. The language of 
uality is profoundly hostile. Men put, pork and, 
women while the word fuck has almost completel;' 
its sexual resonance, meaning something more liked 
age instead. j 

What all this means is that the experiences of all 
women are not likely to fit into our convenient pac i 
Shelter workers have ached while they watched w| 
return to their assaultive partners while less experief 
observers lean toward outrage. The latter assumei\ 
heavy dose of women-centred support ought to mal* 
difference, when many assaulted women aren't locf 
for validation from women. It's acceptance frora[ 
that counts to them. And to turn their backs on theiif 
bands is to turn their backs on love. 

i 
Brownmiller, who should know better, wanted* 

baum to hear a few feminist words and convert. Sm 
derestimated the ways in which women are fore! 
values that propel them into abuse situations. Th; 
roles foisted onto women and men make violence 
tween them seem almost inevitable. But concrète» 
experience can be a socializing factor as well. \ 
women have been victimized sexually or physical̂  
children with the result that an abusive spouse win 
making the universe unfold as it always has.1 

women know no other way to be with men. 
The startling and frightening data on revictimii 

has come to light in almost all areas of sexual al 
Diana Russell's book on incest The Secret Traumil 
tains revelatory material on the phenomenon, 
found," says Russell, "an extraordinarily strong ce 
tion between childhood incest and later experic:.. 
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by Melanie Randall 
. I As activists i n the women's movement have long pointed 
u out, we live in a wor ld where men's acts o f violence against 
'. women and children, both real and symbolic, are epi-
i demie. In fact, the very scale of the problem continues to 
. stagger the imagination. Even though most feminists ac-
ci knowledge violence against women to be a problem of 
itj sexual oppression, and in spite of what appears to be in¬
i. creasing public awareness, most of us cannot adequately 
!y irk.* the extent, nature and impact of the fact that vir-
.' fuaily every woman in our society has confronted some 
I experience of sexual coercion, harassment, abuse, assault 

or violence in her lifetime. Moreover, almost all women 
[ are aware of living with some kind of fear and caution 
. about this violence. 
: What does it really mean, for example, to point out 

i that roughly one out of every two women (44 per cent) 
i has been the victim of rape or attempted rape?1 Or to 

point out that 54 per cent of all adult women have had 

sexual assault." According to Russell's data, 66 per cent 
of incest victims were the victims of rape or attempted 
rape by a non-relative at some time in their lives, com­
pared with 38 per cent of women who were raped as 
adults but never sexually abused as children. Close to 
three times as many incest victims as women who were 
not incest victims reported having been raped in mar­
riage. And in anecdotal evidence from sexual assault cen­
tres, counsellors report that they have encountered ' 'too 
many" women who have been raped more than once. 
(See the accompanying article by Melanie Randall for 
more of Russell's findings). 

Many activists have been uneasy about this data. They 
want to make sure that people remain aware that any 
woman, no matter her age or background can be vic­
timized. They are worried that identifying a population 

i that may be more vulnerable misses the extent to which 
, sexual abuse is something that affects the female gender 
I as a whole. But Russell's data takes both things into ac-
I count. Thirty eight per cent of women, she says, will ex­

perience sexual assault. That is a phenomenal number. 
' But Russell also insists that the statistics on revictimiza-
tion remain too compelling to ignore. 

\ Nevertheless, longtime crisis workers worry that mis-
j ogynists will interpret these statistics in all the worst 
j ways: any woman who gets it more than once must be 
i stupid; or worse, any woman who gets it more than once 
I must want it. This is, after all, how many woman-haters 
j interpret women's patterns of returning to abusive 
spouses or of finding new assaultive partners, 

i this kind of misogynist thinking is real, but it would 
, be a disaster if this kind of bigotry became an excuse for 
avoiding hard issues, especially when so much work is 

, beginning to surface that deals with victimization in 
j feminist terms. Russell's work has led the way, and a 
t groundbreaking study of teen-aged prostitution by Mimi 
I Siibert and Ayella Pines also sheds some bright light on 
i how revictimization works. 
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some experience of sexual abuse in childhood? 2 Or to 
suggest that as many as one in four women has been 
physically abused in the context of a heterosexual marital 
relationship?3 Or to reveal that in Diana Russell's large-
scale random survey research, only 7 per cent of women 
did not disclose any experiences of sexual aggression 
against them — the other 93 per cent of women respon­
dents in the study all reported some kind of sexual abuse 
or violence. 

These statistics give us an important indication of the 
dimensions and prevalence of rape, sexual assault, child 
sexual abuse, wife assault, in our society and give us a pic­
ture of the total scale of men's sexual abuse of women. 
But they do not give us the images of what the abuse real­
ly looks like, what it really feels like, what it really does to 
a woman's sense of herself and the world around her. 
They cannot reveal or convey the impact and trauma of 
the brutalization — sexual, physical and emotional — 
which so many women endure at the hands of men. 

Statistics do not bring home the immediacy and pres­
ence (however invisible it is deliberately kept) of this vio­
lence and its impact in all of our lives. They cannot pro­
vide us ^ith the images of sexual brutalization, of men's 
terrifying and utter disregard for the "other." Nor can 
they force us to feel the often acute intimidation, the fear, 
the humiliation, the numbness, or to experience the elab-

« orate forms of accommodation, as well as resistance, 
which women employ to cope with and negotiate the 
many forms of men's sexual intrusion. 

The figures cannot graphically remind us that when­
ever we are with other women—at work, in our families, 
walking on the street, or riding a bus — we should think 
about that fact that nearly all of us are survivors of some 
kind of sexual abuse. Or that in our daily lives we are 
often brought into contact with and must relate to men, 
many of whom are perpetrators of some form of sexual 
aggression, coercion or violence against women or chil­
dren. What would it really mean for us if we had to know 
about and confront all those men with whom we are ac­
quainted who are sexual abusers, rapists, wife beaters or 
sexual harassers. 

Some feminists speak of women living under condi­
tions of sexual terrorism in our society. This way of ex­
pressing it perhaps comes closest to capturing women's 
social situation. Yet the bluntness of these words — sex­
ual terrorism — affronts the many levels of denial and 
distancing which most of us use as a coping strategy in 
our everyday lives. The expression can appear to be too 
strong, too strident, too exaggerated to those who work 
to keep their denial intact. It is a term which blasts through 
the taken-for-granted and unseen nature of most expres­
sions of sexual coercion, domination and intimidation, 
and is jarring in its forceful exposure of the sexual abuses 
and violations of women which remain largely unseen 
even though they surround all of us. 

It is precisely because the problem is one of men's sex­
ual violence against women that the issues have been so 
difficult for feminists to address, both theoretically and 
strategically. We are, for example, up against what is a 
concerted effort on the part of mainstream social institu­
tions, and particularly the state, to reframe and obscure 
the issues in gender-neutral and ideological terms like 
"family" or "domestic" violence, "spousal assault" 
and "victims of violence." Feminists, of course, use 
terms like "violence against women" in order to name 
both the crime and the gender of those who are routinely 
victimized. But even feminists are sometimes reluctant to 
identify and draw attention to the agen ts of the violence, 
that is, to make quite explicit that what we are really talk­
ing about is men's violence against women and children. 

This reluctance arises because a radically feminist cri­
tique extends into the core of gender relations, opens for 
scrutiny our daily interactions and touches nerves for a 
great many people. The consciousness-raising process, 
which remains the vital core of feminism, always demands 
that we make difficult and significant personal change in 
both our thinking and practices. The resistance so many 
people have to radical feminism is in large part because it 
problematizes the most sacred and secret sphere of our 
"private" worlds, including the family, the nature of 
love, the nature of sexual relations, the nature of gender, 
and sexuality itself. 

We need to know much more about the construction, 
experience and content of sexuality as it is lived and prac­
tised in our society. It used to be common for feminists to 
argue that rape was not about sex, it was about violence, 
domination and control. 4 But this analysis attempts to 
salvage a notion of "healthy" sexuality de-contextual-
ized from gender relations as they are constructed and 
lived by us. A n d in severing "the sex" from "the vio­

lence" in rape or child sexual abuse, for example, we miss 
understanding what it is about the practice of domina­
tion, intrusion and control that is sexually exciting for so 
many men. What passes as "normal" and "good" het­
erosexual sex itself needs to be scrutinized, as do the myr­
iad other physical and emotional practices which make 
up heterosexual relations. 

A very great deal of what feminists identify as sexual 
violence, intrusion or coercion is, in fact, the stuff of 
"everyday" and normal" heterosexual relations. This 
means that we cannot possibly hope to challenge and 
eradicate the massive problem of sexual and physical 
violence against women without also confronting sex­
uality, and particulary heterosexuality — both its ideol­
ogy and its practice. Furthermore, the sense of male en­
titlement and Dower expressed in the various forms of 
men's sexual aggression against women is also expressed 
i n a great many typical interactions between men and 
women, as these take place in the context of family, in 
other relationships, in the work place, on the streets and 
everywhere else. A n d so addressing the problem and 
causes of men's violence against women always involves 
intruding into what is typically viewed as the intensely 
"personal" stuff of "private" life. 

In analyzing and exposing the problem, feminists over 
the years have done an exceptional job of documenting 
women's experiences — both of men's violence, control 
and intrusion in our lives, sexual and otherwise. While 
this work is far from complete, it is also now imperative 
that we begin more systematically to examine the other 
side of the picture, that we move from examining effect to 
examining cause. That is, we need to shift some of our 
focus away from simply documenting and emphasizing 
the damaging and traumatizing effect of violence on 
women's lives as our primary strategy of raising aware­
ness about the issues, towards insistently raising funda­
mental and far-reaching questions about what it is about 
men, masculinity, and the social, economic and political 
conditions in which we live which creates and allows for 
the massive scale of men's many forms of sexual abuse of 
women and children. We need persistency to po.se, and 
begin answering, these questions in our own lives, in our 
writing, in our activism and in our community education 
efforts. 

Why, in fact, do men rape? Why do men physically 
and sexually assault their wives and girlfriends? What is 
going on when a man is sexually aroused by (or in spite 
of) a woman's resistance, fear or ambivalence? How, to 
take a graphic example, can a two hundred pound, six 
foot tall adult man force his erect penis into the sma l l 
mouth of a terrified four-year-old girl? How do we ac­
count for a man's ability even to get an erection in the 
face of a little girl's terror and vulnerability. How can we 
explain men's enjoyment and sexual titillation at images 
of women bound, gagged, hung from trees, or raped, as 
these are presented in pornography and popular culture? 
Why do men feel so entitled to access to women's bodies? 
Why do men assume that they are free to pass comment 
on women's "attractiveness" or sexual desirability to 
them? What is it about masculine sexuality in our society 
which so often inextricably fuses men's sexual desire with 
conquering, aggression, domination, control and vio­
lence. 

These are not popular questions. In fact, in our radic­
ally liberal social climate, it has become entirely taboo to 
be critical of men at all. It is much easier to address ab­
stractions like "society," "the system," "alienation," or 
capitalist patriarchy," for example, than it is to raise 
questions about what men — as individuals, as well as 
men as a group — actually do in everyday life, about how 
they behave, what they think, how they express male en­
titlement, take up space, are overbearing in conversa­
tions, and generally wield power, dominate and assert 
their presence i n and control over women in their im­
mediate and everyday worlds. 

It is vitally important that we re-radicalize feminism, 
especially because we are struggling in the context of a 
right wing ideological, political and economic backlash. 
We cannot allow this new conservatism to modify our 
agenda, limit out demands or confine the scope of our 
analysis and critique. Feminists have long recognized the 
male dominant nature of the institution of marriage, for 
example, as well as its role in institutionalizing heterosex­
ual relations while subordinating or denying all others, 
mainly lesbian and gay. Yet in the 1980s there appears to 
be no serious feminist organizing around the issue of 
heterosexual marriage. And women who identify them­
selves as feminists are still getting married (even if they do 
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by Donna Mac A uley, Laurie 
Chesley and Janice Ris toc k 
Feminist research and writings on violence against women 
has continued to grow over the last two decades, yet very 
little attention has been given to the problem of violence 
within lesbian relationships. Recently, however, lesbians 
have begun to speak out about their experiences within 
abusive relationships. This is the same process that oc­
curred when abuse in heterosexual relationships began to 
be explored. From the boldness of a few women speaking 
out about their own victimization, many more were able 
to come forward and define problems that were hidden 
for a long time. So, too, it has been with lesbians. Many 
lesbians are beginning to divulge some of the grimmer 
aspects within their relationships. This process of 4 'com­
ing out' ' about the violence in our relationships brings 
with it the similar fears we carry when ' 'coming out' ' as 
lesbians. 

As lesbians we have often been unable to speak about 
our lives and relationships. We have been silenced by a 
homophobic society which labels us sick, rejects us and 
imposes other forms of sanctions against us. Thus as les­
bians we often view our relationships ideally — as loving 
and protective, based in equality, a place where we can 
find shelter from the homophobic world. In our ideal 
view, abuse between women simply cannot happen. 

? However comforting our ideal may be, it remains a myth. 
In fact, many myths operate about violence in lesbian 
relationships as it begins to be acknowledged. 

Myths About Abuse 

One of the most prevalent assumptions about violence in 
lesbian relationships is that it occurs in "butch and 
femme" relationships. The "butch" is also assumed to 
be the batterer. Beyond the fact that many lesbians do not 
assume explicitly butch-femme roles, the roles them­
selves do not automatically dictate who has more power 
or the desire to exercise more control in the relationship. 

Another myth is the view that abuse between lesbians 
takes the form of "mutual battering' ' where both part­
ners contribute equally to the violence. This view stems 
from the belief that lesbian relationships are equal part­
nerships. As well, often lesbian partners are equal in 
physical size, contributing to this myth of mutuality. The 
inherent problem with this thinking is that fighting back 
in order to defend oneself may get construed as instigat­
ing the abuse. Trying to protect oneself is of little conse­
quence when lesbians have been harmed or violated by 
their partners. 

Another myth is that lesbian abusive relationships oc­
cur between apolitical lesbians who are part of the les­
bian bar culture. This myth denies the fact that violence 
in lesbian relationships is not limited to any "types" of 

• ReproTlech, from page 11 
instead. Currently, the legal-medical Dead Ringers are 
trying to create the conditions for androgynous birth: 
Mr. Mom's repetitive dream of control of nature and cre­
ation of woman. The alchemist's dream becomes the fan­
tasy of famous reproductive scientists like Jacques Tes­
tait, speaking in an interview in Types, Paroles d'hommes 
(May 1982): " I gave the little eggs names. There was this 
whole fantasy relationship. In fact, I invested myself in a 
role that was not . . . paternal. I simply looked on the eggs 
as potential lovers.' ' Jacques Testart was invited as an ex­
pert to the 1987 Quebec Status of Women conference in 
Montreal, as was Edward Shorter, who has been much 
criticized for his sexist historical work on women's bodies. 

In Alien, Sigourney is given all the space technology 
imaginable to confront the slimy, sticky, devilish, shark-
jawed thing that lays eggs and uses humans as raw mate­
rial for alien reproduction. Yet it is the Dead Ringers who 
are putting things in other people's bodies, using women 
as the cocoons for their experiments. Perhaps in her next 
movie, which I hope comes out before the Royal Com­
mission report does, Sigourney will realize that. I'd like 
to see them confront Dead Ringers. 

Somer Brodribb is a member of FINNRAGE, an 
international feminist coalition active in rep ro tec h 
politics, and author of the report which prompted 
Barbara McDougall's original scepticism about the 
efficacy of a Royal Commission. 

Comments by Somer Brodribb and Louise 
Vandelac at the March 1987 CRI AW round-
table discussion, in feminist Ethics vol. 2, no. 2 
(Winter 1987-1988), pp. 60-68; Connie Cle­
ment and Diana Majury, "Visions for 
Women's Reproductive Care, ' ' Healthsharing 
(Spring, 1988) pp 18-22. Noreen Shanahan, 
"Reproductive Technology, No Agreement on 
Strategy," Kinesis (May 1988), p. 3, 10 also 
outlines opposition to the idea of a Royal 
Commission. 

lesbians. Abuse cuts across race,class, age and political 
orientation. 

We are at the beginning stages of understanding vio­
lence in lesbian relationships which will serve to dispel 
these myths. 

What is known about Lesbian Battering? 

Barbara Hart, in her article "Lesbian Battering: A n Ex­
amination," defines lesbian battering as a "pattern of 
violent or coercive behaviours whereby a lesbian seeks to 
control the thoughts, beliefs or conduct of her intimate 
partner, or to punish the intimate for resisting the perpe­
trator's control". Thus many forms of abuse are in­
volved, including physical violence, sexual assault, psy­
chological abuse, various forms of threats, destruction 
of property, economic control and threats linked to the 
disclosure of the partner's sexual orientation. The re­
search that has been done is scarce and much remains un­
published. Most of it is based on the experience of les­
bians who have self-selected to complete questionnaires, 
which has provided much valuable information. O f 
course most of the respondents are women who have ex­
perienced violence while the women who perpetrate the 
abuse have chosen to remain virtually silent. 

Studies have attempted to identify the incidence of les­
bian battering, but there has been little consistency in 
theseresults. In our own research we conducted a survey 
of women attending a lecture by a well-known lesbian in 
Toronto. We distributed 550 questionnaires and have 
received to date 184 responses. Based on our preliminary 
analysis, 20 per cent of the 184 lesbians who responded 
perceive themselves as survivors of violence in their les­
bian relationships. Thus in our view it is most certainly a 
prevalent issue facing our community. 

Other research, notably by Claire Renzetti, has been 
concerned with the relationship between the batterer and 
victim; third party responses to lesbian battering, and 
documenting the stories of lesbians who have experi­
enced violence. Overall, there have been some important 
attempts to formulate an understanding of lesbian bat­
tering. Yet it is still a "new' ' area that needs greater inves­
tigation for a more comprehensive understanding of this 
issue. 

Debates about this Issue 

There are many problems and debates in identifying and 
responding to violence in lesbian relationships. The issue 
has been mainly addressed through sharing personal 
experiences. Yet, as with battering in heterosexual rela­
tionships, lesbians often feel that the violence must be 
their fault and then minimize their experiences. Further, 
there has been very little acknowledgement and response 
by the service community. Often there is simply nowhere 

for lesbians to go. Shelters for battered women are often 
heterosexist in that their service mandate is only for 
women who are victims of male violence. Other shelters 
accept both the lesbian perpetrators and victims of vio­
lence because they are both women. Yet this makes the 
shelter an unsafe place for the woman who has been vic­
timized. 

In grappling with this issue, then, we are furthering our 
understanding of violence against women in our society 
and the efforts to eradicate it. Violence between lesbians 
supports the analysis that misogyny is at the root of vio­
lence against and between women. The desire to control 
and dominate another woman is rooted in the patriarchal 
model where women have remained oppressed members 
of society. A n added dimension to this analysis is that the 
hatred of lesbians — that is, homophobia — is what 
comes between us in our struggles to love as lesbians. 

The Work Ahead 

Counsellors, shelters, groups, feminist services add 
friends of victims need to acknowledge violence in les­
bian relationships as part of the continuum of violence 
against women. Survivors of violence have manifested 
many of the symptoms of "post traumatic stress syn­
drome' ' that rape victims and survivors of natural dis­
asters suffer. Comprehensive services must be developed 
for them. Batterers need to be accountable to the com­
munity in the way that batterers in heterosexual relation­
ships should be. Services for those who wish to change 
need development. 

In developing a community response we will provide 
lesbians with reassurance that: j 

• no one has the right to batter or abuse you 
• you can tell someone what is happening to you 
• you are not alone in you experience 

One final point concerns the dilemma about making this 
issue public. As we struggle to change society's image of 
lesbians as sick individuals, will public exposure about 
violence in our relationships set us back? O f course if we 
hide any negative features about our lives we remain tied 
to the power of patriarchy. Audre Lorde has written 
about taking the first step for genuine change: "Even­
tually if we speak the truth to each other, it will become ( 
unavoidable to us." 

Laurie Chesley, Donna Mac Au lay, and Janice Ristock 
initiated groups for survivors of abuse in lesbian 
relationships at the Toronto Counselling Centre for 
Lesbians and Gays. They have receivedfunding from 
the Ontario Women's Directorate to research the area, 
and have been grantedfunds from the Toronto 
Lesbian and Gay Appeal to develop a manual. 

suffer more from immobility and low self-esteem. They 
^can tell by how they carry themselves, how they walk, 
how they lower their eyes, sometimes even from their tone 
of voice. They know who will walk out the door at the 
first sign of violence and who will be too paralyzed. 

They know because many of them were themselves 
victims as kids. Yes, boys are victimized too. But they 
don't get revictimized, they become victimizers instead 
(some might say this is also revictimization, but I don't 
think it's useful to say so in a way that makes it seem that 
perpetrating and being victimized are the same thing — 
it's something like saying men are oppressed too). The 
fact that abusers have often experienced their sexual in­
itiation as sexual abuse victims has often been over­
looked. 

Only during childhood do males experience the same 
sexual vulnerability as females. The fact that girl victims 
become revictimized while boys grow to victimize is strong 
testimony to the influence of the ideology of male dom­
inance and female submission. It seems to transform the 
lived meaning of the same experience. Coupled with this 
ideology, early victimization sets up expectations of 
more violence and abuse that create experience in a way 
that is not likely to be vulnerable to a quick fix. They cer­
tainly will not be undermined by sermonizing a la Susan 
Brownmiller or even by the caring and commitment these 
women may encounter in a visit to the most sensitized of 
women's shelters. 

This does not mean that the work going on in shelters 
and rape crises centres isn't essential to women's sur­
vival. It only ought to keep us aware that we have to resist 
simple formulations and put experience before theories, 
no matter how useful these theories may have been in the 
past. • 

Susan G. Cole is the author of Pornography and 
the Sex Crisis (Amanita, 1989) and a co-founder 
of Broadside. 

• S e x Factor , from page 13 
Of the juvenile prostitutes surveyed by ex-prostitutes at 

Delancey House in California, 66 per cent reported that 
they had been victims of incest. Through a lengthy inter­
view process, Pines and Silbert were able to uncover how 
the experience may have constructed the futures of these 
young women. Having endured what is usually long term 
and relentless abuse in their first sexual encounters, these 
survivors develop a pattern of tolerating abusive relation­
ships, such as with pimps and customers. They have dif­
ficulty recognizing dangerous situations when they are in 
them. Their ability to make sense of what has happened 
to them makes them retreat into passivity, self-blame and 
paralysis. 

Incest survivors constitute the extreme, though fre­
quent, cases. Child battery, too, can operate as a l fa îmhg 
ground — as it may have for Hedda Nusbaum, whose 
past suggests a loveless childhood, a woman who hated 
herself enough to think she was useless and that Stein­
berg was a god. Steinberg's were the first long term sexual 
minsitrations she had encountered and she may have 
assumed that his sexual demands were typical of a loving 
relationship. The point is that he made her feel sexual, 
which in the patriarchal system that had defined her 
desires, spells victim. 

Ordeal, Linda (Lovelace) Marchiano's account of her 
nightmare as a pornography "star", recalls a profoundly 
depressing scene in which Marchiano watches a tough 
young woman walk away from Chuck Traynor, the man 
who kept Marchiano a sexual slave. Marchiano marvels 
at how the woman could walk away without Traynor 
dragging her back. Marchiano wonders why she didn't 
follow. The fact is that she couldn't. Traynor had known 
she wouldn't from the start. j 

Victimizers know how to find these kind of women. 
Traynor could tell from the moment he first met Mar­
chiano, laid up after a car accident that he was going to 
be able to control her. Wife beaters know which women 
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• S e x E d , from page 10 

The policy that was eventually approved by 
the Toronto Board in Apri l 1986 focused on the 
areas of curriculum and professional develop­
ment, and included the following recommenda­
tions: that "discrimination, harassment and 
violence will not be tolerated" in school en­
vironments; that steps will be taken, in col­
laboration with the Ministry of Education, to 
develop programs to "sensitize students to the 
basic human rights of all students and staff of 
the Board, including those who are homosex­
ual"; and that inservice training programs be 
provided for all teachers (not just physical edu­
cation teachers). A motion to include sexual 
orientation in Board policy as a prohibited 
ground for discrimination was defeated. 

The debate was, of course, heated, and some 
trustees' grasp of the issue appears to have been 

: tenuous. Ward 1 trustee Alex Chumak pro­
posed a motion that the Board prepare "ap­
propriate guidelines to deal with the lifestyles 
(sic) of young people.' ' In the preamble, he 
lumped together homosexuality, teenage pros­
titution and the ' 'single unwed mother' ' as ex­
amples of the "unfortunate" lifestyles that 
young people need to be warned about. 

A t the time of the Board's policy changes, 
Central Toronto Youth Services had been oper­
ating its Sexual Orientation and Youth Program 
for three years. Their work included training 
workshops for Children's A i d personnel and 
social workers, and in 1986 they began training 
board of education personnel. Two staff mem­
bers, Marg Schneider and Bob Tremble, had 
been holding workshops for physical education 
teachers, board social workers and board psy­
chologists. These workshops have continued 
after the 1986 board decision; five sessions were 
held, but attendance was generally low. As 
Olivia Chow pointed out, it had seemed suffi­
cient to specify all teachers in the motion con­
cerning inservice training. Hindsight shows that 
it might have been wiser to make such training 
mandatory for all teachers. 

The Board committee formed in 1986 had 
the task of developing a curriculum unit on sex­
ual orientation; they were to deal with questions 
of content and implementation, including age-
appropriate guidelines, which have now been 
completed. A n advisory committee was also 
formed, comprising board staff and represen-

1 tativesTrom the Toronto Counselling Centre for 

Lesbians and Gays and Central Toronto Youth 
Services. One step towards implementing the 
policy was the recent appointment of a sexuality 
counsellor to deal with issues ranging from 
child sexual abuse to homosexuality. While it is 
certainly a progressive move to provide gay-
positive counselling for Toronto Board stu­
dents, this one man alone can hardly be expect­
ed to be an expert on every sexuality issue, gay 
and straight, let alone on lesbian issues. 

W ith the new policy in Toronto schools, 
it is possible that lesbian and gay 
speakers will receive a warmer wel­

come than they have in the past. However, there 
are problems with the idea that the occasional 
guest speaker can serve as a role model for 
students. Sexual identity is the speaker's salient 
feature; students see a lesbian, not a journalist, 
or a mother, or an accountant. One is reminded 
of a story about a six-year-old who asked his 
elderly grandmother what gay people did. 
"Well, they buy groceries..." she began, and 
continued in that vein, concluding, "and they 
love someone who is the same sex. ' ' 

The Ottawa-Hull brief addresses this prob-t 
lem by proposing that speakers be invited with 
a "dual intention' ' : a gay politician would dis­
cuss human rights issues, or a lesbian doctor 
would discuss lesbian health issues, so that 
students would see a multi-dimensional person. 
But the most effective role models are teachers 
themselves. Students need to see openly gay and 
lesbian teachers doing what teachers routinely 
do: marking homework, teaching violin, coach­
ing softball, taking the class to a play. A n d of 
course it is virtually impossible in the current 
climate for any teacher to do so safely and com­
fortably. 

We have seen the barriers and risks to lesbian 
and gay teachers in dealing with homophobia. 
Therefore there is an urgent need to educate 
straight teachers in appropriate ways of con­
fronting homophobic name-calling, at least as 
a first step in the long process of developing a 
gay- and lesbian-positive climate in the schools. 

Teachers repeatedly state that many young 
children don't know the meanings of the words 
they use as insults: gay, queer, Iezzie, fag, homo. 
They are simply looking for an insulting name, 
and words like "gay" are seen as synonymous 
with "stupid". But such name-calling is certain­
ly not harmless and will not disappear by itself. 

This in an appropriate time to educate young 
children about the potential damage caused by 
name-calling. This kind of lesson necessarily 
involves defining the words, and this is where 
teachers, regardless of sexual orientation, may 
run into those ubiquitous "community stan­
dards" that dictate what is acceptable moral 
behaviour on the part of the teacher. 

Educators in the area of morals and values 
have developed guidelines for classroom discus­
sion of sexist, racist or homophobic slurs, along 
with the slang words for human anatomy that 
are also used as insults. Such words have been 
termed "power words." In one proposed lesson 
plan, the teacher encourages the class to develop 
a list of these words, then the children close their 
eyes and pretend they are members of that 
group while the teacher shouts out the pejora­
tive name. First the children write down how 
they felt as target of the name-calling, then as 
the person doing the name-calling. Finally the 
words are defined and there is a general discus­
sion of the exercise. Teachers have reported 
heightened understanding of homophobia and 
racism even among elementary school children. 

One Toronto teacher who used these meth­
ods with grade 5 children to raise their aware­
ness of the harm caused by sexist, racist and 
homophobic name-calling found herself sus­
pended without pay for one day. She allegedly 
failed to uphold "the principles of Judeo-
Christian morality" held by members of the 
school community by permitting children to 
write these words in their notebooks. As she ex­
plained, she hesitated when the children asked 
whether they should copy the words from the 
blackboard into their books, but she believed 
that to say " N o " at this crucial point would 
weaken the impact of the lesson. 

It appears from the subsequent furor that the 
hatred expressed in the children's name-calling 
was closer to this North Toronto community's 
standards of acceptabilty than the tolerance of 
difference that this teacher was promoting. The 
incident vividly illustrates the need for educa­
tion policies, programs and resources that pro­
mote tolerance and understanding of differ­
ence. The Toronto Board may be a leader in this 
area, but it still has a long way to go. • 
This research was made possible by a grant 
from the Lesbian and Gay Community Appeal 
of Toronto. 

Connie Clement c o n t i n u e d 

One distressing note that doesn't show up in 
available data is that today's teenager isn't like­
ly to join Canada's feminist health movement 
while she's young. She's likely to have an after-
school job. Social change goals rank far below 
career and financial goals among surveyors of 
today's college students. In fact, she may be­
lieve that feminism is old hat, believing that 
women are no longer discriminated against. It 
may take her well into her adulthood to change 
her mind. 

Canada's women's health movement has 
traditionally been made up of small collectives 
working with women locally. The Vancouver 
Women's Health Collective, the Women's 
Health Education Network in Nova Scotia, 
the Immigrant Women's Health Centre in To­
ronto, Centre de santé des femmes in Montreal 
and the nationally-oriented Healthsharing 
magazine are examples of very different fem­
inist health organizations. Our movement has 
been several movements, all linked by common 
health concerns — a reproductive movement, 
with a large emphasis on the abortion struggle, 
a mental health movement, anti-violence 
groups and the feminist health aspects of 
growing movement s of disabled women, visi­
ble minority women, welfare activists and 
older women. 

As Broadside completes 10 years of publish­
ing and we move out of the 1980s, the struggle 
ahead of us in the 1990s remains. The abortion 
issue is one of many where major successes 
have been won, but where no end of the road is 
yet in sight. New coalitions must be formed; 
pan-Canadian as well as local vision and ac­
tion must be taken. Our society's world view of 
health must move to a practice which encom­
passes well being in its broadest sense and 
recognizes that health cannot be bought and is 
too valuable to be wasted. Perhaps then the 
health problems confronting our teenaged 
women wil l diminish. More likely, new issues 
will keep replacing old ones. 

Connie Clement is currently the family 
planning program coordinator for the City 
of Toronto, Department of Public Health. 
She was a co-founder of Women Health-
sharing/Healthsharing Magazine and of the 
second Committee fora Canadian Women's 
Health Network. 

• N A C , f r o m p a g e 6 

to economic and political suicide for Canada, 
it appeared that the issue would be dropped. 
However, very strong pressure from interna­
tional business interests was successful in gain­
ing Tory support for pursuing this initiative. 

N A C had gained considerable attention for 
its economic positions by the time the Mac-
donald Report was published, primarily 
through the economic statement which was 
prepared by the N A C executive and read by its 
President at the Economic Summit sponsored 
by the government in early 1985. It was a hard­
hitting analysis which was widely broadcast. 
Earlier efforts of N A C during the election of 
1984 to obtain a debate between the con­
testants for Prime Minister was successful and 
added to the public credibility of the organiza­
tion. Also, N A C had received considerable at­
tention for its criticism of federal budgets. 
Altogether, the organization had established 
itself as credible on economic issues with other 
popular sector groups. 

The N A C response to the Macdonald Re­
port was swift. In its publication "The Mac­
donald Report and its Implications for 
Women" it strongly criticized the recommen­
dations to enter a free trade agreement with the 
U S and recommendations related to changes 
in social programs, arguing that women would 
be most adversely affected by these changes. 
This launched a major campaign against the 
free trade agreement which was taken up by 
women's groups across the country. Free trade 
was perceived as a major policy shift on the 
part of the Canadian government to rely much 
more strongly on international market forces 
to shape the economic and political direction 
of the country. It was viewed as being closely 
related to other government initiatives to pri­
vatize crown corporations and aspects of 
social services and to deregulate transporta­
tion and communication systems. 

Throughout the period from 1985 to 1988, 
N A C and other women's groups researched 
the impact these initiatives would have on 
women and pursued extensive public educa­
tion campaigns to get this information to 
women throughout the country. The first issue 
to receive attention concerned the attempts by 

the government to deregulate the telecom­
munications industry, an attempt which was 
successfully thwarted for a time. Then the issue 
of privatization grabbed public attention as 
the discussion over the privatization of A i r 
Canada and Canada Post raged. But as the ne­
gotiations with the US began on a free trade 
agreement, this issue became paramount. 

Free Trade was an issue which could not be 
ignored by the women's movement because it 
was so threatening to everything we had worked 
for in the past. One of the major contributions 
which the women's movement made to an un­
derstanding of the implications of this initia­
tive was not simply what it would mean for 
women (although this was certainly impor­
tant), but what it would mean for the service 
sectors altogether. The effect on services had 
simply not been a feature in the discussion on 
free trade until the feminist analysis introduc­
ed it. Actually, many issues in the free trade de­
bate were ignored until women took up this 
issue: the impact on militarization; the impact 
on social services; the impact on manufactur­
ing industries where women worked; the im­
pact on consumers. 

As women's groups became more familiar 
with trade issues they quickly applied this 
knowledge to their own area of expertise. 
Nurses, teachers, public health workers, social 
workers, farmers, environmentalists, immi­
grant women's groups, child care advocates, 
and women in the peace movement analyzed 
the impact of free trade in these areas. 

Women also organized for action. They pub­
lished pamphlets, presented briefs to provin­
cial, local, and the federal governments. They 
organized rallies, conferences, and demonstra­
tions. They wrote articles for local and nation­
al newspapers and were frequently on the air­
waves condemning the move toward free trade. 
They became conversant with obscure interna­
tional trade law and its language: words like 
"countervail duty" became a normal part of 
their language. They also participated in coali­
tions with other groups to an extent which was 
unprecedented. 

N A C was instrumental in organizing many 
of these coalitions on the national and provin­

cial level. The first coalition of over 30 groups 
was convened in Toronto by N A C in November 
1985 and N A C was a prominent participant in 
the national coalition, the Pro-Canada Net­
work, which began in March 1987. While the 
coalition work was not without difficulties, 
particularly in the early stages when male-
oriented groups attempted to dominate the 
coalitions, feminist assertiveness prevailed and 
in most (although not all) cases the coalitions 
functioned well. 

One of the most interesting documents to 
come out of this whole period of action was 
the declaration on social and economic policy 
directions for Canada, ' 'A Time for Social Sol­
idarity". This was a statement produced joint­
ly by N A C , the Canadian Labour Congress, 
the Confederation of Canadian Unions, the 
Confederation des syndicats nationaux, the 
Canadian Conference of Catholic Bishops, 
and the United Church of Canada, the first 
time any such joint statement had been at­
tempted. It began a process of analyzing the 
causes of the present socio-economic crisis and 
identifying alternative economic and social 
policy directions. 

While initially the government ignored the 
whole issue of women and free trade, ultimate­
ly it became alarmed by the polls which showed 
that women's opposition to the agreement was 
enormous and had grown steadily. The ' 'gen­
der gap" on free trade was not a minor issue. 
By the time of the 1988 election, the govern­
ment issued pamphlets explaining why free 

\ trade would be good for women and Barbara 
McDougal l , the Minister Reponsible for the 
Status of Women, went to the airwaves with 
the same message. Economists working for the 
government went to great lengths in public 
debates to explain why the women's movement 
was very narrow in its understanding of eco­
nomic issues and that they knew what was real­
ly good for us. Women were not convinced. 

The 1988 election was fought on the free 
trade issue and the anti-free trade forces lost. 
There were many reasons why we lost, not least 
of which was the massive spending on the part 
of business to promote free trade during the 
last two weeks of the election. The implica­

tions of free trade began to be felt immediately 
as we saw a series of plant closures, mega-
mergers, and the granting of bank status to 
American Express. But Finance Minister M i ­
chael Wilson's first free trade budget last A p r i l 
is probably the most important indication of 
changes in the economic and social systems in 
Canada. Almost all government cutbacks and 
regressive initiatives have now been presented 
as a necessity in light of our need to make Can­
adian business competitive in international 
markets. The budget is an attack on the univer­
sality of social programs, the cultural com­
munity, regional development programs, pub­
lic ownership, unemployment insurance, for­
eign aid, and advocacy groups (including 
N A C , which is having its funding cut by 50% 
over the next three years). 

However, there have been positive results 
from the women's movement's attempt to 
combat macho-economics. We did not win, 
but we scared them. Probably the most flatter­
ing evidence of this has been the drastic reduc­
tion in our funding. We are becoming effective 
and are a serious threat to the way government 
and business want to run this country. We 
gained strength through this time by expand­
ing our collective analytical abilities to encom­
pass areas usually the preserve of specialized 
economists. 

The efforts of the women's movement in 
general, and N A C in particular, to influence 
the Canadian economy have raised issues in a 
new way. But what is especially clear is that the 
women's movement will have to continue to 
develop its analysis and action of broad 
economic issues. We will continue to develop 
our understanding of why one of the intrin­
sically richest nations in the world has such 
deep-seated structural problems and find ways 
in which these can be solved. 

Marjorie Cohen is a for mer vice-president of 
NAC, and the author of Free Trade and the 
Future of Women's Work. This article is 
based on a paper presented at the "Contem­
porary Women's Movement in Canada and 
the US" conference at the University of 
Western Ontario in May 1989. 



BROADSIDE/16 

by Joyce Mason 

In preparation for this piece, Broadside's final 
look at film, I reviewed its reviews of the past 
ten years. I was looking for a reflection of 
changes I feel have taken place over the ten 
years, in filmmaking and in critical approaches. 
I know that I was looking for changes, because, 
as I read, I had the impression of a shift over the 
years from critiques of mainstream films made 
by men, to reviews of films — often more mar­
ginal, in the commercial sense — made by 
women. And yet, when reviewing notations 
made while sifting through those newsprint 
pages, I found that no such pattern emerged. 

A fantasy. Like all fantasies, it reveals a desire. 
I have a growing sense of diversity in films by 

women. Twenty, fifteen, ten years ago, there 
were not so many. M y impression that works by 
women filmmakers are more frequent may re­
flect a marginal increase in the exceptions. I do 
not have access to (or the time to formulate) the 
statistical data that would prove or disprove the 
impression or provide a base for an analysis of 
its relationship to reality. 

I also like to think that new films will be more 
challenging, engaging, delightful; more intellec­
tually rigorous; more culturally, socially and 
politically nuanced. But, if subjected to a cate­
gorized survey of films I've seen over the past 
twenty years, I might find a similar discrepancy 
concerning my impression on this matter of 
quality, as pertains to my above impression 
regarding quantity. Sarah Pickering and Derek Jacobi: Two points of view in Little Dorrit. 

Where to Look 
Currently among the first-run films of Toronto, 
there is barely a woman director in sight. 
Among the first-run male directors' offerings 
are a few that provide reasonably honest or 
eccentric renderings of the texture of lives: 
Accidental Tourist, Little Vera ; those with 
titles that promise transgression of the 
bounds of "redeeming social or artistic 
value' ' : Honey I Shrunk the Kids and Earth 
Girls are Easy ; the art (read European or 
Australian) films: Femmes de Personne and 
Warm Nights on a Slow Moving Train ; and the 
ubiquitous Hollywood remakes, serials, star 
vehicles, and "bullets and buddies" films. 
(Cameron Baily, as far as I know, coined this 
term in NOW magazine, to categorize the 
film Renegades.) 

But in the mini German film festival at the 
Carlton Theatre in Toronto, two of the three 
directors are women and the third has 
a'dopted a woman's name. All three films are 
distributed by Cinéphile, which has pack­
aged the ' 'festival". These films no doubt 
qualify as first-run, except that their lower 
price tag ($5) and "German New Wave 
Festival" grouping casts them in the light of 
specialty programs. It may be an indication 
of continued programming possibilities. 
Certainly Cinéphile is taking on some of 
Europe's significant and esoteric women 
directors. For example, they will be distrib­
uting Chantai Akerman's new film, Histories 
d'Amérique. 

The three films in this series reflect the twin 
German New Wave stereotypes of filmic 
style: angstand "perversity," though not 
necessarily uniformly or simultaneously. 
Discomfort, it was once proposed to me, 
may be our only leverage for change. But it 
alone cannot effect change. There are other 
solutions to discomfort: anaesthesia, dis­
traction, denial among them. Unfortunately, 
these seem the ones offered, lauded in the 
German films under scrutiny here. I often 
wonder what it is that appeals about angst 
and alienation flicks. With Virgin Machine 
(Monika Treut) and Anita: Dances of Vice 
(Rosa Von Praunheim, a man) the appeal is 
in part, I think, the pleasure of transgres­
sion: bad girls break out! Uwe Schrader, on 
the other hand, plays a flip side to Von 

Praunheim's bad-girl movie, showing us that 
a woman director can make what I had 
thought of, until now, as the European-
male-angst movie. 
At the Bloor Cinema, and later the same 
week at the Revue, Christine Edzard's Little 
Dorrit, Parts I and II was being screened. 
Here is a film offering a relentlessly clear 
view of the position of hero and heroine in 
British cultural tradition; first from the point 
of view of the hero and then, the heroine 
(Miss Dorrit). Part II, from Miss Dorrit's 
point of view, seems curiously flat and dis­
appointing in its narrative, even though we 
are held fast throughout by our hopes for its 
resolution. But when we note the circum­
scribed and passive role that her personality 
and circumstances would necessitate, the 
disengaging narrative is hardly curious. 
Things happen to her and around her, but 
(until the very end) she expresses no wish 
for herself. As mentioned in the main article 
of this feature, far from providing the disrup­
tion of stereotypes or the depiction of alter­
natives to traditional ' 'femininity," Little Dor­
rit presents us with its soothing, seductive 
limitations and its sweet, frightening logic. 

And at the newly opened Euclid Theatre in 
Toronto a slew of films by women directors 
were on screen in mixed programs of shorts. 
It seems likely that the Euclid will provide a 
forum of some commitment to program­
ming films by women — of documentary, 
experimental and perhaps even the occasion­
al feature. Their community-based mandate 
and availability for rental should also make it a 
likely venue for sponsored events within the 
women's and progressive communities. 

Women and Filmmaking in 
Canada: See the Movies, 
Then Read the Book 
By 1983 the frustration of covering the 
Festival of Festivals, where representation of 
women directors is strong (if not equal), was 
due to too much to see. There, once a year, 
Broadside film reviewer Donna Gollan, Susan 
Cole and I have all expressed frustration at 
choosing between competing women's films 
— the festival provides the rare intense 
ground for an abundance of promise, while 
its dearth during the balance of the year 
stretches forward in our imaginations. 

This year in addition to features by Agnes 
Varda, Chantai Akerman, Anne Wheeler, 
Ulrike Ottinger, Claire Denis and other 
women as yet to be announced, the Toronto 
Film Festival will present a retrospective pro­
gram of films, entitled "Surfacing: Canadian 
Women's Cinema." This will provide a 
unique opportunity for a glimpse at the his­
tory and range of work produced by women 
in this country. The program, selected by 
Kay Armatage, will include approximately 20 
programming slots covering a range of film­
making genres, subjects and years. Pro­
grams will include women film pioneers (Nell 
Shipman and Donna King Conway, from the 
twenties) and significant features (dramatic 
and documentary) including: Femme de 
L'Hôtel, P4W, La Vie Rêvée, La Cuisine 
Rouge, Handmaidens of God, Mourir à Tue 
Tête, Sonatine. Other program slots will 
feature experimental, animated and inde­
pendent documentary films; works from 
Studio D and by filmmakers such as Jane 
Marsh Beveridge, Alanis Obomsawin, Gail 
Singer and Beryl Fox. The program has, of 
course, not been finalized at the time of this 
writing, but I invite Broadside's readers to 
plan ahead and to take advantage of this 
unique opportunity to see an introductory 
survey of our indigenous filmmaking. 

Linked to this film program by a common 
genesis is a book of critical and historical 
essays currently in development that I am 
editing, which will include selected film­
ographies and other information listings. 
The book will take another year to complete, 
but the program of films is around the cor­
ner, in September 1989. Both the book and 
the "Surfacing" program pay tribute to the 
considerable body of work by and contribu­
tions of Canadian women filmmakers. 
Writers contributing articles to the book 
include Kay Armatage, Kass Banning, 
Colette Beauchamp, Varda Burstyn, Louise 
Carrière, Josette Déléas-Matthews, Brigitte 
Fillion, Brenda Longfellow, Mary Jane Miller, 
Connie Tadros, Denise Therrien, Dot Tuer 
andZainubVerjee. — J. M. 

Ifyou would like to be informed of the publi­
cation 's release please send your name and 
address to: ' 'Contemporary Filmmaking by 
Women in Canada, ' ' 984 Queen St. West, 
2nd floor, Toronto, Canada M6J1H1. 

What becomes clear is that I want more and 
fresh films by women, and this metaphor of in­
crease may hold its most direct parallel in my in­
creasing expectations, in my willingness to be­
lieve increase possible and to demand it. 

I grow more demanding. 

Each year I do see new films by women. 
Titles accumulate beside the names of directors 
we have seen before; new names are added to 
the list. A n d although she remains the excep­
tion, the woman director is no longer peculiar. 
Phenomenal, now, only in the sense that an 
electrical storm may be: not a daily occurrence, 
exciting, and (in our region of the globe) to be 
expected. M y impression is cumulative: an im­
pression of expansion and of expanded possi­
bilities. 

A l l along, Broadside has provided a com­
bination of critiques (positive, disapproving, 
and mixed) of the mainstream, celebrations of 
the margins and assessments of the blending of 
movement issues and their formal presentation. 

I am struck by the peculiarity of our readings 
of films. A reviewer can champion a film, the 
description of which makes me suspicious that 
I will not like it, or dislike another and dismiss 
it, while intriguing me with some peculiarity in 
the plotline. We are aware of how this works in 
relation to mainstream critics. It is, for this rea­
son, enlightening to recognize its occurrence 
within the lines of reviews that one expects to be 
written from a common ground. It raises the 
questions of values and of desires. Why we go to 
movies. Our reasons are various. A n d reading 
reviews, like going to the films, is a way of 
glimpsing another perspective. 

In serious feminist writing about film, ap­
proaches have shifted in the years since Broad­
side began, increasingly drawing from struc­
tural, psychoanalytic (Freudian), and political 
theorizing. For me, it was during the political 
struggles around censorship and arguments re­
garding representation that many of the distinc­
tions first began to come into focus. It was then 
that I first heard the term "cultural feminist" 
applied to those who took positions that femi­
nists I knew (most of whom were and are cultur­
al producers) found repellent or misguided. I 
was informed that "cultural feminists" were 
those who analyzed culture as having particular 
casual and valorizing effects within society and 
who were, therefore, prescribing the censorship 
of negative, abusive images of women. The 
term ' 'cultural feminist' ' is now as ubiquitous as 
it is confusing, misapplied and misunderstood. 
The arguments around representation, even 
among so-called "cultural feminists," were of 
course more varied and nuanced than most 
labels indicate. Broadside participated in and 
reflected these shifts. 

In early Broadside articles, Barbara Halpern 
Martineau's writing often had a desiring and 
personal tone, as one might expect from one 
who took up the medium herself. As often as 
Martineau might review a particular film, she 
would muse on the films' effects, her search for 
the films she would want for her son, her own 
search for filmic heroes, or on the roles of docu­
mentary, versus fiction, in challenging of stereo­
types. 

A particular theme was a search for hero­
ines, the breaking of stereotypes and a mistrust 
of what she referred to as the "extraordinary 
woman portrait" genre of documentary film­
making. Recendy, after hours of sifting through 
back issues and perusing miscellaneous video­
tapes, I tuned into CITY-TV half-way through 
a broadcast of Supergirl. The following night 
they showed Silkwood. I wanted to track Bar­
bara down and say: Here it is. Decent (even 
good), fantastic, and solid, mainstream heroes 
on TV. What do you think? What problems do 
these address? What solutions do they offer? 
Do they satisfy? Do they make a difference? 

Criticism that centres on the desire for 
heroes, role models, or "positive images of 
women" dominated early and popular writing 
about women and film. It remains a strong 
aspect of film criticism. It focuses mainly on 
the way in which women were represented in 
film. It expresses outrage and frustration at the 
limitations of women's roles as presented to us 
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in the culture. The roles, their stereotyped and 
clichéed qualities, are exposed as reflections of 
male fantasies about women (or "male-iden­
tified" fantasies). Directors are called upon to 
right the balance by: (1) showing how women 
really are; and (2) providing models for how we 
might take (exert) power. The twin mandate 
provides both a noble purpose for the film and 
the inevitable terms of its critique. Films are 
celebrated and denigrated in terms of their 
ability to achieve the proper balance between 
these two goals; in the event that they achieve a 
balance at all (depicting the ordinary, oppress­
ed, woman who succeeds in the framework of 
the film in taking some control of her life); and 
even when the film takes these goals as its own, 
it may still be dismissed as trivializing the im­
pediments to power in the lives of ordinary 
women, of providing simplistic solutions, neat 
resolutions and so on. The twin mandate is a 
double-edged sword. 

Here — and I would argue, as always — the 
critique is based in the desires of the viewer 
and, by extension, the ability of the film to 
satisfy these desires and expectations. Its ef­
fects are prescriptive. The critique reflects our 
demands that the filmmaker reflect our desires 
— the ways in which we wish to see ourselves, 
our fantasies of how we might be, our meta­
phorical solutions to the dilemmas of life. 

In thinking of this, I am struck by the reduc­
tion and limitation that such a critical project, 
i f successful, would achieve. For although, on 
the one hand, we argue for direct representa­
tions by women in our culture and for the 
opportunity to present and explore our own 
stories, our critiques of films by women remain 
tied to personal desires. Our demands are ada­
mant and well-argued; we will root them in the 
rhetoric (metaphors) of a shared politic or 
goal. If the filmmaker is a woman, the critique 
may be neither more nor less severe than i f she 
were a man; but the inflection of betrayal will 
more likely be evident. 

What comes to mind is the idea of the 
"phallic mother." The mother — all-powerful 
and benign — who, we fantasize, will know, re­
flect and fulfill our desires perfectly. We look 
to our filmmakers to be this, to carry us into 
and suspend us in a world of playful, engaged, 
delightful, exciting, blissful unity — a unity of 
fantasies. Our disappointment when the i l lu­
sion drops, when discomfort (those moments 
in a film when we say, " O h , no. Why did she 
have to do that?") intervenes, is fundamental. 
Also linked to this, in my mind, is the old adage 
about critics being frustrated artists. For, i f in 
the infantile fantasy the mother is an extension 
of the self, the film experience provides for the 
identification with the artist (mother). It also 
predicts that disappointments in the experi­
ence offered by the artist wil l be double disap­
pointments: disillusionment regarding her 
supposed perfection; and disappointment 
(sometimes despair) at the resulting circum­
scribed reality. 

If she is a woman (or another with whom we 
share some cause/position), we seldom simp­
ly argue or disagree; we repudiate. Thus, iron­
ically, we contribute (admittedly from another 
direction) to the prescriptive cycle so easily rec­
ognized in our analyses of male demands of 
women: overvalorization, desire to see oneself 
reflected in grand proportions and denigration. 
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In noting this apparent contradiction in the 
feminist critical project, I am pointing to some­
thing in the nature of all criticism, its prescrip­
tive imperatives, and what this tells us of why we 
watch movies and why we talk-write-read about 
them. What do we want from the movies? The 
standard responses: entertainment, insight, a 
reflection of our values. These are standard be­
cause they are basic, fundamental. But there 
are other, more particular, demands that we 
can and do make of films: a different perspec­
tive, insights, presentation of possible mean­
ing, articulation of values or purpose capable 
of informing action. These are ideological de­
sires. It is the desire for meaning. Whether a 
consolation for the feeling of isolation or a re­
affirmation of the possibility of activity, pur­
pose and community, we want meaning. We 
want to believe that our activity can have re­
sults, and we want films to propose possibili­
ties of action and of outcome. 

Since feminism is about change, imagina­
tion is essential to it. F i lm for most in our 
culture remains a strong metaphor for the im­
agination. But the relationship between reality, 
its transformation and imagination is more 
complex than either "cultural feminists," fo­
cusing primarily on characterization or stereo­
types, or New Age visualisation techniques 
would have us believe. Since feminism is also 
about justice, it requires ah examination of 
values; since it is personal/political, it requires 
honesty, self-knowledge, engagement and com­
passion; since it is social, it requires an articula­
tion of difference, definition of position and 
negotiation of the terms of power in diversity. 

In much critical writing from the perspective 
of those self-identified as disempowered, den­
igrated or silenced — nationalists within the 
colonized context, women within patriarchy, 
Blacks, gays, Palestinians, Jews, Asians, les­
bians, the working class and ' 'others" within 
a wasp, heterosexist, racist, middle-class-
dominated cultures — the primary cultural de­
mand is for direct representation. A chance to 
produce images of oneself. Mention is fre­
quently made of the need to see oneself reflect­
ed. In response, I have come to think of it as the 
"mirror phase' ' of cultural life. I note that the 
popular notion of narcissism as specific to the 
narcissist — that is, self-centred, isolated, 
immature — will cause many readers to leap 
forward to defend against my appellation as 
insult. 

But, I am quite aware of the need for mirrors 
and for narcissism. I believe them both to be 
fundamental. I think that the defensiveness 
arises partly out of the inadequacy of the term 
"phase," and more specifically in our under­
standing of the " narcissistic phase' ' as an in­
fantile one and "phases' ' as something we are 
intended to outgrow. (As in "It's just a phase! ') 
Freud's schema of various phases in the for­
mation of personality/sexuality/identity are 
often interpreted as stages, steps along the lad­
der to maturity, normalcy, adjustment, what­
ever. In this way, deviations are perceived as 
cases of ' 'arrested" development or as ' 'regres­
sions;" that is, as not good. The degree to 
which Freud's writings have contributed to this 
prescriptive reading of phases is arguable (and 
has been well argued — in Freud's defence — 
in Juliet Mitchell's Psychoanalysis and Femi­
nism). 
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Anne Wheeler s Bye Bye Blues 
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Chantai Akerman's Histoires d'Amérique 

I subscribe to an understanding of this and 
other phases as overlapping, continuative 
bases for our lives and our desires. Certainly, 
the concept of mirroring is a persistent and 
basic metaphor of our cultural life. A n d though 

our critical perceptions and interests may 
widen to include (even to demand) other and 
varied representations, the process of iden­
tification, our enjoyment of fantasies of super­
natural powers (witches, goddesses, Supergirl), 
our desire for "positive role models" will 
persist. 

A n d here is the strength and the hope of a 
cinema by women, that it pursue the question 
of "What do women want?" Not as defence 
against the ignobility of the question, but as 
foray into the discovery of the roots of our 
desires and the multiplicity of their derivatives. 
M y wish here is not to prescribe a particular 
hierarchy of styles of feminist filmmaking or 
of feminist film criticism, but to point to the 
necessity of its variety. As an example, I would 
refer to Little Dorrit, whose heroine — meek, 
submissive, deferential and loyal — is a model 
which few feminists could take to heart. Far 
from providing the disruption of stereotype or 
the depiction of alternatives to traditional 
"femininity," this film presents us with its 
soothing, seductive limitations and its sweet, 
frightening logic. Certainly, the renunciation 
of stereotypes will blind us to possibly new in­
sights available from their re-presentation. 

I am, at times, an optimist. I see hope in the 
smallest of signs of shifts in the mainstream. I 
recognize that I am also a populist. I've rarely 
subscribed to notions that the general film-
going public is as gullible or as unsophisticated 
about standard and stereotyped representa­
tions, as many "progressive" critics fear. A n d 
yet, I am nit-picky-particular about the nuances 
and unexamined assumptions of "progres­
sive' ' and women filmmakers. 

Of course, it has never been within the abili­
ty of any medium (print reviews included) to 
reverse our likes and dislikes so much as it is to 
reaffirm them, examine them and, occasional­
ly, to disrupt them — and then, only when we 
have been made ripe for the rupture for rea­
sons of our own. The possibility of fresh or 
new perceptions is in the willingness — or per­
haps, the need — of the perceiver to see. 

Joyce Mason is a freelance writer and editor. 
Portions of this article are from an essay-
in-progressshe is writing for a book about 
filmmaking by women in Canada. See 
accompanying box. 
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form. She began working exclusively with text 
after discovering that the captions under the 
diagrams were more fascinating to her than the 
visual forms. But she also wanted to do some­
thing socially useful so she began putting her 
pointed, urban aphorisms on posters, T-shirts, 
buttons and, eventually Light Emitting Diode 

D) displays. Her one-liners arc eye-catch-
ins and provocative, meant to grab the atten­
tion of urban passers-by wirhin the 3-4 seconds 
they might be within sighting distance and to 
encourage them in some small way to rethink 
their lives. 

plicit with their endurance. The plaque at the 
Hendeles Foundation reads, "Sometimes you 
have no other choice than to watch something 
gruesome occur. You don't have the option of 

by Randi Spires 

In the end it all comes down to the body: the 
body that births and bleeds versus the body 
which does neither; the body which appropri­
ates for itself cultural and political power in the 
name of the phallus (even though the append­
age it actually possesses, the penis, is a rather 
more fragile organ) versus the body which is 
denied this privilege because of what it sup­
posedly lacks; the body which is object versus 
the body which is subject; and on it goes. 

The sight of the female body has been the 
site of much feminist analysis. English critic 
Laura Mulvey's groundbreaking 1975 essay 
"Visua l Pleasure In Narrative Cinema' ' is an 
early example of the kind of work around 
issues of sexual representation which goes on 
today. Closer to home, researchers such as 
York University professor Judith Posner con­
tinue to explore the ways advertising and other 
mass media represent the feminine. 

Faced with the knowledge that all culture, 
high and low, visual and verbal, was predicated 
on male desire, feminist artists developed a 
number of strategies to counteract this hege­
mony. These included works of documenta­
tion in which the female voice and vision were 
given primacy, and historical research meant to 
rediscover great women long excluded from 
the malestream canon. Other artists looked 
even further back into the mists of matriarchy, 
digging up earth goddesses and other long sup­
pressed evidence of pre-patriarchal female 
power. Still others found inspiration and dis­
carded aspects of mass culture such as the les­
bian pulp novels of the fifties. 

The celebration of the female body for its 
own sake, rather than for its ability to arouse 
and satisfy heterosexual male desire was an­
other approach taken up by feminist artists. 
These ranged from the vagina-shaped crockery 
at Judy Chicago's Dinner Party to the com­
plex, sensuous exploration in Joyce Weiland's 
film, Watersark. Some artists thought it was 
important for women to push for legitimacy in 
the male sphere; others, of a more separatist 
bent, preferred alternate, woman-centred 
spaces. Powerhouse Gallery in Montreal and 
Women in Focus in Vancouver are just two of 
these. 

Similarly some artists asserted the necessity 
for women to work in bold, monumental media 
while others sought to demonstrate that tradi­
tional female crafts such as china painting, 
needlepoint and quiltmaking could be as tech­
nically demanding and artistically expressive 
as oi l paint or iron. Again in terms of space, 
some artists took to more obviously public 
issues such as nuclear disarmament or the en­
vironment while others focused on the domes­
tic realm of personal concerns. 

1 he collaborative process became an impor­
tant part of feminist artistic praxis. Another 
tactic was the appropriation of certain nega­
tive aspects of the dominant culture with a 
view to turning them around. For instance, the 
once-hated term dyke now has happy connota­
tions when used within a lesbian-positive con­
text. Some of the artists whose work was dis­
played in the lesbian erotic photography show 
(held during last spring's Queer Culture Fes­
tival) attempted to turn the imagings of hetero­
sexual porn around for their own use. Other 
pictures in the exhibition were valuable docu­
ments of lesbian experience. 

Inspired by the writings of French feminists 
such as Luce Irigaray and Hélène Cixious, who 
revised Freud without reviling him, some ar­
tists tried to develop forms which included 
rather than excluded female desire. In lit­
erature, writers such as Daphne Marlatt and 
Monique Wittig have been thus engaged. 

Simultaneous with this task is the ongoing 
work of deconstruction. This endeavour often 
involves hard-nosed intellectual analysis but 
can also be approached through irony and 
humour, as in the work of the Clichettes. And 
while some feminist artists have been content 
with gallery shows, others have attempted to 
reach beyond the art world to that spurious 
collectivity known as the general public. 

m m m 
One of these is American artist Jenny Holzer, 

some of whose work is on display at the Ydessa 
Hendeles Foundation in Toronto until A p r i l 
1990. Holzer began as an abstract painter, then 
became fascinated with the diagram as an art 

Birgit Hein's /<a///F/7m : B movie images; and Holzer in pixel 

' 'Abuse of Power Comes As N o Surprise," 
"Private Property Created Crime," " I f You 
Had Behaved Nicely The Communists 
Wouldn't Exist," "Money Creates Taste," and 
"Some Fathers Use Too Much Force" are 
some of her slogans. 

A common deconstructive strategy is the use 
of text and image with the words either rein­
forcing or contradicting the ideas being con­
veyed visually. By eschewing pictures and by 
aiming her darts from across the political spec­
trum, Holzer is not so much exposing a par­
ticular ideology as she is drawing attention to 
the fact that the mainstream is replete with 
ideologies. This is something which we have 
been taught not to acknowledge. Holzer is not 
so much interested in telling people what to 
think as in directing them to the act of thinking. 

Holzer calls herself a feminist, but she does 
not consider her work to be specifically femi­
nist art. The voice behind the aphorism is meant 
to be neutral, authorative. But the voice of au­
thority in our culture is male and as Holzer 
herself admits, some of the statements, such as 
' 'Fat On Your Hips Comes As You Sit Or Lie, ' ' 
could only have been written by a woman. 

Holzer's work assumes an audience able to 
read and willing — with the longer pieces such 
as those containing lists of 25 or more sayings 
— to spend considerable time. To Holzer's de­
light the posters she placed all over Manhattan 
were insightfully scrawled on by thoughtful 
grafitti artists of all kinds. 

Holzer's other guerilla strategies include 
pasting messages on pay phones and parking 
meters. These notes, such as the one saying 
' 'Put food out in the same place everyday and 
talk to the people who come to eat and orga­
nize them," are not necessarily recognized by 
their readers as art pieces. Lacking the some­
times intimidating aura of art, they allow the 
astonished public the possibility of interacting 
directly with the message. 

In contrast to the ephemerality of the pixel 
boards and the posters are her marble benches, 
granite sarcophagi and bronze plaques. These 
mimic the pretensions of official formats while 
carrying subversive messages. One plaque, 
hung in New York City in 1982, reads ' ' It takes 
a while before you step over inert bodies and go 
ahead with what you were wanting to do." 
This speaks to the way in which we accom­
modate ourselves to cruelty and injustice. Do­
ing so is an act of will. Learning to accept such 
conditions in the name of nature, science, anti-
communism, the patriarchal family or the es­
sential corruptness of politics makes one corn-

closing your eyes because it happens fast and 
enters your memory." This message is a con­
tinuation of the previously mentioned plaque. 
11 suggests that horror can inadvertently enter 
consciousness like the surfacing of a repressed 
memory. Each time either of these screening 
mechanisms (repression, non-perception) fails, 
the individual must choose whether or not they 
will deal with this information or reassign it to 
the unconscious. 

The three carved benches also at the Hen­
deles Foundation carry dense, violent poetic 
mini-narratives. Benches are usually resting 
places, frequently positioned in idyllic settings, 
but the text here is disturbing. To read, one must 
either squirm about the furniture or hover shift­
ily above it. Seated amidst the text one is posi­
tioned within the violence that engulfs the 
world. There is no true sanctuary remaining 
for anybody; there are no sacred spaces (art, 
religious or natural) that cannot be violated. 

The voice behind the text engraved on the 
two sarcophagi feels like a decidedly male 
stream of consciousness, an irritable medita­
tion on anger and destruction. These slabs are 
displayed in a darkened room before two 
brightly coloured L E D s which continually 
flash the same texts line by line. On the tombs 
the paragraphs feel like the epitaph of a dis­
turbed individual but on the L E D s with their 
glitzy surfaces they become fragmented, dis­
connected, decontextualized and part of mass 
consciousness. Violence has been transformed 
into a form of play, anxiety into entertainment. 

Holzer's penchant for collaboration (she's 
worked with such notables as Barbara Kruger 
and with the grafitti artist Lady Pink, among 
others), her commitment to public outreach 
and her engaging but tough-minded proddings 
of dominant culture place her as a feminist art­
ist in heart i f not in name. 

• • • 
For Birgit Hein, "The worst form of oppres­

sion which women have to suffer is their sex­
uality. The repression goes so deep that many 
women even relinquish sexuality. To win back 
desire, to show it in its total diversity and to 
break existing taboos is for me the most impor­
tant task for contemporary women artists." 

Hein is a filmmaker and curator whose 
work was presented at the International Ex­
perimental F i lm Congress held recently in 
Toronto. She bases her analysis on Freudian 
principles which link sexuality and aggression. 

In patriarchal cultures men get angry, women 
get depressed; men desire, women are desired. 

For Hein, women must learn to express aggres-
sivity before they can celebrate their autono­
mous sexual desires. 

This is not the place to debate Freudian the­
ory but I suspect that by sticking with the old 
master and not looking at current research as 
well, Hein has missed two important points: 
that our interpretation of various arousal 
states can be culturally determined and that far 
from being liberating or cathartic, aggression 
feeds itself. Women have plenty to be angry 
and frustrated about but instead of encourag­
ing a mindless explosion of these emotions we 
should be exploring ways to channel these 
energies productively. 

Birgit Hein's KailiFilm is an assemblage of 
images of women fighting. Mostly they attack 
other women but occasionally they turn their 
efforts toward men, with much more deadly 
results. These images have all been taken from 
various B movies (biker and reform school girl 
variety, for the most part) and heterosexual 
porn. As such they are the product of the male, 
not the female imagination, and thereby feed 
into Everyman's terror of the feminine. As role 
models for female liberation they are highly 
suspect. 

The images are accompanied by a sound­
track of pleasant symphonic music Such music 
is a respectable example of high culture, its pre­
cise, orderly and controlled qualities highly 
valued in a patriarchy. In the film this music 
symbolizes the way in which patriarchal cul­
ture suppresses vital, chaotic, female energy. 

Mano Destra by Cleo Uebelmann was an­
other of the films presented by Hein in her se­
ries on women and the body. It's a long, 
curiously static lesbian bondage film. A splen­
didly (and expensively) attired dominatrix 
poses about her terrain occasionally fiddling 
with the bonds or the positioning of her 
charges. Instead of being triumphant, her ex­
pression is close to being flat; in fact she's the 
picture of repression. 

Dm hjg Ihc-t sequences H C frei;uui;"*. n^ii 

asongtheonly lyric of which is "Thesk< v- fui1  

of scratches," which sounds not aggressive but 
desperate or depressed. Intercut with these 
scenes are long tracking shots along the cold 
industrial quarters where the film is set. The 
sound of jackboots further chills that atmos­
phere. 

The slaves are bound, gagged, placed in 
lockers, atop gurneys or within body bags, all 
of which are numbered. N o sex takes place, 
only the manipulation of inanimate objects 
and of people treated as i f they were such 
things. Rather than being liberating, the film 
adheres closely to mainstream patriarchal val­
ues, criticizing cruelty and control. 

Although the dominatrix's face is constant­
ly seen, the faces of her slaves are always ob­
scured. This suggests that she could just as 
easily be in their place as in hers, that the roles 
of victim and victimizer are interchangeable. 
Whether one agrees with that thesis or not, the. 
fact remains that the film is suffused with an 
overwhelming sadness, unmediated by any 
hint of jouissance. 

Vel by Régine Steenbock documents a com­
plete surgical makeover of a middle-aged 
woman. As we watch the patient undergo eye 
lifts, breast implantations and liposuction we 
are forced to consider just how brutal plastic 
surgery is. Watching it at times felt like watch­
ing a rape. Indeed, as the surgeon made an in­
cision into the woman's breast a large number 
of female spectators hurriedly left the screen­
ing room. What we have here is a woman de­
spite the great pain and expense involved, ask­
ing a male surgeon to sculpt her body into the 
image of male desire. The phallic knife about 
to plunge into the exposed flesh and the anon­
ymously gloved hand poised to clasp that same 
poor breast are in a sense consummate images 
of the violence and power of patriarchal desire. 

• • • 
In the end it comes down to this: if we are go­

ing to recover our bodies and reclaim our baw-
diness, we are going to have to re-image the 
world, make over language and unbind our 
psyches. Whether one agrees with their points 
of view or not, the struggles of Holzer and 
Hein, Ueebelmann and Steenbock are all part 
of the process. 

Randi Spires is a Toronto feminist. 
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iterarv Reflections of a Protofeminist 
by Ruth Roach Pierson 
The button I brought back from this year's an­
nual general meeting of the National Action 
Committee on the Status of women reads, 
' Tost Feminism: the New Age breakfast cere­
a l " I bought it because I dislike the concept of 
5 'post-feminism." It implies either that the 
feminist movement is over or that we've gone 
beyond it. I don't believe the latter and I don't 
want to believe the former. The expressions 
"pre-feminism" and "proto-feminism," in 
contrast, seem perfectly acceptable to me, ca­
pable of describing, in the case of the first 
term, the period in which I grew up and, in the 
second, my state of mind during that period. I 
also have no difficulty with the notion that 
there are different phases as well as kinds of 
feminism. Feminists of my generation, for in­
stance, who can remember a pre-feminist peri­
od have a different relationship to feminism 
from that of a younger generation who grew 
up with feminism in the air. 

For those of us in our late forties and early 
fifties, there was a time, and I can still remem­
ber it clearly, when feminism was not only not 
in the air, it was not a word in our vocabularies. 
In that time before feminism, I like to think 
that I was a "proto-feminist." I mean by that 
that I walked around with a vague sense that 
existing relations between the sexes were some­
how not right, somehow unjust, out of kilter, 
imbalanced. I also harboured a less vague per­
ception of not quite fitting in, of needing to go 
against the grain, step out of line, break the 
rules. As I had been brought up to be a ' 'good 
girl ' ' and had pretty much been a ' 'good girl ' ' 
until adhering to the rules for being good 
seemed to spell death to what I believed to be 
my " rea l " or ' 'aspirant" self, I found the de­
fiance of convention both difficult and neces­
sary. Yet I had no language for any of this, not 
for the sense of grievance or the sense of not 
belonging, nor for the sense of being out of 
place and beyond the protection of societal 
approval. That is, not any positive language. 
For there were words for what 1 was and what 
I was doing, words like divorcée, adultery, 
cohabitation, but they stung with censure and 
the threat of opprobrium. 

A n d the novels I was reading at the time 
weren't any help, for this was when I, like every­
one I knew, was reading D . H . Lawrence, W i l ­
liam Styron, Norman Mailer, Hermann Hesse, 
Kafka, Faulkner, Hemingway, F. Scott Fitz­
gerald, James Baldwin, C P . Snow, Saul Bel­
low. A n d Henry Miller, but I really couldn't 
stomach him. How, I wonder now, did I sur­
vive in that unremittingly male-centred, i f not. 
to say misogynist, world? Oh, yes, there was 
the occasional female character with whom I 
could identify, at least in part, like Ursula 
Brangwen in The Rainbow, but then how dis­
appointing to find her cut back, as she was in 
Women in Love, to the status of a planet re­
volving in orbit around a male sun. 

Looking over the books from that period re­
maining in my library I have found one I'd for­
gotten about, J.P. Donleavy's The Ginger Man. 
Opening it, I've found that I'd also forgotten 
that a male friend had given me the paperback 
copy I still own, with the following typewritten 
note attached by scotch tape to the inside cover: 

Ruth, I am disappointed 
in you. 

I fear that you lack the 
courage to enter the 
whirlpool. 

Safe havens merely hide 
the majesty of the 
storm. 

I hesitate to give you 
this book, because it 
may reinforce certain 
suspicions you have. 

But then, Ruth, if life 
is an elaborate game 
its rewards are un­
bounded for those who 
play it to the hilt. 

For every ginger man 
there should be a 
ginger woman. 

Apparently I was less of a proto-feminist than 
I like to recall. For I did enter into a "love af­
fair' ' with the author of that piece o f 'sexual-
revolution"-on-male-terms seductive black­
mail, despite the fact that I read the novel and 

therefore must have learned that the protago­
nist is a lazy, womanizing, hard-drinking, and 
despicable rogue whose alleged outrageous-
ness is little more than a series of sophomoric 
puerilities. Contemptuous of his wife, he treats 
her and their child as nothing more than en­
croachments on his freedom. Lying with one 
of his many sexual conquests, he dreamily re­
flects: " A down on the back of her neck. A 
slim neck. I could easily choke her to death." 
The woman he runs away with after leaving his 
wife and child he ends up slapping around. 

I do remember feeling a vague uneasiness at 
my friend's enthusiasm for Sebastian Danger-
field and a certain dismay some years later 
.when I learned that my one-time lover, now 
married, had, presumably with his new wife's 
agreement, given the name Sebastian to their 
first child. But throughout that time I was un­
able to put my finger on the falseness of the 
wish (or demand) that there be a female coun­
terpart to the ginger man for I could not have 
articulated the notion that the Sebastian Dan-
gerfields of that world relied for their very 
existence not on free, independent and self-
determining women, but on dependent, subor­
dinate, men-worshipping "skirts" and "birds" 
to be picked up, banged about and dropped 
like so much excess ballast. 

The book that eventually acted as a catalyst 
for my raute, pent-up anger over the sexual 
politics advocated in the literature I had been 
reading for the previous twelve or more years 
was Kate Mil ieu 's Sexual Politics, a copy of 
which I picked up and devoured in September 
1970. I will be forever grateful to Millett for 
giving me the concept of "patriarchy" and the 
conceptualization of sexual relations as power 
relations and hence political. But the book that 
had already started the feminist transforma­
tion of my consciousness was Doris Lessing's 
The Golden Notebook. 

It was Lessing's novel that effected for me 
the Copernican revolution of stopping women's 
endless orbiting around a central male charac­
ter and of moving female consciousness to the 
centre of the literary universe. In the pages of 
The Golden Notebook, I found not just one 
female protagonist, but another as well within 
the creative imagination of the first, both of 
whom were reflective, articulate, politically 
active, questing, self- and socially critical, and 
capable of strong friendships with other 
women. As I now flick through the yellowing 
pages of my 1968 paperback copy, I realize that 
not much of the detail has stayed with me. 
What has, and a number of friends with whom 
I have^recently discussed what i t was like to 
read The Golden Notebook years ago all agree, 
is a general impression of the novel's power to 
evoke a woman's everyday reality. 

The novel conveyed a concrete sense of the 
unrelenting burden, borne by women, of re­
sponsibility for children from infancy through 
early adulthood, as it also captured the feel of 
the crisis-ridden messiness of inter-personal 
relations which women are forever negotiat­
ing. What stands out most vividly in some cur­
rent friends' memories is the novel's account 
of Anna's dealing with the onset of menstrua­
tion while trying to prepare a meal. What stands 
out most vividly in my memory is the depiction 
of two women having tea and intimate conver­
sation together across a kitchen table and the 
sense that that depiction effected an affirma­
tion of, conferred an enhanced significance 
on, such moments in my own life. 

Reading The Golden Notebook was for me 
a turning point. It launched me on a quest, 
which continues to this day, for novels written 
by women. Fortunately for me, but certainly 
not fortuitously, my quest has coincided with 
t hat of millions of other women in the English-
speaking world and with the founding of fem­

inist presses. These have not only published an 
ever proliferating number of new works by 
women writers but, with the aid of a new breed 
of feminist literary critic, rediscovered and re­
issued a treasure trove of novels by women 
from bygone decades and centuries. The prod­
uctivity of this multifaceted endeavour has 
been staggering, as has been the diversity of 
viewpoints revealed. For our collective search 
has been not for a single universal or univer-
salizable woman's perspective but for the ex­
perience in literature of looking out at the 
world through women's eyes, be those black or 
brown or blue and be they in the faces of 
young, middle-aged or old women. If my pur­
suit started from the need for confirmation of 
an experiential reality familiar to me, it has 
been enlarged to include the exploration of dif­
ferent women's realities from which mine can 
be put into a clearer, more critical perspective. I 
think, for example, of the world as seen and 
remembered through the dimming but stub­
born eyes of Margaret Laurence's Hagar in 
The Stone Angel. I think also of the vision of a 
brutal and painfully self-recriminating past 
that returns to haunt Toni Morrison's escaped 
slave Sethe in Beloved. Beyond this diversity, 
however, there remains the transformative em­
powerment that come from encountering in 
literature a female subject at the centre of the 
universe. It is that shift that has freed me, I trust 
to the end of my days, from any pre-feminist 
need to keep company in literature or life with 
ginger men and their fantasied female foils. 

Ruth Roach Pierson teaches women's 
studies and history at OISE in Toronto. She 
is the author of "They 're Still Women After 
All": The Second World War and Canadian 
Womanhood, and editor of Women and 
Peace: Theoretical, Historical and Practical 
Perspectives. 
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Feminist Theatre: 

omens wor 
by Kate Lushington 

' 'The Theatre may be a place where a woman 
can work, but it's certainly not a place where a 
feminist can work; unless she runs the shop.'! 

Rina Fraticelli, then Artistic Director of Play­
wright's Workshop Montreal, 1985. 

"Feminists are Everywhere!" Promotional 
poster for International Women 'sDay 1978 

" A n article on the impact of feminist theatre 
over the last ten years?" I said. "Wel l at leasl 
it's bound to be short." Unknowingly I was 
falling into the great divide and conquer trap, 
straight through like Alice in the Land of Fals€ 
Dualities: art vs. politics, popular vs. profes­
sional, feminists vs. women. Or women vs. 
feminists: 

"The danger (in labelling women's work 
feminist) is that the work will either be rejected 
as propaganda, or worse, it will become more 
important that the work be done by women, 
than whether or not it is any good." Janet 
Amos, then Artistic Director of Theatre New 
Brunswick, 1985. 

To paraphrase a good old fashioned feminisi 
slogan: " W h y the hell not?" Mediocrity has 
rarely stopped a man from gaining access to 
the means of theatre production. A n d I con­
tend that all women theatre practitioners b) 
their very nature are marginalized, disenfran­
chised,, from prestigious 1988 Toronto Art ; 
Award Winner Judith Thompson, to the com­
munity theatre workers from coast to coass 
who labour to give voice to the silenced. The 
success of a gifted individual like Ms Thomp­
son is to be applauded, but it is not to be mis­
understood, nor allowed to distract us, like a 
pretty bauble, from the naked truth: that then 
is systematic discrimination against women in 
the Canadian Theatre, that feminists are aware 
of this and often choose to work outside 
established theatre systems, and that statis­
tically almost nothing has changed in the last 
ten years. Oh, there's a couple more female ar­
tistic directors across the country, but figures 
released by the Playwrights' Union of Canada 
in 1988 show that of all new plays produced in 
the 87/88 season, still only 17 per cent were by 
women. Even fewer were directed by. women, 
and the Women's Committee at Canadian Ac­
tors ' Equity Association can show how few 
roles there were for women actors that same 
season. This is "The Invisibility Factor" as 
termed by Rina Fraticelli in her landmark 
report on the Status of Women in the Cana­
dian Theatre in 1982, which made about as 
much impression on the powers that be as 
snow on the water. Don't worry, Ms Amos, we 
are in no imminent danger of affirmative 
action. 

So that's the bad news. Is there any good 
news? Astoundingly, looking back over the 
past ten years, there is ample cause for 
celebration. 

"Women are finally emerging as voices to 
contend with in the theatre, and whatever they 
write, the more women who create plays, the 
more voices and life experiences that are heard, 
the better the world, and the theatre will be." 
Wendy Wasserstein, Pulitzer Prize and Tony 
Award winning U.S. playwright, front page 
New York Sunday Times Arts and Leisure Sec­
tion, May 1989. 

Women may be marginalized, but the mar­
gins are getting broader and broader, encom­
passing a multitudinous diversity of theatrical 
endeavour which all adds up to a swelling body 
of work. I deliberately mix financial and gesta­
tional metaphors since, like the song says, you 
can't have one without the other, and the bur­
geoning of women's work must be seen against 
the harsh light of budgetary cutbacks and a 
funding climate hostile to risky innovative un­
dertakings. This makes the accomplishments 
of Canadian women theatre artists all the more 
impressive. Hard pressed, scattered, compart­
mentalized, women—and feminists—are 
nonetheless active, ambitious, committed, in­
ventive and courageous in building a theatre of 
their own. 

There have been festivals: Fireworks! 1980, 
The Women's Cultural Building and Women's 
Perspective 1983, Alter Eros 1984; con-
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ferences: The Next Stage: Women in the 
Theatre of the Americas in Montreal in 1985, 
the Women's Conference of the F I A in Van­
couver. There are ongoing performance events 
and workshops: Nightwood's Groundswell, 
the Five Minute Feminist Cabaret and The 
Company of Sirens' Soirees in Toronto, Le 
Festival de créations de femmes in Montreal, 
and V I E W in Vancouver. In Toronto indepen­
dent artists like The Clichettes, Li l l ian Allen, 
Sandra Shamas and Itah Sadu are turning 
their hands to theatre, Hysterical Women take 
feminist performance/improv to the bars, and 
actresses who have spent years mouthing the 
words of men seize the opportunity to speak 
for themselves. The rigid borders in this Land 
of the False Dualities are getting blurred. 

In 1979 there were plays to talk about: Stars 
in the Sky Morning by Rhonda Payne in New­
foundland, Rites of Passage by Cam Hubert in 

Ottawa, and Sarah and Gabriel by Sharon 
Stearns in Edmonton. Redlight had been 
Toronto's first women's theatre, and attention 
was drawn to the iconoclastic British director 
Pam Brighton and her production of Dus la 
Fish Stas and Vi by British author Pam Gems 
at Toronto Workshop Product ions . 
Nightwood Theatre was formed that year with 
a collective theatrical adaptation of The True 
Story of Ida Johnson by Sharon Riis, using 
slides and non-linear text to illuminate the rela­
tionship between two women and their worlds, 
and a new style of feminist theatre was born. 

In 1989, British feminists are no longer a 
programming choice for mainstream theatres; 
some Canadian playwrights are proving to be 
as hot. Sally Clark and Joan McLeod are pro­
duced by established male-run companies, as 
well as taking the FemCab stage this year. Jan 
Kudelka, whose play American Demon suf­

fered from role reversal in 1984 when its female 
director was replaced by the male artistic direc­
tor, is reviving it this summer in Sackville, New 
Brunswick. Lesbian content comes into focus 
with two works in progress: Medusa Rising by 
Audrey Butler, and A Fertile Imagination by 
Susan G . Cole, in workshop at Theatre Passe 
Muraille and Nightwood Theatre respectively. 
These two theatres are also co-producing Prin­
cess Pocahontas and the Blue Spot by Native 
performer Monique Mojica. Svetlana Zylin, 
who directed both Sara and Gabriel and Rites 
of Passage in 1979, and barely directed again 
for years, is now Artistic Director of Play­
wright's Workshop Montreal. Barbara Lysnes 
is a dedicated director, dramaturge and femi­
nist who works as an Associate Artist at the 
Great Canadian Theatre Company in Ottawa, 
where Djanet Sears recently culled rave reviews 
for her play Africa Solo, in which she also per-
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Fireweed: A Feminist Quarterly Issue #2, Spring 
1979, Issue #7, Summer 3 980 Women in Perfor­
mance, The Status of Women in the Canadian 
Theatre, A Report prepared for the Status of 
Women Canada by Rina Fraticelli, June 1982, 
Reprinted in extract as The Invisibility Factor, 
Fuse Magazine, September 1982, 
Rites Magazine^ June 1984 
Canadian Theatre Review, #43, Summer 1985: 
Feminism and The Canadian Theatre 
Fuse Magazine, Fall 1985: Theatre Special 
Fuse Magazine, Summer 1986, Tenth Anniversary 
Issue 
Canadian Theatre Review, #47', Summer 1986, 
Issues in Performance 
Conference of Women in the Performing Arts 
under the auspices of the F.LAs in Vancouver, 
September 1986: Report and Resolutions, 
Herizons, December 1986 Company of Sirens, 
RheaTregebov 
Theatrum Issue, #6, Spring 1987: Feminist 
Theatre: Meredith Levine 
Canadian Actors Equity Association Newslet­
ters, October 1987, February 1988 
Canadian Theatre Review, #56, Fall 1988, Theatre 
and Ethnicity CanPlay, Playwrights' Union of 
Canada newsletter, Fall and Winter 1988 
Queen's Quarterly, 96/1, Spring 89, 
The Womanist, May/June, 1989, 

formed. Since Djanet is Black, it is important 
to mention the strong interface between sexism 
and racism in the Canadian Theatre. To our 
knowledge not one single play by a Black 
woman had previously been produced by a 
regional theatre in this country: the Invisibility 
Factor increases exponentially when the woman 
in question is not white. 

Of course, plays by Black women have been 
and continue to be produced at smaller 
theatres, even touring the country and 
overseas. Community theatre Pelican Players 
provided a haven for writer Diana Braithwaite, 
who on the departure of white founder Robin 
Endres reformed the company as Imani 
Theatre Ensemble, which group includes 
Jamaican-trained director Ahdr i Zhina Man-
diela and actor A l i s o n Sealy-Smith . 
Braithwaite's Do Not Adjust Your Sets 
directed by Ahdr i Zhina returned from a tour 

to play at the Theatre Centre last Fall. Mean­
while The Company of Sirens, co-founded in 
1985 by Cynthia Grant, Lina Chartrand and 
Amanda Hale, continues to work collectively 
with racially mixed groups who find a com­
mon bond as women and as workers. The 
Working People's Picture Show toured all last 
season to a wide variety of venues, reaching a 
phenomenal number of people, and Sex 
Réalité continued its life as Mother Tongues at 
the Theatre Centre in November. 

' ' Women's voices can no longer be silenced 
or trivialized in public spaces. Ultimately it is 
not the particular public space and audience 
that tests the validity of each group's work, but 
rather their ability to be heard beyond their 
own parlours." Meredith Levine, Theatrum, 
Issue #4 1987. 

Among others, Fires of Transformation, a 
play on wife assault created by the V O I C E 

Left page: Top left, Anne Marie MacDonald and Maureen White in Smoke Damage. Right, Djanet Sears. Bottom, Lina 
Chartrand and Rita Koli. Right page: Top left, Banuta Rubess in This Is For You, Anna. Top right, Cynthia Grant, 
Amanda Hale, Patricia Wynter, Vivine Scarlett in Mother Tongues. Bottom left, Patricia Wynter and Lina Chartrand in 
Mother Tongues. Bottom right, Rita Kohli and Cynthia Grant. All Siren photos by Donna Marchand. 

troupe, and Goodnight Desdemona, (Good 
Morning, Juliet) by Banuta Rubess and pro­
duced by Nightwood Theatre, are going on the 
road next season, just two representatives of 
the incredible diversity of women's work. 
Margaret Hollingsworth is busy organizing the 
Second International Women's Playwriting 
Conference to be held in Montreal in 1991. 
Clearly the article on feminist theatre is not 
short, for to adequately portray this living, 
growing, changing body of work is an enor­
mous undertaking. Having just scratched the 
surface, in this almost random survey, I don't 
feel so invisible anymore, and I do feel quite 
astonishingly heartened. Seen for once as a 
whole, instead of with my usual tunnel vision, 
the sweet wild zone of the margin is a heady 
place to be, offering to fresh young women and 
tired old feminists alike the inspiration and fer­
tile groundwork for the future. 

This piece was intended as an introduction 
to a collage of programs, reviews and ex­
tracts of women's playwriting. This context 
has unfortunately disappeared due to an 
overwhelming quantity of relevant material 
for the space available. We hope to publish it 
in book form some day. Special thanks are 
due to Cynthia Grant for the original idea, 
Lina Chartrand, Johanna Householder, 
Djanet Sears and A hdri Zhina Mandiela for 
access to their files. 

Kate Lushington is a feminist director 
and playwright. Currently she is Artistic 
Co-ordinatorfor Nightwood Theatre. 
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not always capitulate to practices like taking the last 
name of the man as their own), and thereby continue — 
personally, politically and socially to support, legitimize 
and perpetuate one of the most powerful institutions of 
a male dominated, heterosexist and homophobic society. 

In envisioning and politically organizing for feminist 
goals, we are looking for something more than "equali­
ty" between men and women, although this in itself ap­
pears to be an overwhelming goal in terms of the scope of 
change it would require. We are also demanding a radical 
dismantling and reconstruction of what we currently 
recognize as "masculinity," "femininity," the "family" 
(ie., the heterosexual nuclear family), sexuality and het­
erosexuality, as well as of all the other structures which 
construct and maintain the social relations of gender. 

Feminists are also learning that in neither our analysis 
nor our politics can we abstract the social and sexual rela­
tions of gender from other relations of domination and 
oppression in our society, namely, thoseof class and race. 
While it is imperative that we keep the struggle to end 
women's oppression central in all progressive social 
movements, we cannot assume homogeneity in women's 
experiences of sexual inequality, for our location in class 
or race structures of inequality in our society also pro­
foundly determines our experience of ourselves and the 
world around us. This means that in our struggle to 
achieve women's liberation we must be vigilant in paying 
attention to cultural and class issues, as well as work to 
eliminate racism and class divisions. 

The implications of this kind of analysis for feminist 
organizing — particularly but not only around the issue 
of sexual violence — are always significant but are not 
always immediately clear. How do we organize effective­
ly, for example, for an end to compulsory heterosexuali­
ty? How do we attack the ideology and practices of gen­
der and sexuality when our lives, our consciousness and 
our unconsciousness, are profoundly shaped by these? 
How do we act to end men's violence against women and 
the state's complicity in it without being consumed en­
tirely by the struggle for moderate and limited short-term 
reforms? 

While efforts like the ' 'Safe City' ' campaign in Toron­
to, to take a current and local example, are extremely im­
portant, we must recognize that they hardly begin to ad­
dress the core issues of men's violence against women. 

This campaign is the work of a committee made up of 
various local government departments and community 
groups and is intended to make the city "safe" for women 
through such measures as improved public transit, better 
lighting, increased ' 'community participation' ' in "crime 
prevention,' ' urban design and planning which addresses 
women's safety needs, and greater access to parking for 
women, among other things. 

It is not a coincidence that it has been possible to mo­
bilize some state support (at the municipal level, in this 
case) for this kind of work because as long as we are con­
cerned only with making women safe from attack from 
"strangers" — through more lighting and more ade­
quate public transportation systems — we are not ad­
dressing the vastly higher prevalence of attacks perpet­
rated by men on women with whom they are in some kind 
of relationship. Moreover, strategies such as these cannot 
only unwittingly serve to reinforce many of the most 
popular misconceptions about the threat of sexual as­
sault from "strange" men, they also provide the state 
with the opportunity to put resources into the safest and 
most limited approach to the problem of men's violence 
against women, ignoring the more fundamental and 
complex issues, and consuming the time and energy of 
community groups while deflecting criticism about 
government inaction. 

A n d this really is the heart of the problem. The fact 
that women are subjected to random sexual and physical 
attacks perpetrated by men who are unknown to them 
pales in comparison to the sexual aggression, coercion, 
intrusion, intimidation which makes up much of what 
we recognize as "normal" relations between men and 
women. This is also where the greatest complexities and 
difficulties lie for feminist strategies to end sexual vio­
lence and, ultimately, sexual oppression. 

Violence against women has been the focus of much 
feminist organizing and analysis over the past ten or fif­
teen years. We have developed a network of support and 
advocacy services for women who've suffered men's abuse 
and sexual violence, have organized and lobbied for legis­
lative change, have attacked the criminal justice system 
for its complete inability to respond to crimes of violence 
against women and to hold men accountable for them, 
have exposed the socio-economic conditions and ideol­
ogy which allow for it, have undertaken community edu­

cation, and have worked to develop our understanding 
and analysis of women's experiences of men's violence. 

In spite of these concerted efforts, the problems which 
continue to confront us in working to eradicate men's 
sexual violence and abuse of women and children remain 
huge and complex. It is important, then, that we take the 
time to pool our collective energy and experience to re­
evaluate both our strategies of political organizing to end 
violence against women, as well as to develop our theo­
retical understanding of the issues and the interconnec­
tions between them. Without such a critical reappraisal 
we run the risk of failing to learn from both our successes 
and failures over the past two decades of feminist think­
ing and practice and we deprive ourselves of the opportu­
nity of engaging critically with each other on questions 
that are urgent for the goals of feminist politics and 
social change. 

Notes: 
1. These figures are drawn from the most com­

prehensive and reliable research on the sub­
ject to date, conducted by Dr. Diana Russell. 
Employing a sophisticated methodological 
approach which drew out highly important 
findings, including the highest rates of dis­
closure to date, and ensured their validity 
and generalizability, Russell interviewed 930 
women in random face-to-face interviews on 
their experiences of sexual abuse and violence 
over the course of their lifetimes. Her research 
approach and findings are published in her 
books, Sexual Exploitation and The Secret 
Trauma: Incest in the Lives of Girls and 
Women. The 44 per cent figure is taken from 
her book Sexual Exploitation, p. 47, and 
refers only to incidents of sexual assault that 
fit a narrow legal definition and is based on 
California State law in the late 1970s. 

2. Diana Russell, The Secret Trauma: Incest in 
the Lives of Girls and Women, New York: 
Basic Books, 1986. 

3. Michael Smith, ' 'Prevalence of Woman 
Abuse in Toronto," 1988. 

4. Susan Brownmiller was an important propo­
nent of this view, expecially in her ground­
breaking 1975 book, Against Our Will. This 
understanding of rape is still widely circulate 
by activists in the women's movement. 

Melanie Randall is currently conducting 
Canadian research based on Diana Russell's 
majorfindings. She is also a co-editor of 
Resources for Feminist Research. 

Carol is a 30-year-old woman and mother of two who is trying to recover from repeated physical abuse 
over the last four years. She has now left her common-law husband, and even though her broken jaw 
has healed, she and her children are still trying to cope with the emotional and psychological wounds. 

The Assaulted Women's and Children's Counsellor/Advocate Program 
trains you to provide the financial, shelter, emotional and supportive counselling needed by women and children in crisis. ' 

Of course, this kind of work is not for everyone. It requires maturity, commitment, hard work, specialized knowledge, 
assertiveness, and sensitivity to the needs of women and children. ) 

But for the right people, it can be a very satisfying career. 
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In for the Long Haul 
by Eve Zaremba 

Anniversaries and new decades provide oppor­
tunities for the assessment of the period just 
past, whatever that might be. Naturally we view 
the past from the perspective of the current 
moment. There is much to be said fo; 20/20 
hindsight if it helps us to establish wha ve did 
right and what we did wrong and why. V\ e only 
learn from experience. 

Well, what did we do right in the last decade? 
What did we do wrong? (Right/wrong implies 
no moral judgement, just what worked to our 
advantage and what did not). This is not the 
same as a mere description of what happened; 
the issue is what did we cause to happen. What 
was our contribution to Canadian women's 
history during the past ten years? That's the 
first question with which we must try to grap­
ple, as individuals and as a movement. Having 
done so, let 's look at the future — the next four 
to ten years — and think about how we should 
proceed. I recommend this exercise to us all. 
What follows is my personal, subjective stab at 
"looking forward," based on lessons from the 
past. 

The Women's Liberation Movement is here 
to stay. I believe that our single most important 
attribute is that we are in it for the long haul. 
That is our strength. Our movement will 
change, we will change, the government will 
change, the world will change. It is a given that 
there will be ups and downs; straightaways and 
detours. There are no final victories or ultimate 
defeats. Once this is accepted as a fact of life we 
can get way from that ' 'woe is us" defeatism 
which does us more harm than an army of 
patriarchal, sexist, racist chauvinists. "The sky 
is falling" is undoubtedly often a cop out for 
individuals who just want an excuse to quit. It 
seems acceptable because negativity and pes­
simism tend to be mistaken for political so­
phistication. They aren't: quite the reverse. 

The long view puts bad news as well as good 
news in perspective: true political sophistica­
tion is a great dispeller of illusions. For in­
stance, whatever made anyone think that the 

P.C. government would continue to provide 
financial support to feminism and feminists? 
Why should they? Out of the goodness of their 
hearts? It is virtually unheard of in any other 
country in the world for governments to give 
money to any lobby, interest or advocacy group 
(the reverse is usually the case), never mind 
those which are dedicated to their defeat. F i ­
nancial support for advocacy groups, N A C 
among others, was instituted under the Liber­
als. At the time it was a tactic aimed at contain­
ment of various pressures considered danger­
ous. Overall, this tactic worked as intended. It 
taught a whole generation of progressive ac­
tivists (not just feminists) to rely on govern­
ments for grants, etc., instead of building their 
own systems of financial support. Naturally, 
this dependence has made us vulnerable to 
changes in political climate and government 
tactics. It has undermined our independence 
of action. By giving us the semblance of a place 
in the system, it has affected what we do and 
how we do it. Most crucially it continues to dis­
tort our perception of the powers-t hat-be and of 

• our potential vis-à-vis these powers. 

It won't be easy to wean ourselves from the 
government buck but it will be worth it in the 
end. Breaking this addiction has to be our pri­
ority for the next period. A n d if we do it right, 
the government might yet wish it had kept us 
on the ddllar leash. 

We need a hard-nosed lobby-cum-pressure 
group in Ottawa and in the provincial capitals. 
Never mind that we rightly object to women 
being considered a "special interest group," 
any more than men. We have to learn to play 
the cards the way they are dealt, which is the 
political necessity in the real world in which we 
all live. The job of a lobby is to deal with gov­
ernments, politicians, cabinet ministers as they 
are, to learn the ropes and not be distracted or 
put off. Lobbyists are professionals who have 
a watching brief on behalf of all women; we 
need them to stay on the case. I don't think lob­
bies can take the high road, that is not their 
role. Let's start distinguishing that role from 
that of determining policy and "leadership" 

or even representation in the broad sense. 
What are the best organizational structures 

for effective work in the nineties? Let's look 
around and see what works for other move­
ments and causes, such as the environment and 
peace movements, which are compatible and 
which have had undoubtable successes. The 
striking thing about them is the multiplicity of 
goals, issues, methods and organizational 
models they employ to gain their ends. (Pollu­
tion Probe and Greenpeace, for example, are 
very different organizations.) We need a new 
nineties model of N A C for media representa­
tion, for high visibility, for communication be­
tween groups and regions. Perhaps it should 
expand its base to include individual dues-
l ay ing members with full voting powers along 
jWith institutions and groups. I assume that an 
organizational assessment is well underway at 
N A C . New blood and new long-range thinking 
would not come amiss. 

Although it's hard for many old politicos 
like me to admit, we have been most successful 
when we worked the system issue by issue. It's 
not surprising. There is nothing like a clear, 
limited goal to focus energy, money, time — i.e. 
resources. L E A F is a good example of this and 
much could be learned from their example. 

Organizational confusion seems often to be 
both the cause and the result of aiack of goal 
definition. It's hard for us sometimes to dis­
tinguish between slogans like "Stop Violence 
Against Women" and " N o New Abortion 
Law' '. The latter lends itself to a systematic ef­
fort since it expresses a specific, limited and at­
tainable goal. As it stands the former does not. 
We can actually " w i n " the latter but we can 
never expect to fully attain the former. In try­
ing to evaluate our progress, it's vital to distin­
guish between the two. 

We should never fool ourselves into thinking 
that any one of the parties can be ' 'ours". M y 
own strongly held opinion is that we must not 
be identified with any existing party. None of 
them can represent women's interests or can be 
trusted. That most certainly includes the N D P 
which supports Meech Lake, the public finan­

cing of religious schools in Ontario (which 1 
for one have not forgotten or forgiven) and 
which, when in office in Manitoba, used police 
and legal power against abortion clinics — to 
mention just a few glaring examples. The other 
parties might be even worse on many issues but 
that does not make the N D P a feminist party in 
any sense. Additionally, since we have to deal 
with governments, whichever party is in power, 
tying ourselves to any one is counterproductive. 

This does not mean that we should keep out 
of the political process or electoral politics. 
Let's start planning for the next election. For 
instance, we should give thought to the two 
leadership races now underway. In the present 
era of image politics, leaders are as important 
as policies; maybe more. Liberal leadership 
will largely determine whether the Progressive 
Conservatives can be defeated in the next four 
years or not. Who that Liberal leader is could 
be important. Then let 's consider our options 
if we are struck with the present bunch for 
eight or ten years. Whoever is in power will 
need a hotfoot. Perhaps it's time for a new 
Royal Commission on the Status of Women to 
energize the next 10 years of our movement. 

There are a lot of resources and smart women 
out there in academe, in women's services, in 
media, in unions, in law, in business — all over, 
including at home. I don't think we can expect 
masses of these women to become full-fledged 
feminist activists, but a great many could/ 
would contribute their skills and financial sup­
port given the right opportunity. The question 
is not, "How can we organize these women out 
there?" but, " H o w do we organize us, the 
women right here? ' ' to make the most of the 
skills and clout of the women out there. It isn't 
"women out there' ' who must understand and 
support activist and service workers, but the 
other way round. That's the only way to break 
down the we (smart, dedicated, politically 
wary, etc.) versus they (uncaring, deluded, etc.) 
Think about it. 

Eve Zaremba is an ex-collective member of 
Broadside, and the author of three Helen 
Keremos mysteries. 
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A n early Canadian feminist classic is at last 

available again. Based on the diaries of 

Alice Chovvn, The Stairway reveals a radical 

feminist and pacifist who was in some ways 

a woman of her time, in others very much 

ahead of it. 
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