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FEATURES 

GLOBAL SISTERHOOD? 
Does feminism transcend 
nationality, or do our national 
boundaries and cultural 
milieux inform our politics? 
Myrna Kostash explores her 
own position as a Canadian 
feminist in relation to the US 
movement, and as a North 
American feminist in relation 
to feminism in Greece, where 
she lived for a year. Page 8. 

FREEDOM OF 
REPRESSION: Two views on 
the pornography / censorship 
debate look at the Ontario 
Censor Board and the Crimin
al Code of Canada, at prior 
censorship and legal prohibi
tion. Cyndra MacDowall ques
tions the assumed powers of 
the Censor Board and its pro
tection of the pornography 
industry; Lisa Freedman and 
Susan Ursel question the poli
tics of 'freedom of expression' 
and suggest that law reform 
should aim at pornographic 
material, not that which is 
legally defined as 'obscene'. 
Page 4. 

NEWS 

MOSCOW OR BUST: Berit 
A s , Norwegian feminist, talks 
to Dorothy Rosenberg about 
the Scandinavian Women's 

March to Moscow last sum
mer, about the minimal media 
coverage of the event, the dif
ficulties and rewards of organ
izing the march, and about 
political strategies within the 
peace movement. Page 6. 

C A L L A SPADE A SPADE: 
Gillean Chase argues that Bill 
C-127, the sexual assault law 
which went into effect in Jan
uary and which replaces the 
very specific word 'rape' with 
the vague words 'sexual 
assault', may well serve to 
invalidate women's experience 
of the crime. Page 3. 

COMMENT 

WOMEN'S CULTURAL 
BUILDING: The Building is a 
verb, and according to Eve 
Zaremba, the Women's Cul
tural Building collective is off 
to a good start: with its Five 
Minute Feminist Cabaret and 
Pork Roast cartoon show, its 
headquarters and hotline, its 
film series and exhibitions, its 
brunch and egg-rolling contest, 
all part of the Festival of 
Women Building Culture. 
Page 11. 

IWD: INTERNATIONAL 
WHO'S DAY? Lois 
Lowenberger criticizes Tor
onto's International Women's 
Day organizers for losing sight 
of a feminist perspective, and 
giving far too much space to 
liberation movements and to 
the political concerns of male-
dominated organizations. 
There is a time for involve
ment in these movements and 
co-operation with these 
groups, but IWD is not it. 
Movement Comment, page 14. 

ARTS 

FEMALE PARTS: Gay Bell 
talks to actress Maja Ardal 
about the roles she takes on m 
Female Parts, four short plays 
by Italian playwrights Franca 
Rame and Dario Fo — from 
working class woman to 
middle class housewife, from 
pregnant politico to latter-day 
Medea: "A totally revolu
tionary night of theatre," says 
Ardal. Page 10. 

OUTSIDE BROADSIDE: 
Don't miss this month's calen
dar of Toronto Women's 
Events, for April 1983. Page 
15. 

A QUICK TRIP: Anne 
Cameron's latest novel, The 
Journey, won't lead you down 
paths of profundity, says 
reviewer Susan G. Cole, but 
takes you instead on a delight
ful feminist romp through the 
'Western' genre of literature. 
If you were dissatisfied with 
the paucity of female role 
models in traditional Westerns, 
this is the book for you. Page 
11. 

CUTE LITTLE GOD: The 
film version of Mahatma 
Gandhi's story replaces the 
dedicated patriot with a one-
dimensional deity, according 
to Anne Cameron. It also casts 
blame on the Muslim popula
tion for internal strife, and 
manages to convey that Britain 
chose to grant India indepen
dence. Page 12. 
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Broadside: 

I was disappointed with the article " M . Q . II 
Leaves Us Dancing" by Deena Rasky (Dec. 
82-Jan. 83). 

Rasky as a member of a collective should 
realize that when reviewing another collec
tive, all the collective members should be 
mentioned, or none at all, depending on 
whether the collective as an entity is being 
discussed or the individual members re
viewed. Also , when reviewing a rock band, 
particularly emphasizing the rhythmic na
ture of the band, it seems inexcusable to omit 
a review of the bass playing and/or player 
who creates the rhythm. 

Neither Jacqui Snedker (bass) nor Linda 
Robitaille (sax) were mentioned, although 
both were collective members and had been 
with M . Q . II for four years, and both were 
members of the original Mama Quilla seven 
years ago. It was out of Linda's desire to 
continue the original Mama Quilla after its 
leader Sara Ellen Dunlop died that M . Q . 11 
was formed. 

I too am sorry that M . Q . II has folded and 
unfortunately 1 think these omissions are in
dicative of the fact that dissolution was un
avoidable. 

Judi H ay ward 
Toronto 
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(The following letter was sent to the March 8 
Coalition, International Women's Day 
Committee, Ctte. Concerned about the Is
raeli/Palestinian Question and I. W.D., and 
Broadside.) 

Broadside: 

Before launching into the substance of our 
letter, we would like to acknowledge the 
hard work that went into I .W.D. and to 
commend the organizers on the choice of the 
route for the march — (the gorgeous day 
also helped). 

As long-time activists in the women's 
movement, we feel obliged to speak out 
against what has become a progressive ero
sion of feminist content in the celebration of 
I .W.D. While it is heartening to see a good 
turn-out, numbers alone do not a movement 
make, especially when those numbers are in
flated by male dominated groups, not 
known for their support of women's strug
gles (except when those struggles coincide 
wit h their own interpretation of what is to be 
done). 

We were particularly disheartened by the 
rally preceding the march: not once in the en
tire round of slogans and speeches was the 
word "feminism" mentioned nor indeed did 
a feminist perspective prevail. We were ex
horted to take on a class perspective; but 
what happened to a feminist perspective? We 
were told that we were working women, im
migrant women, lesbians, even vegetarians; 
were there no feminists there at an I .W.D. 
rally? 

Not only was feminism as analysis and 
perspective absent (there is more to femin
ism than the right to a job, abortion and 
peace) but more alarming still was the intro
duction of a highly divisive and deeply con
troversial issue: the Middle East (reduced at 
the rally to a Palestinian struggle only). A n d 
the way in which the subject was inserted: to 
be told, like robots, to show our solidarity, 
by chanting in Spanish! (is that the universal 
language of struggle now?). 

Is an I .W.D. rally, a day when presumably 
we show our sisterhood with all women, the 
time and the place to shout simplistic Span
ish slogans which are certain to divide us? A s 
feminists, we must debate these issues, how
ever painful they may be; but these discus
sions must take place in a spirit and manner 
which coincides with our struggle as women 
to shape a new world and not in the worn out 
and destructive language of patriarchy. 

Had the rally been the only example of 
such unfeminist and inflammatory beha
viour, we might attribute it to mere foolish
ness and leave it at that; but the March 3rd 
workshop on Women's Liberation, Disar
mament and Anti-Imperialism which pre
ceded I .W.D. makes such a dismissal impos
sible. The Committee Concerned about the 
Israeli/Palestinian Question and I .W.D. has 
written a detailed letter about events on that 
evening; others, not part of that committee, 
corroborate not only the content of the letter 
but have told of the shameful hissing and 
booing that were heard when a woman at
tempted to raise the level of discussion to in
clude a feminist perspective. 

As an endorsing project, the Women's Re
search and Resource Centre has to be con
cerned about the narrowness of the I .W.D. 
perspective. Our project interprets feminism 
in a very broad sense and provides service to 
women from a wide variety of educational 
perspectives. We are not prepared to contin
ue endorsing I .W.D. unless it is in some sense 
attuned to our project objectives. We shall 
therefore not be endorsing next year unless 
I .W.D. moves its focus to represent the 
many vital variations within feminism. 

We join our voice to that of the Commit
tee Concerned about the Israeli / Palestinian 
Question and urge I . W . D . C . and the March 
8th Coalition to seriously consider our 
strongly felt objectives and to recognize that 
we speak for many women. 

Mary O'Brien 
Frieda Forman 
Women's Research-Resource Centre 
Toronto 

Broadside: 

The enclosed statement is a summary of how 
some women's involvement in a study of sci
ence education by the Science Council of 
Canada, has been both minimized and 
ghettoized. 

The conferences referred to in the state
ment will be happening this summer. The 
people invited are the only people to whom 
the five volume draft report is being made 
available. Perhaps the first thing to do is to 

E D I T O R I A L S 

Uncensored Debates 
In iiuS mon(h's issue of Broadside. C\ndra 
MacDowall takes a hard look at the work
ings of the Ontario Censor Board. Her com
ments are provided in the context of the on
going dilemma of film makers and video art
ists who spend more time than they believe 
they should dealing with an arm of the 
government's bureaucracy. A n d it has been 
an unfortunate fact of life that film exhibit
ors, distributors and artists have had a more 
difficult time with the Censor Board than 
have any of the pornographers whose prod
uct feminists would like to see restrained. 

A careful reading of MacDowall 's contri
bution to the debate will reveal a stance 
against censorship, at least when it is defined 
as "p r io r " censorship as is the case with the 
Censor Board. The presence of an anti-
censorship point of view in the pages of 
Broadside calls for a few comments on the 
uniqueness of the feminist press. 

Long-time readers of Broadside will be 
aware that the newspaper has made an at
tempt to bring the issue of pdrnography out 
into the open. Many of our writers, inclu
ding collective members, have taken a strong 
stand against porn. Some (though not all ; 
being anti-porn does not necessarily mean 
being pro-censorship) have also begun to 
develop a political and philosophical de
fence of censorship as a means of diffusing 
the force of porn as a weapon against wo
men. But this is hardly the last word; indeed, 
Broadside has never published an editorial 
on the subject. 

How can Broadside, or any other medium 

that chooses to be a forum lor feminist 
thought, already have answers to a debate 
that has really just begun? Broadside freely 
admits that we can't, and that confession 
helps to distinguish us from the left or right 
press. We don't have a line on every issue, a 
point of view that continually defines the 
contents of our newspaper, and we don't 
publish solely for the sake of persuading our 
readers to adopt that " l i ne . " We want to 
facilitate debate, and the forum is open to all 
those whose aim it is to improve the status of 
women. We are pleased that we could in
clude MacDowall 's article. It is a useful con
tribution to a complex discussion. 

Evidence of the breadth of that discussion 
is given by another article this month, writ
ten by Lisa Freedman and Susan Ursel. The 
piece focusses on obscenity laws and their 
significance in the "freedoms" debate. The 
writers argue that instead of fearing harass
ment at the hands of police who enforce ob
scenity laws, feminists should be working to 
redefine pornography and to change the 
laws so that they can never be used against 
progressive forces. 

The two articles are not counterposed as 
two sides of a debate. Their subjects differ, 
for one thing, and of course, the issues invite 
too many perspectives and levels of ap
proach to be broken down into such a simple 
configuration as " f o r " and "against." The 
articles do reveal the complications and pit
falls of regulating pornography. 

A n d they also help make for real vitality in 
the feminist press. 

SAMPLE THE 
'SAMPLER' 

Broadside's 'Sampler' — a 
collection of articles from 
our first two years — is an 
ideal present for birthdays, 
Christmas, surprises. Send 
$3 (plus 60<p handling) with 
your name, address and 
postal code to: Broadside 
'Sampler', PO Box 494, Sta
tion P, Toronto M5S 2T1. 

OUR MISTAKE 
Last month's graphic for Sarah Sheard's 
article " A n d Now for a Really Big Shoe.. ." 
should have been credited to Jorge Zontal. 

W O M E N ' S 

I N F O R M A T I O N C E N T R E 
O F T O R O N T O 

NOTICE TO A L L MEMBERS: 

Please renew membership. 
Membership fee: $5. May be 
renewed at the Women's Movement 
Archive, 455 Spadina Avenue, Suite 
205. Phone: 597-8865. Membership 
dues must be received by May 10, 
1983. 

The Annual General Meeting of the 
Women's Information Centre of 
Toronto will take place Sunday, 
May 20, 1983 at the Women's 
Movement Archive. 

Moving? 
Send Broadside your 

subscriber's address label 

with your new address. 

Please give us 4 to 6 weeks 

advance notice. 

Broadside 



page three 

explore just who in your region has been in
vited. If you are not on the list you may 
know someone who is, i f not perhaps the list 
of local participants may be had from the 
Dean of Science at a near-by university or 
directly from the Science Council of Can
ada. Once you know who is invited then you 
can locate the draft report. You may also 
wish to see Who Turns the Wheel? which will 
be in the Government Documents section of 
the library and can be had free from the 
S C C . 

I hope that you will become convinced 
that it is necessary to act at this time to ensure 
appropriate emphasis upon your concerns in 
the final report of the S C C science education 
study. Points you may wish to attend to may 
be found throughout Who Turns the Wheel? 
and usefully summarized on pp 116-117. 

The Science Council of Canada has been 
studying science education in Canada over 
the last four years. This process of "deliber
ation" has resulted in five volumes described 
by the SCC as, "reports representing the 
output of the SCC's study on science educa
tion in Canadian schools. " The reports are 
to be discussed at 12 conferences to be held 
across Canada this summer. 

I was aware of this process in its early 
stages and was one of those who pressed for 
consideration of the issue of the exclusion of 
women from science. A workshop was held 
by the SCC in which many women and men 
participated. What emerged from this was a 
publication, "Who Turns the Wheel?". 
Also the SCC issued a "Statement of Con
cern" on the issue. This was reason for some 
satisfaction even though the publications 
were produced by considerable editing of the 
original material, and too much responsibil

ity for the exclusion of women was placed on 
the shoulders of young women in high 
school rather than upon those with real 
power in the science and education fields. 

However, our values, issues and ideas, as 
expressed at that workshop have, during the 
production of the present publications, not 
only shrunk to a fraction of the former space 
but they have also been kept quite separate 
from all the other work, and there is no evi
dence that they have influenced the study in 
any way. So all the work that we put into the 
workshop produced nine pages of recom
mendations in "Who Turns the Wheel?" 
which is further summarized in the present 
five draft volumes on a half of one page (p. 
39). Perhaps it is more troubling that these 
points have been ghettoized, hermetically 
sealed off, from the rest of the work. 

For example, one of the recommenda
tions, now called "program possibilities, " 
which made it through to the latest publica
tion, is the idea of "science curriculum and 
texts that are relevant to the experience oj 
both boys and girls. " The SCC also studied 
curriculum and science texts themselves and 
in the latest volumes 236 pages are devoted 
to those topics (pp. 61-297), without a sign 
of any reference to the distinction made be
tween the interests of boys and girls, in our 
recommendation. 

The publication of "Who Turns the 
Wheel?" and the Statement of Concern sug
gested that the science education of females 
was of importance to the SCC. However, the 
five draft volumes show that the issue now 
has an extremely low priority, which rather 
than increasing women's involvement in sci
ence may even actually play a part in redu
cing it. The Council is made up mostly of 
males from the privileged sectors of society 

who are appointed to give the government 
''independent '' advice on science. The inter
ests of such a group are not likely to be en
tirely congruent with the interests of those 
now excluded from science. 

The reason for putting this together at this 
time is that this study of science education is 
entering a new phase where more public in
volvement will be sought. The 12 confer
ences are, "to contribute to science educa
tion both directly — through the develop
ment of collective insights and proposals for 
action — and indirectly — through suggest
ing to the Science Council potentially useful 
recommendations for its final report. " A 
clear challenge to anyone unhappy with the 
lack of inclusion of the values and issues and 
ideas that women put forward at the earlier 
workshop. (Copies of "Who Turns the 
Wheel?" are available free from the SCC at 
100 Metcalfe St. Ottawa, KIP 5Ml.) Each 
one of these conferences contains the poten
tial for a political fight. If other women and 
men feel as I do, that they have seen the ex
clusion of women from science recreated, in 
fact constructed, during this process so far, > 
then this is a good opportunity around which 
to organize, provincially and nationally, a 
science constituency devoted to wider ac
cess. It is a chance to formulate our rights 
and work towards guaranteeing them. 

Lack of educational qualfications in sci
ence is often used to explain and justify lack 
of involvement with science-based political 
issues. Just defining an issue as scientific is 
enough to effectively deny democratic rights 
to the "unqualified. " 

Women are low in numbers among the 
ranks of the scientifically qualified and this 
results in a false but perceived lack of polit
ical legitimacy when the issues have been de

fined as scientific. In spite of the fabrication 
of that myth, we have both rights and res
ponsibilities to exercise in science, just as we 
do in the fields of women's health, the envir
onment and "defence, " which are of course 
all vitally connected to the work of the sci
ence establishment. 

The notion that women have democratic 
rights relative to science issues regardless of 
whether or not individuals have educational 
qualifications in science is not explicitly dis
cussed, while the denial of those rights is 
often assumed. The notion may be merely 
invisible, or it may be unacceptable to many. 
Women themselves are among those reluc
tant to recognize our connection to science 
issues regardless of education. 

Some new history will emerge from these • 
conferences. Lack of organization now will 
mean that we may expect our exclusion to in
crease. The science establishment will see 
this as inevitable and as no more than their 
duty. Along with a proliferation of anti-
woman myths, sour sexist jokes and loss of 
democratic rights, we may expect to be left 
unemployable as the supposedly uncontrol-
able technological revolution rolls on. 

If women do get involved as individuals 
they may find as I have, that we are only 
given a limited hearing, but that we are not 
listened to. There seems to me to be a need 
for some kind of collective, with wide repre
sentation, to work together to halt and turn 
around the growing exclusion of women 
from science and related areas. 

These conferences will not end the process 
and undo the work of centuries, but if we 
participate, we may make history of which 
we are mildly proud. 
Joan Scott 
Toronto 
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by Gillean Chase 
B i l l C-127, the new laws relating to sexual as
sault, went into effect on January 4, 1983. 
The bil l does away with the terms "rape" 
and "indecent assault" and creates a three-
tiered level of seriousness as regards sexual 
assault: (1) sexual assault (2) aggravated sex
ual assault (3) sexual assault with a weapon 
or threats to a third party. It is now possible 
for a spouse of either sex to be charged with 
sexual assault, whether or not the couple is 
living together at the time; and the spousal 
immunity clause, relating to giving evidence 
against one another, has been removed. 

The terms "rape" and "indecent assault" 
are regarded as archaic and inflammatory by 
advocates of Bi l l C-127. According to their 
argument, doing away with these terms will 
alleviate some of the sex discrimination in
herent in sexual assault laws, and that stress
ing the assaultive rather than the sexual na
ture of sex offences will remove some of the 
stigma attached to such charges and serve to 
correct public misperceptions about the 
nature of such acts. 

There is an abiding principle of social de
nial that women are systematic victims of 
sexual violence. We are all socialized by 
myths that "every woman secretly wants to 
be dominated," that it is "natural" for men 
to pressure women to have sex, and that wo
men are "notoriously seductive'' in solicit
ing sexual attention from males. It is fash
ionable in our culture to associate sex with 
violence and to portray women as willing vic
tims of brutality. Whereas it would be diffi
cult not to agree that persons of either sex 
should be protected against non-consensual 
sex with males or females, it is undeniably 
true that certain sexual crimes are gender-
specific. That is, forcible sex is perpetrated 
by males upon females far more frequently 
than the reverse. Approximately 90% of the 
victims of incest and sexual abuse are 
female. 

Bi l l C-127 does not address the pressing 
issue of pornography as a form of institu
tionalized, acceptable violence towards wo
men, nor was the Standing Committee on 
Justice able to define the characteristics and 
legal limits of child pornography. The ab
sence of limits applied to "Brutality C h i c " 
advertising and pornography is the direct re

sult of enculturation: misogyny is a cultural 
institution. Indeed, the new sexual assault 
laws embody the concept that i f the alleged 
victim agrees to the use of force there is no 
assault. Hence the apparent linking of the es
sential idea of pornography with "reality": 
that at least some women "enjoy" being 
brutalized. 

Furthermore, under Bi l l C-127 it is now a 
defence for the accused to use the argument 
that a girl under sixteen appeared to be old
er, where previously ignorance of age was no 
defence. Moreover, in respect of a complain
ant under 14, consent is a defence only when 
the accused is less than three years older than 
the complainant . Hence, our society is "ap
proving" of sex between peers while at
tempting to protect young persons from sex
ual abuse by authority figures/adults. It is 
assumed that informed consent applies be
tween peers, that people fourteen and under 
are capable of responsibly agreeing to sexual 
acts. It is also presumed that only hetero
sexual peers will engage in such acts. The 
term "indecent" assault may have vanished 
from the law books, but the charge of ' 'gross 
indecency" still applies. One hardly dares 
argue for consistency in such a homophobic 
society, but either we dispose of the word in
decent altogether or retain categories of 
"decency" — in which case we are really re
taining moralistic attitudes towards sexual 
behaviour. 

B i l l C-53, the predecessor of Bi l l C-127, 
attempted to win a lower age of consent for 
homosexual partners (18 from 21) but went 
the way of political "prudence" in regard to 
any discussion of the rights of homosexuals. 
Under the new law adolescents fourteen and 
under are presumed to be capable of inform
ed consent; homosexual partners must defer 
their sexuality an additional seven years in 
order to be regarded as competent to make 
such a decision about their sexual 
preferences. 

Just what gains have been won by the new 
sexual assault bill? After all, the bill is the re
sult of briefs and summaries presented by 
many women's groups, rape crisis centre 
personnel, and legal professionals: 

• The complainant is no longer required 
to provide more than ordinary corrobora
tion applicable in any assault charge; 

• The requirement of recent complaint 
has been replaced by ordinary rules of evi
dence; 

• Consent to sexual acts cannot be infer
red by the complainant's lack of resistance if 
there appears to have been force, threats of 
force, fraud or the exercise of authority over 
the alleged victim; 

• The jury/judge must ascertain reason
able grounds for the belief of the accused 
that he had the consent of the complainant: 
honest belief, however unreasonable, is no 
longer sufficient (i.e., Regina vs. Pappa-
john); 
• There is some attempt to exclude evidence 
of the sexual activity of the complainant 
with any person other than the accused. 
Such evidence may still be entered where: (1) 
it rebuts evidence introduced by the prosecu
tion; (2) it pertains to mistaken identity of 
the accused; and (3) it is evidence of sexual 
activity that took place on the same occas
ion, leading to the reasonable belief on the 
part of the accused that he had obtained the 
complainant's consent. Evidence regarding 
the sexual reputation of the complainant 
cannot be admitted to challenge or support 
the credibility of the witness. 

• Lastly, spouses can now be charged with 
sexual assault against one another, and are 
compelled to give evidence against one an
other, as they have always been required to 
do in cases of physical assault. They are also 
not obligated to give evidence against 
one another in respect of offences against 
persons under fourteen. These include 

charges involving death by criminal negli
gence, murder, manslaughter, infanticide, 
attempted murder, child abduction and sex
ual abuse of children. The "sanctity of the 
family" appears to be essentially modified 
under the guidelines of Bil l C-127. Hopeful
ly, the result will be the additional protection 
of dependents in the care of an abusing 
adult. Should the law reverse the attitude of 
non-interference with other people's 
"domestic problems," it will indeed be a 
strangely potent brew. 

I spoke with a crown attorney in relation 
to some of the ramifications of this bi l l . It 
was apparent that he and many other crown 
attorneys are currently confused about how 
to apply the new sexual assault categories, 
lacking precedents in case law. O n the sur
face, kissing or fondling could result in a six-
month conviction i f it occurs with a non-
consenting partner of either sex. Aggravated 
sexual assault would pertain to wounding, 
maiming or disfiguring the alleged victim 
and could still result in a life sentence. Four
teen years, however, is the suggested sen
tence for injury or threat which endangers 
someone's life. Sexual assault with a weapon 
or threats to a third party would draw ten 
years, and includes multiple acts of forcible 
sex, popularly designated as "gang bangs." 
The court, it appears, would need to decide 
upon the degree of bodily harm of perma
nent damage undergone by an alleged vic
tim. Courts have rarely known what to do 
about psychological, non-physical trauma 
which in itself changes life style and inter
personal ways of relating. 

Reducing sentences for sexual assault may 
very well reduce the concept of the severity 
of the crime; it is doubtful that reducing sen
tences will result in more convictions, as is 
somehow hoped. Indeed, by removing the 
word "rape" from criminal law, legal ex
perts may very well have added to the invali
dation of women's experience of rape. The 
word is very specific, very accurate, and far 
less vague than the term sexual assault. 

Gillean Chase was a staff member at the Tor
onto Rape Crisis Centre for several years, 
and is currently working as a free-lance 
writer in London, Ontario. 
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by Cyndra MacDowall 

Pornography is a serious social problem 
that requires major changes to effect any so
lution, changes which call up the issues of 
censorship and freedom of expression. As a 
feminist I am concerned with the prolifera
tion of pornography, its effect on society, 
and how it reflects our society, but as an art
ist I 'm concerned about the process of cen
sorship and its effect on freedom of expres
sion and how this relates to feminist issues. 

Over the past two years I have been work
ing on the issue of censorship, first with Fi lm 
and Video Against Censorship ( F A V A C ) , 
and more recently with the Ontario F i lm and 
Video Appreciation Society (OFAVAS) . 
( O F A V A S recently took the Censor Board to 
court and, on March 25, was successful in 
having the Board's criteria ruled unconstitu
tional. A n immediate appeal by the Crown 
means the Board will continue to operate as 
it has until the decision is final.) 

During this time I've become disturbed by 
a number of things: the Ontario Censor 
Board's capricious action as a government 
board in dealing with cultural, non-commer
cial producers and exhibitors of film and 
video; the reluctance of Canadian police to 
press charges under the Criminal Code 
against material that, when described in 
words, seems to more than adequately fulfill 
the definition of obscenity in the Criminal 
Code (this reluctance seems to have dimin
ished since January 1983 when police in both 
B C and Ontario laid criminal charges against 
video distribution outlets for distributing al
legedly obscene materials); and the unde
fined support of censorship by feminist wri
ters, which seems to lend support to the 
operation of the Ontario Board of Censors 
as an answer to the problem of porno
graphy. 

The issue of balancing the individual's 
right to freedom of expression in all media 
and the process of censorship as a means of 
protecting society is an extremely complex 
one, touching as it does on so many basic 
questions of principle and political reality. 
Recent action throughout Canada by a 
broad range of groups with widely divergent 
viewpoints has brought this issue to the 
forefront. 

The February 1983 issue of Broadside in
cluded three articles concerned with porno
graphy: "Sparks Fly at Red Hot Video" by 
Susan G . Cole, " H a r d Core Hor ro r" by 
Anne Cameron, and "Snipping Up Snuff" 
in the Movement Matters section. Coinci-
dentally, Movement Matters also included 
another article, "Threat to Rights", report
ing on ex-Manitoba M P Joe Borowski's 
court challenge to the existing Canadian 
abortion law. The Pro-Choice Coalition 
contends that if he wins the case he " w i l l 
have deprived the women of Canada of a 
fundamental civil right" to abortion. Joe 
Borowski is known to the Canadian art com
munity for having launched a case, several 
years ago, against the Canada Council Ar t 
Bank and the Winnipeg Art Gallery for their 
exhibition of a work which Borowski consi
dered to be obscene. The charges were later 
dropped. A n y position on censorship ob
viously makes for some very curious allies 
and therein lies the danger of Susan Cole's 
and Anne Cameron's undefined support of 
censorship in response to pornography. 

Both Cole and Cameron are writers, and 
in Ontario they have the freedom to express 
their views publicly without the imposition 
of prior censorship. They are however, sub
ject to t he Criminal Code of Canada which is 
also a form of censorship, one which is im
posed only after the material is made public
ly available. Anne Cameron's article would 
have been censored from the public by the 
Ontario Board of Censors i f she had chosen 
to use the media of film or video to show us 
the images she describes. The Censor Board 
rarely considers the context in which images 
are contained in decisions to demand cuts, 
and only recently established a "special per
mit' ' to allow Not A Love Story to be seen in 
private screenings in Ontario. O f all media 
of communication, film and videotape are 
uniquely subject to prior censorship. 

The Ontario Government established the 
Censor Board in 1911 with jurisdiction over 

Cyndra MacDowall is a Toronto artist who 
works with Canadian Artists' Represen
tation Ontario (CARO). 

the public exhibition of film because, ac
cording to Robert G . Elgie, current Ontario 
Minister of Consumer and Commercial Re
lations, "films for public exhibition (is) per
ceived as having the greatest potential to im
pact directly or indirectly on the community 
as a whole." How do we know whether the 
graphic descriptions Cameron provides us 
with in her article are not now being cir
culated by, and to, those who might find 
them a stimulus to carry out the acts des
cribed? Writing and other media can be very 
influential and I have no reason to believe 
that they are less likely to be taken out of 
context than filmed descriptions would be. 

The problem of context apparently, if we 
are to believe the interpretation of the Vic
toria Police Department, also extends into 
the Criminal Code. In the article "Snipping 
Up Snuff" Women Against Pornography 
(WAP) in Victoria state that local police de
clined to press charges against "Snuff" be
cause they were unsure i f it could be termed 
"obscene" because of the film's lack of de
pictions of explicit sex. 

The Criminal Code of Canada defines ob
scenity in the following way under Offences 
Tending to Corrupt Morals: 159.(8) For the 
purposes of this Act , any publication a dom
inant characteristic of which is the undue ex
ploitation of sex, or of sex and any one or 
more of the following subjects, namely, 
crime, horror, cruelty and violence, shall be 
deemed to be obscene. 

Over the past several years, police 
throughout Canada have been reluctant to 
lay charges of obscenity against material in 
any media, claiming that they have not been 
successful in obtaining convictions in the 
courts. Consequently, censorship boards 
have been defended as a government process 
of regulating and prohibiting the public ex
hibition of film and video containing infor
mation that the Censor deems offensive to 
community standards. While the Ontario -
Censor Board has had jurisdiction over film 
for public exhibition since 1911, it was not 

until 1976 that this jurisdiction was extended 
to include 8-millimetre film and videotape. 
The Board's jurisdiction was extended at 
that time for the express purpose of cleaning 
up Yonge Street in Toronto. I am unaware of 
any action by the Ontario Government, at 
that time, to propose amendments to clarify 
the Criminal Code in order to ensure that 
criminal convictions of obscenity might be 
more likely. 

It appears that the police and all three 
levels of government have been indifferent 
to establishing effective laws to deal with the 
problem of pornography, instead allowing 
provincial censorship boards to filter from 
public exhibition those particular films and 
specific images that each of the boards 
deem to be offensive. It is useful to re
member that when the Ontario government 
is concerned about the interpretation of the 
law they will continue to appeal decisions of 
the court, as has happened in the case against 
The Body Politic, and that the police were 
quite prepared to assemble a small army to 
raid the gay bath-houses and lay charges, 
although almost all of those charged were 
later acquitted. 

It seems that the Vancouver firebombings 
of Red Hot Video Outlets by the "Wimmin 's 
Fire Brigade," and the subsequent pressure 
placed on the B C Ombudsman by women's 
groups, has finally convinced the police that 
this is a serious problem they must act on. 
Police in Ontario have followed suit and in 
January police in B C and Ontario an
nounced that they had laid criminal charges 
against video distributors for the alleged 
distribution of obscene materials. These 
cases will come before the courts in the com
ing years and their decisions will set 
precedents for Canadian law, under the 
Charter of Rights, to deal with these issues. 

Obviously the law leaves considerable 
room for interpretation and hopefully the 
continued expression of concern by 
women's groups and others will have some 
influence on these interpretations. A l 

though, to date, the law has seemed to be in
effectual in dealing with the problem of por
nography it does hold a number of advan
tages, including: that the offending mater
ials can be seized; criminal penalties of im
prisonment can be applied; and that the al
leged offender has the right to due process of 
law. Most importantly the law requires that 
the "cr ime" must be defined in a way that 
limits the arbitrary extension of police or 
government power. 

It is a social reality that in a capitalist soci
ety anything that can be sold will be sold, re
gardless of the consequences. Within this 
same capitalist, patriarchal and heterosexist 
society we must protect the individual's fun
damental freedom of expression, subject on
ly to reasonable limits as prescribed by law. 
In Ontario a simple charge of a traffic viola
tion allows the individual charged with the 
opportunity to contest the charge in court. 
Under the Ontario Theatres Act , cultural 
producers are not afforded the right to any 
legally constituted court of appeal to ques
tion the decisions of the Censor Board. The 
Ontario Board is empowered by the Theatres 
Act to censor all film and video for public ex
hibition in the province; the Board also 
operates under regulations established by 
the Ontario Government. Members of the 
Censor Board are appointed by the Ontario 
Government and make their decisions as to 
what is acceptable according to a set of 
"guidelines", which are in no way estab
lished in law. The Board maintains that these 
"guidelines" reflect "community stan
dards" determined, in part, by an Ontario 
Government survey, "A Survey of A ttiiudes 
in Ontario" (1978), the results of which are 
extremely questionable because of the nar
rowness of the survey questions and the 
homogeneity of the surveyed group. The 
government also maintains that the Censors 
determine community standards through dis
cussion with community groups. 
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Mary Brown, Chairwoman of the Censor 
Board, recently spoke to one such commun
ity group, the Willowdale-based "Cana
dians for Decency," and expressed her opin
ion that films over the past few years do not 
appear to support the nuclear family, par
ental authority and the institution of mar
riage. To substantiate this opinion she cited 
the films Breaking Away and Coming 
Home. In my opinion neither of these films 
represent a threat to Canadian society and 
Mary Brown's concern leads me to question 
what political positions are included within 
the pursuit of maintaining "community 
standards" of propriety. 

In speaking to "Canadians for Decency," 
and at other times, Mary Brown has defend
ed the Board's sweeping powers as those ne
cessary to protect society from the purveyors 
of child pornography, bestiality, combina
tions of sex and violence, and the portrayal 
of violently mutilated women and men. If 
these are the exclusive concerns of the Cen
sor Board it is not out of keeping with the 
Criminal Code and the obscenity provisions 
already contained within the Code. The 
Ontario government insists that the Censor 
is necessary because the Criminal Code is not 
specific enough to deal with these problems. 
One must question the government's sincer
ity, considering that the Board was estab
lished in 1911, that the current obscenity 
provisions in the Criminal Code were in
stituted in 1959, and that in 1976 the Censor 
Board's jurisdiction was extended. It would 
seem to me that the Ontario government has 
had ample opportunity over the years to 
establish law in Ontario to deal with these 
problems as well as to exert influence on the 
federal government for amendments to the 
Criminal Code that would clarify the law 
and provide for severe penalties under the 
law. 

None of the three films cited in the 
O F A V A S case, from which cuts were de
manded by the Censor Board to allow public 
exhibition in Ontario, contain scenes of 
child exploitation, bestiality or violence. In 

fact one of the films, Michael Snow's 
Rameau 's Nephew, had been shown publicly 
in Ontario for five years without any known 
complaint before the Censor Board demand
ed cuts. When the art community com
plained about the decision, the Board per
mitted the film to be shown at the Ar t Gal 
lery of Ontario without cuts, but prohibited 
the film from being shown at the Funnel Ex
perimental F i lm Theatre unless cut. Several 
months later the Censor Board issued a 
"one-time, one-location permit" to the 
Funnel for the public screening of Rameau 's 
Nephew without cuts. The three films, ex
cluding Not A Love Story , cited in the 
O F A V A S case do not contain obscenity. 
They do however contain proportionately 
small segments depicting sex and masturba
tion. In demanding cuts in these films the 
Censor Board demonstrated that it is not ex
clusively concerned with exploitation and 
violence. ~ 

In my view the Ontario Censor Board has 
contributed to ensuring that there may be in
adequacies in the Criminal Code of Canada. 
The Board's practice of prior censorship in
tervenes between the alleged offending de
piction and the law, thus preventing the 
Criminal Code from being used and, as is ne
cessary, appropriately amended and streng
thened. 

The Censor Board provides a service to 
the commercial film industry in its mandate 
of prior censorship by advising the industry 
of precisely what sections need to be re
moved in order to sanction commercial dis
tribution, thus protecting the industry from 
the fear of prosecution under the law and the 
potential of criminal charges. 

The Censor Board has the power to de
mand cuts or ban films for public exhibition 
in Ontario. Cutting and banning are a severe 
penalty to cultural and non-commercial pro
ducers who are using the media to commun
icate, much like a writer, painter, photo
grapher or sculptor, to whom the integrity of 
the work has great importance. Galleries, 
artist-run centres and other such community 
based, non-commercial exhibition centres 
often have a central mandate to expand and 

develop their public audience for the devel
opment of new forms and ways of commun
ication. Both F A V A C and O F A V A S are 
composed of individuals from the cultural 
community to whom freedom of expression 
without the limitations of prior restraint is 
an everday necessity. 

In December 1981, F A V A C proposed a 
number of amendments to the Ontario 
Theatres Act , the Act which empowers the 
Ontario Board of Censors, which were de
signed to address the issues of freedom of ex
pression and the problems encountered by 
non-commercial and cultural users of film 
and video. These legislative proposals were 
developed in recognition that the Censor 
Board was established to regulate the film in
dustry. These proposals were supported by 
cultural agencies, institutions, organiza
tions, libraries, and concerned individuals 
throughout Ontario. The Ontario Minister 
of Consumer and Commercial Relations 
(who is also the minister responsible for the 
Theatres Act) and his department refused to 
meet with F A V A C representatives to discuss 
these proposals. Instead he suggested that 
these exhibition centres could remove them
selves from the jurisdiction of the Censor 
Board by holding "private screenings," to 
which no admission could be charged at the 
door and no public advertising could be 
undertaken. 

The Minister's proposed solution was un
acceptable, as it counters the central public 
mandate of these exhibition centres. How
ever, the Minister's proposal highlights the 
limitations of the Censor Board's power to 
deal with the problem of pornography, as 
those who so desire can simply set up "pr i 
vate screenings" on a subscription basis. 
Preventing the public exhibition of porno
graphic film and video is a minor intrusion 
on the pornography industry. 

In the Censor's Board frustrated attempts 
to protect society (which it is not empowered 
to do), its Chairwoman is quite prepared to 
dispense with the fundamental freedom of 
expression. In the Toronto Star , February 
19, 1983, under the headline "Video porn: 
It's the worst police have seen," the follow

ing was reported: " 'It's gone beyond a cen
sorship issue,' Board of Censors Chairman 
Mary Brown says. 'It's a social problem. 
We've got to rid ourselves of the philosoph
ical idea of freedom of expression, really 
look at what's out there and decide what to 
do. We need legislation or some new con
trols, though I don't know exactly what they 
should be.' " 

Pornography is too large an issue for a 
Censor Board; it is a serious social problem 
for which penalties more severe than cutting 
or banning voluntarily submitted films and 
video must be enforced. The images des
cribed by Anne Cameron and W A P with ref
erence to "Snuff" are truly nauseating. The 
government, police and the judiciary must 
be pressured to deal with pornography as a 
serious problem. However, freedom of ex
pression is not just a philosophical idea; it is 
a fundamental and necessary right. Ob
viously legislation is required, and the will to 
enforce it. Pornography, as rape, has more 
to do with power, control, fear and hatred 
than with sex. In the process of amending 
the Criminal Code, which is already under 
review, it would also seem appropriate to 
consider pornography in terms of the provi
sions for hate propaganda. In Section 281 
(4) of the Criminal Code, for the purposes of 
legislation concerning hate propaganda, tar
get groups presently are considered "any 
section of the public distinguished by colour, 
race, religion or ethnic origin." Sex or sex
ual orientation as a way of distinguishing an 
identifiable group is not included. Including 
these qualifications as an identifiable group 
under the law, and making this section more 
readily useable (presently permission of the 
Attorney General is required to press 
charges under these provisions) could pro
vide the legal means by which this problem 
could be considered in an appropriate con
text and any obscenity legislation could be 
reinforced. 

Pornography is a very serious social prob
lem which we need to find a way to deal with, 
but if the cost is arbitrary control over free
dom of expression it will be a no win situa
tion for us all . • 

ObsoGPitif Deleted 
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by Lisa Freedman and Susan Ursel 

Pornography is going through a revival as a 
central and essential issue for feminists. 
While Playboy and Penthouse were once 
points of reference for consciousness-raising 
groups and helped define the theory of wo
men as sex objects, these forms of "enter
tainment" drew less and less of our rage 
through the 70's as we became concerned 
with the (seemingly) broader concerns of 
women's political and economic equality as 
measures of our social equality. We stopped 
watching what the porn-peddlars were doing 
to us. We thought we'd already addressed 
that problem. We were wrong. 

The mid to late 70's saw the rise of some of 
the most offensive, pernicious and violent 
pornography man has ever devised. This 
new "hard-core entertainment" makes 
Playboy look like pablum. A n d feminists are 
again awakening to porn's threat to our well-
being, our children's wellbeing and every
one's safety. 

O f course, as our discussion and debate of 
the problem progresses, we are moved to 
suggest answers to porn's proliferation. 
Sometimes the word "censorship" is used. 
Sometimes the word "regulation" is used. 
The meaning is the same — restrict the crea
tion and dissemination of this material. 
However we decide to talk about the process 
of eliminating pornography from our lives, 
you can be sure there will be one uniform, 
gut reaction from almost all men and a sub
stantial number of women. " T h i s , " they 
say, "is a restriction on our inviolable right 
to freedom of expression." 

In addition, we are constantly having to 
address the argument that if we advocate 
censorship in any form, we will find our
selves the victim of the censor . The argument 
simply put is that any censorship law will be 
used against the feminist and gay communi
ties. In support of this argument, mention is 

always made to the harassment of the Body 
Politic magazine and more recently to the 
case of Kevin Orr and Glad Day Books. Kev
in was found guilty of "possessing obscene 
material for the purpose of sale." Although 
he was subsequently given a conditional 
discharge by the courts, one can't help but be 
sceptical as to why this charge was laid in the 
first place. The magazines that were confis
cated at Glad Day Bookstore (a specialty 
shop selling gay literature) could be found in 
49 other stores. Yet charges weren't brought 
against these other store owners, nor against 
the distributor of the magazines (who testi
fied at Kevin's trial under the protection of 
the Canada Evidence Act). It makes sense 
that some will feel very uneasy when words 
like censorship and control are bandied 
about. But are feminists who suggest censor
ship of pornography insensitive to this argu
ment? 

The American and French Revolutions 
were fought for political ideals. Freedom of 
expression was espoused not because the rev
olutionaries wanted to say just about any
thing, but because they wanted to say one 
thing in particular — that the then current 
constitutional monarchies were a lousy idea 
and that they, the developing middle class, 
wanted a bigger part of the action. The cry 
for freedom of speech was not an open invi
tation to say whatever popped into your 
head. It was a demand formulated within a 
still strict moral structure and sensibility. 
The ideas portrayed in hard core porn would 
then have been largely unthinkable to the re
belling populations, with the possible ex
ception of the Marquis de Sade. However, 
the Marquis' indulgence in this kind of ex
cess was not protected as freedom of expres
sion. In fact, he was imprisoned and even
tually died for it — a martyr to the cause? 

To use "freedom of expression" to defend 
the pornographer's abusive portrayal and 
use of women, children and men, is a perver

sion of the historic meaning of this phrase, 
and besides, it gets us nowhere in the discus
sion about solutions to this problem. This 
may sound cavalier but let's look at the 
backup arguments the anti-censorship 
speaker uses. 

Censorship is bad, he usually starts off 
saying, because i f you censor one thing, ev
erything will start getting censored and we 
won't be able to say anything anymore. In 
law this is called the "floodgates" theory. If 
you change something that has long been up
held by the law, you are opening the flood
gates a tiny crack and then the accumulated 
pressures will act to swing the gates wide 
open. This argument is a popular one in 
most conservative judges' arsenals. It is 
used, for example, to justify not broadening 
the category of people who bring an issue 
such as environmental pollution to court. It 
has also been used to justify maintaining wo
men in their customary socio-economic posi
tion. 

We know that censorship can be used 
against us. We also know that the State is not 
going to wait for an invitation from the wo
men's community to censor our political 
ideas; it doesn't need to. From the Criminal 
Code to the War Measures Act to the Income 
Tax Act , the State has already granted itself 
enough power to interfere on a regular basis 
in our lives. The issue is to regain control of 
the State's power by redefining and refining 
the definition of obscenity so that it meets 
our standards and needs. 

The crucial point here is that we acknow
ledge the fact that the current obscenity sec
tion of the Criminal Code can be and is being 
used to harass the gay community. Yet it 
seems logical that the gay community would 
welcome a change in the law that would 
make it more difficult for the police and the 
courts to arbitrarily censor gay material. 

The Criminal Code defines obscene ma
terial as material that ' 'unduly exploits sex or 

sex and any one or more of crime, horror, 
cruelty and violence." This section of the 
Criminal Code is found under the heading of 
"Offences Tending to Corrupt Mora l s . " As 
long as the court can find that any material 
"unduly exploits sex," that material may be 
deemed obscene. A n d yes, we shoud worry 
that judges may deem birth control, abor
tion, sex education and any type of material 
dealing with gay issues to be obscene. A n d 
historically it seems that depictions of 
homosexual relationships have been more 
severely sanctioned than depictions of 
heterosexual relationships. 

But in lobbying against the pornographer, 
feminists are quick to point out that law 
reform must be directed at material that is 
pornographic — not material that is ob
scene. The difference is crucial. 

The current definition of obscenity and 
the mere notions that this word conjures up 
in one's mind allows judges to base judicial 
decisions on what they perceive as "the mor
al fabric of society." It is almost trite to say 
that the judiciary's view of the moral fabric 
of society is not always in accord with either 
a feminist or gay perspective. 

Law reform must focus on deleting the 
word obscenity from the Criminal Code and 
replacing it with a definition of pornography 
that is aimed at prosecuting material where 
the theme stresses violence, degradation or 
sexual objectification. Any change in this 
mode, a change that moves away from al
lowing judges to make personal statements 
that certain material is obscene because the 
community won't tolerate it and because it 
may lead to a breakdown in the moral fabric 
of society, can only help the feminist and gay 
communities by closing the door on one 
more weapon that the police may use to har
ass either of these groups. 

Lisa Freedman and Susan Ursel are Toronto 
lawyers. 
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Berit A s : " I he women were say ing , 'We have to do someth ing d r a s t i c ' 

Recently, Dorothy Rosenberg of the Voice 
of Women spoke with Berit As, Norwegian 
feminist and peace activist, about peace ac
tivities in Scandinavia, and particularly last 
summer's women'speace march to Moscow. 
Below, Broadside prints excerpts from their 
conversation: 

Berit As: To talk about the Scandinavian 
women's march to Moscow, to understand 
the whole project, I have to go back a few 
years. 

It all began with the feelings of the Scan
dinavian women after two very important 
incidents: the Soviet Russian invasion of 
Afghanistan and the decision in late 1979 to 
deploy the cruise and Pershing II missiles in 
Europe. 

When I returned to Norway in 1979 after 
half a year in Halifax, there were lots of let
ters on my desk and people started calling 
from Denmark. They were depressed and ex
hausted after the two incidents and were say
ing: "What are we going to do? We can't 
take this any more. We have to do some
thing." 

Finnish women said to me: "Women's 
Day is coming up here in Scandinavia. We 
think we should gather signatures protesting 
this crazy world, and we should do it before 
March 8th." We hoped to get as many as 
2 1/2 million signatures from women in 
Scandinavia, and I should tell you, Scan
dinavia has about 20 million people: Norway 
has 4 million, Denmark 5 million, Sweden 8 
million, and Finland 5 million, not including 
the Icelandic Islands. 

The women were feeling absolutely des
perate. There were many plans and propo
sals. The women from Denmark were say
ing: "What are we doing to do? We have to 
do something drastic. We'l l hire a boat...we 
know about a big boat. We'l l take 1,000 
women across the Atlantic. We can pay the 
fare. The Peace Movement will pay for it. 
Let's march to the United Nations in New 
York and scream aloud: ' 'These men have to 
leave. We have to take over." 

The Petition 
The feelings were so strong that we decided 
to hold a meeting in Norway. A n d that was 
the beginning of the Women's Petition for 
Peace. A t the end of January 1980, a number 
of journalists and politicians from various 
countries created the petition which was 
worded in such a way that women would feel 
it was absolutely right to sign, regardless of 
what party they belonged to. 

So, a little country like Norway, with 4 
million people, very strategically placed, and 
with a series of interesting N A T O incidents 
in the last years, that little country had deliv
ered 520,000 signaturs to the United Na
tions. Other Scandinavian women before 
them had brought 500,000 and Canada's 
Voice of Women came with 130,000, another 
60,000 came from Germany, 16,000 from 
Switzerland, and more from the States, Tan
zania, Japan and Lebanon. You can see how 
things started to grow, and grow, and grow. 

We didn't get any kind of visibility from 
this big project — what with walking 
around, talking with people, defending what 
we were doing, saying that we were not com
munists, that we were against nuclear wea
pons, the arms race, that we weren't taking 
the stand of one superpower over the over — 
nobody reported it. The women who had 
done it got no feedback, no reward, no visi
bility. So the Scandinavian women said: 
"We have to do something that is visible. 
Let's walk to Paris ." A n d that was the idea 
beh ind the first march to P a r i s . 

The March to Paris 
In fact, it wasn't only the women in the be
ginning who started out with the idea. It was 
the gathering of peace movements all over 
Scandinavia. In each of the Scandinavian 
countries there is an umbrella peace move
ment, which included from ten to fifteen or
ganizations (International League of Peace 
and Freedom, Teachers for Peace, etc.) and 
a series of those met is Oslo in the fall of 
1980. The women who were there said: "We 
want to do something, we want to stage a 
march." Most of the peace movement said: 
"We can't, we can't. It's impossible for us. 
We don't have money, we don't have secre
taries." A n d then it happened: two very 
young women came forward. One was living 
in a one-room apartment with a child, hus
band and a telephone and she said: " I ' l l be 
the secretary." She did a marvellous job. 
She also walked the whole distance. 

But at that meeting it was the women who 
said: "We will take the responsibility." So 
the women did all the hard work. They gath
ered the people who wanted to go. They 
wrote all the material. They formed six prac
tical task forces to organize tranportation, 
child care, liaison with other peace groups, 
etc. 

Some men were really angry because wo
men wanted to do it alone. We heard about it 
often during the campaign for signatures. 
The cry came from lots of men: "Women, 
why are you doing it alone? Why can't men 
join i n ? " 

" W h y don't you create your own peti
tions," we said. " W h y don't you gather 
your own signatures? Men for peace. It 
would be marvellous. You all have the big
gest unions. You have people at the top of 
the political parties. You have all the leisure 
time, much more leisure time than women 
have. You have higher salaries all over. You 
don't usually spend time with your children 
to the extent that women are doing. You just 
start out." From this kind of discussion, we 
got a clear feeling that some of them were 
after some kind of control. There was one 
male Danish journalist who wrote some dis
astrous articles (unfortunately, he was part 
of the progressive press, too) about how un
democratic these women were, how they 
wouldn't let everybody who participated in 
the march have input at the big meetings, or 
decide from day to day what should happen 
the next day. Our experience has shown that 
such people are either ignorant or extremely 

destructive, because such a march has to be 
planned very carefully. You have to decide, 
for example, what kind of slogans can be ac
cepted. They have to reflect the theme and 
ideology of the march and the views of the 
people who organized it. 

Finally, when we ended up in Paris, there 
was quite a good report on what happened. 
But what we heard all the time was, " W h y 
are you marching in Western Europe? It 
doesn't matter a bit. You should have been 
marching towards Moscow." 

"You should have been 
marching towards Moscow" 
We remembered that, so when we had recov
ered by the fall of 1981, we said: " O K , let's 
follow it up. Let's march to Moscow." 

I would describe the key organizers of the 
march to Moscow as politically trained wo
men. One woman on the planning commit
tee, Mar ia Laurson, had been in one of the 
Norwegian conservative parties, the 
Farmer's Party, for a long time. She had 
been the leader of the farmers' wives associa
tion, or the women farmers' association, 
which had about 22,000 members some 
years ago. She was an organizer, perhaps the 
most politically experienced of the three of 
the Oslo Planning Committee. The second 
was Eva Neuland, an assistant professor of 
education who had been with the others on 
the march to Paris. The third one was a 
young dancer, Rachel Peterson, who had 
also marched to Paris. Laurson and Eva 
Neuland went to Moscow, with other wo
men from the Scandinavian countries and 
Finland. The Finnish woman was from the 
conservative party: it's quite important to 
note that women from a whole spectrum of 
political backgrounds joined together in 
their desire to march towards Moscow. 

Negotiating the March to 
Moscow — A Series of Hassles 
So women went to Moscow to plan the 
march. When they got there, the Peace 
Committee offered to show them all the 
beautiful tourist attractions — the Kremlin, 
the Bolshoi Ballet and such things. But those 
women said: " N o , we can't do that. We have 
come here to work together and try to con
struct this march. We have to find out how 
many people we can take to Moscow, what 
kind of slogans we can use and what accom
modation you can offer. We have no time for 
being tourists." 

It took several days before the Russians 
really believed in these women. Our women 
were told quite openly that the Soviets put 
little trust in Western peace movements; that 
they felt the peace movements of the West 
would always take care of interests of the 
N A T O countries and the other superpowers. 
It took more than three days to convince the 
Peace Committee that they were absolutely 
serious, wanted nuclear disarmament, want
ed to stop the arms race both in the East and 
in the West, and that they felt both sides had 
the responsibility for taking initiatives in 
that direction. 

Finally they came to an agreement, not a 
huge measure of success, but at least they 
were able to get a guarantee that they would 
be allowed to carry the slogans: (1) Disarma
ment in both the East and in the West (of 
course, the word East is important here, be

cause in Russia, all the peace movements 
must call for disarmament in the West); (2) 
Nuclear Free Zones both in the East and in 
the West; (2>)Stop the Arms Race; and 
(4)Peace. 

The slogans for which they settled had to 
be negotiated a long time. Each side had to 
give and take. * 

Crisis 
Our women returned to report on the nego
tiations. I think it was just after Christmas 
that we met. We were sitting in a meeting, 
planning our work, when the phone rang. It 
was a call from the Russian representative of 
the Peace Committee who said that every
thing was cancelled because the Chairman of 
the Committee had died. We were all very 
discouraged and it was very difficult to de
cide what to do. Eventually we came to the 
conclusion that the women would have to go 
back to Moscow and start negotiating all 
over again. O f course, this chance to re
establish contact with some of the Russian 
people was so important that it could not be 
lost. The same women who went the first 
time went again, and the negotiations were 
similar. Convincing the new leaders meant 
working night and day. There were incidents 
which kept them on the edge of giving up. A t 
one point they withdrew and said that they 
would give up completely for now — that 
perhaps they might come back but that it was 
impossible to make the peace march that 
summer. 

The politics of negotiation 

I think it was poor judgement on the part of 
the Russians to expect us to postpone this 
peace march, because the march to Paris had 
obviously been seen on television by millions 
of Russian viewers. The Soviet Peace Com
mittee leader finally decided that the Scan
dinavians were going to get at least what they 
had obtained before the relationship broke 
up and they came back, and the proposal 
was on the table again. Only now there was a 
difference. This time it was the Russians who 
proposed the criteria and the conditions, and 
they signed the agreement both in Russian 
and in Norwegian. 

A n episode from the signing of this agree
ment is very illustrative. Eve Neuland signed 
the Norwegian text, then signed the Russian 
text without having it translated, saying: " I 
trust y o u . " One of the Soviet Peace Com
mittee members took the paper and said: 
"We have a slogan here in the Soviet Union. 
It says 'trust and check.' That's a good idea, 
because in the Soviet text we have taken 
away one word . " " W h i c h word?" the wo
men asked. "Eas t , " was the answer. Most of 
the women became stiff. But Eva Neuland 
handled the situation beautifully. She smiled 
and said, " W h y should I mistrust you now? 
We have been working so hard together to 
achieve these goals, why should you do this? 
Why do you think I should believe what you 
are saying? M y understanding is that you are 
jok ing . " 

The Soviet citizen smiled and said, " O f 
course it is a joke!" 

The day after, the Chairman of the Soviet 
Peace Committee appeared at a big political 
meeting and said the contract had been 
signed. He got a standing ovation. A very 
large group of party members stood up and 
were obviously very happy about this ini
tiative. 

A t home, Norwegian women decided that 
they would pick the journalists and photo
graphers for this march; they sent the invita
tion to the Norwegian Press Corps. They 
also decided to invite the peace organiza
tions to join in , and representatives from the 
unions and the churches. 

It had been decided that there should be 
75% women and 25% men on the march. 
This was established for both practical and 
ideological purposes. It had been women 
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G E N E V A — The International Feminist 
Network (IFN) is an international network 
to mobilize support and solidarity for wo
men. The history of people's solidarity inter
nationally is long: there are now well estab
lished organisations to fight for workers' 
rights, for the release of political prisoners, 
and against racism. But there has been no 
such organisation for women. Over the past 
decade we have come to realise the extent of 
the countless injustices against women 
throughout the world, and if we are to gain 
strength and power to combat these injus
tices, it is imperative to create and build up 
international solidarity. I F N is an attempt to 
do this. 

I F N started after the International Tr i 
bunal on Crimes Against Women in Brus
sels, Belgium, in March 1976. The idea was 
that there should be continuing support and 
publicity for crimes against women any
where. ISIS coordinates I F N by sending out 
appeals for support to national contacts then 
disseminate the information within their 
own countries, for action. Usually, the ac
tion consists of sending telegrams and letters 
of protest or support, of organising demon
strations, and of getting national and inter
national publicity for the case. A n y women 
or group of women can send in information 
to ISIS for distribution through I F N . 

The guidelines under which I F N operates 
for taking up cases are as follows: 
a) priority is given to supporting feminist is

sues and women not supported by other 
kinds of networks or channels; 
b) women should be supported even i f the 
issue is not particularly "feminist" wherever 
the i r struggles are l o o k e d on as 
"secondary", (e.g. women political prison
ers, women in mixed groups such as labour 
unions, liberation movements, etc.); 
c) care is taken that the I F N is not used as an 
instrument of male-dominated or male-
oriented groups. 

The tasks of the national network contact 
women are basically two.' The first is to dis
tribute the information and appeals for sup
port in their country. Whenever ISIS re
ceived an appeal for support, we duplicate it 
and send a copy to all the I F N contact wo
men. They in turn duplicate the same infor
mation — translating it i f necessary — and 
distribute it to as many women's groups and 
individuals as possible. Some of the ways 
this is being done are through feminist maga
zines and newsletters, notices put up in wo
men's houses, notices in the mass media or 
alternative press, by mail to women's groups 
around the country or through a telephone 
tree. National contact women report back to 
us about how the networks are working in 
their countries and also about what kinds of 
response has been generated by the appeals. 
We try to share this information around the 
network, and exchange ideas. 

Most of the appeals call for telegrams and 
letters to be sent in support of women in an
other country. Sometimes publicity is asked 
for and sometimes it is requested that wo
men demonstrate. It is up to the women's 
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by Sheila Wilder 
The women's movement and feminist theory 
are properly criticized for weakness on the 
racial front (one such criticism being the let
ter from Phoenix, Vancouver, Broadside, 
February 1983). The incorporation into fem
inist analysis of an adequate understanding 
of racism, its links to sexism and to class, is 
only just beginning. Perhaps some criticism 
may well be "sour grapes"; nevertheless 
when it comes from women it must be taken 
seriously because it is symptomatic of very 
real divisions within the movement. Ob
viously, there are serious consequences i f 
these are ignored. 

Racism cuts deep. Despite the potential 
for women's gender solidarity, it is not a 
cushion against the whip of racial slurs. A t 
tempts to unify around all men as the enemy, 
going so far as to name those men by other 
than gender — Jewish man, Black man, etc. 
— cracks the whip as sharply over the head 
of a female Jew, Black, etc. Such indirect 
slurs are as forcefully divisive as directly 
overt racial insults. Black theoreticians such 
as Angela Davis, (in Women, Race and 
Class, 1981) and Gloria Joseph (The Incom
patible Ménage à Trois: Marxism, Feminism 
and Racism, 1981) clearly state that there is a 
closer allegiance between Black women and 
Black men than there is between Black wo
men and women in general. 

Women of colour fight a struggle combin
ing gender and skin colour and historical cul
tural traditions. Her share of the burden 
may well be to get her white sister off her 
back. For instance, Angela Davis points to 
the struggle for birth control in the 70s in the 
U S . Noting the choice of coloured women 
not to participate in the campaign, she un
dercuts the banal explanations and throws 
out the ensuing implications of birth control 
when mixed with racism, the sum of which is 
involuntary sterilization for non-white 
women. 

The sword cuts both ways precisely be
cause of the socio-political arid economic 
structures surrounding the movement. As 
these haven't changed radically, the conse
quences of racial, ethnic and class divisions 
must be confronted at all times i f women's 
gains are not to be undermined. 

This shortcoming of feminism and the wo
men's movement has a theoretical basis : "To 
speak of women, all women categorically, is 
to perpetuate white supremacy — white fe
male supremacy . . . " (Gloria Joseph). A n d , 
indeed, the issues of feminism as they speak 
to male supremacy are bounded by the white 
woman's experience of male dominance. 

It is important to keep this in view for at 
least 2 reasons: (1) to guide feminism away 

from misconstruing its universality and fall
ing into unnecessary dogmatism and oppres
sion of its own; and (2) precisely because 
Black women have offered these criticisms 
with as much serious consideration as white 
women have given to the experience of sex
ism. In this way feminism and feminist ana
lysis opens out to ever larger articulations of 
oppression without fear of losing the cen-
trality of oppression that is common to all 
women. 

As it stands, feminism and the women's 
movement in Canada, though constrained 
by the fabric of the larger socio-political and 
economic context of sexism, racism, capital
ism and every other negative " i s m , " gives 
the clarion call to all women through its pro
found and avant-garde radicalism and revo
lutionary potential. A t the same time, how
ever, it backhands some of its respondents. 
But to react and singularly swat at the wo
men's movement does not begin to deal with 
the problem. Rather, criticism with serious 
intent would jostle the somewhat elite ap
pearance and practice of a white woman's 
movement. There is much to be said for 
consciousness-raising, a process that inhibits 
the tendency for the political forum to close 
around those " i n the know." 

The forum, as it stands, must become 
larger, the spokespeople more frequent in 
number, the network of information more 
accessible and inclusive, and all this without 
compromising the central concerns of 
women. 

In the capsule of oppressive, objective 
conditions the gains made by one social 
group frequently entail the suffering of yet 
another, be it Black women in the US or wo
men in the Third World used as guinea pigs 
for our benefit. 

Do we hope that the women's movement, 
as it stands, is the crest of that wave that pulls 
further and wider changes into its wake? Is 
this not premised on the hope that those who 
suffer for our gain will take up the cry of lib
eration for themselves? Should not feminist 
politics, posing itself as truly radical, not ac
count for itself to those women who feel its 
sting rather than its warmth and, taking criti
cism as seriously as it (once) took its own ex
perience, name the still unnamed within its 
discourse? The first step, then, would be to 
listen, to accept, and to actively engage with 
those who do feel excluded and not define 
the terms through ready-made analysis and 
politics. 

Sheila Wilder is a graduate of political 
science at York University, studying femin
ism and Marxism. 

movement in each country to decide i f and 
how they will respond to the appeals for sup
port. We know from past experience that 
these kind of actions do have an impact, so it 
is terribly important that they continue, and 
that more and more women from different 
countries become involved. 

The second task of the I F N national con
tact women is to pass on to ISIS their own 
appeals for support and information, which 
ISIS will then distribute to the other mem
bers of the network. It is not only the nation
al contact women who do this, however. 
Any woman anywhere can send us appeals 
for support, or can request information 
about campaigns needing international sup
port. 

Over the past three years we have sent out 
and responded to information on about 50 
different cases. The support we have given 
has been for women who have defended 
themselves against rape; victims of rape; wo
men workers' struggles; women who have 
been tried, imprisoned or persecuted for 
having abortions; campaigns against restric
tive abortion laws; victims of sterilization 
abuse; women who have been persecuted for 
trying to create their own organisations or 
parties, or to demonstrate for their rights; 
women political prisoners; and women pro
testing against sexist treatment in the media. 
More recently, we have used the I F N for 
sending out information world-wide on var
ious meetings and events such as the Alter
native Women's Conference in Copen
hagen, July 1980. 

Specifically, since the last I F N report 
(ISIS Bulletin N o . 13) the following cases 
have been sent out through the Network: 
1. Contraceptive Action Programme, Ire
land. A group struggling against repressive 
legislation and campaigning for the right to 
choose for all . They asked for international 
support in their campaign. 
2. Eleven women in Spain who stood trial for 
having practised abortion or helped others 
to abort. Spanish authorities suspended 
prosecution after massive national demon
strations and international solidarity. 
3. The Abortion Amendment Bi l l in the 
United Kingdom which, i f passed, would 
have brought in very restrictive abortion 
possibilities. Enormous national and inter
national pressure helped to postpone the 
process of this bill passing. 
4. The proposed restriction of the abortion 
law in Israel, abolishing a woman's right to 
request an abortion from the health services 
for socio-economic reasons. In spite of pres
sure, the proposal was passed in this case. 
5. Ida Nudel, a Jewish woman fighting to 
get permission to leave the USSR and later 
sentenced to four years exile in Siberia. She 
seemed to have been selected for specifically 
brutal treatment as a woman. 
6. Danish women fighting for a women's 
house/refuge in Copenhagen. 
7. Abortion campaign in Brazil . 
8. The Feminist Party of Spain, who have 
been refused offical recognition of their par
ty on the grounds that membership of it is 
selective. 
9. Prisoners from the International Wo
men's Day March in Chile, March 1980. 
10. Japanese women protesting sexism in 
Japanese Broadcasting Corporation's pro
gramming for foreigners. 
11. A petition from Nordic women calling 
for disarmament. 
12. The proposed tightening of an already 
extremely restrictive abortion law in Queens
land, Australia. 

It is clear from some of the feedback we 
get that women around the world are res
ponding to most of these cases, and that the 
kinds of actions I F N people take probably 
do have an effect. To become really effec
tive, though, much much more needs to be 
done — and this can only be done with more 
and more women involved in the network. 
With a strong international network of this 
kind, women could force our demands to be 
heard and dealt with. If you are willing to be 
an I F N contact person, please contact us im
mediately. The countries currently within 
the I F N are: Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Canada, Denmark, Dominican Republic, 
Federal Republic of Germany, France, 
Greece, Hong Kong, India, Israel, Italy, 
Japan, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Norway, Portugal, South Africa, Spain, 
Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom and 
the U S A . If your country is not among these, 
it does not mean you cannot also become an 
I F N contact. It is very difficult for indiv

iduals or groups to cover a whole country. 
If you have information to be sent out in

ternationally, please send it to us. I F N also 
needs financial support. Donations, infor
mation and further details to: I F N , c /oISIS, 
C P . 301 , 1227 C a r o u g e / G e n e v a , 
Switzerland. • 
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Mary O'Brien: In an i l luminat ing lec
ture of the Po l i t i cs of Reproduct ion , 
Mary O'Br ien helped femin is ts wade 
through the "me taphys i ca l ke tchup" 
that character izes male-stream 
phi losophy. (See next month 's Broad
side for a review of O 'Br ien 's book The 
Politics of Reproduction). 

Sexually Abused 
Patients' Defence Fund 

The Sexually Abused Patients' Defence 
Fund is made up of six of many women who 
have been sexually abused by a Toronto psy
chiatrist (male) still practising today. In the 
process of contacting each other, we have 
become aware that this doctor has imposed 
this abuse on his female patients on a habit
ual basis for over twenty years. 

Because of the humiliation and trauma 
this doctor has caused and is causing many 
women today, we feel it necessary to call to 
the attention of The College of Physicians 
and Surgeons his gross misconduct (sexual 
relations and patients is strictly forbidden by 
the medical code of ethics) and to demand 
the revocation of his licence. Due to the 
skepticism with which the medical profes
sion views women's complaints of sexual 
abuse by psychiatrists, we have been strong
ly advised by those familiar with the 
College's complaints procedure to engage 
legal counsel. 

Six women presenting similar factual evi
dence together with solid legal counsel stand 
a good chance of winning the case, and in so 
doing, of providing an example to women 
patients that such behaviour need not be 
tolerated and to their doctors, that indul
gence in this practice is to put their liveli
hoods in serious jeopardy. If the case is won, 
the press will be notified of the doctor's 
name and the other particulars. 

To cover all foreseeable costs as the case 
progresses, the Defence Fund's goal is 
$1000. In the name of all women who have 
been and continue to be sexually abused by 
doctors, the Fund appeals to you for finan
cial support of this cause. Please pass the hat 
at your next staff, membership, or board 
meeting, and make donations payable to the 
Sexually Abused Patients' Defence Fund, 
c/o Toronto Rape Crisis Centre, P . O . Box 
6597, Station " A " , Toronto. In the event of 
any money remaining after costs, the bal
ance will be used to set up a fund for other 
women who have been similarly abused. If 
you have any questions, please call 
(416) 964-7477.• 
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by Myrna Kostash 

Like Saul on the road to Damascus, I, too, was a traveller 
when I was first illuminated by the feminist idea. I had been 
travelling for a year when, in early 1971,1 visited a Canadian 
friend living in England. One evening, thinking I would be 
"interested," she handed me a packet of materials sent to 
her by a friend in California and suggested I read them. Ex
cept for Anne Koedt's " M y t h of the Vaginal Orgasm," I no 
longer remember what the articles were but, when I was fin
ished reading them, I knew without doubt or irresolution 
that I was a feminist. A n d that, once back home in Canada, I 
would work in the women's liberation movement. 

In retrospect this moment of my illumination character
ized the movement itself. I mean its internationalism, its fer
tile interfusion of ideas and experience and vision from the 
dispersed communities of feminists in the Western world, its 
apparently happy communication across borders. In retro
spect it also contained all that is problematic in that disper
sion. 

Returning to Toronto, I encountered a movement in full 
tilt. The headiness of it! The Toronto Women's Liberation 
Movement, the Radical Feminists, the feminists in the Cana
dian Liberation Movement and in the sects of the Left. This 
exhilarating hodge-podge of veterans of the Committee to 
End the War in Vietnam and of the cane-cutting brigades to 
Cuba, of anti-imperialist Trotskyists and Communists, of 
Canadian nationalists and francophone separatists, of dissi
dent Americans, of the acolytes of Ti-Grace Atkinson and 
adherents of the S . C . U . M . Manifesto. Not to mention wo
men involved in film, literature, journalism, sculpture, thea
tre, publishing, academia. I remember being drunk with it, 
this inebriating grog of ideas and influences, everything from 
de Beauvoir and Greer to Bernadette Devlin, and Leila 
Khaled to Emma Goldman, and Evelyn Reed to Firestone 
and Millett to our own Margaret Atwood, Maryon Kantar-
off and Joyce Wieland. Truly I thought, women have no 
country: we are each other's; and i f I have a nationality it is 
my femaleness, and i f I have a government it is the leadership 
of this movement in which I am voluntarily inscripted; and i f 
I am a patriot (matriot?) it is of the idea of the primordial 
loyalty of sisters. 

I travelled some more. To Boston, Berkeley. U p and down 
and back and forth across Canada. Back to England and 
Spain. Confirming each time the seeming equality of citizen
ship in the feminist "nat ion": we are women, and there is for 
us no higher law than that of our own revolution. I settled 
down in Alberta and learned that feminism had indeed emi
grated from western Ukraine to western Canada along with 
the social democrats at the beginning of the century; that 
feminists are engaged in the agony of dissidence in the Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe; that native women are struggling 
against the patriarchal inheritance of the Indian Act ; that 
ethnic women are struggling to define the border where eth
nic group solidarity leaves off and the community of women 
outside the ghetto begins. With all these women, too, I have 
felt the most intense identification: where you have been, I 
too have been, in dream, in spirit, in desire. 

A n d finally, I went to Greece, for six months, and, after 
peeling off layers of relationship with local playboys, foreign 
women, socialist men, I eventually found what I was looking 
for: Greek feminists, and felt at home. 

Sort of. 
And here is the nub of the matter. By the time I got to 

Greece, I had been exactly ten years a feminist, ten years a 
traveller across the borderlands that divide and quarter 
woman-nation (I think of the tribes of the Great Plains, their 
kinship arbitrarily transformed into opposing "national
ities" by the white man's 49th parallel: the conceit of the 
property owner!). Ten years a witness to the ambition of gen
der-solidarity which we had all perfervidly willed into being. 
Unfortunately, it has not been so simple. The will has not 
shown us yet the way. In spite of the indisputable invigora-
tion of our movement by means of the cross-references and 
cross-fertilizations of ideas and experiences among women 
of disparate cultures, nationalities and allegiances, our soli
darity remains tenuous. Over ten years, I have also been wit
ness to and participant in the cleavages of our unity: that 
competition for feminist validity among the components of 
our splendid diversity, that distressingly familiar hierar
chical ordering of authority according to political "authenti
ci ty ." 

Montreal, 1973. We are packed like sardines in the base
ment of a bistro to see an Angolan film. The film-maker is 
among us and she, and her film, tell us of the grievous brutal
ity of the Portuguese regime in Angola and of the sorrow and 

Myrna Kostash is a well-travelled feminist and author who 
spent the past year in Greece and is now at home in Edmon
ton. 

resistance of the Angolan women. We are moved, and we are 
angry, and we flinch as though the gloved hand of the Portu
guese soldier had struck our own face. A Québécoise film
maker starts to speak. Yes, she says, we know something of 
your struggle for here too, in Québec, we struggle, for inde
pendence, self-determination, cultural integrity. A h , yes, re
plies the Angolan, but are your men imprisoned in work 
camps, are your children dying of starvation, are your wo
men tramping barefoot to seek redress? Well, no, says the 
Québécoise, but our men are unemployed and our children 
undernourished and our women... . A n d so they carry on, the 
two of them, the Québécoise and the Angolan, women, war
riors, artists, in common, competing for the authenticity of 
the colonialized, as though deprivation were a sweepstake. 
A n d I sit, mournfully, thinking: Do I have to choose between 
these women? 

Over ten years there has been a whole catalogue of such 
contradictions between women presented as political choices 
to be made. Between Québec separatists and Canadian na
tionalists; between ethnics and W A S P S ; between Third 
World women and metropolitans; between regions and cen
tres. 

o o o o o o 

Snapshots and anecdotes. 
I was not there but someone who was told me of the visit to 

Canada in the early seventies of a delegation of women from 
North Vietnam. Canadian women had organized it, with the 
idea that American women in the anti-war movement meet 
with their Vietnamese counterparts (this being impossible on 
American soil.) The Americans arrived and closeted them
selves with the Vietnamese. The Canadian women made 
sandwiches. 

1972. I helped organize a Women's A r t Festival at the 
University of Toronto. Casting about for a "drawing card," 
we decided upon the Chicago Women's Rock Band who duly 
arrived, along with a group of fans from Albany, Buffalo, 
Detroit, all of them awe-inspiring in their sheer bulk and 
stentorian voice. While they made themselves at home in the 
auditorium lounge, we Canadians hauled their considerable 
equipment from the van. Experiencing myself, in an instant 
of insight, as a "cool ie" labouring on behalf of my colonial 
"masters," I approached the rock band, asking for some ex
tra ' 'manpower.' ' ' 'A in ' t no manpower around here baby, ' ' 
they replied, and returned to their conversation. 

1975. On my study wall: photographs of Joan Baez, 
Angela Davis, Janis Joplin and Jane Fonda. O n my book
shelves: Morgan, Millett, Firestone, Shulman, Friedan, 
Rich, Piercy, Chesler. In my head: a familiarity with 
American feminist opinion regarding racism, socialism, 
rape, pornography, representation of women by the media, 
sexist anthropology, women in literature, suffragism, N O W , 
Weatherwomen, alternative presses, psychoanalysis, moth
ering, orgasm, lesbian separatism and Bella Abzug. 
1978. In Berkeley, I noticed en passant, that the books I 
have written are not in the feminist bookstore. 

1980. A group of anti-rape activists in my city organized a 
weekend conference on sexual violence against women and 
invited a keynote speaker, Andrea Dworkin, from the U n i 
ted States. 

1981. As book columnist for the local newspaper, I ob
served from publishers' catalogues and review copies that 
American feminists write books, Canadian feminists edit an
thologies. 

What is going on here? There is no doubt that, from the 
perspective of the Canadian* feminist, the American wo
men's liberation movement has enormous authority; indeed 
it is seen as the original movement from which all others have 
taken their inspiration and justification. Never mind that 
feminism in Canada has historical roots in British and conti
nental feminism as well as in indigenous movements for so
cial reform, the point is we do not tend to perceive this as 
anything half so consequential as the fact of feminism 
among the Americans. When Americans demonstrate 
against beauty pageants, when they publish Redstocking 
manifestoes and organize rape crisis centres and make video 
films about female genitals and run candidates for political 
office, well, the whole world knows something is afoot. In 
the most powerful country in the world, the women are rising 
up angry, and the rest of us, dazzled, awed, inspired, pro
voked, and feeling a genuine kinship, can only follow suit: 
we imitate the Americans and call it "sisterhood." 

This is not to call into question the very substantial 
achievements of American feminism and its role in evoking 
our own courage and imagination as Canadian feminists. 
But, as we do with so much else in American culture, the 

* I use the term "Canadian" to denote Canadians outside 
Québec. I do not speak for the Québécoises whose political, 
cultural and intellectual perspective is their own. 

authority we ascribe to American feminism has the effect o 
at once idealizing that movement (Americans are so gutsy, s< 
innovative, so sophisticated) and trivializing our own (Cana 
dians are timid, conformist, naive). By exaggerating the in 
fluence and accomplishments of American women, relativ 
to our own, we underestimate the work of our own fore 
mothers and sisters and consign it to relative obsurity. It i 
not to be wondered at, then, that to each other we become ir 
visible, that we find form and function only in the light of th 
American movement. We do not see, in our own communitj 
an authority on pornography: we invite an American t 
speak and are flattered when she accepts. We believe our ow 
propaganda about American chutzpah and Canadian defei 
ence; and so we celebrate Gyn/Ecology and, for ourselve 
(who else would be interested?), we invite submissions to 
modest anthology on domestic labour and circulate it amon 
a small circle of Marxist academics. 

The concomitant of this, however, is the ethnocentrism c 
the Americans. By my own observation, Americans, eve 
feminists, consider themselves to live at the centre of the ch 
ilized world; the rest of us, then, live at points of the concei 
trie circles that radiate at increasing distance from that cei 
tre. If Canadian feminists view their work as relatively incoi 
sequential and localized, it is also the case that they see th 
confirmed in American women's attitudes: what Canadia 
has not experienced the maddening and sometimes humilii 
ting ignorance of even educated and well-travelled America 
women on the subject of Canada? We are painfully awai 
that we are of no more interest to them than is, say, Belgiun 
while we, of course, continue to be fascinated, appalled, ii 
trigued, excited by them. (Québec holds rather more intere 
for Americans because, it would seem, of the rather exot 
fact that the Québécois speak French.) If this is a relatioj 
ship of "sisters," it is very much like that of the nine-yea 
old girl who both admires her teen-age sister and is infuriate 
by her privileges, her status, and her patrionizing indulges 
of her sibling's inferiority. A n d competition on her part ft 
that same privilege and status would be seen as risible. 

o o o o o o 

There would be no more to say about that if it were not ft 
the historical fact of Canadian nationalism. In its most r 
cent manifestation, it emerged, parallel with the women 
movement, from the declining forces of the New Left whe 
it had been sparked by the campaign against the Americî 
imperialist incursion into Vietnam. As we studied the Amer 
can ways of war and colonialist entrepreneurship, we b 
came ever more sensitive to the hegemonistic presence < 
American capital and culture in our own society. We begs 
to dream, along with the Vietnamese, of a "national liber; 
t i on" and chaffed at the American presumption — eve 
among radicals — that we were no more to be regarded th£ 
as some largish extension of the mid-west, Iowa, say, and r 
more remarkable. In Canadian feminists, the two ambitioi 
— for international sisterhood and for national solidarity -
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co-existed peacefully for awhile: we granted exemption from 
imperialist guilt to the American sisters. After all , they were 
oppressed too by Wall Street and C B S . But after one too 
many consignments to the metaphorical sandwich brigade, 
we found our loyalties sorely tried. 

American parochialism, then, provokes in Canadian fem
inists defensiveness about our own cultural and political 
achievements and resentment of American power. That we 
have a double allegiance — to the notion of trans-national 
feminism and to Canadian self-determination — divides our 
loyalties and energies as feminists. Our movement is always 
in danger of being captured either by the male-dominated 
nationalist movement or by American-dominated sister
hood: in either case, we feel powerless as Canadian women, 
incapacitated in any genuine competition of ideas and ex
perience. 

The reasons for this incapacitation are to be found in part 
in the colonialization of the Canadian economy and culture 
(both popular and intellectual) by American institutions. 
There is a large literature on this subject and I do not need to 
detail it here; suffice it to say that, as a consequence, the 
Canadian "mentality" is under great pressure at all times to 
identify American interests as our own and to define purely 
Canadian interests as, at best, particular of a region and, at 
worst, divisive of continental alliance. This pressure is exa
cerbated by Americans' own blithe disregard of Canadian 
nationalist sentiment and by the imperatives of liberal ideo
logy among the Canadian ruling class. Co-operation with the 
Americans is a "good thing"; it ensures, so the argument 
goes, a high standard of living, peace along the "world's 
longest undefended border," common cause against our 
mutual enemies and, not least, access to the "highest" 
achievements of Western culture. 

Needless to say, not even Canadian feminists are exempt 
from these pressures. We are simultaneously victims and per
petrators of the myths of American superiority: in accepting 
uncritically American feminists' conviction of the centrality 
and decisiveness of their own struggles, we make it impossi
ble for any of us to compete as partners in the arena of the 
feminist idea. 

There is this, too, to consider. As feminists we have exper
ienced ourselves and our movement rather differently than 
have the American women theirs, and so even were all things 
to be equal between us there would still be this: our sister
hood would be attenuated by our respective feminist his
tories, and our competition in the arena inevitable. 

f™| (™1 HSl f2?l 

Snapshots and anecdotes. 
In the winter and spring of 1981-1982 I lived in Nafplion, 

Greece. For the first six weeks I was miserably lonely. I had 
no friends. More to the point, I had no women friends. Every 
day I visited the town's cafés, bars, parks, seaside paths, tav-
ernas and every day I met men: the public spaces belong to 
them and they speak English, a language they have learned 

from the foreign women who preceded me. But the vast mass 
of women in Nafplion do not speak English. Nor do they sit 
alone in tavernas and cafés; after dark they are not there at 
all . Whenever I saw them, they were either in the shops, trail
ing children behind them, or they were in the company of 
men. They did not like me. 

The reason became clear as I got to know their men. Greek 
men "prefer" foreign women. According to them, Greek 
women are "bossy" and quickly run to fat. They haggle and 
whine and nag about money. They refuse sex until marriage 
and, after marriage, refuse it for money. They are ignorant 
and unworldly and have no opinions. A n d so on. In a town 
like Nafplion, with much tourist traffic, the security of the 
Greek woman is constantly threatened. The men I met made 
no attempt to conceal the fact they were married, nor any 
apology that they were spending their free time at the tav-
erna, in the company of foreign women. Occasionally, a 
Greek man will marry a foreigner: each time this happens, of 
course, one fewer Greek girl will find a husband. The compe
tition that Greek women feel towards foreign women is very 
concrete, very material. But for a foreign woman like me 
who has no material interest in their men, this competition is 
also very painful for its consequences of estrangement 
among women. 

Eventually I did make friends with some Greek women: 
feminists and socialists grouped around the women's move
ment and the Panhellenic Socialist Party ( P A S O K ) , the gov
erning party of Greece. A n d here another competition took 
place. 

" A h , you're from America! (sic)." Then the wistful sign, 
the furtive glance around the room, and the question, sotto 
voce: "Tel l me, how do you do things in your women's 
movement?" I am, for instance, talking with A d a , a twenty-
two-year-old student who works for one of the P A S O K com
mittees. I have just complained, loudly, about the P A S O K 
M a y Day posters currently festooning Athens: posters of 
male faces, male masses, clenched male fists. " I know, I de
test this too ," says A d a . " B u t . . . " and her voice trails off in a 
whisper. I follow her glance around the room as it lights on 
the men at the desks and telephones. "Bu t our men, they are 
not so liberated as yours." 

The defensiveness! I visit the newly-opened Women's 
Café in the student district of Athens. A charming café. Lace 
curtains, potted plants, a bit of a library, a small bar, round 
marble-topped tables, groups of women of all ages in earnest 
conversation. A n d three men. I ask one of the women work
ing at the bar: why are there men here? She blushes and stam
mers in answer: "We had a long argument about it. We de
cided it would be, well, fascistic, to keep them out. They 
mustn't feel we hate men." 

I drop in on a meeting of the Multi-National Women's 
Liberation Group, a group of mainly American and English 
feminists. I learn that they have "learned their lesson": 
henceforth they will become publicly involved in feminist 
campaigns only i f invited to do so by the Greek women's or
ganizations. Their earlier initiatives in campaigns against 
rape and pornography, for instance, had not been appre
ciated: such campaigns must seem to be Greek, or not at all . 

Anna D . and Anna K . both live in Nafplion. One is a so
cialist, the other a Communist. I have got to know them in
dependently of each other. In spite of the fact they know 
each other, neither mentions the other to me. 

Anna D . tells me of the main success of the local Union of 
Greek Women (a socialist group). Together with members of 
the engineers, merchants, labour, cultural and municipal 
government associations, the women have succeeded in 
halting a major hotel development on a local beach. "This 
was a revolutionary action for the women of Nafpl ion ," 
Anna explains. "Imagine women carrying placards and 
shouting slogans ! The men in the street called us 'whores ' . " I 
ask her i f the Union plans any explicitly feminist campaigns? 
" A h , well, we have to be very careful about using that word 
— feminist — in the provinces. After all , we're not against 
men. Someday, perhaps, we won't be afraid of the word, but 
for now. . . . " 

Anna K . takes me to the meeting room of the Social and 
Cultural Centre of Women (Communist). It is just before 
Christmas and the Centre has put up a book display. Ch i l 
dren's books. A n d books by Gorky, Brecht, Neruda, 
Mayakovsky, Lenin, Engels, Ritsos. A n d Edna O'Brien. 
(Edna O'Brien?) "The first task," says Anna , "is to raise 
women's cultural level. They are not used to getting anything 
more for themselves than raising children and watching T V . 
O f course, it's not easy for working men either...." 

Soula M . is very suspicious of the New Left. She's read a 
Soviet sociologist's critique of Daniel Cohn-Bendit but she 
has not read Cohn-Bendit. She is also suspicious of the 
Women's Café. " W h y do we need such a thing?" she asks. 
" I can go anytime I like to an ordinary ca fé . " Soula's hus

band, meanwhile, does not " a l l o w " her to get a driver's 
licence. 

I have been invited to Easter dinner at A n n a K. ' s house. 
The whole family — socialists and Communists all — have 
also been invited. The women serve the men, from cooking 
to clean-up, and then sit, wearily, patiently waiting for their 
drunk and guffawing mates to decide when to leave. In all 
the months I was to spend in Greece, I did not once see a man 
lift a finger in housework or childcare. Not even a socialist 
finger. 

Catherine S. is fed up. She's a Greek-Australian and is go
ing back to Australia. "Greeks think they are the only people 
ever to have suffered." She is discouraged. " I have, on my 
own initiative, been twice to Geneva to attend conferences 
on women's health. Do you think I can get the feminists here 
in Athens to care? N o ! " 

I have a confession to make. After six months of this, I be
gan to believe I really was a representative of an "advanced' ' 
form of feminism. I took a certain smug satisfaction from 
being able to inform Greek feminists of the debates and is
sues raging in my country, to enlighten them about the books 
that have not yet been translated into Greek, to commiserate 
with them about how "awfu l" Greek men are compared to 
North American men. To nod, assentingly, in apologetic dis
cussions about how "underdeveloped" is Greek feminism. 
To point out that, in my country, feminists would not 
tolerate this and that, have gone beyond that and this. To 
assert that, inevitably, Greek feminists will have to separate 
out from the men on the Left, just as we did, in my country. 
In short, I was becoming, in relation to Greek feminists, an 
"Amer ican . " In the competition for feminist authenticity, I 
had, this time, reversed the roles. It was a revelation. 

Consequently, it has been humbling to put that into per
spective. To seek behind the immediate dynamic of my polit
ical "superiority" the nature of the problem. I have had to 
acknowledge the privilege that attaches to my relative eco
nomic independence and social mobility and to admit that, 
for all the distress and anger I felt on behalf of Greek women, 
and the identification, the sisterhood across the borders of 
national and cultural difference, the fact is, in even living 
among Greeks, I exploit the advantage of my situation in 
middle-class Canada. I have my own money, I have neither 
husband nor children, I can travel, I can challenge 
machismo. 

The fact is, I come from a society which is everywhere 
glamorized, including its women's movement. Which is 
everywhere envied, even as it is feared or deplored. America! 
(The distinction between the United States and Canada was 
meaningful only to me.) Territory of wealth, possibility, 
transformation. America: big cars down the highway, dish
washers in the kitchen, a woman alone in her own apart
ment, a profession, appointments with a psychiatrist, sex in 
the single bars. America: a razzle-dazzle, irreverent, brazen 
and noisy women's liberation movement turning men into 
putty. 
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The fact is, I was both envied and resented. Compared to 
Greek women, my right to bold rhetoric was easily won: their 
struggle with the Church, with patriarchs, with women's 
own self-abnegation, not to mention the eternal struggle 
with a harsh soil, had been engaged in Canada by the two 
generations of feminists before me. I stood on their shoul
ders to look Greek women in the eye. The fact is, the eco
nomic and political pre-eminence of America has relegated 
Greece to the periphery of capitalist and democratic pro
jects; and well these women knew it, their defensiveness and 
parochialism and self-depreciation a mask for this historical 
inferiority. 

The fact is, for women and men in Greece, the "nat ional" 
question is the question; a question of the liberation of a 
whole society from its masters abroad, in order that its parti
cular genius may be released, including the genius of its wo
men. As a Canadian, I understood some of this, but not all . I 
did not understand that one's history can go back two thou
sand years, can include generations and generations of peo
ple hounded and despised by a Roman, Byzantine, Turkish, 
Italian, German, American overlord. I did not understand 
the passion fructified by the blood spilled in civil war, nor the 
strength of the appeal to women to hold fast to their Greek-
ness — their mothering, nurturing Greekness — in the fact of 
every assault upon it. The fact is, both the Left and the Right 
have taken this up and women must have a very independent 
consciousness indeed to assert the primacy of their own gen
der liberation while the ' 'nation" is imperilled. The fact is, i f 
they are haters of men, they can be beaten, sequestered, 
thrown out of the house, pauperized, almost with impunity. 
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by Gay Bell 
Female Parts, a series of four plays by Italian 
playwrights Franca Rame and Dario Fo, will 
open with actress Maja Ardal April 8 at Tor
onto Workshop Productions. Recently, Gay 
Bell talked to Maja A rdal to discover aspects 
of the plays which are of particular interest 
to feminists and the results of the conversa
tions are printed below. 

fa Arda l : In Female Parts I start on a 
totally bare stage and examine all my physi
cal possibilities as to how I can create imag
inary worlds. I find that the story to be told 
can exist in me and my equipment — my 
head, my emotions and my body. I reach for 
my best comedy technique and sense of hu
mour and, at the opposite end of the scale, 
for a really deep classical profundity. In be
tween there is naturalistic theatre. 

It is an unusual script for me as a woman 
actor. I've played many traditional roles in 
theatre and on television where, usually, I 'm 
supposed to be a character person and I have 
to do an accent and be humorous; humorous 
not so much with my own aggressive humour 
but as an object of humour. This play is ex
citing for me because it goes way past that. 

The main thrust of these four seemingly 
separate plays, which all come together to 
make Female Parts, is the rise of awareness. 

Waking Up is about a working class wo
man. Both she and her husband work in a 
factory and they have one child. Very, very 
low income. The first awareness that they 
have of something outside of their lives to be 
discussed from the point of view of the wo
man, happens when she suddenly — because 
of a tiny incident between her and her hus
band — comes out with a lot of crystal 

APRIL/MAY 
CALENDAR 

• 
April 4: 

Lecture/Demonstration 
Baroque Winds 

5:30 pm 
$2 admission 

. (Tafelmusik members free) 

April 8/9: 
Virtuoso Winds Concert 

8:30 pm 
Tickets $6, $8, $11, $15 

April 26: A Musical Feast 
at Sloane's Restaurant 

8:00 pm 
$30 per person 

limited number of seats 
available - Call 964-6337 

May 6/7: 
A Baroque Celebration 

8:30 pm 
Tickets $7, $9, $12, $17 

• 
A l l concerts at 

Tr in i ty /St . Paul 's Uni ted C h u r c h 
427 B loor St. W . 

Toronto 

F O R F U R T H E R I N F O R M A T I O N 
C A L L 964 -6337 

Mus ic Director: Jean L a m o n 
Genera l Manager : Ottie Lockey 

A Woman Alone: Ma ja Arda l in Female Parts. 

clear rhetoric about how the multi-national 
corporations have turned them both into 
slaves and turned him into a tyrant against 
her. 

Mar ia , in A Woman Alone, is directly suf
fering from having committed infidelity. 
She becomes trapped, abused and squeezed 
into the mould of a middle-class housewife 
who has to accept and be subject to every
thing that happens to her. (I have to function 
a whole hour on stage as a victim of an 
incredible onslaught of male sexuality.) The 
repression makes Maria burst out and act. 
This woman has a very honest and very out
rageous reaction to her environment. It is a 
play with a lot of violence in it and yet, as the 
actor, I 'm looking for the greatest amount 
of humour in this piece. For me it is very 
interesting how we as women can look, en
joy, laugh and sensitize ourselves to things. 
Just because feminism is a revolutionary 
movement, it doesn't mean that we have 
divided and compartmentalized all those 
things you're not allowed to laugh about. We 
are in fact capable of looking in a wide range 
and from different angles at our lives and at 
the lives of women around us. 

I presented this piece at Interval House, a 
hostel for battered women in Toronto. A t 
the end, the women said that Maria should 
not be mad at the beginning. "She becomes 

crazy half way through but we don't want to 
see her crazy at the beginning — it's all too 
true!" 

The woman in The Same Old Story is poli
tically aware. She dares to talk politics in the 
bedroom. We find her dealing with one of 
the most difficult unspoken problems that a 
lot of women have — lust. She's coping with 
the fact that she feels as lusty as the man 
does. Yet his lust is more important than hers 
because she's supposed to use her head and 
make decisions about her emotional state 
and about whether or not she's going to get 
pregnant by making love: "When you get to 
use your cock, I have to use my head and 
that's just not fair ." 

She does get pregnant and starts looking 
for an abortion. I don't think it's very differ
ent in Canada than in Italy, where a new law 
says that a woman can get an abortion but, 
as this character learned on a previous occa
sion, they give you such a hard time if you go 
for a legal abortion that you end up lying in 
the hospital getting so pregnant that you 
don't care to have an abortion. For an illegal 
abortion, a doctor could charge a million 
lire. The character says, " I suppose you're a 
pro-lifer because of course it's in the inter
ests of the medical profession to be against 
legalized abortions and then to charge 
exorbitant prices for illegal ones." 

Franca Rame comes from the improvisa-
tional tradition of Italian theatre. Dario Fo , 
her husband, who is well-known as a play
wright, is the main writer of the two. I 
think Franca improvised as Dario wrote. As 
a political artist, Franca has suffered a lot of 
violence at the hands of the police. She and 
her husband are not attached to any political 
group per se. In fact, the communists dis
owned them. These plays are very princi
pled. They don't bitch: they tell wild, funny, 
violent, colourful and tragic stories about 
the way they see the world of women. 

In North America, led by our intellectual 
desires and by intellectual stimulus, we often 
find it difficult to tell a feminist story from a 
woman's point of view in a very concrete at
mosphere, but the European aspect gives a 
very concrete world to deal with. The overall 
theme of these plays has to do with being 
mothers. It is a universal, but also extremely 
pragmatic, theme. Womanhood is even re
sponsible for the existence or non-existence 
of the next generation. The plays plant each 
woman in an existing structure; we do not 
merely see these women isolated in a spot
light with a generalized feeling of society 
around them. In the first play, the woman 
says, " I wash all your socks, I recondition 
you, I regenerate you, I even reproduce for 
you and for what. So I can send you back 
out there to work even harder for the bosses." 
So, what we get is a profound acknowledge
ment that it's often the same cage that we're 
locked in: it's not always only the women 
who are locked in a cage. 

The plays insist that women are restricted. 
The male character will react in a specific 
way from the point of view of his role as a 
husband or his role as a father. But the plays 
are realistic — the men are all very different. 
They're not one faceless giant. They're not 
one throbbing penis that's battering its way 
into the doors of the woman's brain. 

The last play does make a recommenda
tion towards all women which is so drastic as 
to be seen in a symbolic way. It says what is 
meant by these plays. Medea says: "It is 
blackmail the way you imprison us women in 
cages and hang children around our necks to 
silence us the way you would hang a wooden 
collar around a cow — all the better for you 
to milk her, all the better for you to mount 
her." Instead of the children becoming a 
blossoming of a hope, a blossoming of the 
future, by the male laws they have become 
the chains that are wrapped around our 
necks to strangle us. By making Medea's re
action to that trap so powerful and so des
tructive, Dario and Maria are saying that, in 
order to really give birth to a new woman, 
there has to be destruction, so it is finally a 
totally revolutionary night of theatre. 

Gay Bell is a cultural worker in Toronto. 
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ral Building: ComCTSt 
by Eve Zaremba 

In my calendar, spring is that indeterminate 
period of about two months wedged be
tween International Women's Day and the 
black-fly season. Winter's work is done, but 
it is too nasty outside and too crazy inside for 
rejoicing. This year promised to be no differ
ent from others. 

Characteristically, coalitions break up, 
collectives splinter, sectarianism surfaces, 
friends snarl at each other, love affairs fizz 
out, writers block is rampant, it rains in Flor
ida and California, Germany continues as 
the bulwark of democracy, our own dear 
Queen gets the only job in B C , the Progres
sive (sic) Conservative leadership race brings 
nonentities out of the woodwork, the price 
of gas goes down everywhere except in Can
ada, the virgin Pope dispenses more mixed 
messages...and my car insurance runs out. 

It's enough to make one look forward to 
1984. 

But bear with it, all is not lost. Remember 
the women painters and sculptors who were 
caught being representational back in the 
days when it was taboo, and art for art's sake 
was the only art? Remember women writers 
and artists who insisted against all odds that 
it is possible to be creative and funny without 
being sexist and to be relevant and vital with
out glorifying violence? Remember femin
ists who claimed that our politics need not be 
dull , boring and tedious like the left's? Well, 
these women are at it again, a whole bunch 
of them, in Toronto yet, together, calling 
themselves Women's Cultural Building 
("building" is a verb not a noun) and daring 
to present a two-month long festival dedi
cated to this building. In March and A p r i l , 
1983. Sheer madness! Who but women, and 
feminists at that, would build anything these 
days, much less culture! O f course, women 
have no sense of occasion and feminists are 
notorious for a complete lack of proper neg
ativity, of that cynicism so suitable for our 
nihilistic era. 

The W C B enterprise was launched on Sat
urday, March 5 in Toronto by a colourful 
float at the I W D festivities, a sterling at
tempt to turn what can be a political duty in-

From The Euguelionne: Co le t te 
G a g n o n (I.) and Cyn th ia Grant at the 
Five Minute Femin is t Cabaret . 

to a joyful occasion. The coffee which W C B 
dispensed throughout the day turned out to 
be both free and drinkable, a significant 
achievement. But the real beginning was on 
the actual International Women's Day itself, 
March 8. The culture-building festival was 
kicked-off by the Five Minute Feminist Cab
aret, an evening of short skits, acts and 
what-have-you on darkest Queen Street 
West in T .O. Even Stagger Lee's decor (it's 
the old Horseshoe Tavern) of ersatz 1950s 
nostalgia crudely done on the cheap for the 
uncritical and ignorant young, even the hos
tility of some of its staff could not destroy 
what proved to be an evening packed with 
energy and entertainment presented by fem
inists with talent to spare. 

It was a full house and standing-room-
only all night, both inside the smokey tavern 
and outside in the street. The stunned Queen 
Street habituées in the audience were vastly 
outnumbered by assorted women: radical 
feminists socialists, unemployed politicos, 
students, dykes, musicians and bus drivers, 
friends, foes and lovers. The W C B perfor
mers were themselves a diverse bunch of pro
fessionals, semi-professionals and hopefuls 
with more or less developed political sensi
bilities. Neither audience nor the performers 
were quite sure of each other as the evening 
got rolling. Neither need have worried. We, 
an immensely receptive and warm but by no 
means uncritical audience, were amply re
paid by being treated to three sets of high cal
ibre, eclectic entertainment. 

off much of the expensive local and import
ed commercial entertainment available in 
Toronto. This should not be a once-and-no-
future occasion. We must have a follow-up 
soon. 

After that auspicious beginning the Fes
tival of Women Building Culture (a clumsy 
name, but accurate) opened its storefront 
Headquarters at 563 Queen Street West on 
March 14 with a Pork Roast of 250 feminist 
cartoons plus 'installations' at a number of 
other Queen Street locations. For the rest of 
the month and continuing right through 
Apr i l , the W C B collective promises a festival 
of more art, drama, film, dance, slide-
shows, performances, readings, a women's 
brunch and egg-rolling fun and games. A 
treat for these hard times. 

The MCs: (from left) J a n e Farrow, Lauri Conger , Lou ise Gar f ie ld , 
and Lorraine Segato . 

Some of the best of the five-minute acts 
owed a bit to Saturday Night Live* one or 
two were too complex for the impossibly 
cramped conditions. A few inevitably dis
played weak political sense, lack of rehearsal 
time, incurably inflated egos and such famil
iar problems. Never mind. It was an evening 
to remember and cherish. With a little judi
cious pruning, firm direction and better lo
cation, the W C B artists could knock spots 

With support from Toronto's feminists, I 
am sure that W C B can withstand the hassles 
and the inevitable pressure to compromise 
artistically and politically. If we are lucky 
and the W C B women are tough they will sur
vive the work-load and the nervous exhaus
tion of the festival and continue to build, 
even after these two months are over, what 
they have so splendidly begun. 

The Journey, by Anne Cameron. New York: 
A v o n Books 1982. Pp . 308. 

by Susan G. Cole 

If you're at all familiar with Anne 
Cameron's screenplays, i f you've read her 
poetry and novels, or i f you've come to 
know Cameron through her tough-minded 
and powerful testimonials in Broadside, 
then you are familiar with a versatile author 
who never shies away from difficult issues 
that call for heart-felt responses and analy
ses. A n d if you look at the title of her paper-

eroines on 
back novel The Journey, you may imagine 
that you ' l l be led once more down new and 
exciting paths to profundity. 

Well, put your assumptions away. Even 
Cameron will eschew depth when she has to. 
She is, for example, extremely stingy when it 
comes to doling out dimension to her charac
ters in her latest tale. None of them gets more 
than two in this not very serious cowboy — 
or should I say "cowperson" — romp. The 
breadth, as opposed to depth, of the person
alities in The Journey is the book's main 
strength and Cameron knows it. 

The story is about a once-orphaned 
14-year-old virgin, Anne, who flees her vio
lent and vile Uncle Andrew after feigning her 
own death in a fire she set to her family's 
farmhouse. With two horses, Dan, the glor
ious stud, and Bess, the loyal mare (even the 
horses are cardboard characters), Anne sets 
out she's not sure where, until she encoun
ters the well-travelled and experienced 
whore, Sarah. Sarah has been tarred and 
feathered by Luke Wilson, a witch-hunting 
predecessor of Renaissance International 
who loathes prostitutes and who's deter
mined to drive them and their sinning ways 
out of every Canadian town. Keno, Sarah's 
predictably opportunistic pimp, has aban
doned her. Her chance meeting with Anne 
saves her life and begins a lasting and loving 
friendship. 

The story reels from bar room to shoot
out, from campsite to cross-country trek— 
faster it's safe to say than most narratives 
could. E n route, we meet Belle, another 
whore with a heart of gold, beleaguered Ch i 
nese people working on the railroad and sen
sitive Native Canadians who are attuned to 

the Horizo 
the women's needs and who assist as Sarah 
eventually gives birth. The birth, by the way, 
becomes just another in the many events that 
befall our heroines. 

What sounds like something of a comic 
book is not without its political implications. 
Cameron may be cranking out a rip-roaring 
story but she does give the book its share of 
feminist content. She explores the old bor
dello where women lived together and served 
up sexual favours to the men who roomed at 
the hotel. According to Cameron's version 
of history, these cat-houses were really hot
beds of lesbianism and female support, sub
versive cells in the midst of apparent female 
exploitation. 

While reminding us of the ills perpetrated 
against the Chinese labourers, and of the 
Native culture since brought almost to ex
tinction by the exploits of MacMii ian Bloe-
del, et al. Cameron seems to say that men are 
okay, provided they are men of colour. The 
white men, on the other hand, are for the 
most part thieves, rapists, pimps and wife-
beaters. The sentimentalization of Third 
World men is meant, we must assume, as 
more of a history lesson for Cameron's read
ers, a product of her specific B C conscious
ness, and, not incidentally, a way of making 
the characters and the situations as broad as 
possible. 

In spite of the fact that Cameron plainly 
wanted to write something entertaining and 
not too thought-provoking, there are some 
startlingly vivid passages in this book which 
make it go beyond the large portion of froth 
it could have been. The violence, for exam
ple, is very real, so much so that it's almost 
out of context with the rest of what is mostly 
superficial stuff. Even while writing a lark, 

Cameron's visceral anger at the violence wo
men experience in our lives bubbles to the 
surface when she describes degradation and 
humiliation, and for those moments, the jo
vial intent of the book is totally masked. It 
doesn't detract from the reading. It is simply 
Cameron's indelible imprint on material her 
own consciousness would have allowed her 
to deal with in no other way. 

As for the sex in the book, be apprised that 
Sarah and Anne curse and fight with each 
other all the way. You won't want a relation
ship like it but you' l l love reading about it. 
In any event they finally consummate this 
passionate friendship on page 266. If you 
leaf furiously to that page, you will have fall
en into the old trap of believing that genital 
contact makes for the steamiest reading. As 
it happens, Cameron elsewhere in the book 
fashions a surprisingly erotic episode which 
is a simple account of how Sarah helps Anne 
into the bathtub. Compare the two se
quences. There's a lovely lesson in the exer
cise. 

Cameron dedicates the book to all of 
those women who were dissatisfied with the 
role models Westerns provided for women. 
This book is for those who despaired be
cause Dale Evans didn't carry a gun and rode 
a slower horse than Roy Rogers did. It's for 
those who wanted to play cowboys and In
dians as kids but discovered that the boys 
would allow them only the role of Indian — 
captured and tied to a tree. But even i f you 
were never preoccupied with the myths and 
conventions of the western tradition, and 
even i f it's your wish to fight that tradition 
tooth and nail, you probably won't be able 
to put The Journey down until you've fin
ished the last page. • 
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sndhia O H 6 m D I men s i on 91 Go' 
by Anne Cameron 

The pre-release publicity for the film 
Gandhi was such, and the first reviews so full 
of words like "stunning" and "overwhelm
i n g , " that we expected to have to wait in the 
chill of a block-long line-up. So we went ear
ly and wound up sitting in the lobby with lots 
of time to k i l l wondering why so few people 
had shown up to see it. Word of mouth must 
be alive and well, but we didn't know that at 
the time. 

I suppose I half-expected Gandhi to rival 
Gone With the Wind, after all , what about 
the reviews, what about the publicity. The 
only similarity is that they both have an in
termission. 

I learned nothing new about Gandhi the 
man, and got very tired of looking at a one-
dimensional god. Surely even Gandhi must 
have had to wrestle with all the things all of 
us have to fight, he must have suffered 
doubt, fear, sorrow, anger, even some frus
tration. Ben Kingsley did a very good job 
portraying what there was in the script for 
him to portray, but I suspect even the best 
actor can't portray what just is not there, 
and the scripting of Gandhi was terrible. 
Richard Attenborough has years of experi
ence as an actor, but that does not necessar
ily equip him to be a producer, or to have any 
qualifications to supervise scripting. The 
film showed definite signs of having been in
fluenced by the Indian version of the C F D C , 
that peculiar Canadian institution that has 
lawyers, accountants and graduates of ob
scure universities with a B A in literature dic
tating to film makers and editing scripts. 

The political slant of Gandhi is distressing 
and, I think, dangerous. The film was pro
duced by, and carefully geared for, the soft 
liberal underbelly and the knee-jerk well-
meaning reactionary. With all the good in
tentions in the world, the film, in an attempt 
to make a statement against exploitation and 
imperialism, falls again and again into the 
same weary trap. Time and time again we see 
imperialism committing violence and atro
city on unarmed pacifists with brave, heart

rending faces. Time and time again the metal 
bars smash down on unprotected heads, 
faces, shoulders. Time and time again the 
noble pacifists are bloodied, beaten, 
smashed, thumped, bashed, kicked, cursed, 
and hit again. The violence goes on and on 
until, when the peaceful demonstrators are 
slaughtered by Ghurka soldiers with Lee En
field .303 rifles, one is almost tired and bored 
with falling bodies, spurting blood, dying 
babies and the ever-increasing pile of spent 
shells. 

A l l the v i o l e n c e c o m m i t t e d by 
"outsiders" is in medium or full close-up. 
But when Moslem and Hindu begin to tear 
themselves apart, we get shots from the roof
tops, at night, shadowy figures, faceless 
figures. We are distanced from the pain, sep
arated from the agony, and when the Indian 
mob attacks and murders the police we see 
an axe descend, but we do not know if it is 
chopping flesh or cobblestones. The effect is 
to negate the internal violence and over-em
phasize the violence by outsiders, as i f to 
suggest it's all right i f we chop up each other 
but not i f we chop up "others." 

The racism is unconscionable. The film 
was supported, subsidized and helped by the 
Hindu-dominated government of India, and 
it shows. The composition of the shots, the 
unspoken influences of staging and facial ex
pression, the politics of editing and sound all 
suggest and re-enforce the idea that the Mus
lims were to blame for everything that went 
wrong in a period of undeniable internal 
strife and rioting. 

Gandhi himself repeatedly advocated the 
ability of Hindu and Christian to live in 
peace and harmony; the film suggests it is 
impossible for the Muslims to co-exist with 
anybody at all . The audience got virtually no 
message at all about Hindu thought, philos
ophy, religion, or aspirations, but certainly 
got a gutful of redigested Christian ethic. 
Those who believed in Christianity were 
nice; those who did not were nasty, and since 
imperialism and militarism are anti-Chris
tian, they were all very nasty, indeed. 

We saw absolutely spectacular cinemato

graphy, but the cameras, except for one easi
ly missed shot, stayed away from the horror 
and misery of the chronically starving of 
Calcutta and Bombay. Shot after shot of 
people working the fields, not shots of peo
ple sleeping on the sidewalks. Bright-eyed 
children with beautiful smiles led goats to 
the river or watched wide-eyed from perches 
in the trees as the pilgrims walked thousands 
strong down country roads, but no sign of 
those children deliberately deformed and 
crippled at birth so they could earn a living as 
beggars. N o sign of infanticide. N o sign of 
anything nasty, no sign of the terrible lives of 
the Untouchables. That kind of bias is prop
aganda. The film was propaganda, from 
start to finish, propaganda for the Hindu 
government of India, propaganda for the 
well-meaning Christians, propaganda for 
the English actors/producers/apologists 
now busy trying to prove that not all British-
European-White-Men are nasty. A n d in all 
the propaganda, that small, skinny, dedi
cated patriot got lost and we got a cute little 
god. 

We got told by god's wife that Gandhi 
wanted freedom and equality for women; 
there was no sign of it in the script, no sign of 
it from Gandhi who bravely accepted the 
blows of the imperialists but lashed out 
physically at his wife because she didn't want 
to clean and rake the latrine. Gandhi who 
casually informed an English woman who 
had come to his ashram: " Y o u will be my 
daughter." Gandhi who was fussed over 
adoringly by little girls, young women, 
middle-aged women, older women, all of 
whom idolized him, and either helped sup
port him or walked willingly behind him. 
The Gandhi we are shown, the Gandhi who 
talked so much about equality and freedom, 
seemed to see nothing at all wrong with his 
children kissing his feet. 

A n d , by the end of the film, the backside 
kissing gets a little bit much. With full British 
pomp and ceremony, in strides Mountbat-
ten, with all the glory of England, all the re
gality and honour of military uniform, rul
ing royal blood, and brass buttons. The fact 

that at this point Britain and the patriarchy 
had no choice in granting India's indepen
dence gets lost in the frantic insistence that 
royalty might be slow to move, but when it 
does, the British sense of "fair play" and the 
inherent justice of the very rightness of the 
House of Lords will prevail: the Christian 
hearts of the elite are, after all, in the right 
place and all the wrongs will be undone. Im
mediately following this bit of flatulent reas
surance and Brit patriotism, of course, the 
Moslems we have been conditioned to dis
trust rip it all apart, betray everything, kick 
off a blood bath, because whereas Gandhi 
and the Hindus are open-minded people 
who understand Christian concepts and are 
co-operative, the Moslems are a bunch of 
fanatic bigots. 

A n d what better time to make this film 
and get this anti-Moslem message across 
than at a time when the Ayatollah is going 
senile in full view of the world, O P E C is be
ing obnoxious, the Middle East is about to 
explode and the yanks are quietly moving the 
fleet into position. Given any excuse at all, 
the Americans will charge in to "protect" 
the Moslem people from themselves, and 
Western free enterprise (capitalism) will re
place the British Empire and whose "fault" 
will it be anyway, but those damned Mos
lems who couldn't even be trusted not to ki l l 
god, who betrayed Gandhi, the teeming mil
lions of India, and even themselves. A n d , of 
course, the yanks control the film industry, 
and Richard Attenborough aspired to get 
eleven Academy Award nominations for a 
piece of Capitalist-Christian-Patriarchal-
propagandist adulation? I find no difference 
between Imperialism and Capitalism, no dif
ference between either and Patriarchy, and 
Gandhi was educated in the halls of the Old 
Boys Network, and so was Richard Atten-
boroguh, and the film made about one by 
the other shows the connection. 

Anne Cameron is the author of Dream-
speaker and The Journey, and co-authored 
the screenplay for Ticket to Heaven. 
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CT and April in Parry Sound 
P A R R Y S O U N D — Toronto musicians C T . 
& A p r i l will be giving a benefit concert 
in Parry Sound, Ontario at 3 pm on Sunday, 
May 1,1983 to help raise funds for The Festi
val of The Sound. The two musicians were 
warmly received when they performed at 
Innis College last May, and it is expected that 

-they will be playing to a full house. 
The Festival of the Sound, which runs 

from July 23 to August 14 is a classical music 
festival under the direction of Anton Kuerti, 
and featuring world-renowned artists. A fes
tival of this magnitude requires a large oper
ating budget, and the Board of Directors has 

been exploring a variety of fund-raising 
efforts. 

C T . & A p r i l , with their skillful blend of 
classical and folk styles, promise to delight 
their northern audience. Torontonians, and 
others familiar with the beauty of Georgian 
Bay, would be wise to plan a spring getaway 
and spend a toe-tapping Sunday afternoon 
with C T . & A p r i l . 

For tickets, send $4 to The Festival of the 
Sound, Box 750, Parry Sound, P 2 A 2 Z 1 ; 
(include .50 per order for postage and hand
ling). 

— Kate Greco 
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• MARCH TO MOSCOW, from page 6 

who had been doing all the negotiations. 
These women deserved to constitute the ma
jority of the march because they had put in 
tremendous amounts of hope, courage and 
work. Usually women do all the hard work 
and then some men who are leaders of some 
associations are rewarded because they are 
the heads of those organizations. So the 
decision was made to allow only 25% men. 

The March at last 

It started in Oslo, but not with a great cele
bration. The women had held their celebra
tions and farewell parties at all the small 
places they had started out from. It was ex
tremely important that they came from all 
over Norway so that the press coverage 
would reflect the broad representation. 

They left from the central station in Oslo 
as very ordinary citizens and arrived in 
Stockholm, where a big open meeting was 
planned. They were invited to lunch by the 
mayor of Stockholm before they went to 
Finland by boat where in Porvoo (which is 
the first Finnish town they came to) the Fin
nish president declared himself to be a spon
sor of the march, and they were honoured 
with a series of big meetings and celebra
tions. 

They went further, to Helsinki, and they 
went futher, to Leningrad. As they were 
coming into Leningrad, the media reported 
that the march was quite controlled, but that 
relationships between the marchers and the 
people were not very good. The women were 
well aware of the possibility that it might not 
become a big success. But all the time they 
had said it was better to do something than 
to do nothing. They had agreed that the 
march slogans should be only the ones 
agreed upon. But they made it absolutely 
clear that when they talked with ordinary 
Soviet citizens, they could talk about any 
topic they wished. That was guaranteed 
them in the negotiations. 

Quite early in the march, we were told that 
twelve Russian dissidents in Moscow were 
arrested. The marchers were asked what they 
thought about this. They were fully aware 
that people were not allowed to express ex
actly what they wanted in this country, but 
they couldn't say so because of conditions of 
the negotiations. Then the Soviet Russian 
people came up with banners that were very 

clearly prejudiced against the West, especial
ly Reagan, but they had to withdraw from 
the march because they were breaking the 
agreement. 

So both groups had to withdraw their slo
gans. But apart from that, nothing dramatic 
happened until the march came to a little 
town just outside Moscow. 

The Russians join 

The town was Kalinin, and there the story 
suddenly broke through the Norwegian 
media. There were some people on the side
walk and some people had taken courage 
and broken into the march. As a few people 
did that, others took courage and followed 
the march too. A n d then before long, 30,000 
people who had been watching the Scandin
avian women marchers were found to be 
marching behind them. This made Norwe
gian reporters now say that the march was a 
success. A n d on the front page of a big con
servative daily it said U H E L which means 
happiness or great joy for the peace march in 
Kalinin. There was a one hour program on 
the radio which also told about this break
through for the peace march, and a T V pro
gram which showed the way they were 
marching in this little town. The march was 
considered a success in the Norwegian 
media. 

When I left Norway for Canada, I looked 
for news about the peace march in this coun
try, and I must say that I saw very little. 
There could have been much better cover
age. The march was an attempt to build up 
trust between the East and West, especially 
between the women of the East and West. 
The marchers and negotiators felt that if 
they could get in contact with the Soviet Rus
sian women, they would have more oppor
tunity to work on building up a trusting rela
tionship between the East and West. It was a 
matter of pushing through the official Peace 
Committee in Moscow to reach the ordinary 
people. The ultimate objective was to talk to 
people outside the party structure about 
peace and peace making. 

The role of women 

Often, when women do something, they are 
not visible, they are of no interest to the 
media. This means that for women to get 
more visibility it costs them dearly. It costs 
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them courage, money, political training and 
lots of practical work. But the point is that 
women really do go further. Yet, I should 
point out that no men wanted to take on the 
whole organizational work. It was women 
who organized both the march to Paris and 
the march to Moscow. 

I should also mention that women of high 
political standing participated in the Paris 
march. We had one woman, Ingrid Eide, 
Norwegian Labour Party parliamentarian, 
who came with her little boy. She was the 
President of the International League for 
Peace and Freedom in Norway. She has been 
a peace worker and has been voting against 
military budgets as a member of the Social 
Democrats. It is because of her strong beha
viour that she isn't in parliament any longer. 

That is very often the case of women who 
work in this way. We had a Danish woman, 
Jytte Hilden, a member of the Danish Parlia
ment, who walked with one of her four chil
dren. She has been very hard on the disarm
ament question, which means she is against 
raising the percentage of the budget that 
goes to the arms race. A n d she was the one 
who officially said she thought the time had 
come for the U S A to withdraw from N A T O . 
That cost her her place in parliament in Den
mark. 

One young, very courageous member of 
the Norwegian cabinet, who has one child 
and is only thirty years old, was the one who 
opened the march in Copenhagen and said 
everything she thought about disarmament 
on that occasion. She was very courageous 
and I think she has been in great difficulty in 
cabinet because of her stand. 

Women are having a tremendously diffi
cult time within the traditional parties be
cause they are under male leadership, and 
these males have been able to do absolutely 
nothing about the arms race. The reason the 
world is going in the wrong direction is be
cause of male leadership. I mention this be
cause in the Paris march there were many 
eminent people marching with the women, 
while on the march to Moscow there was a 
self-selecting procedure: we had to ask the 
different groups early on to name their rep
resentatives and there wasn't much space 
open to very eminent persons to participate. 
That gave another profile to the march to 
Moscow. 

I would like to stress that the march to 
Moscow was neither staged by the Soviet 
Russians themselves, nor by members of the 
Peace Council , which very often in Scandin
avian countries is made up of Communist 
Party members. I think the organizers un
derstood — as I understood (I have been a 
leader of the socialist left) — that the cause 
would be much stronger i f women of the 
middle range of political parties were those 
who worked hard for it. I respect those wo
men very much because they had a much 
harder fight with men in their parties than 
people more to the left. 

These marches are very hard work. There 
is an enormous amount of organization and 
you have to have workers. People cannot 
just start walking. A t first, the women who 
had to walk up front had to train, to allocate 
a couple of hours a day to walking. They had 
to find the right kind of shoes, and the right 
kind of outfit to do it. It cost them a lot in 
other ways too. In fact, I think there are 
some of these women whose marriages were 
broken up. They had taken on such a tre
mendous job for peace that their husbands 
just couldn't take it. One woman had lost 
her house and some women on the Moscow 
march wanted to gather one ruble from each 
family to give her an opportunity to buy a 
new one. These very interesting connections 
make the private, the public and the inter
national issues intermingle. I think women 
are much more able to see these kinds of con
nections. 

Dorothy Rosenberg is a Montrealfilmmaker 
and peace activist. Christine Burt tran
scribed the interview. 
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MOVEMENT COMMENT 
IWD: Lip Service to Feminism 

by Lois Lowenberger 

I want to express my dismay at the handling 
of this year's International Women's Day 
march in Toronto. I W D is usually a high 
point in the year for me; this year I was left 
feeling frustrated and angry. 

The choice and execution of this year's 
themes (with the exception of freedom of 
choice), ignored many issues of crucial im
portance to women. It was divisive and in
sensitive. In brief, it was far too oriented 
towards the male left, and paid only lip ser
vice to feminism. 

The workshop on the theme of 5 'woman's 
right to peace," held on March 3, was enti
tled: "Women's Liberation, Disarmament 
and Anti-Imperialism.' ' On the panel was a 
woman from "Women for Peace, ' ' a woman 
from Eritrea, a woman from the League of 
Arab Democrats, and a woman from the 
Philippines, who also spoke about Nica
ragua and E l Salvador. These speeches were 
accompanied by much shouting of revolu
tionary slogans. The pre-march activities at 
Convocation Hal l put much emphasis on 
South American and Palestinian liberation 
movements, again accompanied by the 
shouting of revolutionary slogans. 

There are some movements I support as a 
feminist, because they have articulated fem
inist goals, and seem committed to attaining 
them, such as those in Greece and Nicara
gua. There are some movements which I sup
port as a leftist even though they have no 
particular focus on women, but are working 
towards a better society where life will per
haps be better for everyone, such as those in 
E l Salvador, Honduras, Guatemala, South 
Afr ica and Cuba. Finally, there are 
movements which are purely nationalist, 
and with whom I may have some sympathy 
but who do not have developed social goals, 
such as the Palestinian Liberation Organiza
tion and the Irish Republican Army. 

Movements in the first category are rele
vant to International Women's Day; move
ments in the second category are marginally 
relevant; and movements in the last category 
have no place at all in International 
Women's Day. 1 make these distinctions not 
because I do not support most of these 
movements, but because I feel that Interna
tional Women's Day should focus on issues 
particular to women and on struggles partic
ular to women. By supporting all national 
liberation movements with equal fervour, 
we diminish the real achievements of those 
few which are committed to the liberation of 
women. 

I see no necessary relationship between 
feminism and anti-imperialism, anti-zionism 
or national liberation. The mere fact that na
tional liberation movements allow women to 
fight and die in them is an insufficient reason 
for feminists to embrace them. The Iranian 
and Algerian revolutions are examples of 
movements where women were in the fore
front and are now severely repressed. 

The failure of the March 8 Coalition to 
make such distinctions is a crucial error. In 
particular, it led to the decision to express 
support for the Palestinian liberation move
ments and to castigate Israel. That this deci
sion was made is clear from the fact that a 
woman from the League of Arab Democrats 
was asked to speak, but an Israeli woman 
was not. It was also made clear by the pre-

march activities where we were exhorted to 
support Palestinian women, but Israeli wo
men were not mentioned. This decision was 
terribly wrong. 

First, there is, as far as I know, nothing 
feminist about the goals of the Palestine 
Liberation Organization or the League of 
Arab Democrats. Second, the Middle East 
disputes are basically nationalist ones, with 
no direct relationship to the specific needs 
and aspirations of women, as distinct from 
those of men. 

Third, there is not in the Middle East one 
side clearly in the right and one clearly in the 
wrong, as in Nicaragua, E l Salvador or 
South Africa. International Women's Day 
should not, by giving voice to the Palestin
ians and ignoring Israel, take a stand on such 
a complex situation. Indeed, the fact that 
there has recently been a heated debate on 
the issue in Broadside shows that there is no 
one clear answer. 

Fourth, the March 8 Coalition made no 
attempt to apply a feminist analysis to the 
Middle East struggle. Instead, it swallowed 
the rhetoric which holds that the Palestine 
Liberation Organization is good and Israel is 
bad. There are many questions which come 
to my mind when approaching the situation 
as a feminist. Is there a feminist perspective 
at all? How do all women in the Middle East 
suffer from the conflict? Do Arab and Israeli 
women have anything to say to each other? 
What is the involvement of Israeli and Arab 
women in government, the army and the 
peace movements? What do feminists have 
to say about patriarchy and militarism in the 
Middle East? What is the comparative status 
of Israeli and Arab women? Where do vari
ous countries and nationalities stand on is
sues such as polygamy, genital mutilation, 
unilateral divorce, abortion and birth con
trol? 

Finally, and most important, this decision 
alienated a great many women who support 
Israel, or who do not support any one posi
tion. In particular, it was a direct slap in the 
face to Jewish women. It is unforgivable that 
the March 8 Coalition thought so little of 
Jewish feminists that it decided to pursue 
this course. 

A t the very least, both Israeli and Palestin
ian perspectives should have been heard. 
The better approach, however, would have 
been to refuse to take sides in nationalist 
struggles, but to talk about what problems 
are faced by all Third and Fourth World wo
men, and what they are doing to fight their 
oppression as women, whether living under 
right-wing or left-wing regimes, whether 
fighting in national movements or not. 

On International Women's Day we should 
talk not just about women in South Ameri
can, the Philippines, the Palestinian refugee 
camps, and a select group in Africa, but 
about all women — women in Israel, other 
Arab countries, the African continent, the 
Caribbean, China, India, Vietnam, Kampu
chea, Laos, Thailand, Afghanistan, the 
Eastern Block, Iran and Pakistan. In the lat
ter two countries, in particular, .fundamen
talist Islamic regimes are crushing women's 
freedoms. Indeed no one even mentioned 
the Iranian women's demonstration on 
March 8 to protest the government's in
creased repression of women, surely that is 
just what we should support on Internation
al Women's Day. 

Perhaps all these women are ignored be
cause they are oppressed by the wrong peo
ple. 

A lack of feminist analysis led to the focus 
on national liberation movements preferred 
by the male left, rather than on women's op
pression. The lack of feminist analysis also 
obfuscated the larger questions. Surely fem
inists have a unique perspective on war, 
peace, and disarmament, which should not 
be ignored in favour of approving certain 
nationalist struggles. This perspective sees 
war, oppression, expansionism, imperial
ism, the nuclear arms race and other evils as 
products of the universal patriarchal system, 
not of "capitalism," "imperialism," "Zion
i sm" or even "communism." 

Even those national liberation movements 
with whom we quite rightly express solidar
ity on International Women's Day should 
not occupy such a large part of the program. 
This includes both movements which can be 
classed as pro-feminist, such as Nicaragua, 
and ones which should ultimately help wo
men along with everyone else, such as E l Sal
vador, although I would have preferred to 
see more about Nicaragua and less about the 
other movements. The question we should 
ask is, are these movements directly relevant 
to women? 

The March 8 Coalition claims to be fo-
cussed on "working class women" and "op
pressed women." M y suspicion is that there 
are many such women in Canada and inter
nationally who either find national libera
tion movements irrelevant, or who in fact 
may oppose some or all of them. 

Many working class women are not very 
interested in South America. They are inter
ested in issues such as equal pay for work of 
equal value, equal opportunities, the double 
burden, affirmative action, day care, tech
nological change, decent pensions and sex
ual harassment. Single mothers are con
cerned about things like better welfare bene
fits, personal dignity, decent housing, nutri
tion and education. A n d many women are 
concerned about issues like reproductive 
freedom, pornography, violence against wo
men and discrimination. 

Liberation movements are not even direct
ly relevant to the lives of all immigrant wo
men in Canada. Many immigrant women, 
even from the areas of armed struggle, have 
not had any direct involvement with the na
tional liberation movements. Many im
migrant women are conservative, may even 
be right-wing, and may not agree with the 
liberation movements. Should we ignore 
them? The immediate concerns of immi
grant women are matters such as English lan
guage classes, education, wife battering, im
migration policy, decent jobs and freedom 
from harassment. 

The women's movenment in general, and 
International Women's Day in particular, 
should be careful not to unnecessarily alien
ate women who support us by focussing on 
issues which are, at best, peripherally rele
vant to feminism, to the exclusion of more 
universal problems. Because feminism em
braces all classes and all political persua
sions, it is unique. We should not assume 
that what is supported by the left as "pro
gressive" is necessarily good for women. 
Further, we should listen to women on all 
points of the political spectrum, even i f we 
ultimately disagree with them on some is

sues. There is a time for debate on partisan 
and political matters which divide us, such as 
the Arab-Israeli dispute, a time to forge a 
compromise or to decide to go our separate 
ways. International Women's Day is not 
such a time; it is a time for unity. 

Finally, the International Women's Day 
celebration largely ignored, or made only 
passing reference to, groups of women who 
are particularly oppressed within Canadian 
society, groups like black women, Native 
women, Inuit women, immigrant women in 
general, Jewish women, and lesbian women. 

It is true that International Women's Day 
cannot focus on everything at once, and it is 
necessary to narrow down some themes. 
However, given the limited relevance and 
divisive nature of national liberation move
ments, they are perhaps the last issue Inter
national Women's Day should choose to 
highlight. Indeed, the Coordinating Com
mittee of the March 8 Coalition wrote in a 
letter to Broadside (March 1983) that they 
viewed International Women's Day as: " . . . a 
day of celebration, rejuvenation and unity 
for all women." In view of this stated objec
tive, the focus on a few national liberation 
movements is even more puzzling. 

International Women's Day is increas
ingly becoming dominated by male-oriented 
leftist issues, to the exclusion of feminist is
sues. The handling of the national liberation 
movements discussed above is one example 
of this, as is the increasing number of men 
who insist on participating in the march. In 
addition, I was hard pressed to find exclu
sively women's tables at the fair. 

There is a place for coalition among fem
inists and groups oriented towards progres
sive, as opposed to feminist, goals. How
ever, I think we should be careful about co
alition. It is far too easy for these other 
groups to persuade women that "their' ' con
cerns are primary and that, once again, we 
should wait for the revolution to do anything 
about women. Further, I do not believe that 
most men can fully understand feminism, or 
can fight with real commitment for feminist 
goals, even where they are supportive. As a 
non-Native, for example, I cannot possibly 
fully understand the position of Native wo
men, as Native, even though I am supportive 
of their struggles: I accept this gap, and the 
need for Native women to work separately as 
well as in coalition with the broader 
women's movement. 

Finally, I believe that feminism is the most 
revolutionary movement of our time, and 
that nothing else can be changed in a funda
mental way unless feminism achieves its 
goals. Therefore I, and many women like 
me, choose to focus my energy on feminism 
as opposed to other worthy causes, and I 
think that this choice should be respected. 
Therefore I feel that when men and progres
sive movements participate in International 
Women's Day, they should participate only 
in a way that demonstrates support for our 
struggles as women. 

International Women's Day should be, 
first and foremost, a celebration of women 
together. It is tragic that the March 8 Coali
tion has lost sight of this in its eagerness to 
submerge feminism into left politics. 

Lois Lowenberger is a Toronto lawyer, in
volved with feminist legal issues. 

• GREEK WOMEN, f rom page 9 

I met these women, began to understand them, and slowly 
realized how unequal is the competition for the feminist idea 
across the Great Divide that separates the capitalist, indus
trialist heartland from its periphery. For at the periphery, the 
sexual double standard is only now being tentatively chal
lenged by the greater education and workaday experience of 
women. The general underdevelopment of Greek society is 
painfully obvious to anyone who crosses over from North 
America. The work to be done! Educational and medical ser
vices to be extended, the economy to be repatriated, civil re
lations modernized, agriculture mechanized, labour laws 
strengthened, the bureaucracy humanized and, throughout 
the cells of civil society, the virus of deference to authoritar
ian, corrupt, even brutal administration to be expunged. Not 
to mention the liberation of women into full citizenship. 

" In the future," Calliope B . , a feminist activist, said to 
me, "there will be no difference between the Greek and 
Western women's movements. But for now there is the dif
ference of our retardation. The Met axas dictatorship in the 
thirties, the war and fascist occupation and civil war, the 

post-war witch hunts, the junta from 1967 to 1973, all this 
has not been exactly fertile ground for feminism!" 

In Europe, " w e " had the Renaissance; the Greeks had the 
Ottoman Empire sitting on their backs. We had industriali
zation; they had emigration. We had the revolutionary strug
gle for democracy; they had a war of independence, followed 
by a monarchy. We colonized; they were colonized. We had 
suffragism; they had government by the army. We had the 
New Left; they had a junta, and they lived and died in pris
ons while we ran through the streets. 

To each of these catastrophes, however, they have put up a 
magnificent resistance. A n d if Greek women cannot or will 
not separate their struggle for liberation from the patriarchy, 
from the national struggle for independence and social jus
tice it is because of the grievous sense of urgency they share 
with men in the "resistance"; and because of the tremen
dous moral authority of the male-dominated nationalist and 
socialist movements in the campaign for this independence 
and this justice. Who was I, the representative of Coca-Cola-
ization, to tell them they were strategically incorrect? Who 
was I, the "Amer ican , " to lecture them on trans-national 

sisterhood? Who was I, the Canadian, to pretend that all 
women are created equal? 

In the competition for the hearts and minds of women, 
feminism is not necessarily a disinterested ideology, innocent 
of the pollutions of the society within which it was engen
dered. In the competition for feminist authenticity, not all 
women are free to associate as economic, social and moral 
equals. To this extent, feminism as the association of free 
and equal com-matriots, is a Utopian idea. 

But we are on our way there. In the past ten years, Cana
dian feminists have laboured prodigiously and with consi
derable success to establish our own institutions of collective 
female achievement, whether in the arts or in political parties 
of our own or in all-women trade unions or in professional 
associations or in militant actions. We have done these things 
ourselves. In the past five years, Greek women have asserted 
female pride and female anger, through the medium of their 
own experience: they have lived it, as no women could have 
done in their place. Canadians, Greeks, Americans: we have 
struggled in the crucible of our histories in which we are, 
after all , women among women. • 

''-'BrbatisMé 



• Friday, April 1: Ontar io Co l lege of 
Art presents a screen ing of the 
year 's best and worst f i lm and 
video by students. Funnel Theatre, 
507 king Street East , 8 pm. Info: 
364-7003. 

• Saturday, April 2: Women and 
Arch i tecture exhib i t ion at A . R . C . 
Gal lery, 789 Queen Street West . 
Part of Fest iva l of Women Bui ld ing 
Cul ture. To Apr i l 15. 

• Saturday, April 2: Apr i l Foo l ' s 
Dance , sponsored by Lesb ians 
Aga ins t the Right (LAR). 519 Church 
Street. Info: 923-GAYS. 

• Sunday, April 3: Women 's Cul tura l 
Bu i ld ing fest ival presents a brunch 
and egg rol l ing contest . 12 noon. 
563 Queen St West, info: 864-0891. 

• Monday, April 4: The Women ' s 
Group, a support group for les
b ians, meets at 519 Church Street, 
8 pm. Information: Raeche l , 
926-0527. A l s o Mondays , Apr i l 11, 
Apr i l 18, Apr i l 25. 

• Monday, April 4: W o m e n ' s C l i n i c 
of Downtown Legal Serv ices . 44 St. 
George St. Every Monday, 12 noon 
to 2 pm. 978-6447. 

• Monday, April 4: Work ing 
Women ' s Support Network. Infor
mal evening meet ings to d i s c u s s 
t ime management , fami ly relat ion
sh ips , s t ress prevention, etc. Infor
mat ion: Sus ie Mar lowe, 489-4632. 

• Tuesday, April 5: Legal workshop, 
Scarborough Women ' s Centre, 91 
East Park Blvd. , Sca rbo rough . 
9:30-11:30 am. Information: 
431-1138. 

• Tuesday, April 5: Lesb ian Phone 
Line: open tonight for ca l l s f rom 
women. Every Tuesday evening, 
7:30 to 10:30 pm. 960-3249. 

• Wednesday^ Apr i l 6: International 
Women ' s Day Commi t tee meet ing. 
Information: 789-4541. A l s o Wed
nesdays , Apr i l 13, Apr i l 20, Apr i l 28. 

• Wednesday, April 6: Toronto 
Add ic ted Women ' s Self-help Net
work (TAWSHN) meets at Centra l 
Ne ighbourhood House , 349 Ontar io 
St. 7 pm. Info: 961-7319. A l s o Mon
days , Apr i l 13, Apr i l 20, Apr i l 27. 

• Wednesday, April 6: Gay /Lesb ian 
Rights in Educa t ion . An N D P Gay 
and Lesb ian C a u c u s meet ing, 519 
Chu rch Street. 7:30 pm. 

• Wednesday, April 6: Lesb ian 
Phone Line meets at 348 Co l l ege St, 
3rd f loor. 7 pm. Information: 
960-3249. 

• Wednesday, April 6: Women Out 
Of Doors (WOODS) general 
meet ing. 7:30 pm. 519 Church 
Street. Info: Mar ion, 463-0924. 

• Thursday, April 7: Women Aga ins t 
V io lence Aga ins t Women (WAVAW) 
meets at 519 Church Street, 7:30 
pm. A l s o Thursday, Apr i l 21. 

• Thursday, April 7: Cop ing with 
S t ress workshop, Scarborough 
W o m e n ' s Centre, 91 East Park 
Blvd. , Sca rbo rough . 7:30-9:30 pm. 
$5. Information: 431-1138. A l s o 
Thursday, Apr i l 14. 
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• Thursday, April 7: Gay /Lesb ian A c 
t ion for Disarmament (GLAD) meets 
at 7:30 pm. Information: 923-4297. 

• Thursday, April 7: Marr ied Les
b ians, a support d i s c us s i on group, 
meets at 1:30 pm, 206 St C la i r West . 
Information: 967-0597. 

• Thursday, April 7: Ange l S tacca to 
and the Whi te Rebels at the 
Cameron . $3. 408 Queen Street 
West . A l s o Fr iday, Apr i l 8. 

• Thursday, April 7: "A l ternat ive 
Images ' 83 " f i lm ser ies: South 
Africa Belongs to Us and 
Sambizanga. 7:30 and 8:30 pm. 
OISE Aud i to r ium, 252 Bloor St. 
West . $3. Information: 978-2391. 

• Friday, April 8: Toronto Workshop 
Produc t ions presents " F e m a l e 
Par t s , " four v iews of women from 
the c o m i c to the tragic with Ma ja 
Arda l . Info: 925-8640. 

• Friday, April 8: Women 's Cul tura l 
Bu i ld ing fest ival presents 
"Nar ra t i ves , " a mul t i -media exhib i 
t ion. 563 Queen Street West . Info: 
864-0891. 

• Tuesday, April 12: "T ime 
Together" for immigrant women. 
Scarborough Women ' s Centre, 91 
East Park Blvd. , Scarborough . 
9:30-11:30 am, 8 weekly s e s s i o n s . 
Information: 421-1138. 

• Tuesday, April 12: Lesb ians 
Aga ins t the Right (LAR) reorganiza
t ion meet ing to d i s c u s s pol i t ics of 
lesb ian / femin ism in Toronto. Bath
urst St. Uni ted Chu rch , 736 Bath
urst St . (at Bloor). 964-7477. 

• Wednesday, April 13: Fat A lber t 's 
Café presents A n n a Gu tman is , 
s inger/songwri ter , 9:30 pm. 300 
Bloor Street West . $1.50. 

• Wednesday, April 13: Annua l Gen
eral Meet ing of U of T Women 's 
Newsmagaz ine , to d i s c u s s both the 
paper and the future coa l i t ion of 
the Newsmagaz ine with other fem
inist groups. A l l feminist women 
we lcome. International S tudents 
Centre, 33 St. George St. 7:30 pm. 
Info: 536-3162. 

• Thursday, April 14: "A l ternat ive 
Images ' 83 " f i lm ser ies: Donna and 
A Brief Vacation. 7:30 and 8:30 pm. 
OISE Aud i to r ium, 252 Bloor St. 
West . $3. Information: 978-2391. 

• Friday, April 15: Womanf i lm , part 
of the Women Bui ld ing Cul ture fes
t ival. Ser ies of f i lms made by 
women inc lud ing: Barbara Hammer, 
Barbara Mar t ineau, Laura Sky, 
Nesya Shap i ro and Miche len Noe l . 
B loor C i n e m a . P a s s e s $10-$12 at 
W C B headquarters, 563 Queen St. 
W. info: 864-0891. To Aor i l 17. 

• Saturday, April 9: Hol ly Near and 
Ronnie Gi lbert in concert with Jeff 
Langley and S u s a n Freund l ich . 8 
pm. Convoca t ion Ha l l , U of T. Tick
ets avai lab le through B A S S and Tor
onto Women ' s Bookstore . 

• Saturday, April 9: "Abus i ve 
Images of W o m e n , " a s l ide show 
from Women Aga ins t V io lence in 
Pornography and Med ia , San Fran
c i s co . A R C Gal lery, 789 Queen 
Street West . To Apr i l 10. 

• Wednesday, April 20: Women Out 
Of Doors (WOODS). Cyc l i ng work
shop. Information: E l len , 964-8775 
(afternoons). 

• Wednesday, April 20: Deadl ine for 
s u b m i s s i o n s to " W o m e n ' s Perspec
t ives ' 83 " an exhib i t ion of women 's 
art at Par t isan Gal lery in May 1983. 
Information: 889-2314. 

• Sunday, April 10: Vio let Butterf ly, 
a poetry workshop ser ies for 
women. Cec i l Street Commun i t y 
Cen t re /58 Cec i l Street. 2 pm. Info: 
368-8509. A l s o Sunday, Apr i l 24. 

• Sunday, April 10: Women Out Of 
Doors (WOODS) map and c o m p a s s 
c l in ic . Info: G a i l , 267-5839. 

Sponsored by 

Women's Information Centre 

with help f rom 

Toronto Women 's Bookstore 

Compi led by Layne Mel lanby 

• Thursday, April 21: Danceworks , 
works by Tanya Mars , J a n i c e 
H ladk i , M i r iam A d a m s , Pau la 
Ravitz. Part of Fest iva l of Women 
Bui ld ing Cul ture. Harbourfront, 
8 pm. Information: 864-0891. 

• Friday, April 22: Women 's C a m p 
at Tapawingo, Parry Sound . $55. 
Information: S u s a n , 921-4755. To 
Sunday, Apr i l 24. 
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• Friday, April 22: Women 's Inde
pendent Thoughtz (WITZ). A 
seminar /d i scuss ion group for the 
exchange of ideas and creat ive 
endeavours in art, l i terature, phil
osophy and pol i t ical thought. 7 pm. 
Info: 536-3162. 

• Friday, April 22: Factory Theatre 
Lab 's annual workshop of new 
scr ip ts presents Helen Weinzweig 's 
play " M y Mother 's Luck , " about a 
mother and daughter in c r is is , and 
"N igh t C o w s " by Jovet te Marches-
saul t . Wi th Pol Pel let ier. Part of 
Fest iva l of Women Bui ld ing Cu l 
ture. Theatre P a s s e Murai l le , 16 
Ryerson Avnue. Info: 864-9971. 

• Saturday, April 23: C ru ise M iss i l e 
Protest. Demonst ra t ions ac ross 
C a n a d a to protest test ing of c ru ise 
m iss i l es . Information: 923-4297. 

• Saturday, April 23: Non-Violent 
Commun ica t i on Workshops , with 
Marsha l l Rosenberg . Downtown 
Toronto. Advance registrat ion 
necessary . $60/day. Scho la rsh ips 
avai lable. Information: Ar lene 
A n i s m a n , 469-2725. A l s o Sunday, 
Apr i l 24. 

• Sunday, April 24: Gay Commun i ty 
Appea l presents "Fru i t C o c k t a i l , " a 
mus ica l product ion by and for the 
lesb ian and gay communi ty . Ryer
son Theatre, 8 pm. T ickets : Theatre 
box of f ice, Women 's Bookstore, 
G l a d Day Bookstore . A l s o Monday, 
Apr i l 25. 

• Monday, April 25: Panel on 
Women in Per formance. Women ' s 
Cul tura l Bu i ld ing , 563 Queen Street 
West . Information: 864-0891. 

• Thursday, April 28: Fest iva l of 
Women Bui ld ing Cul ture presents a 
co l lec t ive per formance from The 
Euguelionne by Louky Bers ianak. 
563 Queen Street West, 8 pm. Info: 
864-0891. 

• Thursday, April 28: Commemora 
tion of 40Irc Anniversary of Warsaw 
Ghet to Upr is ing. Par t ic ipants : 
Danny G r o s s m a n Dance Theatre, 
Toronto J e w i s h Fo lk Cho i r and 
Ensemble S ingers , Fred Stone 
(flugelhorn), Rabbi Reuben S lon in . 
$3. Lawrence Park Co l leg ia te , Law
rence at Chatswor th . 7:30 pm. Info: 
789-5502. 

• Saturday, April 30: Women Out Of 
Doors (WOODS). C a n o e day in 
Ke l so Conserva t ion A rea . Informa
t ion: Betty, 489-8559. 

• Saturday, April 30: N i ca ragua C a n 
Dance . C a n a d i a n Ac t i on N ica ragua 
benefi t dance. Live mus ic , theatre, 
s l ide show, food and drink. Free 
ch i ldcare . St . Pau l ' s Chu rch , 83 
Power St. (Queen and Par l iament) , 8 
pm. $4 advance, $5 door. Informa
t ion: 654-9445. 

Jm 
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• Saturday, April 30: Ed ib le Art 
S h o w and c los ing party for the 
Women ' s Cul tura l Bu i ld ing Fes t i va l , 
563 Queen Street West , 8 pm. Info: 
864-0891. 

'Outs ide Broads ide ' is a monthly feature of the paper. To help make it as comprehens ive as poss ib le , 
let us know when you are p lanning an event. 

In exp la in ing your event (see coupon), keep it short — max. 25 words. Copy that is too long, or with 
incomple te informat ion wil l not be printed. 

We need to know well in advance: two weeks before the month your event 's happening. 
Fi l l in the coupon below and send it to Broadside or drop it off at the Toronto Women 's Bookstore, 85 

Harbord St., Toronto. 

Calendar Information 

What: (type of event) 

Who: (sponsor, telephone) 

Where: 

When: 

Cost:_ 
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Avoid the shock and disappointment of 
discovering your local bookstore no 
longer has copies of your favourite 
newspaper... 

S U B S C R I B E T O BROADSIDE 
Broadside 
PO Box 494, Station P, Toronto M5S 2T1 

• $10/10 issues • $18/20 issues 
• $40/20 issues (sustaining) 

(Add $2 for out-of-Canada addresses. 
Institutional rates: $16/10 issues, 
$30/20 issues,) 

• New Subscription 
• Renewal 

Name 

Address 

City _ Code 
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