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PRIORITIES IN
A NEW DIRECTION

EDITORIAL

Convention time is one or reflection and evaluation, as well as a
time to set new goals and directions, not only for the Women's
Committee, but for Priorities as well. Therefore, the Priorities
staff got together not long ago over coffee and cognac (cognac
yet!) to discuss the past year: to pat ourselves on the back for
the good things we've done, to criticize ourselves for the things
we feel we have not done, and to discuss the direction that we
would like to see Priorities heading toward in the next year.

Looking over the past year we did find things to pat.ourselves on
the back for. Priorities continues to provide lots of information
to women that they couldn't find elsewhere .... a service we feel
to be a vital part of our work. The year has seen the introduc-
tion of special supplements written by NDP women's groups through-
out the province. This way of involving more women in Priorities
has proved to be exciting for readers, as well as challenging to
the groups that have taken on the task. We hope that groups which
haven't yet contributed in this way will, and that new groups form-
ing will keep in mind the possibility that they might contribute a
supplement in the future. In addition, the past year saw the end
of the old (and much loved) memeographed format, and the introduc-
tion of the new (and now equally loved) printed magazine. This
enables us to begin to use photographs, cartoons, drawings, etc.,
and to spend more time on the contents of the magazine and less in
the process of putting it together. '

While it is always nice to congratulate ourselves, we spent most of
of our time talking about the things we felt were still lacking in
Priorities, and how we might go about incorporating them. The re-
sponse of readers to the July supplement on Feminism and Socialism
was so enthusiastic and thought provoking that we felt it would be
important to begin to raise such issues more often. In deciding
that, however, we realized that most of us did not feel entirely
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confident about our own analysis and understanding of some theor-
etical questions. That fact itself struck us as extremely important.

The complexities of this issue are enormous, and there does not
seem to have been a theoretician before us who has set it out in
black and white to read and understand. It is one of those issues
which is still in the formation stage. Rather than letting this
fact make us shy away from the issues, we decided that we would

try to take them on anyway, with the understanding that many of the
articles we srite will only be the beginning of our search to under-
stand greciselz how the oppression of women manifests itself in a
capitalist soclety, and vice-versa (i.e. what role does free domes-
tic labour play under capitalism). We felt there would be little
harm in printing articles which we were not entirely sure contained
"correct" socialist analysis, as long as readers were forewarned
about that. And, we felt that such articles might produce a deluge
of responses from our readers which would become a continuing con-
tinuing converstaion for us while we try together to work out these
complicated questions.

This does not mean that Priorities is going to become a heavy and
unreadable magazine. WE don't want to stop printing the kinds of
ingormative and personal articles that have always been part of
our magazine. We envision trying to print one article of this na-
ture each month, or one every other month. We hope that readers
will be able to use these articles as a starting pointsfor working
through the questions, and that they will contribute responding
articles or letters which will extend the debates.

In addition, and in line with the recent suggestion from the women's
caucus meeting at the convention that we try to extend our base of
issues, we decided that we would also begin to include some articles
(maybe one each month) on topics not obviously related to women.

Our hope is to begin to understand more clearly how these topics do
relate .... what the implication for women is in areas we present-
ly see as very separate from us.

We would like to increase the number of book reviews, movie reviews,
and the like, as well. These have always been well received by
readers, and seem to be particulary useful. We again encourage readers
to submit reviews to us whenever the mood strikes you!

We are looking forward to the coming year, and to the challenges that
these new directions present to us. We hope that you will find them
challenges too, and will send in your own thoughts through letters,
articles, reviews, or whatever. Good luck to us all in the coming
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LETTEBRS

ABOUT THE
JULY ISSUE

Dear Priorities,

How could I have neglected to no-
tify you of my change of address?
It was mailed to me,however, so
I've had time to read, argue and
reflect on the articles by Cathy
Stewart and Joan Fletcher - July
'"Priorities’'.

As I am not a member of the NDP,
nor politically socialist, I
found myself annoyed with Joan
Fletcher's aggressively anti-1lib-
eral attitude. Her article is
very good, but I resist her idea
that the feminist movement is
valid only in the larger context
of social change. I do admit,
though, she has made me aware
that I do not really belong in
the category of a 'liberal femin-
ist! Such is my dilemma!

Cathy Stewart's article intuitiveL
ly appealed to me; I am going to
re-read it in the light of con-
siderable discussion, mostly
negative, so I prefer to leave my|
comment at that.

I am pleased to read that the new
format of 'Priorities' lightens
the load on the Editorial Commit-
tee - from my view, the new lay-
out is fine.

Have a good September.

Regards,
Sheridan Cooper,
Vietoria, B.C.

Dear Priorities,

Enclosed you will find $1 for a
back issue No. 7, June/74. I

lent my copy to a friend who gave
it to someone else and I don't
expect to ever get it back. The
contents are politically usefull
to me and I would like the copy as
soon as possible. Would you please
send it airmail. I seem to enjoy
each issue more than the last.

The article "Why Nurses Should be
Feminists" was particularly in-
teresting to me because I am a
nurse and because the nurses of
Ontario have just gone through an
experience of finding out how po-
werful they can be united in a
union situation. The threat of a
province wide strike brought about
a reasonable contract settlement.
But it was the participation in
meetings and demonstrations that
gave the women a better picture of
just what their role in society
was and probably will be for a
long time. Unless of course wo-
men assume their proper role in
this society. Unionization of
women workers is only one step.
Many lack the experience of ever
standing up for what they believe
is rightfully theirs.

I always get the impression that
the women of B.C. are more involved
&n things, but it's probably be-
cause you're letting people know
what is happening. It's a great
paper - keep it coming.

In solidarity,
Linda Dohoo,
Toronto, Ontario.



Dear Priorities,

Congratulations on your July is-
Sue, and especially the article
Liberal Feminism, by Joan Flet-
cher. That article helped clar-
ify and explain some points

which I had been confused about.
It also made me realize that the
women's movement which we hear
the most about, is that of liber-
al feminism. It seems to me, tha
'if socialist feminism could be
more widely publicized, there
might be more publie sympathy and
understanding towards it.

Your magazine is excellent, and
intelligently produced. I only
wish that women other than femin-
ists or budding feminists would
read it and be educated! I look
forward with great pleasure to
each issue, from my point halfway
around the world. The problems
of womankind are, of course, much
more acute here, where women are
considered even less than second-
class citizens.

Please let me know when my sub-
scription runs out, as I don't
want to miss a single issue. En-
closed is a donation to help out.

Sincerely,
Margaret Anderson,
Tehran, Iran.

P.S. You wanted opinions as to
layout, printing, etc. I think
'P.' is great the way it is.

"Other women's magazines are sugar-
g

coated with comics, recipes, and
'cutsie-poo' advertising - this
one needs to come out and "tell
it like it is". Women who are
sincerely interested don't need
sugar-coating - keep Priorities
the way it is.
%

*

Dear Priorities,

I am very happy to renew my sub-
scription to Priorities.

Here are some commen
gestions:-

Cathy Stewart and Joan Fletcher
echo many of my own thoughts on
feminism and at the same time they
show me new facets of truth. How-
ever, I am somewhat uncomfortable
with Joan's comparison of the 1i-
beral and socialist feminist. I
believe that many liberal women
have initiated valid action a-
gainst various aspects of women's
oppression. Perhaps they do not
yet perceive the logical conse-
quences of much of their thinking
...it takes time. It takes time
for all of us. None of us know
where this revolution will lead.
It is new. 01d goals are not e
nough. We must continually :
think and rethink our ideology.
All has not yet been said about
the family, about voluntarism,
about equality, etc. And weak-
nesses...as traits of a new poli-
tics.

ts and sug-

—— —

Cathy's statement that "the women's
movement is potentially the most
powerful of all movements" reminds
me of Berit As. A number of women
in Toronto were fortunate to spend
a couple of hours with her several
months ago. Berit is the Norwegian
delegate to the UN. She is also a
socialist and a feminist. She kept
us enthralled. There is a tape a-
vailable of the talk she gave. If
anyone is interested, please write
to WPA, Box 1213, Station Q, Tor-
onto, Ontario.

Would it be possible to have some
discussions of Federal-NDP Women's
policy in future issues? And
what can NDP women do on the mun-
icipal level? 0On school boards?
V. Thompson,
Toreonto, Ontario.
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Dear Priorities,

Congratulations to Joan Flet-
cher for her article "Liberal
Feminism" in your July issue.
It was one of the most clear-
thinking and perceptive I have
read anywhere. Her analysis of
the differences between liberal
and socialist feminism clearly
exposes the manner in which
many feminists - including some
contributors to your magazine -
subscribe to the goals of a ma-
terialistic society and make
them their own.

As Joan Fletcher says, the wo-
men's movement is exploited by
today's value system and it is
unfortunate that so many of us
seem unable to clearly differ-
entiate between the goals that
will truly liberate and those
that will continue to exploit.

Our aim must be to build a so-
cial structure that enhances the
quality of life and embraces a
value system that will put an
end to the commercial exploita-
tion of both women and men.

If we fail in this, we will find
to our cost that our efforts
have achieved little else than
the assurance that women are
exploited in exactly the same
manner and to the same degree

as are men.

Sincerely,
Peggy Prowse,
Halifax, N. S.

P.S. My subscription must be

nearly due - I enclose cheque
for same plus a small donation.
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SUPPORT

Dear Priorities and the N.D.P.
Women's Committee,

I consider it a real privilege
to have been able t6 support you
at the recent N.D.P. convention
in Kamloops. Soon after getting
to the convention on Friday
evening, I felt, after talking
to some delegates, that your mo-
tion would pass. Although it
took two days of real struggle,
the delegates finally had their
say. (It was a revelation of
sorts to see how many MLA's and
supposed power people actively
opposed you, although this op-
position did not seem to extend
to the six microphones available
on the convention floor.)

For our side, it was exhilera-
ting to see the strong, vocal

and virtually unanimous support
we received from Labour, as well
as from many of the people hold-
ing office in the various riding
associations. I would guess that
after this convention that all
the vocal, erudite, and up-front
people in the ridings are now
committed to our cause. I am far
more happier fighting for an is-
sue than defending one. Housing,
Women's Rights, and Daycare will
be the major vote issues of the
next provincial election. I

have talked to several young
couples since the convention,and
they will all be joining the NDP
to ensure that in future conven-
tions and in riding elections,
the people we elect, and the peo-
ple we send to the conventions
support these issues. Next time
around should be even better.

CON L. «teis



Enclosed is a cheque and a coule
of new subscriptions to Priori-
ties. At present I am driving
one person to work with me, but

I am going to try and increase
that to three people. The money
so raised will be going into our
fight, and others. (A dollar a
head a day, if it works out.)

I have PAC, but I feel for the
next year or so I will be happienr
with a little more personal di-
rection as to where my money
goes.

You know, Dave mentioned after
the last election that he knew
what was happening because of
changes he detected in attitudes
in the Interior. This conven-
tion was held in Kamloops. The
Women's Caucus of the N.D.P. re-
ceived pretty damn good support
from the Interior ridings. This
issue is not localized to some
supposed radical Vancouver frin-
gies. It is a major issue
throughout the province. Dave
might be well advised to take
another reading on attitudes in
the Interior.

"THIS IS JUST THE BEGINNING".

Sincerely,
Barry Hemenway,
Clearwater, B.C.
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Transition Houses

Dear Priorities,

I'm writing this letter to ask
some information from you. Dur-
ing the N.D.P. Women's conven-
tion in Winnipeg, a woman from
B.C. spoke about a project pre-
sently operating in Vancouver.
The project dealt with the

philosophy of providing a hostel
for women who wish to leave their
husbands. I think she referred
to the hostel as a Transition
House. I did not get her name.

A few of us in London think the
idea of a Transition House really
meets some very specific needs of
women and would like to introduce
such a place to the City of Lon-
don. We would appreciate if the
women responsible’for the pro-
gram in Vancouver could share
with us their project philosophy;
their proposal; how they started;
the response; the pitfalls and
how the House is working. If you
happen to have this information
available, could you please for-
ward it to me and if you don't,
could you please pass this re-
quest to the individual who would
have this information? We have

a number of ideas but feel we are
operating in a vacuum and any
assistance would be greatly appre-
ciated.

I have been following with inter-
est the reporting of the happen-
ings of your provincial conven-
tion. It seems that the feelings
the B.C. women expressed at the
women's convention are widespread
amongst the members in B.C. A
number of people I have talked to
in London since the elections and
the convention have expressed
much dissatisfaction with the
party. I only hope this dissat-
isfaction proves to be construc-
tive but then maybe the party
needs more than just construction.

Anyway, I'm slowly running out of
space and have some reading to do
before I go to bed.

I would appreciate whatever you
can do. Thank you.

In sisterhood,
Rosanne Biocehi,
London, Ontario.
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more etters

Dear Members of Priorities:

Thank you for printing my letter
and the answer that I received
from Mr. Gorby of Victoria.

This, of course, was in the April
issue and so I am wondering if
you have received letters of com-
ment since then in regards to
those letters printed, and if so
would you care to print them as
well, or let me know the general
trend of peoples feelings in re-
gards to this.

Also I feel you do an excellant
job of enlightening people with
all your information etc., etc.

Nevertheless I am wondering why
you left Ms. X's name out of the
le-ter, as she was mentioned by
Mr. Gorby as having gone behind
my back, without my consent, to
discuss personal, private matters
regarding me.

So you think that the general pub-
lic or those on Social Assistance
should be made aware of what takes
place behind the scenes, so that
they can protect themselves and
know who the guilty social worker
is (guilty culprits).

Please would you now mention Ms. X
in your next issue, otherwise I
will take it that you are pro-
tecting people guilty of breaking
ethics who are in the professions.

Thanking you sincerely,

Amy Pollen
Vancouver

Ed. Note: Priorities prints almost
every letter it receives. We have
not received responses to your
letters. Regarding Ms. X, we do

not feel that we can print the
name since we only have the in-
formation provided by you on the
case. We do feel, however, that
the main point of your dealinngs
with Mr. Gorby and Ms. X, has
been expressed, and that readers
in similar situations can be for-
warned by your experiences.

hhhhkhhhkhhhhhhdhdt

Dear Priorities:
Included is a donation. Wish it
could be more. The mag is great
and makes me feel a hell of a
lot better each time I read it.
Thanks.

Love,

June Dunlop
Vancouver
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OUR NEW
CHAIRWOMAN

Terri Ash is the new chairwoman
of the BC NDP Standing Committee
on Women's Rights. She was elec-
ted by acclaimation at the final
women's caucus meeting at the con+
vention. Members of the Women's
Committee, and particularly our
past chairwomen, Marianne Gilbert,
Melodie Corrigall, and Sharon
Yandle, are among the hardest
workers in the party. Terri foll-
ows in this tradition of dedicated
labour for the party, her constit-
uency, and the Women's Committee.
In the pasg year she was member-
at-large on the Provincial Ex-
ective, Assistant Convention Arr-
angements Convenor, constituency
secretary, and Kamloops women's
caucus representative to the
Steering Committee. In addition
she is actively involved in the
Kamloops environmental group,
specfically food co-ops and re-
cycling. Terri was also elected
second alternate to the Executive
at this past convention.

Terri and the Kamloops women's
caucus are a vital and energetic
group in the party. They organi-
zed the 1973 South Central Inter-
ior NDP Regional Conference, the
Women's Conference and dinner at
the convention, two constituency
meetings to discuss the Women's
Resolution, and a series of NDP
sponsored public seminars.

In the the past year the Women's
Committee has come to realize
that our needs and solutions are
integral to the building of a
socialist society Terri expressed
this collective understanding in
a letter to the August issues of

Priorities and The Democrat. She

She spoke of the struggles of
socialist-feminists as leading

to changes that would result in

a just and equitable society for
all. Terri has the confidence

and trust of all the Women's Comm-
ittee. Now Sisters, we must ac-
tively extend our love and supp-
ort to her in the coming year of
continued struggle.

Jill Brown

INTRODUCING
THE WOMEN'S
ORGANIZER

Having worked on Priorities for
so many months, it seems strange
to be writing an article to in-
troduce myself to Priorities rea-
ders....but that's exactly what
I'm doing. I have been hired by
the British Columbia N.D.P. as
the Women's Organizer. I want to
let you know that I am here, and
I am ready, willing, and eager to
come to your area to work with you
"organize" the women of your club
or constituency to play a more
active role in the party, or to
become involved in areas of the
party where women are now under-
represented.

I can't outline here the specific
solutions or suggestions on how
to tackle this goal because they
differ from place to place, just
as the activities of women in the
N.D.P. differ from place to place.
One constituency may have a need
to bring many more women members
into the N.D.P., another may need
to bring women into active roles
in the party, still another may
need to broaden the roles that
women presently play in their con-
stituency. All of these things,
as well as a2 need to bring issues
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concerning women to the constitu-
ency, may need to be done.

If you are active in the N.D.P.
: and want to help bring more women
! into active roles, or if you are
not active but want to be and
don't know how, we can sit down
T and talk about how to go about
doing it. Chances are very good
that you are not the only woman
in your constituency who is con-
cerned, and it only takes a few
interested women to begin to have
a significant effect. The first
step is to begin to talk about
your concerns, and from there to
figure out ways to deal with them
that suit your area.

T

I can share with you the experi-
ences that other women have had,
make suggestions, or help you to
find new ways to involve women,

In this way we can make the N.D.P.
a stronger and more vital party
for all of us.

If you would like me to visit
your area, give me a call at
253-7521, or write to me at 1881
East Hastings, Vancouver, B.C.
and I will arrange with you a
time to come.

JoolsShelkky "Dijson
Women's Organizer.

Report from
Fraser Valley

You have no idea how glad I am to
be able to report a sudden burge-
oning of energy in the Fraser Val-
ley Chapter of the NDP Women's
Committee. The passing of the
Resolution by the party, combined
with certain personal changes un-
dergone by some of us during the
past week, together with a lot of
other magic factors too subtle
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and elusive and complex to des-
cribe in detail, have all re-
sulted in a burst of enthusiasm,
a deepened commitment, a spate
of new ideas, a heightened sense
of unity, and, perhaps most sig-
nificant and exhilerating, an
increased awareness of strength.
Because all this has happened
right on the heels of a period
of demoralization and cynicism,
there's also a feeling of relief:
not only have we survived, but
we're more alive than ever as
well! :

Our first project this fall will
be Phase II of the membership
drive begun over the summer.

Our objective is to double our
numbers again by Christmas. We
will also be spending some en-
ergy on specific constituency
work, and on interviews with wo-
men who have been in the party
for a long time; not only do we
wish to help preserve the her-
story of women in the CCF and
NDP, but we also need closer
contact with long-standing wo-
men members.

We extend our warmest support of
and confidence in Terri Ash as
the new Chairwoman of the Steer-
ing Committee. (It's so damned
hard to express that properly;
what I'm trying to say, Terri,
is that I'm glad, and I believe
you'll do it well.) We also
want to express our deep affec-
tion and respect for Sharon,
whose courage, honesty, strength
and gentleness is nothing short
of inspiring.

In sisterhood,

Esther Robertson,
Fraser Valley.
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CHANGES

A television review.

On August 27 and September 4,

CBS rebroadcast a GE Theatre
special from last season. It

won two Emmy awards for screen
writer Fay Kanin. The drama was
titled 'Tell Me Where It Huwts',
and starred Maureen Stapleton.

The advertisements billed it as
'magnificent', 'not to be missed'
'a sensitive look at a housewife
and her awakining as an individ-
ual'. Being a total cynic about
television, I was immediately
suspicious.'Ho-hum', I yawned
another example of the media dis-
tortlng and cashing in on the wo-
men's movement; more of 'pub11c1-
ty is a substitute for change!'

I couldn't have been more wrong.
Within five minutes I gasping at
the homesty and power of the show.
This was about real change. It
was absolutely superb! The fin-
est TV I have ever seen. Not only
was the acting and writing excell-
ent, but every character and scene
empha21zed the real concerns of
the women's movement: the intense
fundamental, and pervasive effect
sexism has on our lives. TFurther-
more, they did it without jargon,
slogans, rhetoric, or ridicule.
No one watching this program
could have been unaffected or
unmoved by the struggles of the
women to change their lives and
by implication the very roots of
society. It was clear that lear-
ning of their common oppression
caused pain, but it also caused
very positive growth.

The story concerns six middle-
aged women, who have been neigh-
bours for years. They decide to
dispense with the traditional
pretenses for getting together---
Wonderwear, Tupperwear, and Avon

demonstration parties. Instead,
terrified as they are of the pro-
spect, they agree to meet once a
week to talk about their lives and
feellngs. At first they are very
tentative about such meetings, in-
deed even about the need for such
meetings; they say: '"Women every
where are getting together to talk
about themselves." "You mean 'Wo-
men's Lib'?2!?2!" '"We've all got
husbands and aren't looking for
divorces so what is there so terr-
ible to talk about?" However, as
the weeks go by they begin to trust
and support one another, and more
importantly, realize that they are
all suffering from common problems.

The individual members of the group
and their families, suffer drastic
changes in their lives and atti-
tudes. One woman drops out of the
group; she is too threatened by
beginnings of self and collective
knowlege to continue. She says:
"This is dangerous and wrong——It s
like taking a watch apart that is
working; how do I know if I can
put it back together?" None of
her sisters can, at that point,
reassure her; they only know that
they can't go back, so they vote
to continue. She leaves the group,
in obvious conflict, saying for-
lornly, "I guess I'll see you=--

at the supermarket?!?”

Another woman, appalled by her
husband's blatant refusal to a-
llow her to attend the meetings,
finally decides to move away on
her own; she says:'Sorething ex-
ploded inside me; it had been
building up for years. I don't
know what will happen. I'm scared
but for the first time in my life
I feel responsible for myself."

Another woman decides to return

10




)y

]

+to school; she says: "We must a-
ttempt to change our lives or
what is the point of all our tal-
king? Misery loves company? Its
not enough; something more has to
come of all this."

Another woman is hospitalized and
faces the trauma of a mastectomy.
Through the support of the women
she is able to talk to them and
her husband about not only her
fear of dying, but also the phys-
jcal mutilation of her body and
what that means to a woman in
this society.

Two other women admit their un-
happiness and depression which
shows itself in overeating and
compulsive 'creative home-making'.
They make a beginning by recog-
nizing and Yabelling these re-
lections of their learned feel-
ings of inadequacy.

The central character, Connie,
realizes with the growth of her
children, that she has been fired
from all her jobs. In spite of
her husband's opposition, she
applies for and gets a job in

the complaint department of a

toy manufacturing company.

The
and

stories are all about change
the conflict that accompanies
it. Connie is torn between two
generations of women. She is
challenged daily by her 20 year
old daughter, a feminist and un-
iversity student. She is guilted
daily by her mother-in-law, an

80 year old woman, living up-
stairs, unseen, but clearly heard
as she sends missives of hot
lasgna down the dumb waiter,3nd
waits to die. She is reminded
daily by her taxi-driver husband
that men too are opressed in

this exploitative and sexist
society.

Kk 3¢ W,

The women first admit that they
do hurt. Their weekly meetings
Relp them define how and then
why. Finally, some of them at-
tempt to alleviate that pain.

The process of understanding that
we do hurt, collectively, the
task of facing it, and then work-
ing collectively to eradicate it,
is what the women's movement is
all about. It is also what soci-
alism is all about. This is why
we talk of struggle; this is why
we so struggl

e.
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FOOTNOTES :

1. I realized that my reactions
to this program were a mixture
of superlative praise and anger.
Praise because the show was a
glaring exception to television's
usual treatment of women. Anger
because television so seldom uses
its potential to reflect and aff-
ect social change.

2. The Priorities staff had a
long discussion about this show.
We agreed we would like to see a
sequel, specifically dealing with
Connie's reactions once she be-
gan her new job. We were sure
she would become even more rad-
jcalized as she recognized that
her new job as Complaint Clerk
was simply a mirror of her old
job of mother and wife i.e.,
nurturing, organizing and sooth-
ing others lives. Therefore we
felt certain she would realize
the need for political action to
truly change women's lives; in-
dividual solutions ame not suff-
jicient. Women must work within
a socialist analysis so that no
one will be stunted by sacrifice
to others needs---so all human
needs will be equal in claim.

3. The program will be rebroad-
cast in the Fall and in the Spring.
Watch for it and send us your re-
actions.

Jill Brown



‘F?
> gov  oF cookine ¥ 57

A music review

Sisters, you deserve a treat, and
if you haven't heard the Joy of
of Cooking yet, you're in for one

The Joy of Cooking (the name's
ironical) is two San Francisco
women, who though they clearly
had not worked through a rigor-
ous feminist analysis two years
ago when they were here, (ITheard
an interview with Terry CGarth-
waite on CKLG FM and she made
several remarks that were tainted
with a residue of sexism, the in-
evitable leftover of incomplete
analysis), sing fine songs that
they write themselves, songs

that spring from women's exper-
ience and express women's feel-
ings with tenderness, humour,
strength, and honesty. There

are three Joy of Cooking albums,
all excellent, one album called
Toni and Terry, which the two
women put out without the three
men who do back-up on the first
three, and most recently, a bea-
utiful album called Good For You,
Too, by Toni Brown, which could
be described by a series of ad-
jectives that Margaret Drabble
uses in The Needle's Eye:"crys-
talline, golden, clear."

Their sound is unique, unlike
any other group; complex, mel-
odious, satisfying not only to
the ear hungry for pleasure but
also to that critical demanding
faculty that requires space in
which to move. The lyrics as

as the music are written by Toni
and Terry, and they also delight:

In the long warm night
With only the stars for
light

Even so I can see you

Even so I can feel you
Loving me all around
the sun and the moon.

HEAXXKKXXXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX XX XX XKKXX

Don't the moon look

fat and lonesome

Shining down through

the trees

I'm gonna take my lovin
Give it to whoever I please

(This last is delivered in a won-
derfully wicked, frankly sexual,
cheerfully defiant style.)

There's also a song about a "Lady
called Love" who is brawled over
by two men, Ace and Jack. Ace
guns Jack down but when he goes
to collect the spoils, Love has
split. Jack laments: g

"Cryin', come back,

come back lady,

Oh, come back love.

I shot a man,

I'd even die for your lovin'
Isn't that enough?"

But
she
She

this lady,

had a vision,

had a life to maintain

She went out to the airport

She caught a westboundplane

Sayin', I dont want your
lovin'

I ain't your goodtime girl

I'm gonna find myselfsome

freedom
If I have to go around
the world.

There's also a sad painful song
about a young housewife caught in
her home with her children; she
thinks about her husband who
"travel in Europe and about 'the
days when we used to be free'.
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Then two lines of the chorus tell
what the song is about: "White
wine in the morning sun, red wine
at noon." In another song a
young housewife celebrates her
departure: "Now I'm throwin' out
the dirty dishes...rollin' up

the carpet from the floor, You
can cook your TV dinners, livin'
off your racetrack winnings, I
don't want to live here anynore'".

This is strong and joyful stuff;
you owe it to yourselves.

Esther Robertson

Words

new Chairwoman
sk skokeskeskskskskakok sk sk sk sk sk sk sk ok

from our

I would like to thank the NDP wo-
men who have shown their confi-
dence in me by making me their
shairwoman for the coming year.

This is the first time that a
chair woman has been elected from
outside the Lower Mainland. This
is significant in that it repre-
sents a broadening of the region-
al base of the Women's Committee.
We can say now that the Women's
Committee is truly representative
of large numbers of NDP women who
live in every part of the province/

Since the time pressures on me at
the time of writing this report
are great, I will not be giving

a lengthy reprot on my feelings
about the passage of our reso-
lution or the convention generally,
or about the directions I would
like to see us take in the com-
ing year.

I would only like to say that I
feel a very great feeling of
solidarity with the women who

attended the caucus meetings at
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the convention. I also feel very
excited, still, about the pass-
age of our resolution, but I
feel that we must examine the
politics of the affirmative vote.

Each of the NDP women's local
groups should dicsuss their re-
actions to the debate and then
representatives to the Steering
Committee should come to the

next meeting prepared to parti-
cipate in an analysis of the ton-
vention and a discussion of how
that affects the directions we
take now.

We, as women, as feminists, and
as socialists are stronger now
than ever before; stronger in
numbers and in our personal
commitment.

I believe that the passage of

our resolution represents the

culimination of our efforts to
work through convention to es-
tablish women's rights policy

and to attach to that policy

a high priority.

I now feel that we must begin

to work to establish a good so-
cialist-feminist policy in other
areas. We already have health
and childcare subcommitees.

The Steering Committee has asked
Hilda Thomas to chair an educa-
tion policy subcommittee.

There are other areas of policy
where we should be beginning to
work on reviewing existing policy
and suggesting the ammendments
and additions which will make
sure sure that that policy takes
into account the socialist-fem-
inist viewpoint.

I attended an September 13-1H4
the founding convention of the
BC Federation of Women. As those

of you who attended know, it was
bot frustrating and exciting.



Over all, our NDP women were out-
standing in the quality of their
participation. I feel confident
that through the BCFW we will
have contact with even greater
numbers of teminists and will be
able to work with these women to
pPresent an even stronger voice

to government.

I thank you again for your supp-
ort and ask for your help. This
is a new experience for me and
I feel I can rise to the task if
I have the expertise and exper-
ience of other women to draw on.

Terri Ash
Chairwoman

NO COMMENT!

(Verbatim from a James Nesbitt
column in the Vancouver Sun):

"I'm glad our Premier, the Hon.
David Barrett, is holding out
against further inroads of women.
He steadfastly refuses a ministry
of women's rights. He knows such
a ministry could well rule that
half our legislature MUST be com-
posed of women, that half the
mayors of British Columbia MUST
be women. There seem to be no
more militant females than the
women of the NDP. Reading of
their recent goings-on in Kam-
loops, I developed a very serious
case of the shudders. Worse, I
became quite terrified, and
wanted to run away and hide."

Buy a
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SUPPLEMENT:

the NDPconvention
RESOLUTION "4

The women's resolution passed.
And none of us expected it.

Even in the hurried Sunday noon
hour meeting of the women's cau-
cus, called to prepare ourselves
for that afternoon's debate, none
of us really believed that the
resolution we had organized
around would actually succeed.

We had come prepared to lose.
Before the convention the steer-
ing committee had tried to devel-
op some means by which we could
pull together in the face of an
anticipated defeat on the floor.
The caucus meeting agreed: After
the vote we would all raise post-
ers prepared in advance that
read: "THIS IS JUST THE BEGIN-
NING". We would stand for one
minute with these signs as a show
of solidarity and an indication
that one defeat would not chase
us away. And we agreed to pass
our posters out to anyone, male
or female, who wanted one. We
arranged our floor leadership,
discussed the importance of a

- broad, cross-representation of

speakers, including men, and
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fanned out to distribute our
signs and sell our buttons ("NDP
WOMEN'S COMMITTEE: THIS IS JUST
THE BEGINNING").

And then we waited. We were
scheduled for 2:20 p.m. and be-
cause the resolutions committee
had named the women's resolution
a priority, had been assured of

a full hour's debate compared to
the standard 20 minutes for

other areas. 2:20 came and went.
Other business still on the
floor. More waiting. Resolu-
tions chairwoman Joyce Nash and I
hurriedly conferred: Did we want
to split the debate, half before
the honourary life member presen-
tations and half after? No. So
we postponed it again. And
again. Finally at 5:15 with our
stomachs turning over from the
delays, we were on. We were pro-
mised an hour and we got it. A
procedural hassle interrupted us
at 6 o'clock and Yvonne Cocke
moved to refer the resolution
back to the resolutions committee
with instructions to cut out the
fifth section and to change the
conclusion. A couple of men




argued against on procedural
grounds but the chair held firm.
I stupidly challenged the chair
and lost. (One of these days we
must come to terms with these
procedural hassles. They are in-
evitably means to avoid the real
issue and we are insane to fall
into that trap). Cynthia Flood
made it perfectly clear: this
referral, she said, is clearly
intended to kill the resolution
and kill the debate. She was
right and the convention agreed.

As at other conventions, the end-
ing of the debate on women's is-
sues brought with it expressions
of amazement by many delegates
over our organizational abilities
and the visible effect of our
numbers. And from where I sat at
the head table it was pretty im-
pressive. While the usual coter-
ie of hard-core sexist pigs had
vacated to the bar (a number that
is happily decreasing each year)
the convention had to recognize
the fact that 20% of the dele-~
gates were actually on their feet
and at the mikes.

Goob THINGS

Lots of good things happened. We
had elected Joyce Meissenheimer
as our floor manager with the
understanding that she had full
authority; the rest of us got up
and stand down, spoke or were
silent, whatever she asked us to
do. And that was really fine: in
open caucus we had democratically
decided how to discipline our-
selves -- and on the floor of the
convention we were nothing if not
disciplined. Many women who
would gladly slash their wrists
rather than speak to more than
six people at a time were lined
up, praying for the end of our
time allotment before their turn
came, but there anyway and deter-
mined to speak -- even if they
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passed out afterwards. One male
delegate told me after that he
had come prepared to vote
against us but was so impressed
by our numbers that he voted for
it. "Anybody who's that well-
organized", he said, "has got to
be right." Other men who had
flatly rejected our posters
asked for them while the debate
was going on. Diane Baigent
sent the convention into pro-
longed and warm applause with
what I would never have thought
anyone could get away with: a
short, hard-hitting speech de-
livered in the unmistakeable
style and phrasing of one Dave
Barrett. Only better. Most

fun of all: when the standing
vote on the motion to refer came

the first double row of 60 or so

was asked to stand if in favour.
Five or six stood up. The
chairman repeated the request
thinking he had not been heard.
Finally at the head table we
understood what the laughing was
about as the shout came through,
loud and clear, "They ARE stand-
ing!"

All this is the stuff euphoria
is made of and we had our share
when the resolution passed by a
good two-thirds majority. We
congratulated each other on our
organization. We congratulated
ourselves on what we felt was
the magnificent tone of the de-
bate -- not the screaming hys-
teria expected by some but sys-
tematic explanations of what it
is like to be women under capi-
talism, calmly delivered. And
we congratulated ourselves for
the fact that with a solid
hour's debate and with only a
few delegates against, speaker
after speaker approached the
mikes and each one added some-
thing new.

We were proud of ourselves and

-



rightly so. But it isn't enough
to be proud. We must also be
critical of ourselves and ask:
Despite our victory, did we han-
dle it right? Did we do what we
had come to do -- not to pass a
resolution but to educate the
Party on what the hell it is we
are talking about? We understand
the intent of the resolution: to
put the issue of sexism on the
agenda and to discuss the ques-
tion of sexism and socialism.
But did we succeed? And did we
eyen try?

ONE QUESTION

I began to worry about just this
question even before I had fin-
ished my own opening remarks.
Close to the end of my presenta-
tion I said something to the
effect that the issue before the
convention was essentially one
question: Are sexism and socia-
lism compatible or are they mu-
tually exclusive? Yet even as
the words were coming out, I
realized that nothing I had said
in the previous five minutes had
had anything at all to do with
just that question. And what-
ever I said was bound to be sig-
nificant in that it could not
help but set the tone to the
debate. As our women rose to
speak it also occurred to me
that in all of our organizing
for the debate we never once
discussed what it was we were
actually going to say.

The women who spoke were excel- |
lent; of that there is no doubt.
Yet none of us actually address-
ed ourselves to explaining our
central position: that what we
understand as socialism must
contain systematic, energetic
assaults on sexism -- or it is
not socialism. Worse, none of
us, including myself, ever
addressed herself to the reso-
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lution and contents therein. We
knew that resolution; we knew
what it was saying. But when
the debate was over, did anyone
else?

Let me backtrack a bit. There
was one section in our resolu-
tion that we did discuss =-- that
was the section that attempted
to explain and define precisely
how sexism affects us through
our entire lives. What we said
to the convention was: Listen
to us and we will try to explain,
so you will understand, why we
are so intensely committed to
this question. That was the un-
derstanding we asked for -- and
the only understanding.

IUNDERSTANDING
LIMITED

Because of this when anyone (es-
pecially men) showed the faint-
est glimmer of understanding
only this question, we felt
great and showed it. This was
true even when the understand-
ing was limited to the recogni-
tion that women are not equal
and should be "raised" to the
level of men. Period.

I have no argument with any step
forward in understanding that
anyone makes, and we should wel-
come any steps forward. The
problem is that for some time

we have come face to face with a
limited understanding which we
have not tried to take any fur-
ther. In not doing more than
welcoming support, in not res-
ponding to the very question of
the limited nature of that sup-
port, we tend to convey the im-
pression that that understand-
ing is what we're talking about.
And it is not, as .our resolution
clearly expresses.

Much of the support of men that
we have is based on the under-



standing that women are getting
a raw deal by "the system" --
but not that they are involved
in perpetuating that raw deal.
They may even see themselves as
oppressed by sexism to the ex-
tent that their own development
as men is also distorted. But
many sympathetic men do not rea-
lize that one central way in
which sexism affects them is in
their own role as oppressors of
women. Consequently what are
clearly genuine expressions of
support can sometimes be quite
patronizing, not qualitatively
removed from the old give-the-
little-lady-a-hand-because-she-
has-a-problem-and-she-needs-our
~help.

Your ProsLEM 00!

We are going to have to come to
terms with this. I think the
time has come for us to respond,
something like this:

"Listen. We are trying to ex-
plain that sexism affects us in
every aspect of our lives and
while we welcome your support, it
isn't just our problem. T8
your problem too. We are trying
to come to terms with what it
means to be on the receiving end
of sexism. YOU have to come to
terms with what it means to be
on the giving end. YOU have to
recognize that within a sexist
society, you oppress women. You
have been taught to regard women
as domestic servants, chattels,
sex objects and generally sub-
human and unless you continually
struggle against that training
you are going to treat women in
exactly that way. You make
claim to socialism yet you are
an oppressor. Now what are you
going to do about that?" We
should say, "What do you mean,
UP to your level? From where we

stand it's DOWN because we have
gotten somewhere you haven't, and
that is to an understanding of
what is happening here and what
we're going to do about it. What
are YOU going to do about it?"

THE RESOLUTION

I also think it was very wrong of
us not to refer specifically to
the resolution, section by sec-
tion. Not doing so meant that
our debate was weaker than the
resolution itself. We should
have organized ourselves better
so that at least six of us would
have addressed ourselves to each
of the six sections.

For example: Our first section
attempted to explain what a move-
ment is. This was because many
people in the Party are so far
removed from their own roots that
they don't understand what we
mean when we talk about an actual
movement of people, nor can they
relate the women's movement to
what to them must be a very dim
concept of ‘a socialist movement
-- yet we identify with that very
strongly.

Our second section -- the attempt
to explain how sexism takes form
in day-to-day life -- was one we

handled well.

The third section explained what
the women's liberation movement
is and what its connection is
with socialism. We should have
been able to discuss this inter-
connection and to clearly defend
in specifics what in the resolu-
tion is only an assertion: that
women's liberation and socialism
depend upon each other to
succeed.

The fourth section deals with
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what we believe to be a social-
ist response from governments to
women's liberation. Here we
could have spelled out exactly
what we want and why we want it
and how each act of a socialist
government could strengthen both
the women's movement and the
government itself.

Our fifth section was the most
crucial of all. It is here that
we itemized what is not socialist
about government actions. We
should have been able to expand
upon each one of them and explain
in the course of it the profound
difference between top-down ac-
tions, even if benevolent in in-
tent, and truly socialist actions
from the bottom up. In this sec-
tion we should have discussed not
sexism per se but socialism.

Finally, our last section, which
is a simple reiteration of Party
policy, afforded us the opportun-
ity to explain exactly why our
policy is so central to the 1lib-
eration of women -- child care,
for example, and what that means
to both parents and children, and
why a Ministry of Women's Rights
would be an important planning
agency for the systematic combat-
ting of sexism.

At the same time we would have
included -- surely as our main
point -- the issues that we did
raise. But it not raising the
other issues I am concerned that
we did not succeed in what we had
intended: to raise consciousness
about sexism and socialism. As
it now stands I am unsure as to
what motivated people to vote for
the resolution. (For example,
Alex Macdonald, Morm Levi, Peter
Rolston, Colin Gabelmann, Graham
Lea and Stu Leggatt all voted
for. Why? And for the same
reasons?) I think that most peo-
ple voted in favour because they

did make some leap in under-
standing and because they wanted
to show their support for US.
But I wonder whether that under-
standing was a socialist recog-
nition or whether 1t largely
stemmed from a liberal desire to
ease the suffering of others,
which 1s not seen as related to
one's own life.

ol
A SIGNIFICANTLEA

Since the convention I have
talked with several women about
these things. Some have agreed
and said they have the same
feelings. Others agree in part
but say I am wrong to be upset
about the debate. They feel
that while it is true we did not
raise the question of sexism and
socialism, which we may well
have done, that the Party did
make a significant leap in un-
derstanding, and if delegates
are only .now recognizing a part
of what sexism is, it would be
too much to expect that they can
come to terms with it at the
same time. They say that the
real point is how little they
understood before.

There are certainly merits to
that point of view (and I, who
am always waggling my finger at
everyone on the long term nature
of our struggle feel a little
sheepish when sisters tell me to
be patient). I do recognize a
shift in understanding. For ex-
ample, before the convention one
male member explained that he
favoured abortion, child care,
equal pay etc. as long as we
didn't let these things inter-
fere with our responsibility to
keep our houses neat and our
husbands happy. (This was from
a man who had always supported
us in the past). I am sure that
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those who supported us this year
understand that we are talking
about changes much more funda-
mental than they had imagined
and we should take heart in
their support for that.

WE ARe RigHT!!

We should also take heart in the
fact that we won our resolution
at the Kamloops convention,
which was not our convention.
Every other issue that we sup-
ported, including our candi-’
dates, lost on a 60-40 vote.
Somehow in the women's resolu-
tion debate we swung over, at
least with some degree of under-
standing, another 25%. A con-
vention largely hostile to us

in which we and the government
were at opposite ends of the
pole, nevertheless said loudly
and clearly that we are in the
right and that they support us.
That is an important victory for
us and one that strengthens our
movement considerably.

However, I do believe that we
erred in our approach, that our
debate was weaker than our reso-
lution, and unnecessarily so. I
agree wholeheartedly with the
sentiment expressed at the last
women's caucus meeting, that now
is the time to begin real debate
on our resolution, among our-
selves and, where possible, in
the constituencies. Many feel
our resolution is a milestone in
our own development and should
not be filed away.

I would like to hear from
Priorities readers on the ques-
tions I raise here. A debate
in our pages would be a very
healthy thing for us because we
have much to learn and we must
learn it collectively. In this

2

sense, 1 very much hope that our
resolution really is just the
beginning.

- Sharon Yandle
Vancouver-East
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AT THE CONVENTION

BARRETT’S RESPONSE T0 WOMEN

"There is no magic formula."
"Words never changed anything".

"You must change people's atti-
tudes first".

These three pronouncements, made
by Premier Barrett in panel ses-
sions at the Convention in Kam-
loops on Labour Day weekend, gen-
erally met with nods of agreement
from the delegates. It may be
worthwhile to examine the un-
spoken assumptions underlying
each of these statements to dis-
cover whether they are unassail-
able, and ask whether such state-
ments are made with the conscious
or unconscious intention of man-
ipulating the response in an area
which arouses deep-seated feelings
of anxiety and fear - sexism.

MAGIC FORMULA

To begin with the first statement:
there is no magic formula. The
words themselves have powerful con-
otations. Magic suggests the

world of fairytales, of rabbits-
out-of-hats, of illusion - in short
the illogical and irrational realm
of childhood. Formula, on the
other hand, belongs to science or
mathmatics, to logic, reason, and
empirical verification. Couple
'formula' with 'magic' and the
result is clearly an internal con-
tradiction. What is happening
here?

The hidden assumption goes as fol-
lows: 1) Women are looking for a
magic formula to solbe their prob-
lems. 2) Women believe that a Wo-
men's Ministry is such a magic
formula. 3) Those who helieve in
magic formulae are childish, il-
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logical, and irrational, 4) there-
fore, those who support the Wo-
men's Ministry (or substitute Af-
firmative Action or any other ma-
jor demand of the women's move-
ment) are childish, illogical,

and irrational.

0f course the initial assumption
is entirely false. Women are not
looking for a magic formulaj; nor
do they regard the Women's Min-
istry (or Affirmative Action, etc)
as an instant solution to their
problems. They see it rather as
an instrument, a power base from
which they can tackle the myriads
forms of discrimination which op-
press them every day of their
lives. They have no illusions
that a Ministry will effect an
immediate solution to these prob-
lems - any more than the labour
movement believes that the La-
bour Ministry, or Bill 11, will
magically solve all the problems
of the Labour Movement. Why then
are women accused by implication
of holding such a naively sim-
plistic view? The answer to this
question, unlike the original
proposition, is self-evident.

WORDS DO CHANGE . THINGS

fhe second statement, words never
change anything, seems at first
to be a truism. And if words ne-
ver change anything, the words
"words never change anything"
were better left unsaid. But if
words really are ineffectual,
what avenue for change is there?
Direct action - perhaps in the
form of a silent demonstration?

- seems the only alternative,
and one which the Women's Move-

ment might well consider. In all
seriousness, though, the propo-



sition "Words never changed any- |

thing" is nonsense. Ideas are
conveyed in words. Laws are
couched in words. Conversation,
dialogue, the political process,
every form of social interaction
which distinguishes human beings
from other living creatures is
based on their ability to commu-
nicate new concepts and new ways
of perceiving, and the chief (al-
though not the only) mode of com-
munication is language. When the
Premier says, as he did repeated-
ly in his opening address to the
Convention, "I didn't know that",
he is saying "Nobody told me -
nobody gave me the word." Words
do change things. Efforts to re-
move racist and sexist words from
the language have changed things
---witness the symbolic and much
appreciated substitution of "fr
"fireperson" for "fireman" by
George Johnston during the debate
on Bill 164, or the failure of
Premier Barrett to say Worker's
Compensation instead of Workmen's
Compensation, which had to be
called to his attention by a del-
egate from the floor of the con-
vention.

ATTITUDES FIRST #

Proposition three, you must change
people's attitudes first, led the
Premier into an interesting con-
tradiction during the first panel
session. In response to repeated
questions about his priorities
for women, the Premier expressed
his passionate and, I think, sin-
cere concern about the oppression
of children. He said that one

of his first actions on becoming
Premier wqs to close Willingdon
Schools for girls. He also re-
ferred to the outlawing of the
strap in the Public Schools. The
closing of Willingdon was, in his
words "a dramatic change" which
was made in spite of the fact

that a lot of people have not
changed their attitudes, that they
still believe "delinquent" children
should be incarcerated. The same
is true of the removal of the strap.
According to the Premier, the evi-
dence is that most people wanted
the strap retained, and that

they would support its reintroduc-
tion. Why then did he not wait un-
til their attitudes changed before
changing the law? He did not wait
because he if fully aware that in
some cases a change in the law is
the only way to bring about a
change in attitude and at the same
time provide protection for the
victims.

ONLY A BEGINNING

The Government has introduced some
legislation to protect women: the
new Human Rights Code (not yet
proclaimed); an increase in the
minimum wage (which helps women
by virtue of the fact that so
many working women are clustered
together in the lowest-paying
jobs); changes in the Worker's
Compensaiton Act (including a
change in the name - words, words,
words, - although even here there
is evidence of unconscious sexism
in the provisions for survivors
benefits); and most important the
efforts of Eileen Dailly to tackle
the problem of sexist material in
the public school curriculum, and
of Jack Radford to provide equal
opportunity for young women and
girls in sports programmes. These

actions represent a beginning.

They are not, however, sufficient
to justify the Government's claim
that it has done more for women
than any other government in
North America. In fact, such
piecemeal legislation is open to
the charge of tokenism unless it
is accompanied by a genuine under-
standing that sexism is an inte-
gral feature of capitalist socie-
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ty, and a commitment to effect fun-
damental structural changes. The
Premier, and most of his colleagues
in the government, have not shown
themselves willing to make such a
commitment, nor indeed have they
demonstrated an understanding of
the problem.

The oppression of women can only
be ended by cencerted effort em-
ploying every available means,
from public statements and discus-
sion, which means words of support
from those in positions of leader-
ship, to legislation to ensure e-
qual opportunity and protection
against discrimination. The Wo-
men's Movement will continue to
work to bring about changes in
attitudes. The united effort of
the Women's Caucus, and their
splendid and moving expression

of their ongoing commitment to

the struggle, changed the atti-
tudes of many delegates at the
Convention, and resulted in the
strong vote in favour of the Wo-
men's Resolution. But we are

clear about one thing, and the
government should know it: this

is only the beginning!

- Hilda Thomas

CONVENTION
ELECTIONS ———

THE INS AND OUTS OF OUR DEFEAT
(AND WHY IT WAS A VICIORY)

The steamroller moved in on the last
convention.

Even from within the euphoria of
the women's caucus that followed
the successful passage of our
major policy statement, it was

obvious to many of us that the
scene we had witnessed during

four days in Kamloops was vic-
ious, malicious--and organized.

Beginning At
The Beginaing.. - - --

What was different about this
convention compared to those of
the previous few years was the
extent of polarization. There
were essentially two camps, and
what they were (according to
government spokespersons at
least) was this: vyou are either
for the government or agin it--
no in-betweens allowed.

Of course, there are many in-
betweens--probably the majority
of the Party falls into this
category. Still, it was clean
house time for the government
and what had to go was what was
quite openly referred to as
"enemies of the Party". The
outgoing Executive was one (that
was the Executive where we had
one-third representation: the
highest since the Party began,
and all feminists). The DEMO-
CRAT was another. It is popu-
Tar in the Party, printing let-
ters and articles that are cri-
tical as well as those that
praise. But as Dave Stupich
told the convention, the DEMO-
CRAT has hurt the Party more
than anything else; it is more
dangerous to the government
than Pat Burns, the influential
fascist of the Vancouver hot
lines. And of course there
were the Women's Committee
crazies, the Vancouver Area
Council crazies and the unalign-
ed crazies such as the environ-
mentalists, most of the policy
committees, etc.

What we saw at the convention

23



r
[/

was what a lot of us already knew.
The government's response to crit-
icisms that it is unresponsive to
Party Poliecy and arrogant towards
the Party has not been to estab-
lish mechanisms to resolve dif-
ferences. Its response ig to
make up an enemies list, add to
it daily, then try to wipe them
out. That's what happened at the
convention. There were, of cou-
rse, organized efforts to defeat
certain resolutions, especially
the women's resolution, and the
government was none too happy to
see the convention come out in
favour of Indian land claims and
to watch the fourth convention in
a row call for a Ministry of the
Environment. But all that's just

policy and policy can be ignored.

Electing the Party's Executive
is not an administrative act.

It is a political act, and if we
didn't know that before we shou-
1d know it now. All stops were
out in organizing against the
"enemies" and to ensure the el-
ection of the government slate

(which for some reason was
called "the Party's slate".)

The government slate was a long
time in the making. (Nothing

is secret in this Party.) Ef-
forts to oust the last Executive
tegan almost immediately after
it was elected. TFor at least
four months prior to the Kam-
loops convention the government
slate was being systematically
organized. (And in case any

What counts to the

controlling forcesJ;

is to maintain con hat COunts
trol. Thus the
question of who wa

to the executive
was central.

For readers who may
not know the ins
and outs of conven-

or was not GIEC!tedsH COntrolling ’orces ,s

4
z) Maintain ‘.ontrol. o'

sponse to the
Women's Committee
public criticisms
of the government,
rest easy. This
slate was well on
its way long be-
fore that time.)

“think it was a re-
o T

The government
slate came from

tions, candidates
for the Party's Executive rarely
run as individuals. They norma-
lly run on one slate or another--
that is, people unite around an
issue or set of principles, pre-
sent a number of candidates and
ask delegates to vote for all of
them. (It's very much like gen-
eral elections where people are
asked to vote for the principles
and program of a Party instead

of for individuals.) But there
is also the phenomenon of the
"official" slate (in this case,
the government slate) presented
by the controlling forces of the
Party. This slate traditionally
says nothing at all--just a list
of names, and delegates friendly
to that group are quietly inform-
ed that this is it.
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the top and filt-
ered down. It was essentially a
product of the Premier and Cab-
inet, wound its way through the
backbench and rested squarely

on Coquitlam, Nanaimo and most
of Delta--the ridings with the
largest membership (and there-
fore lots of delegates) and the
ridings which are the most con-
servative. And along the way

it made a few good, old-fashion-
ed backroom deals.

For example: the original gov-
ernment slate was all-out war
against just about everybody.
But through a little wheeling
and dealing it was agreed to
include on the slate three rep-
resentatives chosen by the lab-
our caucus in the Party. In




return, labour was to support
the entire slate. But the deal
was more than that. It was a
deal to combine forces against
us.

So it was polarized. And every
possible manoevre was made to
maintain that polarization and
to name all those who opposed
the slate as--guess what? Ene-
mies of the Party. Tactics
varied from honey to vinegar.
Throughout the convention the
Premier and cabinet tried their
best to convince delegates that
they were moving hard and fast
on Women's rights and that we
don't know what we're talking
about. (A variation on this
theme was that we know they're
doing good work for women but
have unnamed and probably insid-
ious motives for being critical).
Attacks on the Democrat were
sneaked into this speech and
that speech in the time-honoured
fashion of smear and innuendo.
(The issue of the Democrat was
never put on the floor for de-
bate and therefore there was no
chance at all to actually dis-
cuss it). Individuals were the
subject of personal attack and
insult. All sorts of procedural
hassles were made to try to pre-
vent debate or to create a situ-
ation favourable to the govern-
ment slate. Examples: an agen-
da amendment from Coquitlam, pre-
pared with the advance agreement
of the chair, tried to ensure
that all officers were elected
at once in order to ram through
the entire slate. A ruling from
the chair to elect two alterna-
tes to the Executive separately
from the regular election was
made because only ten members
were to be elected at that time
and the government slate had 12
on it. A motion defeating a
question period after the Prem-
ier's opening speech was justi-

fied on the grounds that the

Premier would entertain questions
later in the Convention. But,
surprising to no-one, the Prem-
ier later made a quick sum-up
jolly good fellow speech and left
the convention, no questions
asked. And on and on.

All of these things happened not
because of principles or policy
or anything else. It was stric-
tly a numbers game. They had
organized for the convention and
we had not. They had the numb-
ers and we didn't. So it was

no shock to see the entire gover-
nment slate elected except for
two, who lost to Alan Artibise
of Kamloops, who squeaked thro-
ugh on a combined women-labour-
left men-regional vote, and
Terri Ash, who went through six
ballots for the honour of being
elected second alternate. (This
means that if two executive
members resign, Terri is moved
up. She has voice on the Exec-
utive but no vote.) All of our
women on last year's executive
were defeated and so were all of
the men who support us, with the
exception of Artibise, and of
George Johnston and Roger Howard,
who were elected by acclamation.

What Do These
Results Mean ?

First, it means that the new
Executive, because it totally
excludes candidates from the
women's movement, is entirely
unrepresentative of the single
most important and one of the
largest blocs in the Party--

the Women's Committee. We now
have no input into the Executive,
and because Executive members
are also members .of Provincial
Council (which is the highest
governing body of the Party out-
side of the convention), we have



lost several voices and votes on
Council. Two of the five mem-
bers of the Democrat editorial
board were from the Women's Com-
mittee and very likely there will
soon be none. (Very soon there
may be no Democrat at all).

However, none of this should be

a cause for alarm. We knew in
advance of the convention what
our probable losses would be and
so are prepared to accept them.
Despite the government's care-
ful attempts to defeat our res-
olution, which we had prepared

in .trong and uncompromising
terms, the Convention endorsed it
by a very substantial majority.
Our movement has grown consgider-
ably in the past year and we
emerged from the convention with
increased numbers, united and
strong in the knowledge that the
government organizes against us
at its peril, not ours. The

very clarity of the situation has
released enormous energy in us
that for the past year was be-
coming depleted in the demoraliz-
ing exercise of trying to con-
vince a hostile government to en-
act Party policy. Most important
of all is the fact that even in
the face of determined and openly
vicious attacks on us all down
the line, and despite the deals
made by various manipulators who
think they speak for labour, they
could not deliver the labour vote
which went to us, and they could
not cut into a firm 40% of the
delegates who were unimpressed by
the enemies list.

And that, sisters, is the stuff
to build on.

ISIS/Women and Film will be on a
3-day film festival tour* in each
of ‘X3 'B.C. "towns . - The tour
started Sept. 5th and will con-
tinue through to Oct. 31lst.

The tour consists of films,
video and other material by wo-
men or on topies concerning
women, with discussions after
the films.

Written information is being pro-
vided by such women's groups in
Vancouver as the Childcare Feder-
ation, the Women's Health Collec-
tive, the Birth Centre and Rape
Relief. The Women's Book Store
will send a selection of books.

Some of the films: "It Happens
To Us" (abortion); Nellie Kap-
lan's "A Very Curious Girl",
"Growing Up Female" and other
NFB "Working Mothers" Series.
The festival is also featuring
an exhibit of works by B.C. wom-
en artists and photographers.

In October the tour will cover
Penticton, Oliver, Powell River,
Courtenay, Nanaimo, Lilloet, Hope
and Aldergrove.

Further information from 1520 W.
6th Ave., Vancouver, 733-9713.
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The experience of the Health Sub-

" Committee at the Kamloops conven-

tion reflected in many ways the
process of the Women's Committee
on that weekend: there were good
moments and bad moments, and a
sense of moving in the right dir-
ection with more strength and su-
pport than before.

BORTION

The good moment,
was on Sunday afternoon in the
plenary when the convention pass-
ed a motion instructing Health
Minister Cocke to make a public
statement indicating that he su-
pports a women's right to abor-
tion and that he is endeavoring
to provide facilities for abor-
tion up to 2C weeks of pregnan-
cy. When Shelly Dillon made the
original motion in the third Hea-
th panel on Saturday, Mr. Cocke
explained his intention to "avoid
public debate" on the issue. Wo-
men delegates in the panel res-
pomded by describing the hardship

(the best moment)

. health care ac
Che convent

O

plememted will continue. (Documen-
tation of the hassles and delays
experienced by women who are seek-
ing abortion provides both the rea-
son and strength for our argument.
Women who live in areas away from
the major population centres in
the province suffer the most. Pl-
ease inform the Health Subcommitee
of any situations concerning ab-
ortion to supplement the material
we already have.

FOULKES R EPORT

The more difficult time at the con-
vention was that spent in the Hea-
th panels on other issues. The
Minister's report outlined a series
of new programmes and plans, many
of them (emergency ambulance ser-
vice, birth control clinecs) des-
irable additions to health care im
British Columbia. However, we have
learned that new services and pro-
grammes do not solve the problems
of a fragmented, centrally-contro-
lled treatment-oriented health
system. For example, a re-orienta-

on women imposed by the Minister'§ tjon towards prevention in health

earlier public statement (in May
1974) in which he asked doctors
to limit abortion to 12-14 weeks
of pregnancy. The panel then
passed Shelly's motion which came
to the convention floor.

Although news of the passage of
the motion by the convention did
make it into some television and
newspaper reports, the Minlster
has yet to make his public state-
ment as resolved by the conven-
tion.

Our struggle to have policy im-

i

care will simply not happen unless
changes are made in the province's
costaesharing plan with the federal
government so that new services
will be financially covered; eq-
ually required are dramatic changes
in the education, practice and
status of physicians and health
administrators and planners so
that users of the services can be
involved on every level.

Our enthusiasm for the Foulkes
Report has been based on its pre-
sentation of the health care sys-
&;em in such a way that we can
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understand the obstacles to a
systematic implementation of
party policy. References to the
Fouldes Report were sprinkled
liberally throughout the Minis-
ter's report to the panels, and
persistent attempts were made

by us to point out the Minister's
inattention the 'Spirit' of the
Foulkes Report: regionalization
of the province, decentraliza-
tion of the power to plan, bud-
get for and delivery of services,
and intergration of services as
guidelines for a comprehensive
health system with the user-
controlled community clinic as
its heart.

A motion requiring the Minister
to prepare a critique of the
Foulkes Report so as to make
clear. his response to this im-
portant document was defeated
in the first two panels. A mo-
tion in the third panel asking
the convention to support the
principles (as outlined above)
in the Foulkes Report was also
defeated, although there was
substantial lively discussion.

VWhar WE Learnen

Several things emerged as a re-
sult of this experience. We
discoverd that when ordinary
women (as people, as party-mem-
bers) attempt to involve them-
selves in responsible partici-
pation in government planning
we are perceived as challenging
or attacking the government.
Many delegates in the panel
sessions, as well as the Min-
ister, were defensive of gov-
ernment actions and attempted
to discredit and demean our ar-
guments rather than to deal
openly with the issues.

We also learned that despite
the opposition to our attempts

as the reorganization of the Health
Department, we malntained our con-

fidence in our ability to analy-
ze the situation, and to make per-
tinent reccommendations.

And finally, it was more clear
than ever at the convention that
people are reluctant to move into
forbidden territory of the experts
(doctors, Health Ministers, etc.)
We need to continue to educate
ourselves in the process of elim-
inating the mystery from 'health
care' so that there will be many
strong voices at the next conven-
tion.

Melanie Conn
Chairwoman
Health Subcommittee

*PARTY! !

lower mainland
NDP women....

3182 w26 —Van.
Friday, Oct. 4

WE'RE RESPONDING TO A GROUNDSWELL:
WOMEN IN THE LOWER MAINLAND AREA
WANT TO REGENERATE OUR LOWER MAIN-
LAND WOMEN'S COMMITTEE -- AND THIS
IS OUR JUMPING OFF POINT. LOTS OF
IDEAS ARE CIRCULATING -- COME AND
BRING YOUR OWN. (ALSO BRING YOUR
OWN BEER AND WINE IF YOU CAN
AFFORD IT). SEE YOU THERE!

to raise radical issues such

2
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THE WOMEN'S SLATE

& CONVENTION ELECTIONS

Following the format established
last year, the women's caucus
fielded its own candidates at the
1974 convention. The only diff-
erence this year is that we only
elected one of them--and she does-
nt getia vote.

One of our caucus meetings saw
unanimous support for the motion
to run a half-slate of candidates
representative of the NDP women's
movement. (Prior to last year,

we had not run any slates but sim-
pPly had endorsed any woman who
asked for our support.)

A simple decision in itself, our
caucus agonized for a time over
the problem posed by Joyce Nash,
whom several members believed

to be sympathetic to the women's
movement, but who was a candidate
on the government slate and whose
name was put forward for endorse-
ment by the women's caucus.

In other years this would have
posed no problem. Last year, for
example, we named our own candid-
ates and asked the convention to
support them all as our represent-
atives. At the same time we in-
vited other slates to endorse any
or all of them if they chose.This
year however, our caucus felt str-
ongly that the situation was pola-
rized, that the intent of the gov-
ernment slate was clearly against
us, that involvement of any woman
with that slate would add cred-
ibility to it and that she would
be in the position of running a-
gainst the women's movement.

Much discussion took place on this

2

issue, including an offer by
Women's Committee chairwoman
Sharon Yandle to withdraw in
Joyce's favour if, receiving
the endorsement of the women's
caucus, she withdrew from the
government slate. However, wo-
men in close touch with Joyce
indicated that such a withdrawal
would not occur.

In the face of this it was mo-

ved that we endorse no candi-

date running on the goverment
slate. In moving this motion
Hilda Thomas said that because

of her personal knowledge of
Joyce's support for women's righ
ts she presented this resolution
with some reluctance.- However,
she felt that issues were clear
and that the politics of the sit-
uation must take precedence over
her or anyone's personal asseas-
ment of any candidate. Several
speakers echoed this sentiment.
Marge Storm pointed out that she
had refused a nomination from the
labour caucus in order to run as a
women's candidate if we so desired
and for whatever office we chose,
and that she expected all other
women who support the women's move-
ment to do likewise. Other dele-
gates said that while they did not
call into question Joyce's mo-
tives or intent, they felt she had
made an error in judgement for
which the women's movement would
suffer, and that we had to main-
tdain our right to. name our own
candidates. The motion passed
with only a few dissenting votes.

Subsequently, Marge Storm (Surrey)
Sharon Yandle (Vancouver) Terri

9



Ash (Kamloops) and Hilda Thomas
(Point-Grey) were nominated to
contes three table officer pos-
itions with Marge, Sharon and
Hilda receiving the highest votes.
At a candidates meeting later,
however, Hilda withdrew in favour
of Terri in order to present a
more regionally balanced slate.

The question then arose of what
positions to contest. We had to
choose three out of six: President
four vice-presidents, and treasu-
rer. We decided not to run a pres-
jidential candidate as another can-
didate for that position, Alan
Artibise of Kamloops, was running
on a half slate of men who had
endorsed our candidates, and be-
cause he had been vocal in his
support for us in the past. We
also did not challenge Roger How-

icer candidates were not elected
the three who received the lowest
vote from our caucus would with
draw in their favour.

Nominated in order of votes re-
ceived were: Ellen Williams
(Omineca), Melodie Corrigall
(Burrard), Diane Baigent(North
Van-Capilano), Margaret Beardsley
(Coquitlam) and Nick Phillips
(Comox). When it was learned
that none of our table officer
candidates were elected, our slate
for members-at large consisted
of: Marge Storm, Sharon Yandle,
Terri Ash, Ellen Williams and
Melodie Corrigall.

when the first ballot was over,
eight members-at-large had re-
ceived a clear majority (50%+1)
and were declared elected. All

ard for treasurer, and were on the govern-
for the same reasons. slates ment slate. Hilda
?his left three pos- ! 'Thomas had also been
itions to choose out candidates defeated for federal
of four vice-presi- ! council.

depts. After much elections -

discussion it was de With only two seats

cided not to run a
candidate for second vice-presi-
dent against George Johnston, ev- .
en though his name was put for-
ward by the government slate, be-
cause several discussions with
him convinced us that he had not
authorized that slate to include
him and bbcause he had consisten--
tly supported us in the past. Cons
sequently it was agreed to run
Marge Storm for first vice pres-
ident (a pesition she held last
year), Sharon Yandle for third and
Terri Ash for fourth.

At the next women's caucus meeting
held before the table officer ba-
lloting results were known, Hilda

Thomas was elected unopposed as
our candidate for federal council.

Five other women were nominated
as our half-slate for executive
members-at-large on the under-

standing that if our table off-
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left to fill on the new executive,
womeRr's caucus met again to de-
cide if we should field two, one
or no candidates for the second
ballot. Although Alan Artibise
(who had been defeated for pres-
ident and run for member-at large)
received hhe highest number of
votes of anyone (male or female)
sympathetic to us, the slate
which supported him gave us the
choice of how many we wanted to
run with the understanding that
their remaining candidates would
withdraw in our favour if we so
chose. Our meeting decided that
because of his support and be-
cause he had the best chance of
being elected, we would withdraw
all but one of our candidates in
Alan's favour. Our own choice
for the one position remaining
was Terri, who had polled more
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votes than our other representa-
tives, but we felt we could not
run her since both she and Alan
are from Kamloops. It was then
decided that Terri would withdraw
in favour of Sharon, as did all
our other candidates.

On the second ballot Alan was el-
ected, but no other received a
clear,majority. The third ballot,
to elect the last member-at-large
also did not produce a clear
choice but narrowed the contest
to Sharon and Lloyd Fedewa of the
government slate. Sharon came
within ten votes of winning on
the third ballot, but lost Fedewa
by about 30 votes on the fourth.

The last election of the day was
for alternate members-at-large---
people who are elected to fill
any vacancies that may arise on
the executive and who have voice
but no vote. We decided to run
Terri and Sharon. After one ba-
llot, Doug Kelly of the govern-
ment slate was elected---but no
other candidate received a clear

for the second slet. Sharon,
who polled less votes than Terri
on that ballot, then withdrew in
her favour, and the final ballot
showed Terri elected as second
alternate.

All of this may be confusing to
people who havent attended con-
ventions before. It was confus-
ing to many of us who were there,
as was shown by the fact that some
of our women were not present for
the third and fourth ballots.
This may have easily affected the
results. In retrospect, it also
seems clear that we should have
run Terri instead of Sharon when
that choice first had to be made.
Regional sentiments in the Party
run high, and while Lower Main-
land men are prepared to vote

for our representatives from the
regions, many regionla people are

3"

'not prepared to vote for Lower

Mainland candidates. Thus Terris
vote was consistently higher than
any of our candidates because

she was able to add to our stan-
dard women-labour-left men vote
the extra component of a region-
al vote. And because voting was
so strongly by slate on either
side, delegates would probably
have had no difficulty in supp-
orting both Alan and Terri, even
though both are from the same
riding. Terri's early election,
too would have freed up another
space in the election for alter-
nates, and while we still would
probably not have elected Sharon,
we may easily have elected one
of the men favourable to us who
withdrew in order to support us.

RESULTS...

President: Frank Murphy

1st vice-president: Joyce Nash

3rd vice-president: Ted Maclatchey
4th vice-president: Shannon O'Neal
(all of the government slate)

George Johnston was elected 2nd
vice-president and Roger Howard
treasurer, both by acclaimation.

Members-at-large: Ken Antifaev,
Monica Davis, Lloyd Fedewa, Lyle
Kristiansen, Dorothy Leggett,
Carl Liden, Janette Pesklevits,
Karen Sanford, and Red Visser
(all of the government slate)
and Alan Artibise.

Alternates: Doug Kelly (govt.
slate) and Terri Ash

Federal council: Mark Rose and
Hans Brown (govt. slate)

Footnote: 6 of the 20 elected are
women who ran on the govt. slate.
As one of that slate's organizers
said,"We aren't running any of
those crazy women's libbers!"



New

Directions

The final women's caucus meeting
was held at the close of the con-
vention in Kamloops on September
2nd. There was wide regional
representation and an age span of
three generations. Some women
explained that they had come to
the convention either uncommitted
or prepared to vote against the
Women's Resolution. The negative
reactions of the Premier to wo-
men's issues and the openness and
sisterhood of the women's caucus
changed their minds.

Although delegates were pressed
for time,there was a consensus
that we needed to discuss direct-
ions for the coming year. There
was strong agreement on the neces-
sity for continued struggle.
Several recommendations were made
for the Steering Committee to
explore.

We agreed that our future direct-
ion should be toward broadening
the base of issues within the
women's movement and the party.
Last year the strongest sentiment
expressed in our caucus meetlngs
was solidarity on women's rlghts.
This year, based on our collectiv
experience and understandlng of
the integral connections between
socialism and femlnlsm, there was
recognition that in order to en-
compass the needs and solutions
of the women's movement, we must
deal with broader issues leading
to a socialist society for all.
The unanimous desire was expres-
sed for us to work intensively

in the next year, possibly pro-
ducing a document on a wide range
of issues. 3

One thing apparent at the caucus
meetings was the large numbers of
women struggllng alone or in small
groups in isolated constituencies
and regions. Two proposals were
made to explore ways of ensuring
these sisters information, sup-

port, and voice in the coming
year.
a) broaden the base of represen-

tatives to the Steering Com-
mittee.
b) hold two or three conferences
of the NDP Women's Committee.

Other suggestions for the Steering
Committee were:

a) consideration of future deal-
' ings with the government.
b) study and recommend a new for-

mat for NDP conventions which
would better serve the needs
of delegates.

establish a committee to study
the mechanics of electing wo-
men candidates at all levels
of government.

c)

All sisters were urged to attend
the Founding Convention of the
Federation of B.C. Women in Van-
couver, September 13th - 15th.

The last caucus meeting ending
with women rushing off to organ-
ize rides home, weary but elated,
feeling truly, 'this is just the
beginning'

Jill Brown,
Vancouver-Burrard.

Yo'
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The following exchange of letters was sent to Priorities by Nancy
Caldwell (formerly Nancy LeMaistre), who has been a member of the
Priorities editorial board over the last year.

Dear Sirs:

Re: Account with Nancy W. LeMaistre
Number:

This is to advise you taht as of immediately, I shall
be changing my name back to my maiden name. As such I would
appreciate it if you would alter your account records and issue
me a new card in the appropriate name. My new name will be:

Nancy W. Caldwell
I prefer the title Ms. to Mrs. or Miss.

Trusting this is satisfactory, I remain,
Yours very truly,

Nancy W. (LeMaistre) Caldwell
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Mrs. N. W. Caldwell
1202 - 1842 Barclay
Vancouver, B. C.

Dear Mrs. Caldwell:

Re: Account No.

Please accept our congratulations and best wishes on your recent
marraige and change of name.

To bring our records up to date, would you please be good enough
to have your husband complete the enclosed application form and
indicate whether or not you would like two cards, one for each of
you, or just one in your own name. Your request will be processed
as quickly as possible.

Since all our accounts are filed in alpha-numeric system, your
change of name will also require a change in account number. Would
you please, therefore, enclose your present credit card for can-
cellation when returning the enclosed application. .

Your very truly,
(Miss) M. Blackburn
Home 0il Distributors Ltd.



BCFW

Founding
Convention

The Founding Convention of the BC
Federation of Women ended a little
over 24 hours before the writing
of this article. There has

really not been time to make a
Full And Considered Analysis of
the event, and therefore these
comments should be seen as an in-
terim assessment as it were.

Coming Together

About 350 sisters came to the UBC
convention site over the weekend
of 13-15 September. They came
from Pouce Coupe, Coquitlam, Van-
couver, Langley, Heriot Bay, Daw-
son Creek, Kamloops, Kelowna,
Prince George, Courtenay...and so
on. I think that virtually every
area of the province was repre-
sented. As well, the women there
were members of a very wide range
of groups: Voice of Women, NDP
Women's Committee, Status of
Women, a dozen different women's
centres, Health Collective, Li-
beral Women's Association, BC
Committee to Defend Dr. Morgen-
taler, Women In Teaching, UBC and
UVic Women's Action Groups, Women
of the Peace, IWA, OTEU, AUCE,
Kootenay Council, Federal Advis-
ory Council on the Status of
Women -- and there were probably
more that I don't remember. And
there were of course many women
unaffiliated to any particular
organization.

So: all these sisters came to-
gether to try to construct an

34

organization capable of focusing
and drawing together the strength
of the women's movement in BC.
Political views at the Convention
ranged from right to very left;
ages ranged from 14 to over 60;
backgrounds and personal life-
styles of 350 different varieties
were there. That in itself is
quite an achievement. In no
other part of Canada or Ouebec
has the women's movement held
such a convention for such a
purpose.

Problems

The Convention had some problems,
all right, and I'd like to deal
with those and then get on to
what I see as its achievements.
In the Saturday plenary session
to discuss the Goals and Policy
for the Federation -- obviously

a crucial discussion -- we ran
into heavy procedural turbulence.
The origin of these problems lay
in the agenda, which was revealed
by the harsh light of reality to
be totally inadequate in terms of
its proposed time allotment for
this important debate. This si-
tuation was exacerbated by a
too-rigid adherence to the letter
rather than the spirit of Robert's
Rules by the chair, and by the
in-experience of many sisters in
combatting the restrictiveness of
those Rules. Confusion, frustra-
tion, and feelings of being hope-
lessly boxed-in resulted. At one
point the plenary had to be ad-
journed in order for the Steering
Committee to come up with new
agenda proposals to clear the air
and enable the Convention to con-
duct its business. Unfortunately
a number of women were so turned
off by this experience that they
left and didn't come back. Note
for the future: allot plenty of
time for policy discussion (it's
after all the most important),
and don't be afraid to allot
still more if necessary.




=

p— T

However, in one way or another
the Convention managed on Satur-
day to do the following: to have
extensive workshop sessions on

4 areas of policy (Health, Edu-
cation, Childcare and Employment)
; to pass general policy state-
ments and several specific de-
mands related to each of these;
to vote in favour of participa-
ting in International Women's
Year and in favour of calling on
the Canadian government to cele-
brate it by removing abortion
from the Criminal Code; to vote
support to a demonstration being
held that day by native groups
from Cache Creek; to begin dis-
cussion of a proposed structure
for the Federation; and to vote
the Federation into existence.

A summary of the policy adopted
will be printed in the next issue
of Priorities. On the whole I
think 1t"s good, and that most
members of the NDP Women's Com-
mittee will react positively to
- & o ‘

RaHy & Party

On Saturday evening the tensions
and anger and fruetrations of the
day were dissolved in the happi-
ness and enthusiasm of one of the
best rallies I've been at in a
long time. About 200 gathered at
Vancouver's Courthouse. On the
steps stood -- or rather, floated
-- a 30-ft-high and 16-ft-wide
replica of the women's liberation
symbol, composed of scarlet and
white balloons. This remarkable
object, created for the occasion
by the Royal Canadian Aerial
Theatre group, was floodlit from
behind and formed a brilliant
backdrop for the speakers. Women
from 15 or so groups, represent-
ing all parts of the province,
came up to the mike one after
another to give greetings to the
new Federation and to wish it
Happy Birthday and Many Happy
Returns. Then we marched on the
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streets, the balloon-symbol at
the head of the procession, and
carrying an enormous banner
beautifully inscribed with the
Federation's name. In front of
the YWCA, where our celebration
party was to be held, we formed
a circle around the balloons;
their restraining ropes were
cut, and the women's symbol
soared up into the light and
darkness of the city evening,
accompanied by cheers and songs.
Then, simply, we went to the
party and drank a lot of beer.

Structure

Sunday morning we concluded the
discussion on structure. The
Federation will welcome both
group memberships and individual
memberships. Groups may join

by declaring their support for
the Federation's aims and giving
a donation, and individuals in
the same manner. We then elected
a Standing Committee, or execu-
tive. It includes regional re-
presentatives, elected by women
from 12 regions of BC, and 10
members elected by the Conven-
tion as a whole, seven far spe-
cific tasks and three as members
at large. A full list of the
Standing Committee members, com-
plete with addresses and phones,
will appear in next month's Prio-
rities.

Victoria Action

Discussion on the proposed Women's
Parliament came next. The pro-
posal from the Steering Committee
was for a Parliament in a very
literal sense -- for a Lieu-
tenant-Governor (or Governess),
women military personnel in the
House, representation by ridings,
bills written out in correct
legalese, adherence to all rules
of Parliament, etc. Many women
pointed out the narrowness of
such an approach, and questioned



the value to the women's movement
of going through such a process.
The proposal was defeated, and a
substitute motion passed. This
called for the BCFW to assemble
the largest possible number of
wmmen together in Victoria early
in 1975, to present the goals §&
demands of the Federation as
decided in Convention, and to call
wpon federal and provincial levels
of government to implement them
immediately. This proposal ob-
viously gives us much greater
scope, and the possibility of
attracting larger numbers of
women to the action. It's also
going to require a lot of thought
and planning to ensure that the
event has an effective and force-
ful political direction. Ideas
are invited from Priorities
readers. This is potentially the
kind of action that can build the
BCFW, the women's movement as a
whole, and which can offer great
opportunities for the NDP Women's
Committee as well.

The Convention voted to add the
name of the BCFW to the list of
sponsors for the upcoming tour of
Dr. Henry Morgentaler, who will

be speaking in Vancouver on Thurs-
day 10 October, at the Public
Library. His case goes to the
Supreme Court earlier in the
month.

A Financial Report from the
Steering Committee came next,
which presented the inevitable
news of a desperate need for
funds. Various ways of raising
funds were considered, and two
which were endorsed for consider-
xion by the new Standing Committee
were applications for government
grants and holding a lottery.

The Convention concluded with
meetings of women interested in
various policy areas, and finally
the new Standing Committee met
with the press.
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Now What ?

Altogether it was quite a weekend,
and the final results are obvi-
ously yet to emerge. The enthu-
siasm for such a Federation I
think endured through the diffi-
culties of the Convention, and
most women left feeling that a
reasonably good start had been
made. Now comes the hard part --
making it work. The job ahead is
enormous: to find ways of commu-
nicating the BCFW's aims and ac-
tivities around the province, to
keep such a hetérogenous group
united around certain basic aims,
to focus its work in a public

and clear fashion. The responsi-
bilities of the new Standing
Committee are great.

I also think that NDP women have

a particular responsibility. We
played an important role both in
preparing for the Convention and
in the gathering itself, and I
think this must be continued. We
should also remember that we our-
selves have a hell of a lot to
learn from the experiences which
this new Federation goes through.
The BCFW, given the wide range

of political views which it en-
compasses, is far more represen-
tative of the women's movement as
a whole than is our own Women's
Committee within the NDP. Such an
organization is a challenge to us
as socialist women -- to work in
it, to present our ideas and fight
for them within it, to share in
its efforts, and to win women to
the goals of socialism. The first
opportunity to do all this will be
in the planning and carrying out
of the action in Victoria in 1975.
I'd like to see all chapters of
the Committee consider this in

the near future.

CYNTHIA FLOOD

6 Vancouver-Centre




Labour & Justice Hearings

The Provincial Government has set up a Labour and Justice Committee
to "examine the exclusion of those employees who are engaged in ag-
ricultural or domestic service from the Labour Code, from workers
compensation coverage, and from other labour standards legislation,
to determine of there is a need for reform of the status of agri-
cultural workers and domestic workers under Provincial legislation.."

The Committee members are: Colin Gabelman, Chairperson, Rosemary
Brown, Secretary, Anderson, Barnes, D'Arcy, Dent, King, MacDonald,
Smith, Richter, and Anderson.

The Committee will be holding public hearings throughout the province
beginning October 9th. NDP party policy on this issue states "that
an NDP government would permit collective bargaining for all employ-
ees including agricultural and professional workers and domestic
workers". We would encourage women in all areas to attend the hear-
ings to make your views known and to press for the implementation

of this policy. The schedule of the committees public hearings is

as follows:

Date Place Time
October 9 Birch Room, #339, Parliament Bldgs. 2 - 6p.m.
Victoria
October 10 Island Hall, Parksville l0a.m. - 4p.m.
October 15 Billy Barker Hotel, Quesnel 8 - 1llp.m.
October 16 McKenzie Inn, Fort St. John 3 - S5p.m.
October 17 Park Inn, Dawson Creek 3 9 - 2p.m.
October 18 Terrace Hotel, Terrace l - 6p.m.
October 22 Kootenay Hotel, Creston 2 - 9p.m.
October 23 Penticton Inn, Penticton 2 - 9p.m.
October 24 Armstrong Legion Hall, Armstrong 2 - 9p.m.
October 25 Grasslands Motor Hotel, Merritt 2 - 6p.m.
October 29 Beach Gardens Resort Hotel, Powell River 2 - 9p.m.
October 30 Empress Hotel, Chilliwack 2 - 9p.m.
October 31 Biltmore Hotel, Vancouver l0a.m. - 4p.m.

steskeskeskestesieste sheskesieslesieskeskeskeste sl sk sfeoke sk skl sk skeske e st ke skesfesfesle sk sk skeokesfeokesfeole s sk sk ksl e ke sk e e e ske ke
37



The Pglitics Of Housework

(Excerpts from a pamphlet of the
same name by Pat Mainardi).

Liberated women -- very different
from women's liberation. The
first signals all kinds of good-
ies to warm the hearts (not to
mention the other parts) of the
most radical men. The other sig-
nals -- housework. The first

brings sex without marriage, sex .

before marriage, cozy housekeep-
ing arrangements ("You see, I'm
living with this chick") and the
self-content of knowing that
you're not the kind of man who
wants a doormat for a woman.
That will come later.

On the other hand is Women's
Liberation -- and housework.
What? You say this is all trivi-
al? Wonderful! That's what I
thought. It seems perfectly
reasonable. We both had careers,
we both had to work a couple of
days a week to earn enough to
live on, so why shouldn't we
share the housework? So I sug-
gested it to my mate and he
agreed--most men are too hip to
turn you down flat. You're
right, he sald It s only fair.

IT_.STlNKs~

Then an 1nterest1ng thlng hap-
pened. I can only explain it by
stating that we women have been
brainwashed more than even we
can imagine. Probably too many
years of seeing media-women com-
ing over their shiny waxed
floors or breaking down over
dirty shirt collars. Men have
no such conditioning. They rec-
ognize the essential fact of
housework right from the begin-
ning. Which is that it stinks..3.

Housework trivial?
11 fe!
burden.

THE DIALOGUE”

So ensued a dialogue that's been
going on for many years. Here
are some of the high points: |

Not on your
Just try to share the

"I don't mind sharing the house-
work, but I don't do it very
well. We should each do the
things we're best at."

Meaning: Unfortunately I'm no
good at things like washing dish-
es and cooking. What I do best
is a little light carpentry,
changing light bulbs, moving fur-
niture. (How often do you move
furniture?)

Also meaning: Historically the
Tower classes (blacks and women)
have had hundreds of years doing
menial jobs. It would be a
waste of manpower to train some-
one else to do them now.

Also meaning: I don't like the
dull stupid boring jobs, so you
should do them.

Hskokokkok  ofe kkokokokok

"I don't mind sharing the work,
but you'll have to show me how
talido it."

Meanin I ask a lot of ques-
tions and you'll have to show me
everything, every time I do it
because I don't remember so good.
Also, don't try to sit down and
read while I'm doing my jobs
because I'm going to annoy hell
out of you until it's easier to




do them yourself.

kokdokkk o sekokokokok

"We used to be so happy!" (said
whenever it was his turn to do
something).

I used to be so happy.

Meaning:
Life without housework

Meaning:
is bliss. No quarrel here. Per-
fect agreement.

seokstokokok o kskokakokok

"We have different standards, and
why should I have to work to your
standards. That's unfair."

Meaning: If I begin to get
bugged by the dirt and crap, I
will say, "This place sure is a
sty" or "How can anyone live like
this?" and wait for your reac-
tions. I know that all women hav
have a sore called guilt over a
messy house or housework 1s ulti-
mately my responsibility. If I
rub this sore long and hard
enough it'll bleed and you'll do
the work. I can outwait you.

Also meaning: I can provoke in-
numerable scenes over the house-
work issue. Eventually, doing
all the housework yourself will
be less painful to you than try-
ing to get me to do half.

dokckokokok oo skskakkokok

"I've got nothing against shar-
ing the housework, but you can't
make me do it on your schedule."

Meaning: passive resistance.
I'11 do it when I damn well
please, if at all. If my job is
doing dishes, it's easier to do
them once a week. If taking out
laundry, once a month. If wash-
ing the floors, once a year. If
you don't like it, do it your-
self oftener, and then I won't
do it at@all}
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"I hate it more than you. You

don't mind it so much."

Meaning: Housework is shitwork.
It's t%e worst crap I've ever
done. It's degrading and humili-
ating for someone of my intelli-

gence to do it. But for someone
of your intelligence...

dokskokoksk  ofe  dekskeoleskok

"Housework is too trivial to even
talk about."

Meaning: It's even more trivial
to do. Housework is beneath my
status. My purpose in life is to

deal with matters of significance.
Yours is to deal with matters of
insignificance. You should do
the housework.

sokokskokk  ofe ddekskokokk

"In animal societies, wolves, for
example, the top animal is usual-
ly a male even where he is not
chosen for brute strength but on
the basis of cunning and intelli-
gence. Isn't that interesting?"

Meaning: I have historical, psy-
chological, anthropological and
biological justification for

keeping you down. How can you
ask the top wolf to be equal?

soksiokokk  ofe  sfokskakkk

"Women's Liberation isn't really
a political movement."

Meaning: The Revolution is com-
ing too close to home.

Also meaning: I am only interes-
ted 1n how I am oppressed, not
how I oppress others...

sk S sk

"Man's accomplishments have al-
ways depended on getting help

from other people, mostly women.
What great man would have accom-




plished what he did if he had to

do his own housework?"

Meaning: Oppression is built in-
to the system and I...receive the
benefits of this system. I don't
want to give them up.

post-script...

1. He is feeling it’more than
you. He'g? losing some leisure
and you're gaining it. The meas-
ure of your oppression is his
resistance.

2. Men have always had servants
(you) to take care of the bottom
stratum of life while he has con-
fined his efforts to the rarefied
upper regions. It is thus ironic
when they ask of women: Where
are your great painters, states-
men, etc. Mrs. Matisse ran a
millinery shop so he could paint.
Mrs. Martin Luther King kept his
house and raised his babies.

3. It is a traumetizing experi-
ence for someone who has always
thought of himself as being
against any oppression or exploi-
tation of one human being by
another to realize that in his
daily life he has been accepting
and implementing (and benefitting
from) this exploitation.

4. Arm yourself with some know-
ledge of the psychology of op-
pressed peoples everywhere and a
few facts about the animal king-
dom. I admit playing top wolf
or who runs the gorillas is silly
but as a last resort men bring
it up all the time. Talk about
bees...The psychology of op-
pressed peoples is not silly.
Blacks, women and immigrants
have all employed the same psy-
chological mechanisms to sur-
vive. Admiring the oppressor,
glorifying the oppressor, want-
ing to be like the oppressor,

wa

wanting the oppressor to like
them.

5. One hour a day is a low esti-
mate of the amount of time one
has to spend "keeping" oneself.
By foisting this off on others,
man has seven hours a week--one
working day--more to play with
his mind and not his human needs.

6. Life changes but it goes on.
Don't fall for any crap about the
death of everything if men take a
turn at the dishes. They will
imply that you are holding back
the Revolution (their Revolution).
But you are advancing it.

7. Keep checking up; These
things have a way of backsliding
so that a year later once again
the woman is doing everything

8. Beware of the double whammy.
He won't do the little things he
always did because you're now a
"Liberated Woman", right? Of
course, he won't do anything
else either...

OhMe-gawd!!

I was just finishing this when
my husband came in and asked what
I was doing. Writing a paper on

housework. Housework? he said.
Housework? Oh my god how trivial
can you get. A paper on house=
work.
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