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Focusing our anger

Dear Trouble and Strife,

Congratulations to Liz Kelly for her
courageous, well thought-out article on women
who abuse. As she says, honesty and facing the
*facts’ (if these can be defined helpfully!) could
open the way to a dialogue about power-over
relationships amongst women, and women and
children.

Silence is certainly damaging, and leaves
us with little to offer against ‘women do it too’
defences for male violence.

Louise Armstrong’s article, too, on “Sur-
viving the Incest Industry”, was particularly
timely. It’s reassuring to know that other les-
bians/feminists are concerned to refocus
women survivors’ anger back onto challenging
and changing male power systems which allow
abuse to continue unchallenged.

I am concerned at how many women, in-
cluding lesbian feminists, are caught up in ‘per-
sonal healing’, woman blaming (“mother didn’t
protect me”) clientisation (“I'm dependent on
my therapist” for example!) situations. I am
frustrated at having my rage redefined, blocked
or rerouted away from the primary issue —
breaking silence in order to challenge the
‘right’ of men to abuse, and to focus the blame
squarely on them. ‘

How can we, as femnists, support women
and make our rage effective? Certainly some of
the survivors groups I have visited recently
leave a bad taste in the mouth and further anger
in the head.

In sisterhood,
Carol Murray
Herts.

Liberation

Dear T&S,

Issue 21 fell open at “Why Laura Palmer
died”. I skimmed through it and couldn’t
believe what I was reading. Is this PSEUDO-
INTELLECTUAL GARBAGE feminism?
Diana Hume George is “not Andrea”, so what
is she doing in a “radical feminist” magazine?

I'm getting fed up of reading feminist
theory. How much more analysis do we need?

How many more books do we need? Can some-
one please tell me what feminists are DOING?

I was on the June 8th march against
Manchester Medical School. Five hundred
people shouted and chanted all the way from
Platt Fields to Boots in Market Street.

“What do we want? ANIMAL LIBERA-
TION. When do we want it? NOW. Are we
going to get it? YES. Are we going to fight for
it? YES. Are we going to die for it? YES.” And
WE MEANT IT. How many feminists these
days really believe that women’s liberation is
worth fighting for, worth dying for?

As aresult of the ALF’s firebombing cam-
paign against department stores, the fur trade in
this country has been decimated. Pornography
is just as soft a target as fur — men in general
are ashamed to admit they use it, and women in
general loathe it. The time has come for the
WLF.

Kathy
Manchester

Right to be angry

Dearest T&S

It’s great to have found you again, on such
good form. Issue 21 was jam-packed with great
stuff.

I’d like to comment on the article “Un-
speakable Acts” by Liz Kelly about women and
violence. After I"d finally had enough, and told
all my friends about the violence within my
own lesbian relationship, gay, straight, bi, men
and women, their reaction was always the
same: total disbelief. “But we know Melissa,
she would never do that to you. She loves you.”

Not only do we ourselves try to uphold the
lesbian relationship-in some sort of magical,
rose-tinted perfectionism, but the rest of our
surrounding community try to do so as well.
And when the shit hits the fan, no-one wants to
know. You’re on your own.

Being passive and peaceful is not
feminine: that has been forced on us. Women
are powerful, aggressive and angry, and we
have every right to be.

Jel Jacobs
Leamington Spa

Margaret
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After

Beatrix Campbell celebrates the ambiguities in feminist politics which have
allowed the women’s liberation movement to survive a decade of Thatcherism
when other, more rigid political movements have ossified and died. This is an
edited version of a speech given at the Women’s Studies Network Conference;

London, June 1991.

A key perspective in thinking about feminism
in the post-Thatcher period and feminism as we
move towards the end of the century is the
notion of ambiguity, of things which are both
positive and negative — of moving backwards
and forwards. I want that notion to infuse what
I’m saying here, partly because it helps
counteract the hopelessness of political pess-
imism.

This notion of ambiguity helps us to deal
with the things that have been difficult — ab-
solutely awful, actually ~ about the last ten
years and which will become very difficult for
the rest of the century. But it is important to
hold on to some of those difficult things be-
cause they can have an important message for
us: that the last ten years have not just been
terrible; that we didn’t go away, we didn’t die;
that our politics didn’t disintegrate and dis-

appear. We were not defeated; we’re here today.

'l start with the oddness of the dis-
appearance of Thatcherism itself. That oddness
tells us something about changes in our politi-
cal culture. Then I want to talk about the
politics we’ve created for ourselves and the us
that we’ve created through those politics.

Thatcherism: the disappearance of the
woman, the end of the regular afternoon circus
on the TV at parliamentary question time, was
devastating for some of us; a kind of sport went
out of parliamentary politics.

One of the things that is interesting about

iThatcher was only able'to establzsk a ki?,rshtp wzth

her reign is that Thatcher was only able to
speak truthfully about her experience as a
woman at the end of her time in power. She
was only able to establish a kinship with
wornen in her moment of defeat. It was as if
feminism only became useful to her once she
had lost and once she had to own up to the pain
of being defeated by what seemed to her — and
was described by all our national newspapers —
as a coup by men.

Even though there was shock horror when
she was elected as the leader of the Conserva-
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tive Party, there was also a belief among Con-
servatives that they had pulled off a
consummate political coup. They knew them-
selves very well; they knew that they had done
something consummate when they put her into
the position of supreme power in the Conserva-
tive Party because they also knew that her
presence was contingent and conditional,

This was at a crucial moment in history:
the second wave of modern feminism; a time
when women’s insurgence, women'’s presence,
women’s nerve and audacity was palpable. The
Conservatives couldn’t ignore it; they had to do
something about it and what they did was very
brilliant. They put in power someone who
would give women’s politics no endorsement
at all but who would, in her own way, express

7, The apen market has enabled Brttzsh femmzsts to
hold on to fortresses of scholarsth, initiative,

energy and service to each oﬂzer which ten, twelve
' years ago we probably would have been utterly
pesszmzstzc about our capaczty to sustam. .

something of the audacity of the moment —
Thatcher was nothing if not audacious — and
who would lend to the regressive, patriarchal
politics of traditional Conservatism the endorse-
ment of the feminine. Not the feminist: she only
endorsed the feminist import of her election as
teader of the Conservatives when she was
ousted and then she called up a feminist lan-
guage, a kind of feminist grief to explain the
pain of her deposition.

The way Thatcher wielded power is a
good example of the conditions under which
women are or are not allowed to exercise
power. She clearly enjoyed power and wielded
it with a panache and an audacity unrivalled by
any of her contemporaries. But she also exer-
cised it in a way which demanded that she
banish, dismiss, disown her sense of connec-
tion to the real world of women. That world
had, for Conservative politics, become impos-
sibly contradictory; but the Thatcher project
could not be seen to endorse the experience of
women, the needs of women, the power of
women. Their ploy was to produce instead a
spectacular example of a woman in power.

So she gets kicked out in the end and the
Times — even the Times — scripted her demise

in a language of gender consciousness. It
described it as “the march of the men”. When
she was first elected that just would not have
been thinkable. In those days the world was
ruled by men: men of a certain colour, a certain
age, a certain girth. It wasn’t seen as a problem
then; now it is and it’s significant that they
didn’t celebrate the march of the men when
they booted her out.

Uncertain future

It is now not really clear what the ambience of
British politics will be in the future. Nor is it
clear what our part in that is going to be. But
we will be there. The problem for us is to
define what the terms of feminism’s dialogue
with other political institutions could be. Be-
cause the second half of the 80s was very dif-
ferent from the first. Even if it was awful in the
first half, there were sanctuaries — Greenham,
for instance, where you could find a re-
invigorating politics of spectacle and theatre, a
robust kind of energy, a politics of opposition
which reminded you that you belonged to some-
thing called the Women’s Liberation Move-
ment — and which you thought a few years’
earlier wasn’t there any more.

That kind of politics of spectacle in the
public domain hasn’t been around for a long
time now and we have a problem when it’s not
there because movements think they don’t exist
if it’s not there.

But we need to think about the am-
biguities of the global situation as well as our

own domestic situation. 1989 changed the
world and it’s very important — and especially
important for people like you, whose job it is to
think and help other people to think — to ad-
dress what was so extraordinarily dramatic, for
women as well as for men and humankind,
about the demise of the existing socialist
regimes, so-called, in 1989. It is particularly
salient when we are thinking about the people
involved in ‘women’s studies’ and the spaces
women have created in the institutions that sur-
vived the 1980s.

One of the contradictions of Thatcherism
is that it enabled the survival of something like
women’s studies. The introduction of a market
principle, which is, of course, appalling in
many ways, nonetheless meant that there was
room for manoeuvre for some women’s initia=
tives because those initiatives were popular,
were consumer-led, consumer-defined, were in

dialogue with consumers — and the consumers
of education are very demanding.

So one of the contradictions in the 1980s
was that we discovered that terms like ‘the
market’ are much more ambiguous than we had
thought. We’d banished them to the swamps of
capitalism, forgetting that of course feminists
and socialists have a long tradition of creating
initiatives within the market place. The co-
operative movement, for instance, operated in
the market; it was all about the market. A
moralism surrounds the notion of the market
but we only need to look towards eastern
Europe to discover the consequences of the
abolition of those kinds of spaces. It’s going to
be very difficult for wqmen to secure their
place in the new, apparently pluralistic, post-
socialist economies precisély because the old
orders abolished or undermined open markets
and civil society and with them disappeared a
certain degree of flexibility and capacity. The
open market has enabled British feminists to
hold on to fortresses of scholarship, initiative,
energy and service to each other which ten,
twelve years ago we probably would have been
utterly pessimistic about our capacity to sustain.

But in the allegedly egalitarian ‘socialist’
east the absence of democracy, of markets, of
civil society, conspired to produce patriarchal,
conservative and atavistic gender politics
amidst the movements for renewal.

This is not to say that the survival of
ferninist politics in Britain is thanks solely to
Margaret Thatcher and the open market. But
the fact is that women’s movement politics,
feminist politics, indeed many feminisms, have
survived and continue to thrive in all sorts of
ways and in all sorts of spaces — institutional
and other ~ to which we had no access 15 or 20
years ago.

Letting go

Clearly we no longer have a women’s libera-
tion movement in the old form of the 60s and
70s. So what does our feminism look like now?

‘What kind of room has it created for itself?
Why is it different from other political forms?

‘What makes it flexible, rather than dead?

It’s very important for us not to get
paralysed by comparing our politics to other
traditions. For instance, I remember a long time
ago reading and feeling moderately inspired by
the Communist Manifesto. The end is horrible,
very butch language about dictatorship, but
there’s some nice things in it about the creation
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When we found ourselves ritually slaughtermg eachﬁ-f‘ ,
other, senszbly we stopped ... welet go and relaxed -

and turned our energzes mstead to thmgs that were
useful . ‘

* ‘
of popular people’s politics. And I can remem-
ber thinking very fondly of a particular phrase
which was apout this: the need to protect the
movements’of the future in the movements of
the present. I remember thinking at the time,
“That’s lovely”.

You know the way you search these texts
for little homilies to help define the kind of
politics you think you are trying to make and
preferably get it down to three words?

,  There is an implication in this particular
liftle homily that you can control the future —
and you can’t; the last fifteen years have shown
us that, But there is some generosity in it still,
once you deal with the notion of control, be-
cause it helps us to review the way feminism
aligned itself to political traditions which were
not helpful. Our way of going about our busi-
ness is quite different from some of those tradi-
tions, particularly of the left, which represented
a controlling and a bullying megalomania; a
sense of impregnable isolation that dared not be
contaminated by negotiation, by networking,
by allowing a conversation with the rest of
society because it felt dangerous.

‘What comes to mind is the title which the
Trish republicanist movement has taken: “Sinn
Fein”, meaning “We ourselves alone”. It’s a
deadly notion, absolutely deadly, because what
it produces is a notion that we cannot actually
exist in the society which we inhabit.

Everything that the Women'’s Studies Net-
work is about testifies to the opposite. It is
about trying to create forms and spaces that
enable people to do exactly that thing that
feminism was always about. It isn’t about creat-
ing political forms that celebrate women, our-
selves, in completed form, in heroic isolation.
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It is about creating a political form that allows
women to become something else.

In our society access to education has be-
come absolutely critical as part of people’s —
particularly oppressed people’s — access to the
society in which they live but from which they
feel exiled. And that is what also happens in-
side institutions, even those that apparently
have a quite different project. So what you do
is utterly subversive.

We don’t have a women'’s liberation move-
ment with a mailing address and an annual con-
ference and march and all that. We stopped
having national conferences when they got so
horrible that no-one would organise them any
more. But that didn’t mean we committed
suicide. Unlike the trade union movement —
people like Arthur Scargill and Eric Hammond
who go to the TUC every year for their annual
joust and ritual slaughter — we don’t need a for-
mal national structure to survive. When we
found ourselves ritually slaughtering each
other, sensibly we stopped. We abandoned a
political form that produced a compulsion, a
controllingness; we let go and relaxed and
turned our energies instead to things that were
useful.

Ambiguities

What we have learned about feminism’s ability
to survive into the rest of the century is that it is
ephemeral and enduring; that it’s critical — be-
cause it’s critical of everything around us, our-
selves included —~ and self-critical. It’s a politics

which is about being anti-authoritarian while at
the same time attaching authority to women’s

experience, It’s a politics which rests upon
autonomy and alliances: the necessary
autonomy of all those who feel the need to
gather, find recognition, find each other, dis-
cover difference, discover that difference is sur-
vivable, discover the mechanisms of
negotiation that, for example, enable black
women and white women to be in the same
room and share a project; that enable women to
negotiate with men.

It’s a politics that moves from autonomy
to alliances: things break up and re-form all the
time. It’s a politics which is about mobility,
crossing boundaries; it's transgressive; it
adopts multiple forms.

So if we can hang on to all the contradic-
tions and ambiguities that are embedded in that,
then what we discover is a kind of strength that
is supple, not brittle. We should not be
frightened of the destruction of some of our
own traditions because we are inherently about
recreating ourselves constantly; ours is a
politics that is always critical, a politics of be-
coming.

So we should be confident about holding
on to the ambiguities in our own history. So
long as we hang on to the fundamental and
generous principles of modern feminism — prin-
ciples of commitment, contemplation, dis-
covery and service to each other — we will not
disappear. O
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CHANGE

LAW (1

Sara Thornton . was found guilty of murder and
sentenced to life imprisonment for killing her
violent husband. Her case has prompted mass
campaigns against the difference in the way men
and women who kill their partners are treated by
the courts. Sandra MacNeill reports on the

campaign and the issues at stake.

On 29th July 1991 the Appeal Court judges
turned down Sara Thornton’s appeal to have
her conviction for murder reduced to
manslaughter on grounds of provocation. They
did so in spite of legal arguments about
provocation, about the travesty of justice at her
first trial, and in spite of a feminist campaign
which had ensured publicity for the appeal
court hearing.

On 31st July 1991, in Birmingham Crown
Court, where Sara was originally sentenced,
Joseph McGrail, who killed his common law
wife Marion Kennedy, had his plea to not guil-
ty of murder but guilty of manslaughter on
grounds of provocation accepted by the judge.
He walked free without a trial.

Sara immediately went on hunger strike in
protest at the inequality in the law. Sara’s
hunger strike, which lasted 20 days, and the
similarity of the cases and the timing, ensured
massive media debate. This debate included the
views of feminist campaigners critical of the
law. (Up to Sara’s appeal we had expressed
concern and support but had not been openly
critical of the law in case this would prejudice
the case).

Sara ended her hunger strike after a visit
from her daughter and after receiving hundreds
of letters of support. The letters, said Sara,
begged her not to die and promised to fight on.
One way to do that is to change the law.

Trouble and Strife 22 Winter 1991
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Interpretations of killing

Every year more than 70 women and about 15
men die at the hands of their partners. Accord-
ing to the Crown Prosecution Service 40% of
women but only 25% of men are convicted of
murder. Murder carries an obligatory life sen-
tence. Manslaughter is the crime which current-
ly gives English judges the greatest power aver
sentences. It can carry any sentence from an un-
conditional discharge to life. In addition judges
can either accept a plea to manslaughter or let a
jury decide.

The two main grounds for pleas to
manslaughter are diminished responsibility,
which most women plead, or provocation,
which most men plead.

There is also a plea of self-defence, a total
defence, but very narrowly defined: for ex-
ample, if someone attacks you with their fists
you may not pick up a weapon and plead self-
defence; only if you were attacked with a knife
would you be ‘entitled’ to defend yourself with
a knife.

Diminished responsibility, which lawyers
urge women to plead, means you have to

‘prove’ you were temporarily insane at the
time, but not now, or you could land up in
Broadmoor.

The current interpretation of provocation
is that it can only apply to a killing committed
in the heat of the moment. Thus a person (the
law is neutral) who is able to kill another per-
son by lashing out with fists or kicks or by
strangling them can argue, “They did this”, or
“They did that” and “I suddenly snapped”, and
have their plea of not guilty to murder accepted
by the courts. Who then is protected by this
definition? Not women who are killed; note
how many die each year and how many men es-
cape the murder verdict. And not women who
kill. How many of us are capable of strangling
aman? The law, made by the stronger sex is
weighted in favour of the stronger sex, with a
pretence at neutrality.

We say that a woman should be permitted
to go for a weapon to defend herself. We say
that years of being beaten should be taken into
account. Many women live in fear; men say
they will kill them if they leave and many do
s0. As the beatings get worse and women fear
for their lives, some find that to kill the man
while he is not actually attacking is the only
way to save their lives. We say the law should
acknowledge this reality of women’s lives.
They reply that what we want is such a loose in-

terpretation of provocation that it would excuse
premeditated murder.

Under the current interpretation of
provocation it already does — for men.

Getting away with murder

It wasn’t only the cases of Sara Thornton and
Joseph McGrail which focused feminists’
minds on the double standard built into the law
on provocation. In 1980 Annette Maw killed
her brutal drunken father with a knife passed to
her by her sister Charlene, Their plea of
mansisughter on the grounds of provocation
was accepted: Tommy Maw was beating An-
nette with his fists. They were sentenced to
three years (Charlene’s sentence was reduced
to.one year on appeal, but not Annette’s). The
day before, in Leeds Crown Court, Douglas
Coles pleaded guilty to the manslaughter of his
wife Ethel. “She was neurotic and nagged and
he snapped.” He got two years’ probation

In a footnote to her 1984 play Master-
pieces, which refers to this case, Sara Daniels
notes: “In future productions more up-to-date
examples can be substituted for these”.

In Leeds there has been a long campaign
to raise awareness of how easy it is for men to
have pleas to manslaughter accepted. Normally
they receive a prison sentence.

In 1983 Keith Ward of Bradford was sen-
tenced to only four years for the manslaughter
of his girlfriend Julie Stead. Following protests
from her family and women’s groups including
Women Against Violence Against Women,
West Yorkshire police eventually admitted to
faults in their investigation of the case. That he
had been violent to her on many occasions and
she had an injunction out against him was hid-
den from the judge and jury who convicted him
of manslaughter not murder. In 1990 Keith
Ward was convicted of murdering Valerie Mid-
dleton, while on a home leave from prison
where he was serving a sentence for wounding
her.

This case has had far reaching effects in-
volving on-going, if as yet limited, co-opera-
tion between feminists, victims’ families,
statutory authorities and the police in this and
other cases. Two demands raised by feminists
involved in these campaigns have been, first
that words alone should never be enough to
constitute provocation for a killing and reduce
it to manslaughter; second, that neither alleged
nor actual infidelity should ever constitute
provocation for killing and reduce it to
manslaughter.

It is incredible that, in law, a man can use
any old rubbish about “she taunted me” without
it being challenged by, for example, having
friends or relatives of the murdered woman
give evidence as to its likelihood; to the fact
that the woman had injunctions out against
him, to the fact that he may have been con-
victed of beating her before. Such information
can, and frequently is, excluded from the
evidence.

This is plain ridiculous. If the accused
man pleads, for example, that he wasn’t there at
the time, this might be prejudicial evidence.
But if he admits killing her and then tells the
court some cock and bull story about how
wonderful their relationship was, as Keith
Ward did about Julie Stead, then surely
evidence which contradicts that should be al-
lowed?

The group that formed in Leeds after Julie
died has been pressing for changes in the law to
make it harder for men to get away with mur-
der.

Common ground

Earlier this year women from this group in
Leeds met with members of Southall Black
Sisters who have been campaigning for chan-
ges in the interpretation of provocation and for
the release of Kiranjit Ahluwalia (see T & §
20). Kiranjit was convicted of murder in 1989.
She had endured brutal violence for ten years,
had twice obtained injunctions against her hus-
band but he continued to beat, torture and
threaten to kill her. She was petrified of staying
with him; she was also petrified of leaving him.
In May 1989 she set fire to the bed where he
slept.

Southall Black Sisters argue that in cases
like Kiranjit’s:

When some women finally react, they are in

fact defending themselves; or are driven by

their fear and their pain, rather than committing

a pre-meditated act of murder.
So, are these two feminist campaigns at odds
with each other: one wanting to tighten up the
law and the other wishing to broaden it? Far
from it. We agree that the law has been defined
so that those strong enough to kill simply by
lashing out — men — walk free or get short sen-
tences, whereas those not strong enough —
women — who do resort to a weapon or who
kill while the man sleeps, go to jail for life.

We share other common ground. The mur-
der trial typically only examines the short
period of time (half an hour or one minute)
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before the killing. It does not look at the whole
background to the event. Men who kill usually
have been beating the woman for years: women
who kill have been béaten for years. But this is
not taken into account.

It would seem from comments about cases
like Sara’s and Kiranjit’s that men in fact are
terrified that if the law 'were/altered the
thousands of women beaten each year would
all suddenly rise up and kill their husbands.

They are not in the least concerned to
protect women from men.

They say women should leave; they never
suggest a man ‘being nagged’ should leave.
Yet they'call our campaigns ‘biased’ .

In the USA and Canada a number of
women who killed their husbands have gone
free after “expert witnesses” have given
evidence about so-called battered wives syn-
drpme: the witnesses are usually psychiatrists or

Women protest outside the Royal
Courts of Justice, August 1991.
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AGAINST THE GRAIN
- a celebration of survival
and struggle

SOUTHALL BLACK
SISTERS
1979 - 1989

a COLLECTION OF
CRITICAL ARTICLES
challenging both feminist and
anti-racist orthodoxies and
sometimes succeeding.

Price: £7.50 Institutions;
£4.50 Waged individuals;
£1.50 unwaged (50p p&p per
copy).

Cheques payable to: Southall
Black Sisters, 52 Norwood
Road, Southall, Middlesex

Since 1974, violent crimes
committed by men against
women in the United States
have increased 50% . . . on the
other hand, violent crimes
committed by women against
men have declined by 12%.
Most dramatic is the decline in
homicides (25%). In fact,
murder of men by women is the
only kind of homicide that is
not on the increase in
violence-prone America. This
decline is especially marked in
localities that provide shelters
and services for abused women
. .. Like many women in the
battered women’s movement
Sue Osthoff (Director of the
National Clearing House for
the Defense of Battered
Women) is appalled at the
rising tide of violence against
women in the United States. “I
went into this work to help
women,” she says. “Now it
seems like we have all been
working very hard all these
years to save the lives of men.
It’s not what I had in mind.”
Extract from Women Who Kill
by Ann Jones, USA

psychologists who explain that victims of bat-
tering become paralysed by learned helpless-
ness, and this can end with them losing control.

This is not the same as arguing that what
the woman did was a reasonable and justifiable
act, which any sane person in that situation
might do. It is merely another way of arguing
for diminished responsibility.

This was what Sara’s defence persuaded
her to do at her first trial. But it is a risky
defence: not only could you land up certified;
there is also a risk that you won’t quite fit the
pattern of “battered wives syndrome”. In Sara’s
first trial, one of the witnesses called by the
prosecution to prove she wasn’t in a state of
diminished responsibility was a taxi driver who
had driven her home and testified that she was
“right stroppy”. This was taken as serious
evidence against her and referred to by the lead
Appeal Court judge, Justice Beldam, in his
summing up.

Changing the law

Last year the House of Lords introduced an
amendment to the Criminal Justice Bill, which
the House of Commons rejected. That amend-
ment would have abolished the mandatory life
sentence for murder. Many judges favour it as,
of course, it gives them greater powers. Not
only could they continue to set down (often
secret) minimum terms to be served before a
person sentenced to life can get parole; they
would be able to set maximum sentences.

The campaign to abolish mandatory life
sentences, pursued by, among others, The Guar-
dian, has attempted to hi-jack the campaigns
around Sara Thornton which are also seeking

this end.
The Guardian says that abolishing the

mandatory life sentence would be the best way
to help women like Sara.

The Guardian editorial of 27th August
1991, under the heading “Too Narrow a Cam-
paign”, criticised campaigns to free Sara
Thornton for not focusing on the issue of aboli-
tion of the mandatory life sentence for murder.

We replied to the criticism and gave our
disagreements with The Guardian’s campaign.
The letter was not published. Instead one from
an individual supporting The Guardian’s posi-
tion was.

The Guardian supposedly supports the
media campaign for right of reply. I find it dif-
ficult to believe The Guardian would have
given nearly half an editorial to criticising a

male or mixed campaign or group and not
printed their reply. The Guardian said we were
wrong to focus on “sex discrimination”.

It’s enough to make a cat laugh. After all
the prejudice Sara and others have encountered
from judges, it seems ridiculous to say the solu-
tion is simply to give more powers to the
judges to sentence different murderers to dif-
ferent terms of imprisonment,

To do this without altering the interpreta-
tion of provocation would mean judges would
be bound, as they would point out, to give mur-
derers longer sentences than those convicted of
manslaughter. Women who fight back would
still be classified as murderers.

In the immediate short term, in response to
Sara’s case, Jack Ashley MP has said he will
introduce a Private Member’s Bill on the issue
of provocation. He has not yet considered the
wording of it.

The Royal Commission on Criminal Jus-
tice, set up following the Birmingham Six and
Guildford Four cases, has agreed to hear
evidence on any aspect of the system. They
have asked for criticism of the current system,
for evidence of its shortcomings and for
proposals for change. The deadline is the end
of November.

We can certainly make criticisms and
point to shortcomings. But the onus is then on
us to come up with, for example, a new inter-
pretation of provocation — one that top legal
brains will not immediately shoot down in
flames, and all our criticisms with it.

Feminist campaigns

Before Sara’s appeal a few women’s groups
had come together to work on the issues:

Southall Black Sisters’ campaign to free
Kiranjit Ahluwalia had raised awareness all
over the country; the Women’s Campaign for
Justice for Women was formed in Leeds, com-
prising women from earlier campaigns and ex-
isting groups and women motivated by the
campaign for Kiranjit; the group of women in
London who organised for Sara’s appeal, put-
ting in masses of work developing contacts in
the media to ensure coverage of the appeal, are
also veterans of many campaigns. Most recent-
ly they have been involved in a network of
Jewish feminists and women who are incest sur-
vivors, who organised around another case con-
cerning the treatment meted out by the courts
and the media to a mother in a ¢hild sexual
abuse case.

Fifty women came to the first day of the
protest for Sara at the Appeal Court on 19th
July this year and the court was packed. (The
police co-operated on this occasion by setting
up wee barricades, though they did not, in fact,
confine us behind them). Many interviews were
given to TV, radio and newspapers, then and
after the rejection of the appeal on 29th July.
When the appeal failed, the media immediately

. lost interest. The reporters and crews there in-

cluded some really good women who managed
to get extended spots on Channel 4 news and
BBC2. But they were then told that their
editors had cancelled them and the failure of
the appeal was relegated to a quick mention on
the national news. Two days later the McGrail
case suddenly made news again, as did Sara’s
hunger strike. :

In spite of some of the media personalis-
ing the case, even attacking Sara, and the at-
tempts to marginalise feminist campaigns, the
publicity has helped. Women have been
mobilising all over the country, building on ex-
isting networks and bringing in women who
have never been active in anything before.
Southend Women'’s Aid collected petitions,
picketed the prison in Essex where Sara then
was, and handed in a petition at the Home Of-
fice, all with maximum publicity. Women in
London held a demonstration outside the Ap-
peal Court a week later where they re-enacted
the trial — and put the judges in the dock. This

RN |
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was also filmed for television.

Women’s groups from all over — mainly
Women'’s Aid, Rape Crisis groups and some
women’s committees'— began to write letters
and petition. It is not surprising that actions
should be mainly coming from those existing
groups and structures. Although, as with cam-
paigns in the past, many women came to join
who had never been active Before, or not for a
long time, because this issue touches women
deeply. Just when.people thought the Women’s
Liberation Movement had gone away dis-
pirited, here we are again.

Sara was moved to Holloway Prison and
Women's Action for Sara Thornton set up a
daily picket. Southall Black Sisters held pickets
of the Home Office, attended by 200 women.
Petitions were handed in with thousands of
names on them — most of which were collected
after Sara ended her hunger strike and women
pledged to fight on!

As well as writing to local MPs and the
Home Secretary and lobbying generally, other
actions included a demonstration at the Law
Courts in the Strand on 7th October and a na-
tional demonstration on 23rd November. Other
actions are planned.

Sara has said that women’s campaigns
have been a great source of strength to her. So
let’s not get swept under the carpet; let’s keep
the pressure up. O

Contact addresses

Women’s Action for Sara
Thornton: clo 22 Finsbury Park
Road, London N4.

Tel: 071-704 0651

Southall Black Sisters: 52
Norwood Road, Southall,
Middlesex.

Women’ s Campaign for Justice for
Women: PO Box 158, Wellington
Street, Leeds, LS3.

Women’s Aid Federation,
England: PO Box 391, Bristol,
BS99 7WS.

Welsh Women’s Aid: 38/48 Crwys
Road, Cardiff.

Scottish Women's Aid: 13/9 North
Bank Street, Edinburgh, EHI1 2LP.
Northern Ireland Women's Aid:
129 University Street, Belfast, BT7
1HP.

The Home Secretary, The Home
Office, Queen Anne’s Gate,
London SWI1H 9AT.

The Royal Commission on
Criminal Justice: Whittington
House, 19 Alfred Place, London
WCIE7LU.

Sara Thornton: Bullwood Hall,
Hockley, Essex, SS5 4TE.

Sara would like to thank everyone
who has sent her cards, letters of
support and flowers.

Protesting outside the Royal
Courts of Justice August 1991.
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THE LAW

The Women’s Campaign for Justice for Women is seeking to amend the legal
definition of “provocation” to acknowledge women’s experience of domestic
violence. These excerpts from a discussion paper by Jill Radford and Liz Kelly
explore a number of other options for legal reform of significance to women and

children brought before the courts.

We want to argue that the campaign should
work on all possible options for reform, both
amending provocation and self-defence,
redefining “reasonable” in a way which makes
sense for women as well as for the “reasonable
man”. In addition to these reforms, we are
proposing a new defence we’re calling “self-
preservation”.

Together, such changes will give women
and children options and cover a wider range of
possible cases where a shift from murder to
manslaughter is appropriate as well as provid-
ing more women with a total defence through
amending the grounds for pleading self-
defence. Covering more eventualities, we can
argue, this approach makes for stronger law
and reduces the discretion of the judges.

In formulating this proposal, we have tried
to address the need to ensure that proposed law
reform acknowledges the specificity of
women’s experiences, without doing anything
to reinforce the ease with which men have
often got away with killing women.

Self defence

In the law of England and Wales at present
there are several major problems in the rules of
self defence. These are the requirements of
“imminence” and “proportionality of force”, the
use of a male standard to determing reasonable-
ness and the assumptions made about the na-
ture and possibilities of escape. All are rooted
in the history of this law in the English com-
mon law tradition, i.e. law made by white, male
judges in specific cases, and as such they are
unaccountable, pragmatic decisions made by a
non elected male elite. Most rested on cases of
a man defending himself against an unknown
male assailant in a public place. They are not
relevant to women'’s experience.

Imminence is similar to the ‘sudden’
aspect in provocation, i.e. it requires that the
response is immediate within an assault situa-
tion. However, imminence can have a broader

meaning, as when the weather forecast tells us
“rain is imminent” or economists speak of “im-
minent mergers”. So it might be possible to
challenge the traditional legal interpretation in
trials or appeals.

The rationale behind the narrow interpreta-
tion was that self defence should only be per-
mitted when there is no possibility of resorting
to law enforcement or the police for protection.
This rule, which assumes an attack by a
stranger in public, excludes the situation of a
woman experiencing continuing violence from
a partner in her own home. As we know, the
police offer limited protection to women in
situations of domestic violence, so even if she
were able to call the police, and if they arrived
in time, without further action their presence
does not provide her with ongoing protection.

Recommendation: “Imminence” in the
defence of self defence should be relaxed.

“Proportionality of force” holds that a per-
son cannot use a deadly weapon in self defence
unless one is being used against him/her. This
rule assumes a man defending himself against
another man, a rough equality of fighting skills
and strength. Neither of these apply to women
and even less to children.

Recommendation: The proportionality of
force rule should be dropped. Instead whether
or not the amount of force used was appropriate
to the circumstances should be considered as
part of the question of the reasonableness of the
action.

“Reasonableness” will remain an obstacle
for women while it is defined in terms of the
“reasonable man” or “the man on the Clapham
bus”. We-argue that this be dropped as evident
sex discrimination. We also reject criteria based
on what a judge or jury might consider
reasonable. Instead we would require the court
to consider reasonableness from the perspective
of the person who has been abused. This would
enable the woman’s or child’s entire history of
violence and abuse from the man in quéstion to

T
be admitted as evidence of the reasonableness
of their action. Similarly this more specific
criterion would also enable particular charac-
teristics of a person’s background to be con-
sidered in deciding whether or not an action
was reasonable. This would allow fer differen-
ces in culture or class, for example, to be
relevant issues in decisipns about whether an
action was reasonable or not.

There is a precedent f6r this in the USA.
In a potentially far reaching decision the
Washington Supreme Court ruled “the -
defendant’s actions are to be judged against her
own subjective impressions and not those a
detached jury might determine objectively
reasonable”. This was in the case of Yvonne
Wanrow, a Colville Indian woman, who shot
and killed a known child-abuser who had
broken into her house at night and made advan-
ces towards her child. She had been originally
convicted of “second degree murder”, but after
an activist campaign by feminists in
Washington this conviction was overturned. Be-
cause the ruling is potentially far reaching we
have quoted a large extract:

The impression created — that a 5 4” woman
with a cast on her leg and using a crutch must,
under law, somehow repel an assault by a 6’ 2”
intoxicated man without employing a weapon

; in her defence, unless the jury finds her deter-

[ mination of the degree of danger to be objective-
ly reasonable — constitutes a separate and

| distinct misstatement of the law and, in the con-

! text of this case, violates the respondent’s right
to equal protection of the law. The respondent
(Wanrow) was entitled to have the jury consider
her actions in the light of her own perception of
the situation, including those perceptions which
were the product of a nation’s long and unfor-
tunate history of sex discrimination . . . Until
such time as the effects of that history are eradi-
cated, care must be taken to be sure that our self-
defence instructions afford women the right to
have their conduct judged in the light of the in-
dividual physical handicaps which are the
product of sex discrimination. To fail to do this
is to deny the right of the individual woman in-
volved to trial by the same rules which are ap-
plicable to male defendants.

Recommendation: That reasonableness be
redefined to allow for history of relationship to
be considered.
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Escape is often taken into consideration in
assessments of the “reasonableness” of be-
haviour in pleas of self defence and provoca-
tion. It was 4n issue raised in the trials of Sara
Thornton and Kiranjit Ahluwalia. The expecta-
tion is that a reasonable man should escape if
there is any possibility, rather than striking
back, which is the last resort. But again it is
rooted in men’s experience of public violence
and the belief that ‘a man’s home is his castle’
and therefore a safe place. This is not the ex-
perience of women and children who are ex-
pe’riencing domestic violence and sexual abuse.
Nor is there safety for women in public places.

Recommendation: That the specificity of a
woman’s/child’s circumstances are acknow-
ledged whenever the possibility of escaping the
violence is considered.

Provocation

The campaign advocates reform of the defence
of “provocation” by removing “sudden” from
the existing definition of “sudden and tem-
porary loss of control” and redefining the “cool-
ing off period” as one which could equally be a
“poiling over period”. This, as Lord Gifford ar-
gued at Sara Thornton’s appeal, would allow a
legal recognition of the fact that women’s and
men’s responses to violence and abuse can be
different.

We do not think, however, that the sug-
gested amendments are enough. Removing
“sudden” and re-defining “cooling off” are im-
portant and crucial, and would widen the
defence to include Sara’s case; we are less cer-
tain about Kiranjit’s.

First, the provocation defence specifies “a
reasonable man” (twice, in fact!). The problems
with this were discussed above. This allows no
space for arguing that women'’s experiences
and situations are different from men’s. This is
necessary in order to look at women’s choice of
method/use of weapons, or their needing to
plan in order not to be physically overwhelmed
by a stronger, and already abusive, man.

Second, the term “loss of self-control”
remains central to a provocation defence. This
will be a major hurdle for women where they
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**Continuing” would need to be
defined; our suggestion is “several
assaults on different occasions”
and an honest belief it will
continue into the future.

I

VA

did take time, plan their actions — as some
aspects of Kiranjit’s actions could be inter-
preted. It is yet again based on a ‘man’s eye
view’ where traditionally men act spontaneous-
ly and in rage, using methods such as choking
and strangling. We’re not sure what concept
could replace it, or even if it is possible to —
hence the need to introduce an entirely new
defence.

Self-preservation

Our reason for suggesting this is an awareness
of the limited and contradictory ways in which
legal reform of current defences have been
used in other countries. As far as we know in
most other countries reforms have been limited
to amending current defences, so attempting
something new could be exciting and open up
other possibilities elsewhere. It seems to us that
it would be an important victory to have the un-
equal position of women and children in
families/households recognised in law — such
that the very fact of having to endure a history
of sexual/physical abuse is the basis of the
defence. Whilst not worded in gender-specific
ways, the reality is that the vast majority of
cases would involve women and children
abused by male members of the household.
Our starting point in thinking about a new
defence is all the research on, and personal tes-
timony by, women who have killed abusive
men. The common theme which emerges is
reaching a point where they feel it’s his life or
theirs. Both the history of the violence and the
many attempts they have made to avoid/escape
it result in a sense of hopelessness and despair.
Although this amendment, like all law,
needs to be universal in its application, we feel
it should also acknowledge the ways in which
differences in women’s cultural background
specifically shape their situation and percep-
tion of courses of action open to them. For ex-
ample we are aware of how the “izzat” code
of honour was one of the several circumstantial
factors which served to trap Kiranjit in her mar-
riage. However we do not want law to
problematise minority ethnic cultural groups in
ways which could feed into racist stereotypes.

A ' T
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Further we are aware that other women can be
trapped and isolated by dominant ideologies or
beliefs of their communities. For example we
have learned how women from Christian fun-
damentalist groups may be punished by their
communities for leaving violent relationships —
for example ROW has been contacted by
women from faiths like Jehovah’s Witnesses
who have lost custody of their children and
been forced out of their community when they
left violent husbands. Knowledge of the power
of community response can be part of the com-
plex web of factors binding women in
dangerous situations.

While we need the assistance of lawyers
in the drafting of this defence, we see it as con-
taining the following elements:

It is a defence open to a person who
*  Kkills a partner or someone in a familial or

intimate relationship who

e has subjected them to continuing* sexual
and/or physical abuse and intimidation
combined with psychological abuse to the
extent that they

¢ have an honest belief that there was no al-
ternative available.

We would include subsections to allow for
the following situations:

e aperson acting in the protection of a child
being subjected to abuse;

= achild or adolescent acting in the protec-
tion of a parent or sibling being abused;

e inthe case of a child or young person vic-
timised by sexual abuse acting to prevent
the abuse being carried on to a sibling;

e household or family members acting
together against a household/family mem-
ber who is abusing all of them.

The defence would require the woman to
provide evidence to demonstrate the history of

violence and abuse. This would take the form
of the woman’s/child’s own testimony with or

without other corroboration, which might take
the form of testimony from, for example, other
members of the household, including children,
friends, family, neighbours, doctor’s or police
reports, legal statements, court orders or
evidence from other agencies. [
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Thelma and Louise
Go Shooting

Empowerment, anger, rage; ‘Thelma and Louise’ is much more than a simple
Hollywood road movie, writes Sue Botcherby.

In one of the earliest scenes in Thelma and
Louise a guy is attempting to rape Thelma. He
hits her several times and has her face down
over the boot of a car. She is hurt and terrified.
Louise finds them and makes him stop by point-
ing a .38, at his head. As they are about to get
away Louise growls at him: ‘When a woman is
crying like that she is not having fun.” This was
a powerful, early statement of the feminism

that pervades the film. At this point I sat up in
my seat. This film was showing potential and I
wanted to hear more.

The next part of this scene tied in to the
statement that Louise made. Not willing to give
up so easily, a trait of all the main male charac-
ters in the film, this guy snarls, ‘I should have
fucked her”. We know exactly what he means.
To him it is immaterial whether a woman is en-
joying herself, whether she says no, and it is ob-
vious that he will do the same again. With this
realisation and with hatred and disgust in her
eyes, Louise shoots him with a single bullet.
She doesn’t fill him full of lead in a scene that
could have easily been gratuitously violent. She
shoots him so that he won’t speak like that, or
act like that, towards a woman again.

I was pleased. I'd bet that every woman in
the audience was pleased, along with his wife,

T T

his countless affairs and numerous other
women he’d violated. This wasn’t simply
revenge but a political act against male
violence. It reminded me of the scene in A
Question of Silence (1984), where three
women, who hadn’t previously met, beat, kick
and stab a boutique owner to death. The bouti-




Trouble and Strife 22 Winter 1991

que owner was not overtly violent towards the
women. The guy in Thelma and Louise did not

" rape either of them; but he wanted to. Both men
symbolised and represented everything oppres-
sive towards women and paid for it.

The scene was a power struggle be-
tween women and men. If Thelma and Louise
had let him get away after that comment,
women in the audience would have felt vul-
nerable and powerless. Instead you felt hopeful
and avenged, although the inevitable next ques-
tion was, could they get away with it?

Stirring
Not surprisingly, Thelma and Louise has
caused quite a stir. It stirred me that the film
was made at all. It seems that Hollywood is not
only reflecting the ambitions and ambiguities
of American society, but is also representing
the challenges to it. Joan Smith, a reviewer for
The Guardian wrote a scathing critique of the
film. In reference to the scene mentioned pre-
viously she writes:
Louise blowing away the rapist with a .38, even
though he has released Thelma, his intended vic-
tim, is something of an over-reaction, It is also
unjustifiable, both in law and morality...
Joan Smith has missed the point. It is the unjus-
tifiably patriarchal nature of law and morality
that this film challenges. Thelma was drunk

and had been seen dancing with her attacker,
Louise is only too aware of how unsympathetic
the courts would be to their situation. Incredib-
ly, Joan Smith writes “Thelma was no longer in
danger when the gun was fired, the would-be
rapist was unarmed...”” Although the “would-be
rapist’ did not have a gun he was definitely
‘armed’ and then ‘disarmed’.

The film  dis-arms’ men in a variety of
ways which have earned it the labels ‘ con-
troversial’ and ‘ radical”. It made the front
cover of Time magazine and Richard Johnson
of the New York Daily News called it “degrad-
ing men”. Director Ridley Scott, who pre-
viously directed Aliens, starring Sigourney
Weaver, has been proclaiming the feminist mes-
sages of the film, or, as Joan Smith scathingly
states “has begun to talk like someone who’s
just discovered the SCUM manifestq”. Ridley
Scott is a little over zealous when he claims
that Thelma and Louise “takes apart the whole
male species”. Callie Khouri, the writer of the
screen play, is much more cautious. She main-
tains that: “The issues surrounding the film are

feminist. But the film itself is not”. The film
has been deemed to be radical and reactionary.
Feminist viewers have proclaimed it as the best
feminist film to come out of Hollywood; others
have seen it as the archetypal road movie, with
female instead of male characters. For me, the
controversy lies in the fight back nature of the
film. It teaches men a thing or two and has the
facility to raise the consciousness of women. It
challenges, but it is the way in which it challen-
ges that provokes the variety of heated respon-
ses.

Violence

Joan Smith disliked the violent elements of the
film and Sheila Benson of the Los Angeles
Times saw it as a denial of everything feminism
stands for. The issue of women as perpetrators
of violence is a complex one and concerns us
as feminists. On the one hand there is the equa-
tion of violence with masculinity and male
power; on the other, femininity is seen as essen-
tially non-violent, so violent behaviours by
women are not only undesirable, but
unimaginable. Thelma and Louise is not a film
full of bloody reprisal perpetrated by heroic
women who act just like male vigilantes. The
worst act of violence in the film comes from
the ‘would-be’ rapist.

This is a film about rape and sexual
politics. To undermine the radical exploration
of these issues by attacking the supposedly
‘ violent’ behaviours of the female protagonists
only serves to blame women for not being
¢ good girls’ . It was through holding a gun in
her hand that Louise was armed against this
sort of male power. She won a small battle in
the face of a much larger power struggle, .in the
course of a film narrative. Taken on the leve] of
ideology as opposed to realism, we are justified
in enjoying women fighting back and winning
once in a while,

Defiance

Iloved the film for all sorts of reasons. Susan
Sarandon, who plays Louise, is an ac-
complished and politicised actress. In role, she
is a tough, sparky working class woman in her
40s, complete with amazing ‘ crow’s feet’ .
Geena Davis, who plays Thelma, is younger
and a housewife, bullied by her unbelievably
revolting husband, Darrell. It is Thelma who
goes through a marked journey of conscious-
ness-raising as the film progresses. At first she
is stereotyped as the * bimbo’ , running off for a

¢ wild weekend® with her best friend, Louise.
She doesn’t tell Darrell that she is going, she
couldn’t —he wouldn’t let her go, but she goes
anyway. This marks the first act of defiance
which is to become her trade mark later in this
rebellious film.

From this act onwards the two characters
are in Scott’s words, “Two women moving
through a landscape where they encounter men,
all kinds of men”. As fugitives from the law,
after the shooting of the would-be rapist, they
become changed characters. Thelma learns .
about men the hard way and very quickly. She
is seduced by a cutey boy named JD and naive-
ly leaves him alone in her room while she swag-
gers off to tell Louise about “finally getting laid
properly”. Meanwhile, Louise is getting rid of
the only man in her life, Jimmy, who has traced
her to Oklahoma. He has realised his mistakes,
and is willing to reform, but not even his Elvis
pout can save him.

It is at this point that the film really takes
off. JD steals all of their money and Thelma
begins her transformation from “passive
bimbo’ to tough, assertive woman. The two
women join forces in a powerful partnership
and head for Mexico in an attempt to escape
the FBI agents who are hunting them down.

The audience is willing these two women
to escape and survive. The film becomes a kind
of elemental power struggle between Thelma,
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Louise and the forces of patriarchy. In a bid to
survive, Thelma commits armed robbery; they
lock a policeman in the boot of his car and
blow up a tanker driven by a guy who sexually
harasses them on the road. In the end they are
surrounded by hundreds of armed police who
have stalked them to the edge of the Grand
Canyon. They don’t,survjve, but neither are
they conventionally punished. They kiss, join
hands and drive off the edge of the Grand
Canyon. They choose their fate with a certain
knowledde of the alternative: death or sustained
public humiliation and imprisonment by the
law.

y

Empowered

On ieaving the cinema I felt empowered and
angry. Numerous other women felt exactly the
,same. This film stirs up our rage at the con-
*tinuum of sexual violence towards women; we
!can identify with the women’s on-screen

fightback. It gives an injection of fury and, ul-
timately, through this identification with Thel-
ma and Louise, brings us to the raw edge where
‘ enough is enough’; where law, morality and
¢ appropriate’ behaviours are insufficient. In the
words of Geena Davis herself, recorded in a
recent article in Cosmopolitan, “The guys in
this movie get what they deserve”.

One of the most powerful scenes in the
film sums this up. The driver of a petrol tanker
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subjects them on the road to a barrage of
obscene comments and sexual gestures. They
make him pull over and ask him to apologise.
Again, as in the rape scene, they are risking
their lives and their ability to escape by doing
this. Why? Because this man’s behaviour is un-
acceptable and oppressive to women. The mes-
sage is loud and clear and undeniable. The guy
is incredulous. He thought they were succumb-
ing to his charms and wanted a ‘good time’ .
They have a great time. Louise reprimands him
for his appalling behaviour and asks, “How
would you feel if someone did that to your
wife, or sister or mother?” He won’t apologise
and stubbornly shouts “Fuck you!”. He doesn’t
get what he wants; remarkably, none of the
men in the film get what they want. Further-
more, they have to endure challenges to their
masculinity and attitudes towards women as
well. Thelma and Louise shoot out his tyres
and blow his petrol tanker sky-high. A whole
bunch of women in the cinema spontaneously
cheered. We’ve seen screen pyrotechnics of
this sort before, in countless thrillers of the mas-
culine-revenge-fantasy genre, but this time the
‘baddy’ is masculinity itself.

Road movie

Thelma and Louise belongs to the genre of the
road movie, using the narrative structures of
Hollywood. Both structure and genre are as-
sociated with a dominant ideology that consis-
tently stereotypes women and this is
problematic. As in all mainstream films, there
were elements that are difficult to accept. Both
women are conventionally attractive, slim and
therefore play to the ‘ male gaze’ . But, interest-
ingly, as the women symbolically drive further
and further away from conventional lives, their
appearance changes; they discard a lot of the
external manifestations of femininity. The
friendship between the two women develops
too. The role of Louise could be construed as
simply gender reversal; she is the protector
who is strong, competent, able to look after her
weak, defenceless friend whose vulnerability
gets them into trouble. But the awakening of
Thelma and her transition in the course of the
film narrative surprises the audience and
Louise, and provides many of the elements of
comic relief.

Some feminists found Thelma’s raised
consciousness unconvincing and superficial.
This was largely due to the trappings of the

road movie genre. The events in a road movie
take place unrealistically quickly in order to
sustain tension and drama. But when Thelma
says “Something’s crossed over in me. I can’t

go back —1 just couldn’t live”, her words strike a

chord in the feminist viewer. If this film
doesn’t represent realistic processes of con-
sciousness raising for women, it does say that it
is possible. Thelma’s character is developed to
further reinforce the feminist ethos of the film,
undermining criticism that it is merely a road
movie with reversed roles. She begins to allow
herself to recognise the painful experience she
suffered in a powerful and clever scene which
simultaneously shows flashes of the FBI read-
ing pornography: “He was hurting me. He
would have hurt me a lot worse. My life could
have been ruined a lot more than it is now”.
This film has been compared to Butch Cassidy
and the Sundance Kid. The only connection is
that the characters are outlaws, only Thelma
and Louise become outlaws just like any other
woman who dares to challenge the established
order.

Hollywood feminism

Feminist issues and themes are increasingly at-
tracting Hollywood studio treatment, Should
we be taking this as an indicator of the in-
fluence of feminism? Are mainstream film-
makers showing commitment to feminism,
given that their interests are predominantly
commercial?

Hollywood’s contribution to the exploita-
tion of women within its own industry does not
go unchallenged. According to Geena Davis,
actresses are speaking out about the shortage of
good, powerful roles for women in film. She
maintains that “People should go and see Thel-
ma and Louise as a political act of support for
women in film”, The concept of an entire
movie about two women finding their power
was appealing to me,” says Davis, “because it’s
so0 incredibly rare.”

This film has the potential to enable other
women to find their power, or at least to feel
less powerless, if only for its duration. I believe
that Thelma and Louise has the ability to
change women’s lives, somewhat like the novel
The Women's Room, by Marilyn French ten
years ago. It is an example of a feminist in-road
to a powerful, popular culture and an entertain-
ing one at that. OJ

and
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Academia

Is there a feminism in academia? Betsy Stanko examines the conflicts for both

students and staff involved in women’s studies in search of a space for passionate

politics in the academy.

When I took my first academic job, my sister
accused me of selling out. Fifteen years later, I
still have feelings of angst and bouts of disloca-
tion. I sometimes forget where I am going and
dress ‘incorrectly’. Like the time I attended the
meeting about rape called by the Towns-
women’s Guild. I showed up in my lime green
jumpsuit with the pink polkadots; I should have
worn demure black. I mistakenly believed that I
was going to a feminist gathering and not a
‘professional’ meeting.

For 15 years now, I have attempted to be
an academic whilst at the same time keeping
rooted in the knowledge about sexual violence
that stems from radical feminist activism. My
academic speciality includes men’s violence
against women; policing, and ‘fear of crime’.

When asked, I call myself a feminist
criminologist. I now teach in a law department
and have a number of administrative commit-
ments, Yesterday, for example, I had to attend
a meeting about institutional matters when I
should have participated in the demonstration
to free Sara Thornton. I felt as if 1 was letting
my sisters down for not visibly showing my
outrage about how, once again, women like
Sara Thornton, Kiranjit Ahluwalia and Amelia
Rossiter are criminalised for surviving men’s
violence (see T&S 20).

So I thought that it was time that I took
stock of my past 15 years in academia, and
spoke about the difficulties, the anxieties, and
the highs of teaching in a university setting. I
also want to show how I rely on a radical
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feminist perspective to inform my work and to

of my stand against this form of men’s violence
and publicly rebuked. Some people tried to ruin
my career; others made obscene phone calls;
most just left me isolated.

I mention this first because the sexual
harassment and the four-year battle with univer-
sity administrators and court personnel hap-
pened after I began to work with local women
around the issues of rape and battering. In early
1977 1 was asked to sponsor a course about
rape and rape crisis counselling, and among the
course participants were members of the first
police sexual assault unit. My work with the
local Rape Crisis continued for many years
after that, often by supervising students who
received academic credit for their work support-
ing women who called for assistance. Later that
year an undergraduate woman committed to
feminism, inspired by her experience with
Rape Crisis, was determined to establish ser-
vices for battered women in the town.

We used my Women and Crime course

studies. US structures of university curricula
allow lecturers to design and assess their own
courses. For many students, initial exposure to
any thinking about women as an intellectual ac-
tivity begins in women’s studies classes. Part of
the degree programme mandated that students
participate in a work placement focusing
around women’s issues: a sort of hands-on ap-
proach to learning how to mediate the world
from a women’s perspective. Most popular of
internships was working with Rape Crisis, the
women’s refuge or women’s health and
reproductive rights. Undoubtedly, fusing
women’s experiences of violence or of strug-
gles to retain reproductive rights with academic
work turned out to be the most powerful of all
teachers.

Students’ exposure to frontline, feminist
struggles were not always advantageous to the
academic setting either. Some, overwhelmed
by a newly-found commitment and fervour to,

righting tﬁe wrongs of women, neglected their

and physical violence. Mind you, this informa-
tion has been distorted.®> Moreover, the
dominance of a white, heterosexist, middle
class approach to women’s studies frustrates
many women, particularly non-white, working
class and/or lesbian women. So the academic
place is not often a place where radical
feminism is welcome or supported.

Feminism in academia

Is there a feminism in academia? Perhaps I
should first try to answer my own question
with a definition of feminism. I quote bell
hooks: feminism, broadly defined, is “a move-
ment to end sexism and sexist oppression”;
feminists engage in “a struggle against domina-
tion wherein the effort is to change ourselves as
well as our structures”.!

Academia, like virtually all other spheres
of employment, is riddled with inequality,
hierarchical structures, institutional forms of
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degradation — almost the antithesis of a suppor-

homophobic hatred, reproductive control and
women’s economic deprivation become the
core topics and foci for strategic discussions
about mechanisms to confront the institutions
where they find haven. We must also challenge
women’s portrayal as helpless or unsuccessful
in today’s world: we are indeed survivors. It is
the toll of survival that we should examine. The
efforts of women, for example, who live in pre-
sumably ‘safe’ first-world conditions, to
manage their safety within both public and
private environments they know to be potential-
ly dangerous should be recognised.

Despite my frustration and angst, I stay
within the academy. I know that each year,
some of those I teach will find their thoughts
validated, others will discover ways to channel
their anger about women’s oppression in posi-
tive ways that may transform their own lives
but, better still, help transform all our lives
along the way. O
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This article originally appeared in
Ms. magazine,

POWER KEPT
POWERLESS

In 1989 the people of Burma defied both military dictatorship and cultural and
religious tradition to elect a woman — Aung San Suu Kyi — prime minister. In
October 1991 she was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize. She is still under house
arrest. Maureen Aung-Thwin here describes how a woman came to lead the fight
for democracy in a country where to be female is still to be considered ‘unclean’.

One hot July day in 1989, Burma’s tortuous
quest for democratic change was abruptly
halted, and a scene as dramatic as that in
Tiananmen Square was played out — without
benefit of network television. Burma’s ex-
perience with democracy had begun with inde-
pendence from Britain in 1948; it lasted only
until 1962, when the army abolished the
country’s first and only civilian government,
and installed ‘socialist’ military rule. Then, in
1988, Burmese took to the streets in a call to
end junta rule. The nervous generals were
quick to denounce their past and, to prove it
‘changed’ the country’s name to Myanmar
(another way of saying Burma in Burmese).
But the people would not cease their demonstra-
tions, showing preference for upstart opposition
leaders — especially one who embodied every-
thing the military did not: freedom, openness,
hope for the future. That would-be prime mini-
ster also happened to be a woman.

Hardly the average Burmese woman,
Aung San Suu Kyi is the daughter of the
army’s own founder, General Aung San. Con-
sidered Burma’s George Washington for help-
ing to end British colonial rule, General Aung
San was machine-gunned down in 1947 at age
32 by a jealous political rival; assassinated with
him was what would have been most of
Burma’s first independent cabinet. It’s poetic

justice that the general’s daughter, now 46,
leads Burma'’s second struggle for inde-
pendence. Aung San Suu Kyi was thrust into
the political limelight during the summer of
1988 when she came home to visit her ailing
mother, the widow of General Aung San. (She
had Ieft Burma in 1960 at age 15 when her
mother was appointed ambassador to India,
studied abroad, and eventually moved to
Britain.) A short time earlier the police had
quelled a scuffle that killed a student and trig-
gered the nationwide anti-government protests.
Aung San Suu Kyi witnessed the country rise
up against the military, whose brutal
clampdown and massacre of thousands of
civilians propelled her to become involved.
The protests were joined by large numbers
of women — Buddhist nuns, students and
housewives who, banging pots and pans,
demonstrated as noisily as men and monks.
Most of the political parties challenging the
military were headed by men, but a few inde-
pendent women'’s parties were coalescing: the
Nationa] Politics Women Force and the All
Burma Liberated Women’s Organization an-
nounced feminist agendas. The latter group
resolved “to get rid of narrow-minded thinking
that women should spend their time in the
kitchen to be responsible only for household
duties”; “to oppose capitalism that monopolizes

?

home cottage industries of women and to work
through family-based businesses and coopera-
tives”; and “to establish friendship with interna-
tional women’s organizations with the aim of
fostering good Burmese women leaders.”

Election triumph

When the junta agreed to Burma’s first free
elections in 30 years (which it expected to con-
trol), Aung San Suu Kyi decided to run as a
leader of what became the major opposition
party. Her name alone drew great crowds, but it
was her candid remarks that kept them mes-
merized. Articulating the repressed dreams of a
nation, she has said: “The people of Burma real-
ly want freedom, [but]ﬂ'first of all they want
freedom from fear.” Aung San Suu Kyi’s party,
the National League for Democracy (NLD), at-
tracted many young women followers — but
they were often overshadowed by men. Yuzana
Khin, a pop singer turned political activist, tells
how she managed to speak out at public rallies
but in a smaller strategy meeting with the
leaders of the NLD a young man physically
pulled her back down to her seat when she rose
to speak. ‘

Although lacking a defined political plat-
form and advocating nonviolence, Aung San
Suu Kyi soon became the single greatest threat
to military rule. Months before the elections the
junta put her in solitary detention in her home
and barred her from running. Nevertheless, the
NLD won an astounding victory, securing 81%
of the vote. The junta responded by throwing
most of the NLD officers and supporters in jail
or driving them into exile in neighbouring
Thailand and elsewhere. (According to Amnes-
ty International, Thai local commanders
repeatedly threaten to deport Burmese refugees,
many of whom would face imprisonment and
possibly execution.) The many local offices of
the NLD are closed, although the party is still
officially ‘registered’.

Even as a prisoner, Aung San Suu Kyi
challenges the army’s legitimacy. She went on
a 12-day hunger strike in 1989 and she refuses
to leave the country voluntarily; the junta has
cut her telephone lines and prohibited visitors.
The Burmese passports of her two young sons
have been cancelled, and her husband, a British
scholar, is denied visits with her. Recently the
junta is reported to have sent a senior Buddhist
abbot to plead with her to leave the country.
She agreed, under four rather creative condi-
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Aung San Suu Kyi addressing a Rangoon rally before her arrest.

tions: transfer of power to civilians; release of
all political prisoners; 50 minutes of broadcast
time on government-run TV and radio stations;
and last — that she be allowed to walk to the air-
port. Needless to say, her conditions have not
been met, and she remains under house arrest.
In front of her home is a large white sign, one
of many posted around the country, that reads
CRUSH EVERY DISRUPTIVE ELEMENT! (in English
and Burmese),

The junta’s smear campaign of Aung San
Suu Kyi (including obscene sexual caricatures
of her with her foreign husband) has only
gained sympathy for her and heightened her
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BURMA (Note: accurate
statistics are extremely limited;
no complete census has been
taken since before 1948)
POPULATION (1991): 40
million; women 52% (1983}
LITERACY (1990): 79%
overall, 69% of women, 88%
of men; growing primary and
secondary school dropout rates
in the 1980s
HIGHER ED. (1991): women
50% of enrolled,; universities
closed from 1988 protests to
May 1991
SUFFRAGE: granted to both
women and men by British in
1922
EQUAL RIGHTS: revised
1947. Constitution guarantees
equal pay for equal work
GOVERNMENT (1991):
currently in transition; under
socialist military dictatorship
women were 15% of Burma
Socialist Programme Party,
but none in leadership
EMPLOYMENT (1990): 34%
of women in formal sector,
over 45% in informal sector
CONTRACEPTION (1991):
illegal except for health
reasons; inexpensive condoms
and other forms found on black
market
ABORTION (1991): illegal,
unless the woman’s life is in
danger; available illegally in
some private clinics; high rate
of systemic septic infections
from common attempts to
self-abort
HOMOSEXUALITY (1991):
not specifically prohibited by
law
PARENTAL LEAVE: three
months maternal leave with

Jull pay

stature in a country that is itself being held
hostage: schools remained closed until last
May, a curfew is enforced, and public assembly
of more than five persons is prohibited. The
first woman in Burma to aspire to high office,
she evokes a cult-like reverence in some fol-
lowers. While sceptics question her ability to
manage a country, to others she is a reincarna-
tion of her father, whom she physically
resembles. For many young women she is a
role model; a certain local weaving pattern, be-
cause it was seen on an outfit worn by Aung
San Suu Kyi, is now named after her and en-
joys tremendous sales.

In July 1991, Aung San Suu Kyi begins
her third year of detention — out of sight, but on
everybody’s mind. She has been declared an
Amnesty International “prisoner of con-
science”, and Vaclav Havel, the president of
Czechoslovakia, has nominated her for the
Nobel peace prize.

Women’s place

Her unique position — as a power kept power-
less — illustrates the ambiguous status of all
women in Burmese society. (The term “Bur-
mese” includes such ethnic minority groups as
the Shan, Mon, and Karen, whose behaviour is
influenced considerably by the traditions of the
dominant Burman ethnic group.) The country
Aung San Suu Kyi could eventually lead were
she to come into power (as some Burmese
astrologers have predicted) is rich in natural
and human resources — in particular, capable
women.

It has been claimed that Burmese women
don’t need a liberation movement in the
western sense, since civil rights have long been
protected by customary laws that even today
seem progressive. The late Daw Mya Sein, a
woman educator, once commented:

In Burma we have been singularly fortunate in

possessing this equality [in marriage, divorce,

and inheritance] before we knew it was a prob-
lem.

But for all the fanfare about the great
status of Burmese women — who, usually be-
cause of their better grades, make up almost
half the student population in universities and
medical schools — none are in true positions of
command in politics, the civil service, the
armed forces, or the diplomatic corps. Women
do have access to education and a “legal
guarantee” of equal pay for equal work, which
ensures some representation of females in most

professions, but discrimination in hiring and
pay disparities remain.

Large extended families obviate the need
for day care, as does the availability of domes-
tic help. Most — but not all — of this ‘help’ is
female and from the lowest economic brackets.
Many domestic workers in urban areas never
earn more than a subsistence income and spend
most of their lives in poverty.

Eighty per cent of Burma’s work force is
in the agricultural sector where women share
with men all non-household duties, even con-
struction work — this of course means the
double-job burden, since men don’t share the
household work. Burma’s best known export,
heroin, which originates in the infamous Gold-
en Triangle as opium poppies, is cultivated
primarily by poor hill-tribeswomen who
receive — in comparison to the price of the nar-
cotic on western city streets — a minuscule
amount for their hard work. (Heroin use is up
in Burma, as in the rest of the world, and more
young women are experimenting with it,
though men are the majority in the addict
population.) The days are also long for factory
workers: a journalist who visited the Red Star
factory in Taunggyi observed 60 women work-
ing from morning until night rolling cigars;
each woman received less than a dollar for her
daily quota of 1,000 cigars, and many brought
their children to help.

For all the claims of equality, Burmese
consider their men innately superior. Men,
everyone believes, possess a glorified essence
or power known as pon (thymes with phone).
The biggest threat to this pon, of course, is

woman. Her polluting powers to diminish or
destroy pon is much feared. The noted Bur-
mese woman writer Daw Khin Myo Chit put it
this way:

I have a feeling that there is an undercurrent of

male chauvinism in the relationship between

men and women in society . . . that [is] damag-
ing to women as much as any written law.

Casual observers rarely detect this nation-
al obsession with protecting pon. But Burmese
women, supremely self-confident, still practise
daily deference to males in a myriad of ways.
For example, a wife may run the family busi-
ness and administer the household, but she will
wait on her husband hand and foot.

Buddhist influence

The society’s ambivalence toward women is
due partly to Buddhism, the religion of almost

90% of the country. Influenced by a belief that
stresses individual enlightenment without sacra-
ments and rituals, Burmese society considers
marriage, for instance, a social contract or
economic partnership, albeit one with culturally
determined obligations. According to a com-
pilation of ancient laws called the Dham-
mathats, a marriage is valid by “consensual
consent” to set up house together. Burmese
marriages are often love matches, but parents
and relatives do arrange marriages for the over-
shy or “difficult to place”. No ritual or registra-
tion is necessary, but couples like ceremonies
at which elders can bless the union.

Divorce, too, is easy to obtain in Burma,
yet polygamy is legal..The low incidence of
both, however, is not for lack of demand but be-
cause society disapproves. When it comes to
division of property in a divorce, Burmese cus-
tomary law is so specific as to suggest that
divorce might once have been more prevalent:
you get to keep not only what you bring into
the marriage, but also the profits generated by
that property or earned by your own talent.
There are no written wills. Inheritance laws are
specific on the rights of all children, even those
from a previous marriage. There is no overt
preference for male children. Indeed, a
daughter — having been raised to wait on the
family, especially the males — is regarded as in-
dispensable. The bond forged in early years be-
tween a girl and her parents guarantees her
family a share of whatever capital she earns or
has access to through marriage.

Burmese women’s image is boosted by
the tradition of not using surnames, neither
father’s nor husband’s. Every Burmese has a
particular name that she or he keeps from birth
to death. Hence, in a typical Burmese family,
mother, father and children all have individual
names that indicate not lineage but the actual
day of birth in the Burmese astrological calen-
dar. Gender is indicated by honorifics: “U” for
men, “Daw” for women, and “Ma” for young
women. These days, it’s quite the fad for
‘modern’ Burmese to use part of the father’s

name as a surname, which is easier for
westerners and, in the case of such well-known
families as Aung San’s or U Thant’s, provides
an instant pedigree.

Unclean

Being raised a Christian of an ethnic minority
(my maternal grandmother is of the Karen
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tribal group) in a traditional Buddhist country
made me conscious how much a dominant cul-
ture — well, dominates. Traditional Burman
Buddhist customs are ingrained in all of us. A
scientist friend who has lived in the west for
decades confessed how she still considers “un-
clean” the famein (pronounced tah-main), the
Burmese women’s version of the sarong-type

national dress, something she rarely even wore.

My friend keeps her tameins folded separately
in a lower drawer, where they won’t come in
contact with her husband, endangering his pon.
I know a young Burmese student who, on ar-
rival in the US, was shocked that his clothes
were washed in the same machine as his
sister’s “unclean” garments. I did an extremely
un-Burmese thing recently by trying to present
a nearly new pair of unisex jeans to a needy
Burmese male student my size. He visibly
paled when I admitted they belonged to me; he
told me he could only accept my husband’s
clothes.

Traditional notions that women, female
garments and, by extension, sex, are unclean
and therefore dangerous to men are not
peculiarly Burmese or Buddhist. Such attitudes
help rationalise rules of acceptable female be-
haviour — which in Burma is almost anything
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that does not endanger a man’s pon. Many Bur-
mese folk sayings and proverbs disparage
women, while a host of Dhammathats advise
how Burmese women should behave: a wife
should rise before her husband and retire after
him, eat after he has finished (or at least save

Women writers rebel

Information is tightly controlled by the
military regime, but the concerns of society
— especially its women — have surfaced
realistically in Burmese fiction. Such
talented women writers as Daw Cho Cho
Tin (an architect who writes as a hobby
under the name of Ma Sanda) are extremely
popular.

Some of the more courageous writers
under the military regime have been
women, like Ma Ma Lay, who died in 1982
without being recognised adequately by the
male-dominated literary establishment, A
leftist herself, Ma Ma Lay was nonetheless
too honest to follow the hard line set by the
regime to “write about peasants for the
peasants”, although a large number of her
male colleagues complied. She ended up in
jail, as did another outstanding woman
writer, “Tharrawaddy” San San Nwe (who
came from the town of Tharrawaddy). In
one story she used her prison experience to
portray a woman who was released from jail
— only to find herself captive again in a con-
fining household.

Burmese women writers overall have
produced a lot of ‘anti-romantic’ fiction.
Anna Allott, a scholar of Burmese literature
at the University of London, did a study of
story themes and discovered that the themes
of contemporary women writers in Burma
are:

strikingly realistic. [in] their description of

the feelings of mothers tied down by small

children, sickened by the smell of urine-
soaked bedclothes [of older family members
whose care falls on female relatives], fed up
with being pregnant for the fourth and fifth
time, wishing that their husbands would
take on more of the burden of looking after

the children, wondering why they bothered
to take a university degree.

him the best part of the meal), provide “against
the inclemencies of the weather for [his] com-
fort”, and never look at men “with eyes as rest-
less as those of a crow”.

Burmese attitudes and anxieties about sex
inform more of how we act and think than I
usually care to admit. As physically demonstra-
tive as I am with westerners of both sexes, [
still find it unthinkable to touch, much less hug,
a Burmese male other than my brothers. Renun-
ciation of sex, even midway through life,
brings great kudos. A pongyi, or Buddhist
monk (literally, “one with great pon™), a
thilashin, or Buddhist nun (who must show
deference to the monk), and virgins of any age
are revered because of the great sexual drive
they are thought to be suppressing. Although
marriage is considered desirable, unmarried
women do not lack status. A middle-aged
single woman friend proudly exclaimed to me:
“People think we are from heaven, you know”,
referring to the venerated sexless celestial
beings in Buddhist cosmology, freed from
base, earthbound desires.

Heaven and hell

Changing attitudes toward sexuality may bring
more positive views toward women as well.
The change is greatest among urban students,
but includes those from the countryside who
have come far from familial authority to study
in the cities. Many young couples in Rangoon
now date like westerners — spending evenings
necking in parked cars. But shifting mores may
also have a negative effect. Burmese some-
times refer to their country as “heaven” and
neighbouring Thailand as “hell”, because of the

B,

enormous and visible Thai sex industry. How- ;
ever Burma is slowly and tragically catching \
up. With high unemployment and a disastrous }

economy, a significant number of young Bur-
mese women — some of them students — are
turning to prostitution.

The problems that face Burma are more
than those of tameins and pon — or are they?
Some Burmese note the dilemma of a woman
in high office: men will find it difficult to show
the respect required by her position. To the
major issues plaguing Burma today — divisions
in class, ethnicity, politics, and economic stag-
nation — must be added the country’s resistance
to letting the other half of its citizens, the ones
who wear the tameins, realise their full poten-
tial. Perhaps it is an issue for pon, after all. [

« DETECTIVES

Is the popularity of lesbian detective novels sheer escapism — or is something
more complex at work? Magda Devas investigates . . .

My trenchcoat is dripping in the hall, and I'm
too tough to wear a hat. My hair is clinging to
my skull, nevertheless a few curls corkscrew
their way skywards and, if I were to look, I
would note that my hands are wrinkled from
the rain, But I notice nothing, for there is work
to be done.

I am not alone. Even Gertrude Stein found
it impossible to emulate the clipped, shorn lan-
guage of detective fiction, though she tried a lot
harder, attempting a whole book, not just a first
paragraph.

I am investigating neither murder nor the
way murder is written about. Getting closer to
home, I’m not looking at lesbian detective fic-
tion and its literary implications. I am not
amateur sleuth but amateur academic, idling
with clues and riddles to a problem \tha;’s
neither earth shattering nor awe-inspiring, but
persistent nevertheless. \

Kitties, biccies and sleuths -

Why, oh why do lesbians curl up so often with
kitties, biccies and the latest lesbian detective
novel? The cat and the biscuits have been dealt

with, but not the crime novel.

Ihave a theory, and like all good theorists
I will present the evidence that suits me best. It
is a double-edged theory, so don’t feel
surprised if at the beginning things seem a little
contradictory. One side concerns the kind of
image lesbians hanker after; the other side is
about the lesbian times we live in.

There has been an ongoing difficulty, at
least for lesbians who are also feminists, in
reconciling style with politics. We often hanker
after personal qualities, attitudes and lifestyles
which at best sit rather uneasily with each
other, and at worst are highly contradictory.

For instance, we all agree that male
violence towards women is a bad thing, but we
recognise we need outlets for our own,
awesome, desire for violence. We despise men
and their belief in their own abilities to get
things done single-handedly. But we, too, want
some of that see-it-all, know-it-all confidence.
We loath the heterosexual swaggering that men
use to try to gain sexual favour with women,
but at the same time we could do with a few
tricks up our sleeves to tempt potential partners
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into bed. And we know we’re all against the su-
perstar ethic, but it can’t be all bad if the
limelight turns in our direction just once in a
while. It’s my belief that lesbian detective fic-
tion helps us to reconcile some of these op-
posites.

The politics of the community are even
more difficult. We are expected to believe in
collective working, even though one faction
has run off to drink up the week’s profits while
the other lot never make it to meetings to check
on the first Jot because they are too caught up
with their lovers in bed. Then there’s the ism-
schism, where problems of race, class, dis-
ablism and age stare us in the face and threaten
to do much more. As for sisterhood, it can have
us turning our weapons as much against each
other as against men.

Over-riding all this is the vision thing.
One more picket to go before the revolution is
ushered cheerily in. Meanwhile, the ghetto sur-
rounds us with its grim reality.

Do we cut ourselves off from the
mainstream and lose out on educational and job
opportunities? Or do we attempt to join in and
get accused of selling out?

This is a horrible and harsh summary. Of
course wonderful, amazing, incredible,
amazonian things happen; we are allowed to
report them ad nauseam. But it’s too painful
and too threatening to look and talk and write
about the underside. Of course there’s the odd
Jjoke about all these anti-butch feminists doing
their shopping at Top Man, but generally a self-
imposed hush-hush prevails.

It is these gaps that lesbian detective fic-
tion steps in to fill.

Fitting the bill

There are a number of reasons why detective
fiction is filling this particular vacuum. First,
murder is a very obvious crime; it jolts us out
of the prescriptive, feminist framework of judg-
ing the world and its contents. There is nothing
like a corpse to give a different perspective on
life and on the lesbian community.

Second, however lightly it is worn, the
very act of donning the raincoat of such a male
genre is itself an admission ticket to the
mainstream. Even if the plot were avowedly
separatist, the style itself is an open confession
of connection with the wider culture. That ac-
knowledgement is important; it rejects the isola-
tion of the ghetto, and it is isolation that

reinforces fearfulness, and fearfulness produces
silence.

Thirdly, it is the very nature of the detec-
tive hero/ine to contravene lesbian-feminist
principles. In agreeing to let such a character
walk onto the page, both writer and reader are
giving up all pretence of lesbian-feminist
authority. The lesbian detective gets her cred in
much the same way as her male colleague: by
performing astonishing feats of courage and
deductive reasoning, and by simply being the
Goodie. The lésbian heroine need only add a
commitment to women, feminism, and/or les-
bianism, and she is off and away.

Last, but not least, we have the see-saw ef-
fect. There is an ambiguity in lesbian detective
fiction: does the fiction take the piss out of the
male authority, as represented by the lesbian
sleuth jumping into the shoes of the patriarchal
detective character? Or could it be that the
detective is undermining the fiction; a figure
out of a different world coming to laugh at our
foibles? Is it straight culture or the lesbian
scene that is being mocked? This ambivalence
gives criticism a cushioning of humour, which
is sorely needed.

Now to the novels themselves. To go back
to the original query, what are the contradic-
tions of feminist dictat and lesbian fantasy that
these books iron out? How do they help to close
the gap between vision and reality? And can
they solve the riddle of entering the mainstream
in order to fight it?

But first, a small diversion. I need to men-
tion why I chose some novels and not others,
Some lesbian detective fiction is social-realist
in its style, so it does not provide the necessary
distance, because ultimately it is literary style
that creates that effect.

" I count Rebecca O’Rourke’s Sydney in
this category. Others, by Mary Wings and
Claire McNab, do not concern themselves with
the lesbian community, Barbara Wilson’s The
Dog Collar Murders proves the point in
reverse; that we are now almost ready to move
on; that it is no longer necessary to have the
protective disguise of the lesbian detective for-
mat. Reading that book after other lesbian
detective novels is like watching a snake shed a
skin. She talks about the issues of pornography
and S&M so openly that the detective genre be-
comes almost redundant.

I’ve chosen Eve Zaremba’s Beyond Hope
because it illustrates many of the points I want

to make. It reads like a feminist narrative cut up
and pasted into a piece of detective fiction.
Precisely because of this slightly unsubtle mix,
it provides us with an almost see-through fabric
through which we can put our magnifying glass
on the issues.

Super-dyke

Helen Keromos is the sleuth and she estab-
lishes herself as a toughie through the usnal
detective fiction clichés; taking the unexpected
in her stride, not getting frightened. She estab-
lishes her lesbian/human/womanly cred by al-
most the exact opposite: showing she does have
feelings after all. “My kind of tough doesn’t
mean unfeeling” she says, after getting a little
emotional help from her friends.

The process by which HK convinces the
lesbians in the novel that she is legit is the same
process by which she convinces us, the readers.
She wants to interrogate the female terrorist
while she’s on drugs, but knows she can’t:

1 was on the horns of a dilemma. On the one

hand, here was the perfect opportunity to get

things out of Carol Latimer . .. On the other
hand, if I took advantage of her vulnerable con-
dition (and) of the absence of the other women,
on their return they would be on me like a ton
of bricks. I would lose any credibility I had
gained here.

Having established her identity, HK is free to

run off and do wild and dangerous things.

Because of her role as mythical lesbian
sleuth, HK can have her values and eat them.
She is so tough, so brave, and so intelligent that
she can out-manoeuvre the out-manoeuverings
of Mossad and the Canadian secret police com-
bined and take on a bunch of terrorists in a
James Bond set-piece extravaganza. Plot is
unimportant, and credibility only just main-
tained at the level of internal coherence.
Beyond that there is no attempt to bring down
to earth some of the more unbelievable exploits
of police, terrorists and HK herself. It’s as
though the fantastical doings of these half-
drawn people are mere backdrop to show off
HK super-dyke at her best.

In her right-on lesbian persona, HK has to

be acutely aware of the feelings of others and
of interpersonal dynamics. But in her hard-nut
persona she can be coldly, ruthlessly violent.

This is HK dealing with a Baddy:

What happened next . . . was relatively easy to
accomplish. I took a deep breath and smacked
down with the butt of my old faithful

Trouble and Strife 22 Winter 1991

Remington at the menacing rifle barrel. Caught
unawares, the man dropped his rifle. Not that it
mattered. My next swing with the butt hit him
square on the left ear. He staggered, fell and lay
still . ., In the middle of action like this the
probability of death does not penetrate. That
comes later. For now there'was only the next
morment, the pressure to action, the drive to sur-
vive, .
In Magic and the Mille'nniuln, Brian Wilson ar-
gues that detective heroes function as magical
figures. .
In daydréams, fantasy and dreams men (sic) ac-
cept magical solutions to personal and perhaps
social problems. Modern societies in-
stitutionalise such fantasies . . . in the synthetic
characters of film and television, of which
I ames Bonq is the most visible contemporary
representatlve.
HK is merely the lesbian equivalent. Neither
sogiety in its condemnation of strong women,
not the women’s community in its abhorrence
of the mache cthic allow us the freedom to be
big and butch. But HK, as a fantasy figare in a
book, can have it all. The impossible gap be-
tween feminist ethic and lesbian fantasy is
bridged by a mythical structure, over which
walks the magical super-sleuth heroine.
Beyond Hope is also an examination of
separatism, communalism, and country living.
Sketched in the pages of a book that is other-
wise dedicated to high intrigue and low-life
violence, the women’s commune at “Shady
Acres” comes over as realistic and very cosy.
I sat surrounded by pleasant chaos as five
women went about their business of feeding
cats, clearing up, opening mail, cutting bread,
rolling a joint, stirring soup.
HK’s first impression might be glowing but she
soon spots practical flaws in this particular way
of life. On her first visit into the yard, she
notices the well-organised outbuildings and
Jjunkyard. But, sadly, she also spots
a steel rule, then a can of rusty nails and a ham-
mer. Other good tools. Couple of hundred dol-
lars worth of them, deteriorating, uncared for.
This is nothing to what has still to be said about
the ideological state of “Shady Acres”, and by
implication lesbian separatism. but it’s not
through intellectual slanging matches that the
issues are explored: HK action-woman plus her
political opposite Carol Latimer combine to put
the spotlight on “Shady Acres”.
Carol Latimer is a fugitive terrorist, the
arch-criminal woman. Within the genre of les-
bian detective fiction such a figure provides the
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same safety as a corpse. Both are out-of-the-or-
dinary figures whose actions have already
suspended the political values of lesbianism
and feminism. But the tensions their past or
present activity reflect are those of ordinary les-
bians in mundane settings. Ultra-dangerous
within the plot, the character of Carol Latimer
has a literary power to create a wall of safety
behind which the reader can hide.

Latimer believes in world revolution and
the attendant sacrifices. She is not against cold-
blooded murder, if it can be justified in her own
ultra-left terms. She despises the women from
“Shady Acres”, who nevertheless protect her
simply because her gender makes her a sister.

HK has strong views on the subject.

Carol the terrorist had manipulated them, con-

ned them. Loyally, they had closed ranks to

protect her even against their own better judge-
ment. All in the name of a solidarity she ob-
viously didn’t share.
She wants the “Shady Acres” lot to be less
naive, but it’s not as though she’s out to
destroy their vision.
It was a hard lesson to learn; and they were
learning it reluctantly. I hoped they wouldn’t
react and turn back on their principles. I needn’t
have worried.
Superwomen, it appears, aren’t averse to taking
on the male trait of patronising pedantry.

In a final twist, a buddy of Latimer is also
brought to the commune to hide out. Unlike
Latimer, this woman has actually done the deed
and committed-murder. However, HK refuses
to reveal this fact to the women from the com-
mune. She checks out that the new fugitive
isn’t about to tell them either.

“Who knows about you? About the murder?

They don’t, do they?” I gestured towards the

group of women outside. “No. You going to tell

them?”. “They don’t want to know”, I stated.

“No.”

We are not to know whether HK decides
against telling because she knows the shared
vision of the women from “Shady Acres” will
not stand the enormous strain placed on it by
this revelation, even though the victim was a
man. There again, she might be withholding
this info so that by refusing to turn in the

woman she shares in their vision of protecting
. all women.

This ambiguity means
that HK in her role
as narrator, and we

the reader through iden-

tification with HK, can accept the vision in its
strengths and its limitations.

If you or I were to tumn up at a women'’s
commune and criticise its naivety, we wouldn’t
get very far,

It would be hard even to write about such
matters in a more realistic novel because we
would identify with the heroine’s dilemma
about blowing the whistle on some of the absur-
dities of the feminist utopia. But good old HK,
with the protection of Latimer’s antics and her
own persona, can blow in, make a few wry
comments, hitch up her egg-shaped travel
trailer, and blow out again, all fresh and ready
to go bash up a few more men.

Throughout the novel, the political aspira-
tions of the commune lesbians are brought
down to earth. But once, just once, the vision of
a strong, united, organised and omnipotent
women’s community is allowed to take off.
This happens when the “Shady Acres” brigade,
headed by no other than HK, has a shoot-out
with a bunch of male terrorists and gets the bet-
ter of them — all with the help of only one man,
who is disabled by a wound and plays a minor
role.

Even Spacy Artemis, who it turns out was
the one who used to leave tools lying outside to
rot in the elements, comes into her own and
manages to keep a trained weapons expert
holed up in the cellar.

But it’s interesting that even in this situa-
tion of sisterhood in action, there’s tension be-
tween the communalism of the women’s
brigade and the individualism and profes-
sionalism of HK. Once again, it’s her patronis-
ing tone that shows some are more equal than
others in the sisterhood.

1 had two very impatient amateurs on my hands

... Better all three do something useful, if

dangerous, than get killed on some hair-brained

scheme. So [ came up with my own foolhardy

scheme.
HXK pays a high price for her role. As readers
we may identify with her, fall in love with her,
glorify her, but to her co-characters in the narra-
tive she is nothing but trouble: the bearer of
bad news and painful realities. Her situation is
compared with that of Alice, HK’s soulmate
who turns up at the end of the book and who
easily integrates into commune life.

There was a hard edge of experience which I
brought with me which they mistrusted. Alice
was different. She, like the other women there,
was still becoming,

Lesbian cops

Katherine Forrest puts her police detective Kate
Delafield to slightly different use. Murder at
the Nightwood Bar is not a criticism of the
philosophy of lesbian feminism, but about deal-
ing with the pressures of a pre-existing set of
lesbian values. What better way than to use a
lesbian cop, who by the very nature of her
profession has forfeited all right to be con-
sidered right-on? Nevertheless, one of
Delafield’s first missions is to gain the trust and
respect of the lesbian community at the
Nightwood Bar, where the murder happened.

Kate is not overconfident when she makes
her debut at the bar.

“Which of you”, Katé'said in the most com-

manding tone she could muster, “is Magda

Schaeffer?” She was braced and ready, expect-

ing the murmuring wave of amusement at the

low tones of her voice.
She gets her answer and gets on with it. But her
next ploy doesn’t work so well.

When Delafield brings another woman
into the bar, the tactic is seen through immedi-
ately by Patton, the most vocal and political of
the women at the bar.

“You think bringing a sister in here makes some

kind of difference to us?” she barked. “She’s

sold out to her own oppressors.”
Delafield eventually wins her much-needed
authority by actively confronting a group of the
Nightwood lesbians who are about to beat up
some harassing straight men. In a nervous over-
reaction she ends up breaking the nose of one
of the men. But her prize is a symbolic badge
of approval from Patton: “Even I will concede
the woman'’s got ovaries”.

The effort it takes Delafield to win the
lesbians’ acceptance isn’t due to childish surli-
ness on their part but because they are giving
up a very real slice of autonomy by letting this
woman into their confidence. They are shocked
and confused by the murder, but even so it
takes them some time to adjust to having the
forces of patriarchy, even if it is in the form of
a lesbian cop, invade their lives.

You don’t have to be a cop to identify
with Kate Delafield. Whether it’s dealing with
her homophobic male cop partner, trying to im-
press a bunch of dykes whose politics and life-
style are more radical than one’s own, or
dealing with harassment on the street — we all
know those situations. Likewise with the bar
dykes; we don’t all have to experience a mur-
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der in our midst to appreciate the difficulties in
which the women find themselves.

But just as with other lesbian detective
novels, the genre provides a protection; it al-
lows us to be more even-handed in our judge-
ment of ourselves when we, like Kate
Delafield, have to make compromises when we
go out to work in straight jobs. Likewise, we
can have more sympathy for the women at the
Nightwood bar who have to let go of some of
their independencé in exchange for protection
from the state police.

This kind of novel is an allegory of the
day-to-day lives we try to lead within a lesbian  ~
and feminist vision. Cop Kate is the medium £
through which we can understand that it is im/
possible to live those dreams through to their
logical conclusion: the sad fact is that even
separatists have to make compromises.

1t’s not all bad news. Unlike in Eve Zarem-
ba’s Beyond Hope where HK is eternally dis-
tanced from the community fo which she
spiritually belongs, Kate Delafield in Murder at
the Nightwood Bar actually comes closer to the
community, by participating in her first Pride
march. And the women, too, become closer as
a unit because of the tragedy in their midst.

In both these novels a lot of sweat pours
out before the solutions and compromises are
found. It is certainly not like that in all lesbian
detective novels. In Val McDermid’s Report
for Murder, hack Lindsay Gordon constantly
anguishes over being a socialist and working
for the tabloids. Asked to do a feature on a
posh girls’ private school gives her more grist
to the guilt mill. But as soon as there’s a mur-
der, hey presto, Gordon turns in one easy
ideological leap into an avid sleuth and
defender of the school’s reputation. From cyni-
cal socialist to saviour of womankind with one
change of hat. The mind boggles.

Going mainstream

To the extent that characters like HK, Kate
Delafield and Lindsay Gordon play the role of
superwomen, they act as the lesbian equivalent
of the magical figures of the straight male
media. But in exposing tensions in the lesbian
vision, they act as prophets of a new realism,
which is the exact opposite of providing magi-
cal solutions. It’s this interplay between the real
and the magical, the propagating and the
destroying of the vision that gives lesbian detec-
tive fiction its grip and keeps us reading.
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Last, but not least, we should take a look
at The Sophie Horowitz Story. Sarah
Schulman’s novel is different from others on
the lesbian detective shelf. It is not so much
criticising or putting in perspective any par-
ticular lesbian way of doing or thinking about
things as sending up the lesbian scene in
general. Mockery is her line, and she sure
stretches it out a long, long way.

Sophie is a terrible detective. It’s actually
her girlfriend and her neighbour who solve the
whole thing. Who is she mocking: the un-
together lesbian or the myth of the super-hero
detective with brain and brawn in equally vast
quantities?

At one point Sophie comes into contact
with a group called “Women Against Bad
Things”. Here at least there can be no doubt
who’s providing fuel for the Jaughter machine.
And after a particularly heavy incident, Sophie
says: “Maybe I needed to take the day off. Play
some chess, look at my stamp collection”. It’s a
pastiche of Dashiel Hammett; a lesbian send-up
of a macho-man send-up of the little things we
little people do in our spare time. But not a lot
of lesbians I know collect stamps. So the
laughter comes round full circle.

There’s a serious intention behind all this
light-hearted humour. I interviewed Sarah
Schulman once and she told me:

1 could take these really plain events between

lesbians and put them in a language of detective

or hero, and women love it because it’s a

secret private fantasy right there on the page.

It’s just taking our place in Americana.

Given the ease with which American culture
transports itself east, we can include ourselves
in Sarah Schulman’s statement. If it is true
though, it means a fundamental depoliticisation
of lesbian culture. [t means exchanging the
shared vision of a lesbian counter-culture for

b

one that is more mainstream.

The achievement of the genre, the
popularity of lesbian detective fiction lies in its
recognition that our idealised heroines and role
models were never so vastly different from
those of the culture surrounding us. Our fantasy
was their fantasy, albeit a lesbian version.

Taking off the disguises
It is in aiding this shift of vision, so strong yet
so imperceptible, that makes lesbian detective
fiction part of a historical moment. But way,
way back at the beginning of this piece I made
a distinction between feminist ethic and lesbian
longing (that is, tensions at an individual level)
and vision and reality at the community level,
At the individual level, given that society
is going to take quite a few more years to ac-
cept strong women and open lesbians, there is
going to be a long-term need for literature that
lets lesbians indulge in amazonian fantasies.
At the collective level, it is a different pic-
ture. As we as a movement get more confident,
it becomes easier to speak openly about dif-
ferences of vision, politics and lifestyle. But it’s
when we become confident enough to take off
the disguises and read about plain ordinary
dykes with their plain extraordinary problems
that we will truly be surpassing the love of the
lesbian detective novel. O

DEMONS, DEVILS

AND DENIAL

Ritual and satanic sexual abuse is terrifying in its effects and defies our rational
minds as we try to come to grips with what it means. It demands the best of our
Jfeminist courage to take the lead in asserting the right of the children and women
escaping it to be heard, believed and supported. Liz Kelly and Sara Scott take up

the challenge. !

In the struggles of women and children to
speak their pain, name their violation, women’s
groups and individual feminists have been
strong allies and advocates. Disbelief and
denial were what we had to contend with in
others; it was inconceivable that they might
divide us internally. But this is precisely what
has occurred, from the ‘Cleveland crisis’ on-
wards: the catalogue of horror is too gross for
many to bear. We are probably at our most
divided currently around the issue of
ritual/satanic abuse.

This short reflection is the outcome of our
own journey through denial and minimising.
We, like many of the feminists we knew and
worked with, responded crossly to the media
hype around ritual abuse in 1990. Why was so
much being made of this issue; wasn’t it simply
a distraction from the reality of ‘ordinary’
sexual abuse? There is a critical question which
needs to be answered about the ease with
which the media and experts in the ‘incest
industry’ (see Louise Armstrong in T&S 21)
have shifted to the ‘new’ issue; but this position
allows us to avoid thinking too deeply about
the reality of what children are saying. Getting
stuck in arguments about the relative
prevalence of different forms of sexual abuse,
and where our priorities should be, very effec-
tively prevents discussion of the deeper ques-
tions, confusions and fears that ritual/satanic
abuse raises.

Power and truth
As with all aspects of feminist consciousness
once our view of the world shifts, what we

P

notice and what it means changes in disturbing
yet revealing ways. In late 1990 two very dif-
ferent events coincided: the Gulf war and the in-
tervention by social workers in Orkney, where
nine children were removed from their families
on suspicion that they had experienced
ritual/satanic abuse. The ease with which Sad-
dam Hussein was ‘demonised’ contrasted sharp-
ly with the certainty in the news media and
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For women interested in
exploring these questions a
conference Towards a Feminist
Understanding of Organised
Abuse has been organised for
December 13th 1991 in London.
Details from CASU, Ladbroke
House, 62-66 Highbury Grove,
London, N5 2AD.
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amongst the majority of the population that the
Orkney children had not been subjected to ex-
treme, organised satanic sexual abuse. Some
may feel that events in Orkney are parochial, ir-
relevant in comparison to watching US im-
perialism in action. But there are connections:
the meaning and impact of terrorism; who has
the power to define the issue; what counts as
‘truth’ and ‘proof’; who has the power to refuse
to allow certain questions to be asked, let alone

answered; who has the power to orchestrate per- -

ception and opinion.

In both cases what is now emerging about
what actually took place looks very different
from what we were allowed to know at the time
and has surprised even those of us who resisted
dominant interpretations from the outset. As we
write the Orkney enquiry is still taking place, al-
though reporting in the media has declined
sharply. There was no hint in late 1990 that the
children who had been removed were telling
simjlar stories to those of three other children
in Orkney who had first alerted social work
concern, and whose abusive father is serving a
jail sentence for sexual abuse. Nor were we
told that at least one of the children expressed
strong wishes not to return home. What is dif-
ferent about this enquiry, compared to
Cleveland for example, is that Social Services
and the police are not at odds, and management
is supporting its front line workers.

What we are able to know about current
reported cases of child abuse is circumscribed
by legal restrictions on professionals involved
in cases, which appear not to apply to parents
and their advocates. Management have also fre-
quently placed further restrictions on workers;
social workers involved in the Nottingham case
are still prevented from discussing it, even with
colleagues beginning a network abuse inves-
tigation. This silence is all too often interpreted
as arrogant and chosen secrecy. This, combined
with social denial, produces an atmosphere in
which secrecy becomes the order of the day in
ways which tragically parallel those of sex
rings themselves.

Knowledge gap

This self-perpetuating process is broken only
by the few incredibly brave adult survivors
who refuse the secrecy and speak out, often to
hostile and disbelieving audiences. But by par-
ticipating in maintaining the knowledge gap,
well-meaning professionals leave the public
space to those whose ‘mission’ is to convince

us that either there is no such thing as ritual
abuse, or who argue that whilst ritual abuse
may take place ‘satanic ritual abuse’ is a fiction.

The lack of alternative voices and inter-
pretations gives these voices a spurious
credibility. Amongst this seemingly unco-or-
dinated grouping are individual psychologists,
sociologists, police officers and organised
groups such as SAFF (Safeguarding the Right
to Freedom of Belief against Cultural Ig-
norance).

The power of these refutations and disputa-
tions stems not just from the absence of strong
support for children abused in this way, but
also from our desire not to know. Our initial
response to stories of torture, mind-control,
animal and human sacrifice and cannibalism is
similar to that of mothers when told their
partner has abused their children: it can’t be
true; 1 cannot bear to believe this. To believe is
too painful, too awful, too threatening to our
constructions of safety and security. Not only
are the forms of abuse horrific, but they
demand we think about, and perhaps even

within, Judeo-Christian belief systems. The
central polarities of good and evil, light and
dark, have not been a major focus outside
feminist theology, although tracking the history
of the symbolic meaning of ‘white’ and ‘black’
has informed our understanding of racism. Yet
making sense of what children are saying re-
quires that we know much more than many of
us are comfortable with about the so called
‘Black Arts’, makes necessary a different way
of exploring the connections between
‘religious’ belief and power. For many of us
feminism offered a refuge and alternative from
such belief systems and forms of control —and
we may understandably resist having to shift
back into their internal logic.

Stretching credulity

The first shift away from denial is usually to a
position where we accept that children believe
that these things happened, but that they didn’t
really. Given that organised abusers tend to use
drugs and other ways of altering perception,
this argument has a surface validity. But
children and adults continue to insist that what
they are telling us is real.

Our credulity is further stretched because
those involved are often socially powerful men;
wormen are in powerful positions within
satanist groups; it seems impossible successful- -
ly to prosecute such group members. Con-

spiracy theories seem a throw back to an earlier
era, no longer acceptable, let alone credible in
sophisticated 90s feminism. But perhaps we are
dealing with big power: how many of the
biographies of rich and powerful men, for ex-
ample, contain references to an interest in the
‘occult’? Isn’t it possible that it offers a route to
more power over, either through control of
believers (as in many ‘religious’ cults) and/or
through a belief that other forms of poWer exist
if only one can find the point of access. This is
a recurring theme in human cultures, and its
connection to the occult a rich source of plot in
popular film, music and novels, not to mention
in ‘alternative’ culture through astrology, tarot
cards etc. We need to begin asking different
questions about the meanings of such things,
and noticing how what women and children are
saying about their experiences of ritual/satanic
abuse echoes everyday aspects of western
capitalist patriarchies.

Our resistance also stenas from having to
hear and know and face what has been
endured and what that means for us. Some of
the stories are nothing less than the distillation
of the most extreme and sophisticated
uses of power over and violence against
children and women. We find that anyone can
have survived this level of terrorisation and
degradation almost unbelievable. Here we need
to make connections with other survivors of in-
humanity — of concentration camps, of sys-
tematic torture by despotic regimes, and what
we have discovered about the sex industry ~
whilst remembering that we are talking about
children. In each case sophisticated under-
standings of power are used to win apparent

compliance and to reduce organised resistance.
The distinction between victim and abuser is
blurred; the forced participation in sexual abuse
and rituals parallels the protection offered to
prison camp internees in return for informing
on others and/or participating in the
camp/prison administration system and/or pros-
titution. In each case horrific forms of torture
and abuse have been used, and justified by ref-
erence to higher ideals/powers or the worthless-
ness of the person. We have faced what seemed
like the ‘ultimate hotror’ before and developed
feminist understandings which connected these
so-called ‘extremes’ with the mundane,
everyday aspects of women and children’s op-
pression, without losing our anger and willing-
ness to act.
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Extreme experiences require and produce
desperate survival strategies — ranging from
identification with one’s oppressor to intense
forms of cutting off and disassociation.
Children and adults who have survived ritual
abuse seem to develop an exaggerated form of
the disassociation we know is a common re-
action to sexual assault: they split off parts of
themselves, aspects of their experience. These
fragments of self frequently develop in separa-
tion, produci}}g what is called ‘multiple
personalities’ ~ different ‘selves’ which may or
may not be aware of the others, may or may not
know the same things. One interesting dis-
covery we have made recently is that this was
recognised in the nineteenth century, named
and attributed to severe trauma in childhood.
The knowledge disappears with both the emer-
gence of the diagnosis of schizophrenia and the

Freudian definition of sexual abuse as fantasy.

Multiple personality comes back into
psychological discourse once sexual abuse is
again recognised as reality — opening up yet
another frightening spectre of decades of ‘mis-
diagnosis’.

But how do we move beyond denial and
disbelief? On a practical level, feminists — espe-
cially those providing support to women and
children who have been abused — must urgently
discuss what support is needed and whether we
can offer/begin to build it. But we also need a
feminist framework in which to make sense of
what we now know. There are a number of
questions to which we need feminist answers:

e What are we afraid of and how do we
cope with that fear?

o What does safety mean when the apparent
power of the ring and the internal pressure
to return is so great. How can we provide
the required degree of safety?

- How do we support women when we are
dealing with experiences we don’t fully
understand, and where multiple per-
sonality is a strong probability? What
would a feminist understanding of multi-
ple personality look like?

¢« How do we make sense of women'’s invol-
vement as abusers and persecuters? How
do we work with young and adult women
where they are both victim and abuser?

*  How do we deal with the seeming impos-
sibility of successfully prosecuting adult
members of such groups? O
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A feminist
® population
olicy?

The world cannot sustain an unlimited number of people; women’s bodies cannot
sustain unlimited pregnancies. F eminists should be entering the debate about
population control with an agenda which puts women’s health and freedom of
choice first, argues Marge Berer. Here she outlines what a feminist population

policy might be.

In the past, the dominant feminist response to
population planning was “Population Control —
No; Women Decide”. The international
women’s health movement has consistently
drawn attention to the abuses of women’s
rights that have gone hand-in-hand with many
existing population policies and have formed
the main opposition to those policies. Liberal
governments took a stand for development and
against population policies in 1974 at the inter-
national population conference in Bucharest.
Most of those governments now have different
politics and today’s economic and political
realities have led almost all these governments
to implement or accept the need for population
policies in their countries.

Mass opposition movements on this issue
have been practically non-existent, with the ex-
ception of the resistance to Indira Gandhi’s
sterilisation programme in India in the late
1970s. However, there has been a great deal of
individual resistance to population policies —
both pro-natalist and anti-natalist — which
people do not see as being in their own inter-
ests. One example is the widespread resistance
to the one-child policy in China, from a people
who widely accepted a sharp and rapid
decrease in the average number of children

from six to two or three. Another example is
the failure of governments like Nicolae
Ceausescu’s in Romania to increase their
country’s population growth rate by making
contraception unavailable and abortion illegal.
Some developed countries, like France and
West Germany, have tried to increase their
birth rates more humanely by offering positive
incentives and social benefits to women to have
more children. But wherever these have been
tried, they have also failed.

Until recently, because women’s own
needs and interests have not been taken into ac-
count — neither in official justifications for the
population policies, nor in the formation of
such policies, nor in their implementation — the
women’s health movement could not afford to
step back and ask whether there is a population
problem at the global level. This was compli-
cated by the contradiction that pro-natalist and
anti-natalist policies exist side-by-side between
countries and even within countries, where they
are promoted by conflicting forces.

In my opinion, the continuing failure to ad-
dress this question will serve to isolate the
women’s health movement internationally and
prevent us from making necessary interven-
tions in this area on behalf of women’s needs

and interests. I would therefore like to indicate
issues I think feminists should be taking up
regarding population policy at all levels.

I'believe we must acknowledge that the
world cannot sustain an unlimited number of
people, just as women’s bodies cannot sustain
unlimited pregnancies. We find ourselves at a
historical moment when births and deaths are
out of balance, an indication that our develop-
ment is out of balance. Our task is to find ways
of setting this right, at a macro level, .on the
basis of reproductive rights for women, without
contradiction.

Zero growth

Most developed countries currently have a zero
population growth rate. Many are facing im-
balances in the age structure; with too few
children compared to older people, which
creates complex economic and social problems.
I believe feminists must actively oppose any

moves to solve this problem through pressure
on women to have more children. Canada is
one of the countries that has had at least some
intelligent debate on this question, in which it
has been acknowledged that women are not in-
terested in having more children than they
have. Finland is one of the few countries that
does not have this demographic problem. Its
development and population policy is worth ex-
amining for lessons for other developed
countries.

Because the concept of population policy
as such has become legitimised, despite
feminists’ efforts to prevent this, it will increas-
ingly become an issue in developed countries.
The Green Party in Britain, for example, has
called for a 20% reduction in the British popula-
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tion, citing environmental and development jus-
tifications. And this is only the beginning.
Most developing countries are, or are be-
coming, anti-natalist in practice. No matter
whether such policies are justified on grounds
of economic development, international debt,
protection for the environment or other high-
sounding reasons, those-who,espouse them
return to the same point; the number of children
women have is one of the main keys to the
policy’s success or Tailure. This is true. Hence,
I would argud that women have a right to
decide if population policies are acceptable or
not, according to whether or not they meet
women’s needs and promote women'’s inter-
ests. From a feminist viewpoint, there is no jus-
tification possible for a population programme
that is discriminatory or violates women’s dig-
nity or rights. Feminists continue to have a
cen;tral role to play in opposing such policies.

Esse Sexo Que E Nosso

At the same time, we have a responsibility
to define what a good population policy is.
Women’s needs differ from nation to nation;
these differences must be taken into account.

Fertility control

The first factor to consider is the tremendous
level of unwanted pregnancies and the corr-
esponding desire by women to control their fer-
tility. This is shown in the high rates of abor-
tion, in the high rates of sterilisation to prevent
further pregnancies, in the high rates of use of
whatever method of contraception is available
wherever women have this option. It is also
shown, more negatively, in infanticide, in the
enormous numbers of abandoned children in
the streets of many cities and in the number of
children being put up for adoption.
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Second, few women in the world have
ever been free to decide not to have children at
all, let alone admit to themselves that this may
be their preference. It would make a tremen-
‘dous difference if women actually had that
choice and were not made to feel incomplete
without children,

On the other hand, there is a large
minority of women who are unable to have the
children they want because of infertility. Other
women would like to have children but are
prevented from doing so because of the threat
of social punishment or lack of social support.
This includes single women and lesbians. It
also includes women who are too poor to have
a choice at all. All these needs exist side by
side and must be taken into account.

Finally, when women are pregnant their
lives and health are at risk, whether their preg-
nancies are wanted or unwanted, if they are not
in good health and lack access to adequate ser-
vices for pregnancy, childbirth and abortion.
This is evidenced by the high rate of maternal
morbidity internationally.

Based on these points, I believe there is a
strong argument for a feminist ‘population
policy’. It must be recognised from the start,
however, that as long as women live in pover-
ty, with unequal and inadequate access to food,

housing, education, a source of income and
good health care, no population policy will be
of any benefit to their needs and must be
rejected. Such on-the-cheap programmes are
the source of most of the abuses criticised by
the women’s health movement. Moreover, such
policies do not work.

It is unacceptable to tell women who have
few alternatives, for whom children are the
only source of their value as people, for whom
infant mortality is a daily reality, that having
fewer children will make their lives better.

Creating alternatives

An acceptable population policy must make
care for the children, the sick and the elderly a
social responsibility, not only a women’s
responsibility.

It must raise the age of marriage until alter-
natives of education and work are available to
the young women who otherwise have nothing
to do except marry and start a family.

It must provide universal sex education
and the whole range of birth control methods
including safe abortion; access to infertility
treatment, and care during pregnancy,
childbirth and the postnatal period. These
should be an integral part of education and
health care services and should be a priority for
these services. We have many models for such
services, particularly those run by women for
women, in many countries. We need to cam-
paign for these to become the rule and not the
exception.

The lack of responsibility taken by men
for starting pregnancies which are unwanted by
women and the power of men or families to
decide how many children a woman has and to
prevent the use of birth control is also unaccep-
table and should be a major issue in all sex
education and family planning programmes.

However we as a movement still have
some serious thinking to do. We need a serious
re-thinking of our priorities internationally
about birth control methods, taking into ac-
count the fact that women increasingly do not
wish to be pregnant more than a few times in
the 25 to 30 years they are fertile; taking into
account the need to delay a first pregnancy
until a woman is ready for it; the need for birth

spacing, and the need to stop getting pregnant
after the last wanted child; taking into account
that we want access to the safest possible
methods, but that we have an inadequate defini-

SeaEE

tion of what is safe from most women’s point
of view. We need to understand why women
are using birth control in ways many feminists
do not support — for example, choosing long-ac-
ting methods like implants and sterilisation.
Otherwise, we will also contribute to the op-
pression of women.

We need to reconsider at all levels what
we mean by safe and effective methods, not as
idealists demanding perfection from a technol-
ogy that will never provide it, but on the basis
of what is possible. We need to expose the real
reasons why contraceptives are still not an op-
tion for so many people in every continent,
despite high levels of unwanted pregnancy.

Then there is the qéed to prevent the
spread of HIV/AIDS and other sexually trans-
mitted diseases — an issue we have barely
begun to address. This is an issue which should
be affecting our entire discussion of contracep-
tive benefit and risk, yet it is hardly mentioned.
How many more deaths from AIDS are needed
before we start? Above all, we need to discuss
sexuality in this context. As a friend keeps
reminding me, this is not just an issue of con-
doms, condoms and more condoms.

Subjects, not objects

‘We must stress that no population policy is ac-
ceptable if it treats women (or men) as a target
or object of its policies and services rather than
the subject of them. For example, no person
should be seen as the ‘acceptor’ of a contracep-
tive, to cite terminology widespread in popula-
tion and family planning policy sectors.

No incentive or any other form of coer-
cion should be necessary to convince women of
what is in their own interests. Rather than argue
over whether some forms of incentives are ethi-
cal and others not — a growing debate which ser-
ves to legitimise the concept of incentives in
itself — we should be examining with people
themselves, in a way they can understand, why
they say they have more children than they
want and still do not use birth control. Incen-
tives are an unacceptable way of bypassing
what Paulo Freire called “conscientisation™;
that is, working with people to improve the con-
ditions of their lives through self-education and
self- awareness.

Lastly, we must stress that we have no
reason to believe that any government that op-
presses part or all of its population and violates
the rights of its people will be the source of a
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beneficial population policy. The politics of
those who will implement population policies
must never be absent from this discussion, be-
cause this is a political issue. Where dictator-
ship, right-wing and repressive policies exist,
where corruption is the rule, where the people’s
welfare is not high on the list of priorities of
those in power, there is no chance that any
population policy will benefit women’s needs
or improve their lives. We must fight to ensure

that the politics behind the policies are exposed.

We mulst expose and condemn the practice
of donor governments and international aid
agencies and foundations willing to pour
money into the hands of such governments for
population programmes; they are responsible
for supporting existing abuse of women and
women’s rights.

+  Donor governments and agencies must be
more vigilant in monitoring for abuses. Where
these exist, surface pretences of change should
not be accepted and funding should not be of-
fered or continued. Human rights violations in
the name of population policies remain human
rights violations. Such funding ought to be
used instead to set up non- governmental
programmes to protect women’s rights and pro-
vide women with the quality of services they
deserve.

Lastly, we should examine the policies of
our countries and of international organisations
and agencies. This is not only to criticise and
reject their policies but to influence and change
them, in order to turn the growing lipservice
paid to reproductive rights into programmes to
benefit women. We need feminist demog-
raphers to work with us in this task.

Acknowledging that population growth on
a global level is a problem does not mean we
believe that women breed mindlessly. It does
not mean we have to throw away a reproduc-
tive rights perspective based on women’s right
to decide as individuals. It means that if women
are to be asked to take responsibility for the
world by having fewer children, thén we in turn
have the right to demand that society makes our
lives and health a priority, so that we are in a
position to do so.

I believe that reproductive rights thinking
should and can become the basis of population
policy, and not just an outsiders’ opposing
point of view. I firmly believe that if women
did have a real choice, there would be no
population problem. I

CAMEAKR
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Men
of Tin

Masculinism has taken off in the US where the publication of Robert Bly’s ‘Iron

John’ has given this new men’s movement a philosophy and a bible. Sigrid
Rausing examines the phallacies behind Bly’s theories of myth, manhood and

heroic masculinity.

The death of the Sacred King, and the disap-
pearance of the Group King means that the
father shortage becomes still more acute. When
a father now sits down at the table, he seems
weak and insignificant, and we all sense that
fathers no longer fill as large a space in the
room as nineteenth-century fathers did. Some
welcome this, but without understanding all its
implications. These events have worked to
hedge the father around with his own paltriness.
D. H. Lawrence said: ‘Men have been
depressed now for many years in their male and
resplendent selves, depressed into dejection and
almost abjection. Is that not evil?’ (Robert Bly
p.98)
If you are a man and you agree with Robert Bly
that men have become weak, insignificant,
paltry, depressed into dejection and (almost) ab-
jection, you are probably a masculinist. This
newish phenomenon is the latest manifestation
of American identity politics, fused with a New
Age veneration of mythology and (it has to be
said) a lack of interest in social and historical
realities. After two decades of the most recent
feminist wave, men are writing books about
their oppression; not about having to repress
their more tender feelings, but about how men
are forced to repress their ‘natural’ masculinity;
about emasculation. They use the language of
essentialist feminism to express this oppres-
sion; they like talking about the mystical dif-
ferences between men and women. They don’t,
of course, have to rely on nebulous matriar-
chies in the distant past: the not- so-distant
past, as they like to point out, was a state of
glorious and healthy patriarchy.
A year ago in the US the poet Robert Bly
published Iron John: a book about men. This
book has since become one of the fundamental

texts of the masculinist movement. It is immen-
sely popular ~ it has been around the top of the
New York Times best-selling list for over 40
weeks now. Bly derived his authority on the
subject from his workshops for men, where a
lot of drumming, brandishing of swords and
mock-fighting goes on to promote male affirma-
tion, and where the existential pain of
American men became apparent to him. [ron
John was published in Britain by Element
Books on 16 September.

Bly’s argument with industrial societies in
general, and with New Age circles in particular,
is that men have become emasculated: no
longer ‘real men’. He uses one of the fairy-
tales collected by the Grimm brothers, “Iron
John”, to indicate stage by stage precisely what
is wrong with American men and, by exten-
sion, American mothers who have let them
grow up that way. The hero of the story is a lit-
tle prince who helps Iron John, a kind of hairy,
monstrous giant to escape from the castle
where he is imprisoned. He goes with him into
the forest, where various significant events hap-
pen; leaves and becomes a kitchen boy in the
castle of another king; rescues the land from
the enemy with the help of Iron John, and is
given the king’s daughter in marriage as a
reward. Iron John is thereby freed from his
enchantment and returns to his former identity
as a king. Bly analyses these stages in some
detail from a Jungian-poetic-mythical point of
view.

American men, according to Bly, are in a
bad way. Industrialisation tore the father away
from the home, leaving the son to the mercies
of the mother who is then free to ‘indoctrinate’

the boy to believe that the father, and by exten-
sion masculinity, is bad. Without the father’s
protection, this can lead to a form of ‘psychic
incest’ between mother and son: “Much sexual
energy”, Bly reveals, “can be exchanged when
the mother looks the son directly in the eyes
and says, ‘here is your new T-shirt, all
washed’.” (p. 185)

Strangled manhood

Industrialisation and popular culture have
destroyed the “heart connections” men had
with each other, as well as undermined the
respect they deserve from the rest of the com-
munity. “Zeus energy”, “male authority ac-
cepted for the sakée of the community” is
(regrettably) in decline;"This, according to Bly,
is not exactly “what people;want”.

Bly blames the Hollywood industry:

Many young Hollywood writers, rather than

confront their fathers in Kansas, take revenge

on the remote father by making all adult men

look like fools. They attack the respect for mas-

culine integrity that every father, underneath,

wants to pass on to his grandchildren and great-

grandchildren. (p. 23)

“Eventually”, however, “a man needs to
throw off all indoctrination and begin to dis-

" cover for himself what the father is and what

masculinity is.” It takes a long time to come to
that stage:
Somewhere around 40 or 45 a movement
towards the father takes place naturally —a
desire to see him more clearly and to draw
closer to him. This happens unexplainably, al-
most as if on a biological timescale. (p. 25)
Jung and D. H. Lawrence provide much of
the intellectual basis of the book and the theory
of men’s Joss of manliness. Bly describes
Lawrence’s analysis of what happened to
men’s values after the introduction of compul-
sory education where, significantly, “the
teachers are mostly women™:

The children of his generation deduced that
their fathers had been doing something wrong
all along, that men’s physical work is wrong
and that those sensitive mothers who prefer
white curtains and an elevated life are right and
always have been. (p. 20)

The industrial revolution, then, destroyed
the patriarchal mode of being and produced
soft men, “sanitised, hairless and shallow”;
men who were not only indoctrinated by
women but who also in some senses became
like women. These men, apparently, are becom-
ing increasingly passive and naive, endanger-
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ing their masculinity (with its inherent qualities

of activity and wisdom):

The naive man feels a pride in being attacked
by women. If this wife or girlfriend, furious,
shouts that he is ‘chauvinist’, a ‘sexist’, a
‘man’, he doesn’t fight back, but just takes it.
He opens his shirt so that she can see more
clearly where to put the lances. (p. 63)

He can’t fight back because he lacks
“natural brutality”. Instead of fighting he sulks:

How often every adult man has felt himself,
when baffled by a woman’s peculiar interpreta-
tion of his behaviour — so different from his
own — go into a sulk. (p. 61)

The:“active man”, then, has been
strangled by industrial society:

During the last 30 years men have been asked

to follow rather than lead, how to live in a non-

hierarchical way, how to be vulnerable, how to
«. adopt consensus decision-making. (p. 61)

¢ Bly is no admirer of consensus. He tells of
a young man at one of his audiences who was
disturbed by the important point in the myth of
Iron John that a key had to be stolen from
under the mother’s pillow:

“Robert, I am disturbed by this idea of stealing
the key. Stealing isn’t right. Couldn’t a group of
us just go to the mother and say, ‘Mom, could I
have the key back?’. His model was probably
consensus, the way the staff at the health food
store settles things. I felt the souls of all the
women in the room rise up in the air to kill him.
Men like that are as dangerous to women as
they are to men. (p. 12)
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Mpyth and instinct

Myths, Bly theorises, are vehicles for in-
stinctual knowledge stored outside the in-
stinctual system, Human beings, sensing
(instinctively?) that they needed flexibility in
their instincts, invented myths to remind them
how to mate and build nests and so on. Express-
ing “nature” rather than “culture”, myths are, so
to speak, transcendentally true: a truth to which
“primitive” people have a live and organic con-
nection. “Modern people”, on the other hand,
are alienated from these myths, and the initia-
tions which punctuate the process of becoming
areal man, or a real woman. “Primitive” men,
in Bly’s view, still live in a kind of innocent
harmony:
To judge by men’s lives in New Guinea, Kenya,
North Africa, the pygmy territories, Zulu lands,
and the Arab and Persian culture favoured by
the Sufi communities, men have lived together

in heart unions and soul connections for
hundreds of thousands of years. (p. 32)

Myths can still help modern people, how-
ever. For example, when a man gets to the
point when his biological timetable tells him he
needs to throw off his mother’s indoctrination
about masculinity, the reading of myths will en-
courage his budding sense of manhood:

Cath Jackson

For that task, ancient stories are a good help, be-
cause they are free of modern psychological
prejudices, because they have endured the
scrutiny of generations of women and men, and
because they give both the light and dark sides
of manhood, the admirable and the dangerous.

(p. 25)

The mythical/mystical movement to
which Bly’s theories belong has had a certain
amount of bad press by association with Nazi
ideology, but it’s now being resurrected in the
New Age movement. This is also where Bly is
coming from. With the help of Jung and Frazer
he elevates myths to the level of holy texts, ex-
pressing meanings which transcend individual
cultures. They are external to history, belong-
ing to the realm of the collective unconscious
or, in Bly’s vocabulary, the instinctual. This
movement is, of course, inevitably reductionist,
but also, and perhaps more importantly, it ex-
cludes the possibility of making a critical
analysis of the texts. The archaic power stuc-
tures in the myths are seen as part of a natural
and given pattern from which we have
deviated. Any criticisms in terms of power are
easily dismissed as neurotic anxiety: an in-
ability to come to terms with yourself as a “real
woman”, or a “real man”,

This bizarre advocation of myths as
guides to life opens up the question of what
myths actually are. In my view, they are simply
stories which have gained a certain amount of
charisma by having been around for a long
time. The reasons for their longevity are com-
plex and connected with the development of
the 19th century antiquarian movement, in
which Jakob and Wilhelm Grimm were the
most important figures. To simplify somewhat:
the urban bourgeoisie developed a sense of
apartness from the rural peasantry, which could
then, to a degree, be objectified by being inves-
tigated in various ways. The collection of
myths by the Grimm brothers was very much
part of that process, as was the development of
ethnography and the establishment of eth-
nographic museums towards the end of the
19th century. The origins of the myths became
controversial, but it is by no means clear that
they actually are particularly ancient. The
psycho-analytical approach, invented by Freud,
regards fairy-tales and myths as racial dreams
externalising unfulfilled wishes and uncon-
scious guilt and desires. Jung took this a step
further, with the theory of cultural transcendent
archetypes which constitute our psychological-
biological make-up. This, more or less, is the
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approach that Bly follows, with the added
veneer of “masculinism” ~ feminism turned up-
side down.

Oppressed men

Masculinists, like the feminists before them,
are trying to find a voice to express their feel-
ings of oppression. Less intellectual, with a con-
scious adherence to rough-and-ready manspeak,
they tend to blame their women, as Mark Law-
son reported guru Bly stating recently:
“They don’t want it to end’, says the guru (talk-
ing about his workshop. ‘They are saying,
“Hell, this kind of happiness between men is
wonderful, and I'm going home again and my
wife’s gonna get on my ass . . . my mom’s
gonna getonmy ass . .. ”.” (The Independent
Magazine, August 1991. p. 24)
There is, however, a differerice between feeling
oppressed and being oppressed. Arguably,
within the parameters of the ideology of
western individualism, we must all be op-
pressed to a degree. The development of
psychology in conjunction with individualism
has led to a situation where, theoretically, there
are no limits to oppression, if that oppression is
defined as the obstruction to individual self-ful-
filment. In the discourse on power and oppres-
sion, therefore, it is important to refer to
objective measurements, and to distinguish be-
tween feeling oppressed and being oppressed.
Bly confuses oppression with loss of power:
men, in his view are oppressed by the system of
industrialism because that system has dis-
mantled the patriarchal modes of being, and the
expressions of a “natural” male domination.
Beyond the book’s unintentional humour;
beyond the rather distasteful veneration of a
Germanic myth where the hero is recognised as
a prince by the golden colour of his hair;
beyond the disturbing fantasies of pastoral har-
mony where the genders were (appropriately)
distinct, where does Iron John take us? Bly has
become a kind of high priest of the myth-
oriented men’s movement, and it’s a movement
which is spreading fast. In the US the television
personality Bill Moyers has done much to
popularise the movement, initially with his six-
hour long interview with Joseph Campbell,
‘The Power of Myth with Bill Moyers’, and
later with interviews with Bly, ‘A Gathering of
Men’, and Sam Keen, author of Fire in the
Belly: on Being a Man. These shows are some
of the most popular ones Bill Moyers has ever
done: according to the New Republic
newspaper, viewership of the interview with
Joseph Campbell topped 30 million.
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The men’s movement, however, also has a
more sinister edge. The US National Coalition
of Free Men publish a journal called Transi-
tions; four months after the Canadian student
Marc Lepine shot 14 women students dead,
screaming, “You’re all a bunch of feminists! T
hate feminists!”, they published an article stat-
ing that Lepine had been misunderstood and
that “in their relentless pursu(it of
‘emancipation’, perhaps many women did
make life more difficult for him”. About
40,000 American men are believed to be active
in organisations such as this, which purport to
defend “men’s rights”.

As a'movement it is post-New Age, com-
ing from a philosophy of extreme relativism
where external realities, and particularly exter-
nal political realities, are seen as unimportant
corrvlpa_lred to one’s “Inner Journey”. The “inner
life” is also the arena on which the oppression
of then is supposedly played out. Bly’s notion
of “psychic incest” is matched by Sam Keen in
the second chapter of Fire in the Belly, “It’s a
WOMAN’s world”. Subheadings are: “Man’s
Unconscious Bondage to WOMAN/ WOMAN
as GODDESS and Creatrix/ Woman as Mother
and Matrix/ WOMAN as Erotic- Spiritual
Power/ Saying Good-bye to WOMAN”,
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Conquering man

Feminists write about oppression particular to
women. Masculinists, on the other hand, tend
to follow the time-honoured male tradition of
confusing men and Man, and writing about
human difficulties in western societies as if
they were specific to men. Likewise, in an easy
flip of essentialist feminist claims of the ab-
solute dominance of men and rationalist male
values in the west, the masculinists proudly
claim that history is, literally, man-made. Sam
Keen, in Chapter 8 of his book, ‘A Brief History
of Manhood’, goes through the various stages of
men: Man as Hunter, Man as Planter, Man as
Warrior, Homo Sapiens, Dionysian Man,
Prophetic Man, Man as image of God, Man as
Power, Scientific-Technological Man, the Self-
made Man, Psychological Man and Post-
Modern Man. In the ‘History of Mankind’,
wormen feature merely as part of the nature that
men triumphantly conquered:

without the historical introduction of the notion
of a transcendent God who ordered his subjects
to name the animals and to have dominion over
the earth, neither individualism nor empirical
science and technology would have developed.
Life in the garden of the goddess was har-
monious but the spirit of history called for man
to stand up and take charge. Now, centuries
later, after we have been inundated by the
tragedy of warfare and sickened by the side ef-
fects of irresponsible science and runaway tech-
nologys, it is easy to forget the triumph of that
moment when men rebelled against their fate,
threw off their passivity, and declared: Thank
you, Mother, but I can do it myself. (p. 96)

Yes, indeed.

The feminist version of the same story,
which Iaments rather than celebrates that mo-
ment of triumph, is rather contemptuously dis-
missed:

The mythology of ideological feminism (sic)
goes something like this: Once upon a gentle
time we all dwelt harmoniously within the gar-
den of the goddess. In those days life was or-
ganised around feminine values —~ co-operation,
sensitivity, nurturance, sharing. Power flowed
along matriarchal lines, and reverence for all
things living was celebrated in worship of the
goddess whose body was Mother Earth. And
there was peace and goodwill and partnership
among people. Then, beginning some time be-
tween 4000 and 2000 BC, from the North came
the barbarian hordes of horsemen armed with
swords sweeping into the peaceful agrarian,
matrifocal cultures of India, Old Europe, Asia.
They brought with them fierce and vengeful
male gods ~ Zeus, Yahweh and Allah (sic)—a
warrior ethic, the habit of holy war, and a mas-
culine mind that was henceforth to divide and

conquer everything in its path — empires,
women and the atom. And the most disastrous
of masculine inventions was technology itself,
which gradually allowed men to conquer and
destroy nature herself. In short, recorded his-
story has been one long tale of decline, until the
rebirth of feminism, which remains our only
hope for salvation. (pp. 193-199)

“This type of demonic theory of history”, he
sums up, “renders men responsible for all of
the ills of society, and women innocent.”

Masculinism, then, is very much the flip-
side of essentialist feminism, They like to point
to the “mysterious” differences between the
genders, and the “natural” leadership of men.
Despite the fact that men apparently singlehan-
dedly created western civilisation, women
mustn’t blame them for the less attractive at-

tributes of that civilisation, such as pollution.
This is an “existential and moral fallacy”,
fuelled by “simplistic sexist moralism”, says
Keen.

There is an element of fundamentalism in
all this; a supreme disregard of facts, social and
historical, leading to a grossly simplistic ex-
planation of the world and what went wrong
with it. For the masculinists it’s the psychologi-
cal rather than the personal which is political;
the logic that, ultimately, we are all victims.
The pop-psychological-spiritual view sees
humankind as an endless queue of individuals,
painfully working through perhaps ostensibly
quite trivial wounds on the path to feel-good
perfection.

It is within this logic that men are
regarded as oppressed: the logic of the oppres-
sion of self-repression. It is an irony of history
that this repression is expressed in the
vocabulary of essentialist feminism. These two
movements could now fuse, in fact are now
fusing, in a blissful New Age union, where the
men happily learn again to be Men, strong and
wise, and the women to be Women, loving and
nurturing. I’'m sure the men, at least, will love
it. O
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CRYSTAL BALLS
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Let go your anger; put your politics behind you; Jocus on the positive and join
the New Age. Political protest is out; we are victims of our own negativity.
Daphne Francis (f:etonates the doublespeak of the New Age movement.

For many years now I have been an observer of
the New Age scene, having been a naive and
miserable member of the Findhorn community
—a commune in Scotland — in the early 80s.
My experience has prompted me to write this
article focusing on New Age jargon and how it
is cleverly used to depoliticise.

Many purported spiritual groups hold that
the last twenty years of this century mark the
culmination of a time of critical change in
human consciousness. Some schools of thought
hold that this will be heralded by some massive
upheaval, either natural or politically induced
disaster on a global scale. These changes are to
clear the way for a transformation of conscious-
ness and way of life among the survivors.
Equally vociferous, however, are those New
Agers who believe that the necessary changes
can be effected non-traumatically, if only
humanity can attune itself to new, powerful
vibrations and thought-forms of love, co-opera-
tion and harmony. Both schools of belief look
to astrology for support: one astrological age,
the Age of Pisces, is in the process of ending
and we are moving towards the start of another,
the Age of Aquarius.

People involved in New Age philosophies
may embrace all sorts of lifestyles, from Jun-
gian-based paganism to ecologically-sound yup-
pie éntrepreneurship. All, however, tend to be
united by a common ideology whose language
can best be described as Doublespeak. Alleged
to be the tongue of the more advanced souls of
today, this lingo has pretty reactionary implica-
tions, rarely stated explicitly, This is an attempt
to bring the hidden meaning of Doublespeak
out into the open.

Delivery

i

FirStly on style of delivery: Doublespeak is
prdnounced in a soft but firmly confident,
usually middle-class, voice, sometimes
honeyed with vague nuances of American in-
fluence. It is usually spoken by materially
privileged people but is at its most difficult to
deal with when it is spoken with utter convic-
tion by women unfortunate enough to have
been brainwashed into thinking that patriarchy
is the creation of their own thoughts, The glib
phrases are accompanied by open and trust-es-
tablishing eye-contact, The eyes meeting yours
emanate beams of love and light. However, the
end-result of your interaction is that you feel ill-
at-ease but unable to put your finger on just
why; or not heard on a very basic level; or put
down and unable to answer back as you have
been made well aware that a show of strong
feeling would be deemed ‘inappropriate’; in ex-
treme cases, your blood begins to boil and you
feel like murder.

When dealing with a New Age attack,
remember your assailant (and make no mistake
about it, you are dealing with a psychic assault)
is heavily armed with a stack of dualistic
clichés with which to readily and smugly
deflect any of your protests back at you. How-
ever, one warning is in order here — if you per-
sist with your challenge, the veneer of sincere
warmth and love drops and you are likely to
meet with a degree of mental malevolence the
like of which you have probably not come
across often before in your life. This is my bit-
ter experience of the true bedrock of the New
Age vibe of love’s light and healing: it is nearly
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always based on a highly intellectualised,
repressed and repressive animosity, especially
to those experiencing pain. To parade themsel-
ves as into healing lifestyles, as many New
Agers do, is at best misgnided complacency or
flattering self-deception; at its worst, the com-
plete reversal of the ominous truth: that the
whole New Age package is a mind-bending
and soul-destroying enterprise; its main aim the
upholding of present power-relations, par-
ticularly between the sexes.

Tyranny of tolerance

Just suppose that ybu are a woman confronting
an issue with a New Ager, particularly one con-
nected with oppressive situations. Even though
you may talk pleasantly, you can expect to be
tarred with the label “judgmental” as a first at-
tempt to silence you. To be termed judgmental
is meant to be very heavy indeed, almost as
heavy as one of its variants — that you are being
“pegative”, are “stuck in negative thought pat-
terns” or, worse still, wait-for-it, “stuck at the
form level” (ie. obsessed with mere material
concerns, like whether you are receiving
enough maintenance money to feed your kids).
To deal with this, we need to remember that
Janice Raymond, feminist author, has described
this position as the tyranny of tolerance. She
points out that feminism is all about making
judgments and acting on them. Janet Mc-
Crickard in a short but trenchant critique of
New Age-ism (“Ungrounded Glastonbury”,
Glastonbury Communicator, October 1985),
wrote that: “Tolerance and respect can never be
built on this cheap basis of moral indifference”.
She notes that New Agers use the word
“judgmental” as a built-in block against inter-
nal and external criticism, and that underpin-
ning much New Age thought is a favourite
dogma: “There is no such thing as right and
wrong”. From my experience, indifference is in-
deed the dominant response of New Agers to
social issues, except those that affect them per-
sonally and adversely when, significantly, they
are not slow to push their own self-interested
judgments.

Faced with problems, oppression or hos-
tility, New Agers advise us to “Just let go, let
go of your anger, of your thought patterns”
(you have got to be running a negative
programme to attract such a bummer); “Let go
of your emotional attachments to your cause”;
“release your position” (and, ultimately, of

course, your struggle for freedom); “Work on
the inner to transmute your negative emotions”
(ie. meditate and reflect). Nothing is said, of
course, of transmuting cold intellectuality of
the New Age vintage.

“You must own your own feelings.” To
most ordinary people, this would mean that, if
you get your foot deliberately stamped on, you
speak out your pain and anger. To New Agers,
the phrase “owning one’s feelings” is used to
suggest that the pain you experienced in your
stamped-on foot was your own creation and
anger would not be appropriate. This phrase is
invariably used when you are angry at some
outrage by one of them towards you. Your pain
is suddenly your responsibility, nothing to do
with external agents. How convenient for our
Oppressors.

One possible response would be to say, “I
do own my own feelings and I am acting on
them now” — followed by assertive self-expres-
sion aimed to protect you from future violation.
The “just let go, release yourself from anger”
position is presented as a hang-loose, stay cool
(like us) prescription for all social ills. Its inten-
tion is to distance you from your own views of
social reality and can be translated as “Do not,
for God’s sake, stay with your feelings of
anger, distress or whatever; do not recognise
their source and act on them, including fighting
for social change”.

Why not? Well, the New Age line on this
is as strong and sure of itself as concrete and
about as thick. Change, we are told, can only
come from within. “You must work from inner
to outer; you must leave all your political invol-
vement behind now because you should work
on a higher level.” Such New Age psychobab-
ble is typical of the mindbending that separates
the spiritual quest for a better life for all from
the political struggle required to achieve it.
New Agers can be countered on this point by a
basic reminder that nature can effect a huge
change in his life — a storm could blow down
his house without the least involvements of his
thoughts in the process. Such is the arrogant
presumption of Goddess power by some New
Agers however, that I suspect some hardliners
would suggest that in fact it had indeed been
their unconscious thoughts, either in this life or
in past ones, th.* conjured up the storm. And if
we aren’t spiritual enough to see the connec-
tion, it hardly behoves them to converse with
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us further on the topic. This can only be seen as
arrogance or regression to infantile fantasies of
ommnipotence, plus a refusal to acknowledge
natural and other powers beyond human con-
trol and manipulation.

Blame the victim

Now, it may be that you are an extreme case of
“pronounced negativity” (ie. have confirmed
feminist tendencies). The New Ager, in ex-
tremis, has at hand strong and salutary doses of
“prosperity consciousness” and such doctrines.
In essence, these half-baked pseudo-
philosophies dogmatically state that “only
thought creates reality. What you think creates
your whole world”. Thus; if you are experienc-
ing problems in life, thetl alter your mindset,
and change your thoughts. The “real reality” to
New Agers, is “boundless love and prosperity”
and anything you may experience that suggests
otherwise is just an illusion or the result of
humanity’s negative thought patterns.

If you are suffering from crippling pover-
ty, the solution is simple, because you, and you
alone, are responsible for creating your total
reality. All you need to do is repeat endless af-
firmations that you are in touch with limitless
prosperity, process any negative feelings that
come up, and hey presto. Such half-truths
would be considered harmless eccentricities if
it were not for their implications. If you com-
plain of oppression (like being raped) then it is
your own thought processes that have created
that reality for you; you are probably suffering
from the dreaded “victim-consciousness” (note:
I'have never, ever, significantly, heard the word
“persecutor- consciousness” used by New
Agers, nor anything about “redistributing-
wealth consciousness”). You must concentrate
on “changing your belief system” about your-
self and your world. It is your “victim con-
sciousness” that has created the illusion of
poverty, disease, rape and genocide. For yes,
we are told, ultimately — the Jews were respon-
sible for their own genocide.

To help hammer home these downright vi-
cious blame-the-victim philosophies, strange
distortions of the concept of karma are wheeled
on. For New Agers, there is no mystery about
life and death and the problem of human suffer-
ing. This is how it goes: if you were bad,
naughty in a past life, you pay in a later life by
areally bad time this time round. The horrific
implications of this notion (significantly
popularised to quell discontent at the introduc-
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tion of the caste-system in India) is that there is
an explanation for mass poverty, oppression
and suffering; nay, not only an explanation, but
a justification. Being raped was not only due to
your negative thoughts; you brought it on your-
self by nasty actions in some previous life —
and you chose to be born this lifetime to ex-
perience rape to atone for past misdeeds and to
purify your vibrations. Your having been raped
is never, never laid at the door of the rapist or
the system that produces pornography, child-
abuse and woman-battering.

There is no compassion and respect for
those dealing with misery, illness and oppres-
sion. Most importantly, anger is deflected from
the drive for social change, from action to
prevent ‘socially unnecessary outrages for our
daughters and our daughters’ daughters.

New Age politics

When you have finally had enough trying to
discuss philosophy with a New Ager (and you
will probably reach your tolerance level pretty
quickly because your average disciple seems
blocked to reason or logical thinking as well as
true intuitive thought), you could try to pin
them down on their actual political allegiances.
On this score, New Agers will assure you that
they have “gone beyond old, outmoded and so-
cially irrelevant categories, like left and right”,
They claim to be “synthesising opposing
views” to achieve a “harmonious, balanced
political agenda”. One might think this a rather
protracted, tormented and, finally, impossible
task. However, the real test is observation of
New Agers in their actual political choices and
behaviour to others. In practice, my observation
is that radical politics are denounced as the dis-
tressed product of victim- consciousness; con-
servative ideology and practice are accepted
without much question. Ultimately theirs is the
path of an individual solution. Thus they may
set up havens for themselves, friends and the
paying public for home-style births but they do
not in general campaign for a woman’s right to
choose, for free public provision of necessary
welfare services or for anything which would
involve a confrontation with the system.

The exception to this is their willingness
to take issue over the environment. This I see
as their political response to a situation that
even they have to admit is not open to an in-
dividual solution. Moreover such green cam-
paigns are now socially popular and the
campaigner would be seen as involved in a wor-
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Adapted from an article in From
the Flames, a new British
women’s spirituality journal.

thy cause. This is not however the image of
anti-pornography campaigners or those who
argue for the reform of land ownership, con-
sidered by many as an essential first step fo
safeguarding the environment.

For in essence New Age philosophies fit
very comfortably with laissez faire individualis-
tic Thatcherite economics. New Age seminars
are being conducted for the employees of big
business and in the UK by one public organisa-
tion. These seminars are highly compatible
with the go-getting capitalist culture,
Moreover, evidence already collected by
feminists points to big sums of money being
made by the biggies in the New Age market.

Positive focus

To return to the painful subject of a political
discussion with a New Ager. If they conde-
scend to put their energy into such “form-level”
matters, the conversation would be conducted
on their terms only, described as “focusing only
on the positive aspects” of issues. Bonhomie
and humour are de rigueur. Anyone bringing
up heavy political issues or extremely distress-
ing subjects is accused of bringing the group
energy down. Essentially this is true, but to
feminists New Age need to be brought down to
earth from their reality-avoiding headtrips and

confronted with nitty-gritty social issues. At
the moment, New Agers regard social
problems, if they have to regard them at all, as
the unfortunate illusions of those of under-
developed consciousness.

Thus the articulate New Ager will state to
you that s/he only puts energy into positive
causes and that if you are to evolve at all
spiritually, you must do likewise. You should
focus on building new structures, not waste
your energy in protest groups which are stuck
in anger. Such thinking is possibly the most
one-sidedly stupid of all New Age axioms but
because of its superficial plausibility, its effect
can be transfixing at first. I remember being
caught off guard by this one. To deal with it,
one has to point out that to be in favour of a
positive cause (e.g. pro wholefoods), means
saying NO to pesticides and junk food, alerting
the public to these issues and campaigning for
change. To be for a poliution-free world, one
has to oppose nuclear policies. Put simply: to
be for positive causes very often involves strug-
gling with the powers-that-be which oppose
change, as those trying to abolish slavery found
out.

On politics, one last word from New
Agers is that “people should be allowed to hold
their own opinions” (even, it appears, if the
views held are sexist or racist). This position of-
fers them the protection of holding on to their
own oppressive ideas. Their stance on this issue
is meant to indicate their moral tolerance but
really, to my mind, highlights their reactionary
tendencies. You cannot require people to
change or make them do so by putting pressure
on them, they declare, presenting themselves as
champions of human freedom. What it amounts
to in the end is that the so-called freedom they
claim to support is for the privileged, themsel-
ves included, to rip off everyone else and be im-
mune from the unpleasant consequences in the
shape of criticisms, confrontations or demands
that they change their behaviour/opinions.

So to sum up, however plausible it may
seem and however well-meaning a New Ager
may présent him or herself to be, do not be
deflected from your feminism by New Age
psychobabble. There are undoubtedly good
times to be had circle dancing, growth to be
found through rebirthing and similar therapies,
and healing through dietary change, crystals
and other practices, It is, however, the utterly
patriarchal context in which much, but not all,
of these in themselves valuable practices are
embedded which is extremely dangerous. For
in reaching out for a good time or for healing,
one also usually has to swallow with it a whole
load of noxious philosophies which are not
only reactionary, but also a travesty of
spirituality. What is at all spiritual about mental
philosophies which make cancer-sufferers,
women who have been raped and Jewish
people carry an additional load of pain? It
seems that once Christianity began to lose its
2,000-year stranglehold, the New Age “cul-
ture” emerged to siphon off women’s energy
from transforming patriarchy. I have heard a
New Age chant, sung in breathless Californian
monotone, in which a woman forgives herself
for causing (the illusion of) patriarchy:

“I forgive myself for all apparent injustice, And
my part in starting it”.

So, sisters, not only does patriarchy not
exist, but in any case, it is our own fault that it
appears to exist, and we in fact started it. The
reality is that these chants do not make women
in any way grandly forgiving and divine, more

spiritually advanced than their sisters in strug-
gle — they have been merely made the sad
dupes of the New Age psychic manipulators. (I

you’'ve heard the
wild hype and sat-
uration media coverage, but
wakht is Shocking Pink really??

THE TRUTH ABOUT SHOCKING INK

Shocking Pink is the alternative to the insulting
dross usually churned out for young women in
the shape of scummy rags like Jackie, Just 17,
Oh Boy, My Guy etc. The main aime of these
magazines is ad vertisimg—make-up, clothes,
tampons, mainstream music industry pop. This
means that even if you’re not reading direct
advertising, the whole content is about the most
basic Look Pretty—Get a Boy Friend lifestyle
because advertisers believe this to be the best way
of getting young women to buy their products.
So you have a relentless diet of photo-love
stories, fashion spreads, beauty tips (undisguis-
ed plugs for new products) and problem pages
encouraging young women to be ashamed and
neurotic about our bodies—yes the problem is
US! Girls are supposed to wear make-up years
before they even have their first period.

SP is everything this mind-numbing drivel
isn’t—in fact I can’t even write a list because
there’s so much in it.

But one thing I wanted to say is that this is why
SP has such a strong Bezsleiaaen content
(though it is for ALL young women of all
sexualities—we need unity!!!). It’s partly
because it’s one obvious antidote to the ultra-
straight identity promoted by MyJackiel7Guy.
Also there is practically NOTHING else around
for young dykes,bisexual womens. If you’re
young and a dyke you can be very isolated and
in danger of considering yourself a freak. You can
be stuck in an oppressive family home with no
way of escaping to a town with some sort of
lesbian & gay scene. We get letters from young
@ dykes saying how important SP is to them, a light
in their life etc, and phonecalls from irate horri-
ble mothers saying their daughter has bought SP
and we’re filth and they’re going to take us to
court! (No one’s actally tried it yet).

well, T'm not b/oo{j Pay
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The first ever Shocking Pink was start-
ed in the early 1980s. The Shocking Pink
that's around now is really Shocking
Pink 2 started up again in the late 80s
by a group of arma=ir <y women

. after a break of some years after the first

one stopped.

SP1 handed on their inspiration and
their bank account.

A few months ago I met a woman in a
pub who was involved in starting up
Shocking Pink 1. We had a nice chat and
this is roughly what she told me, though
I can't remember too well because I'd
had a drop of beer and it was very
noisy—so sorry if I've got any of this
wrong.

She said...the idea for an alternative
young women's magazine first came
about at a national girls’ conference (ap-
parently they had things like that then in
those radical days). It was observed that
the existing magazines for young women
were without exception tetally erap.

So a group of young women somehow
got together and had lots of meetings to
decide what this new magazine should
be like. She said it was tough going
because nothing like Shocking Pink had
ever existed, so there was no clear pic-
ture of what this brand new thing should
be like. There were enormously dif-
ferent ideas about what should go into
it...should it be radical politics or horse
riding for girls?? Some of the people in-
volved were quite conservative, so they
killed them off and hid them in dustbins.

I can't really remember much else, ex-
cept that she said they had a lot of snegs
with each other.

I met another old SP1 member on a
typesetting course. What a lovely woman
she is. She told me that SP1 only came
out once a year because they had loads
of serious political discussions about
what should go in it and that took ages.
We like to skip those as much as possi-
ble now in SP2 so we're able to produce
it more often. Also they used to take all

S0e @

1@

' their own photos for their photostories ®
-; ©
‘ .‘. ® e © & o

@
° ® o
P e e
Q.
&u e e
32 @ ©
exEl & @
5
gw e &
S0 © @
5
€a’ . ‘
= g ® @
=
03 L ] @
S e ® o
oa ® o
€ o ® o
)
2§ @& @
gg ® @
:@ @ @
%3‘ ® o
5319 ©
e.g ® o
)
cel®
Q5 ® o
& ® @ o
; ® e
e e
® © e
255 1 o e
'533‘5 g ® @ e
QYOG ® @
sie 8 o ®
‘V)O —
BEE = e o
= O 1]
Bes » ® ©® @
o2 8 ® o
[0] — -3
0EC 5 @& & &
EQ Q
~ng B ® @
P N @@ © @
[0]
"5 87 e e
Q0O B
JERE~T @ ©® @
£39o5Y e @
oBdE T @ @ @
@ © &
e o !\:,’ ®
@ ;“’07‘50
@ “:O’. &,




7"." - =
. ~mr
e e e © © &
SH oo e o e oo i
N o OCKING PINK I AT/
HANGED M PINK [ESS = :
Y LIFE!!! 3% ’
SR Sl
= S L\..ﬂ“ g
h *k.. " ) . o T
LA s 21
. ". 4 ‘

-

' very Copy
ves that anyoneany wornan '
k gazine, all of itt .

°e?
® o
©
‘ *‘ for @ . . .
years I'd @
@ ed wi been ‘ ®
| ith o teache possionately |
® @ %Closeted r@btio; o school—a cOL1J mvolv- ; V
® © (;”d had b@COmseh’p,UﬂSurpnsmqm'@t@" B L=
@ ¢ elt completel withdroun & it ® W e
@ ocol—but i ely isolated secretive @ "'77/ oo
Ol ; (4 —Se . NN
* mmUﬂlCQ[]Ori]IFS tleS ihittql X Wos ® ‘/"V;:“‘Cﬁ{//@;\$~ - You V;FTYLL';‘("
my fomi @ tled in— I Non- to visi aliens @ .
@ " ® only Ie”L{-J,'-mQ friends or 'COUldn'ttdk? @ ‘_‘_—‘ Spacésgt “’eﬁaruwsiﬁa"el ! wornan, can m
@ < sbian on the onyone. Was | © w o @ >3 They came £\ riting it, runn n make 2 e
b wrong & dispi planet? UJ  the @ § soon di to make fri | \hat's m ning ft, putting it togeth o
@ und ispic as th , disco riends - at's more, it togetner & sellin
@ |noorstond? picable? Woul isol @ oon discovored {he ear ot B A or re, it can be done without getti git
P (F“Jropped My nf desperation |qu‘ nobody \\’ “ 2 %PECigl\{er{];Fimdly o ¢ o 8 o irSwSOtTy’ \g a way that's 2 £000 eXPgEt'tmg P 35§ °
Oml|u_‘ ) riends & uit school b S @ themsel Y ones tf,\at Vs g ‘ - ovive . So what foll , .erlence for the o "—-6 .g 5 [ 4
° @ ® gd into ggzsz(;t?ﬁ ond 0|0;|;)Te;d out mQ ® 5 | == mqigf:%m' Also thecalle{j 3.' - "'\"\: Zf '\ghat goes in to get S.gvizgghqu;k \run through ;— £2 :‘; ©
depression " ose good ol ‘SOquu ottl- 4 ‘\"" - ’ fa v uide to magazine—makin' er& also a how-1o § 5§38 2§ @
e © . solitude sl | decided to ol” ‘adolescent aWle f !A//:///?l\\\\\ W Apart from amagazineg'SP i o $5% g
@ rejoining théok? one doesl) Szekdi refuge ® o - \\\\ “‘ - tO\ reet other radic YOUn,g c.r'flfha\so a good place * o & o8
| receiv o toce o it was g % places you €20 90 | ere aren't sO &M §353% s
® @ v toefhie plain bro“?annth later th%rz _ 'r"“‘ 80's waves of Comm:?;at\:;esekda\/sf what with thye o 553 g
@ |twosocgge my lifell envelope thot ‘ X ¢ candcastles of radicalism £ knocking over the 70 EESRE ti 0
e @ a letter from oddess-sendl O ® * g ; out, there's a fair bit of ;{ij:tf-dor;e“h copy g% B 33 is Y o bt i Pedd "
@ copu of | one of the Sf r s dlos ( O 5 goes on at our W ing & tea-drinki : £82¢ o narb ling face o .
P : oy of issue 7 o SP collecti e 0s = / e - ednesday & Sund : ng o0 3 o @ notic our b ace of ma )
or the Ll ha ective o o o & vhile ¢ is where. we get day meetings. T 28 c €0 them e the mutgs 0! apitalist g
® © SiSter‘scf?ntOCt_the dc\ﬁ {;u mum to tho?wdk ® \,S;?.fmafte’? o hile they : e part of SP. get alot of our crappest jokes—a vit:\ ‘ -2 g o adver Usin;m ask"ngi? our shergUIt“”atiZcr),n & destr, list B PN v
wh iend (you k ghter of a friend’ aged to come to Y T e , e > : There's ) 5ag~ o B, rown Policy of 1eret . (fun als shafl i) (R
@ o (my mu now the ki iend's \\\ anicable comprom o P T = b | : always adnin. thin o O Ege®  the 4 abo Y of mans o "y, | ha Iind
® @ EnOUJOFG of S;h | mean) woslnd of thing) @ ® \\\‘?; amdiuoﬁgm . with 2 being asninxbwriEdEX\“‘W% Y & around each B Our Ofgf?cto do before, &fe! e the Ffl?mputer ;t now tany femi”it? o we Sgn’t really
o wh ot SP s completel £ just 1 ' could as the N atl§ pretty user-friend! : e was set up 0 D Y Gy of et ropee £ St magagies
® (< o 1 wil o crom S oot bt % ¢ * eft the men o the aliens & N B (f the initl y by the Wis °l | sibe rambiimge 4 roused from o &azin
€r be out, b e ren- opportuni aliens == . the initial collect! e old memb mblings per s o it o °
@ Th S mum | eternally grote it ] $e ‘,ﬁf/g(/”l \ R % pissed ity. This QLEVery NS S in & ollective, * theoretically, neW sl "ES that en artici 1L se Slriggle
® i & mag wos ¢ ful— @ " : M""‘ !!ﬂ"‘ 40 the aliens off 1y y‘\\ ) Rl ews we get to work; Jmewering lett Y o can ~ in&e h es/ia Mislumber as
eered m - omplet . o] P < >0 v Ay BABA 4 . v o've been sent . - erssorting Out . | files efor er &
@ all obo e up instantl ely briliant and 2] erk e ANyIS. /': ‘\\\\‘O'IV I\ etc) & dealing with fi . chasre invoices (for ad ! issu & worry Ve sit &
@ s ut wimmins’ Y, and the lett R e e 1)) are d inances (oil-paying €4 *1 e &so 1y 1 gaze
@ LjiU@S ond Luimmr;; bars, ond wi:{ was = L3\ 14 4 "l‘ % ~ dg;’eagyﬂmarked with instruct\o;g\se C)'tDanwerS -3 © try to u\;v e're notat the fist
mnmin, wimmi s’ cubs mins' ‘ é ; 5 & fing cabinets: T pasted onto X » ik of joges) of c
’ o a ' . . The . of n om,
®e’ S et wo-r’.ril..';%”dﬂ'tbe{ffvﬁ't?"m‘“ ® Yo oo gide S o e et The e pasic Them, ab ’Okes- 8 10 11 the mauy
gozine? O nd wh l who 1 al with a step-by-st o e moment e n, about 2 wi = xt
w ? Only on ot was thi ragazine is bei y-step recipe 1 rodudi typesetti 2 weels before t o
® © oo et talkad oy e e i e worked o040 producng " et i e esaryone who '
@ oP© ol tolted, augned. < ' new: ationally(ish) distr . nightmare—si irst time | did i everyone v
P, collecti vel And s e, and Sagems&bookgt istributed 10 : mare—sitting | did it wi ~ who
® e 13th 199 ve meetin o off to my fi vaw : ona ores, alot of our 2 ting ¢ ng in front of as a bit of ® Y
: O—ani 9—6pm yfirst @ S o ' on a person 0 PEEY basi ales are done computers of proffess : sl -
fice a night t pm, Sundo Tt arord burping /P oye! important, | n basis, so the next incredi equi rs (a lovely i sional typeset -
® @ Tonimorbs kol Yoot e v o g Wi podis £5 o g SP e lsg v - 3 et & anot S prevet S oo e Y
—_ - 1 jokes, . i « —_ ~ 0 ' C ' a P Gui
o fow o tppesetie) Frencly beavti promiedniiey el = o 57 LS ey revoluionary e e s i of anarchic e e, s o Guide to DY B %
ing awoy— setter) wimmi , beautiful o ¥ mer & lesson \3:‘—- . other. W un, they caid to Yo s 5 ple into buying €O - o intimidati asically bully eo,— R " 0 it. (The oth this convi nly once j@ - - g
® g writing, jrou?Otting/ JOkir:ng'n Olll beaver- e “‘«_\\‘ "’7//1/// ‘\\\\\\\.‘“‘g?;es about n:nc;ﬁd make Siﬁy E g g % W.“h our \uni‘\c glfr’\t‘gggi?tmg the fa"f‘PhEaPrted q j;e togkaDT-P- Courseer ;Eer has since beconﬁlzzetjt(;}e anyone -Zf'&
) mosphore g o typing aughing. 7 ﬂ‘\“\\\gll\// “\\\\:\.\\\‘w} Then they ot Son8 g‘Ved‘“wT“‘S is an impomanst 'go‘?\;fsefr‘ce until they (4 o about the on e around accostin;?d o
el so nderful—thau e ab o ey made o oh & nuisance to nwnE {el readers & potent oint © contact wi 4 ct toget myster ; rangers - ¢
0" @ uinin—so i B :ﬁﬁamfm@#&,‘t\&:@ e o e i S e T g o' e
® united ! ifferent e amazing & men in i y jokes about “% X Fes - §cP3 ing, it's an infusi , friendly insanel | & pegth ing, from th paper that
L0, Mt o g | e e 8 e B e i oy tacer JOPOR e e v
ing of wa Ut you won' ke o bunch | earthlings, with i it to the " - ol o2 f also get to t - Being a member of e collect] magazine. e to stick it all toge en they're s
* it ﬁ||@duJOrmth, releif a t beleive the fe o carey on the cf)c)odlnstr'JCticvns t \ e 3 -g S ol are ° raYe\ the CountrY"attend'm ive yOU ogether & make a ’/f '{//
® me with nd happi el- BB work they' 0 e presentative of the thinki g events as R
® gj ant o much P wosnt olor@”ess that z:‘: L 31 y 0 otarted )\\\\‘\“-l': %i“: N War/\Wornan's Own/just \7/5th‘nkmg girl's Class “lte> e @
@ ® oo 0 Muh 10 e Bs Lo ong that b S‘\\\\ I ,I7 NN B =S . Em appropriate). mash Hits/tollet PEPET s bits fun & 0T a gt realise artistic sklls
@ ! ona- \ .- v 7 ) A
® or lf?i@(sss new IoverUT TRUE! FoUngg ” { A W And txj-‘\\“‘!’/ // ,/'“\\\“ By > - - L W & i:\e r\g\/gb e p .ad. Everyone akes lay-ou
@® friend < come out & loads of N fdito this day there // Se $s Py v = ! Vb o2 egins SUKTE oits of paper & writing
® b@n oo X to my pore oW , ‘: e o8 %13 ere ‘/’ ‘ S e W\ o . drawings Al over it 8% the da\/s/n\ghts wear on
o @ thesrtn @\fr ey Fs b'nvoived ore ggls?n J ’ /:‘ : PN i thte SIOANG & ) Pw;qm" @ e 4 ' the lay-out poards get full & things get lost peneath
arket—ul est wimmi ime § P o2 Liliii product 33, ‘ ® - L o guey srap®? er, we WOt bout
® @ e 1'::2 %COnOg;;for:f A ‘ '%i:‘:;‘ﬁrm’ bt of course Q¥ ' g P ‘ | e " / space. il 1€ Al fit in? i y 20
Py / En or 7 ‘ A better TSe o o P ) e e .
P > . we girl , don't I : :
e & @ e e l,’ "' Is .. ] Y set a r‘ne then 4/ A Unlike al0t of magaz\nes/papers, we're purpose\\/
e o -: \ ‘ '0 N W ';t‘:f:‘;éf"la;s to sq ate Worry 4 about 4 \ow—techno\og\/‘ SO andwritten & t\/pewr'\tten ar-
eT e ‘ ’ ! , é “ \ '—¢ // T 70,5/ rrangin a m ' ricles are @ ted & sometimes paste in as they
Silieee # 7 // “\\\\*\ ’ F o are, This is 0€¢ + \ooks 1es* bland&‘o) that &
@ //[ll \\\\ ) SOV homogen\ Thouse-sty '€ e Mag papers hav €
N | ‘\A\‘ ' C, D (both In 100 ,po\\t\cs& )is ach finiting o
a8 C, tr'\butor's,\ay'\ng down 2 politica tin ifle dis- ‘ &
\5‘ ® sent & the oduction out of the hands ©of i &
O mn the M@ placing ! firmly 0 fhe han of a prot § ‘
= r fessiona) clite. Bve when the surf politics @
e ‘6 e 'lefth nat "ol says ¥ j-out t0 { g
cr ‘;j capital roductio? ethics. 't ally s true 9
LC\ with 5. rossover betwe produce.r ® e
is large t confl ed to som petic \etters page‘q-' S
x qoes o & o
§> ¢




' - ™ d :
EDITORIAL POLICY nocking 7 amy wer” ‘ -TV‘OMHe
(> Y ent— s - . :

’ b Our format reflects this too, We don't pretend toc X

Our format ool i 188 SOMERE T | , Subscription rates/
Wagfj c? bPO’ft'ca, consensus; around alot of issues that % it . pealth, T c ¢ view 8% @ ‘ ] _ : , i - B .

€ impossible & we don't have an editor, so T ; \! nitics & a\?gigv em‘“ist&li 0 . = DN R '!‘.f.'l‘. [‘! Sfrl e BaCK |Ssues
n they 18 w it's p:oduced . £ : ([l ==—au] - m )

there’s no gditoriaf. So, if someone doesn't agree ¢
with something someone else has written, she writes 3 ey

it, & It goes in too, if she can be bothered, lfié . Y s ) | ; [ Subs for one year (3 issues): Back issues nos. 3-19
something really pisses people off, we vote & 60% v * . c ort, SAXng = 3 e oy s A\ Britain & N. Ireland ... . . £7.50 ,
against means it doesn't go in, That rarely happens ¢ ing 10 ) ! PN X Supporting Sub .. ... .. £20 Britain & N. Treland . . . . . £1.25
& it's not perfect, (What? SP not Pe,—fefg ?)S ®3 Unwaged Sub- . xv. e - £g A3 cozles) ....... / £3.00
goddess) o ' \ Institutions: Infand>.% .. . .. £2 Europe/Irish Republic
. ‘ jcal d ngo %, Overseas:: .. ... £30 seamail worldwide .... £2.00
car\w/\g?) 115(; ;:itii\/ees 2( polut:)y of anonymity: so that we \ > @ ¥ sing aPoy N O{Ytne st InCY \(‘il Ie ; \ % o Europe/Irish Republic/ & c<?pies) SEEREREOTE £4.50
o o] , not be harangugd/get big-headed, ; s formal s it o's abs: N - ' Al surface mail worldwide . £9.50 Airmail worldwide ... .. £3.50
Ividuals don't get sued or jailed & because it's tink things avo L L and fle e : / : Airmail: Middle East (3COpES) ...v..v.... £8.00
| 2 good, feminist way of working; the all s greater == 1nidue o so vanes = Coorious an ; j Africa, N&S America ... £13
than the one. _pothing © include wﬂtmgoxosioﬂes\ pic- \ e \ NN Far Bast & Australasia .. £14
Lastly, we keep away from big words. In a coun- manages 1o aoodies, A orib- ot J ' :

Please could overseas subscribers pay by International Money Order in
LUK as the bank charges for converting currency are costing us most of your
subscriptions.

' s, ation,

try w;‘ch an education system dedicated to keeping ' B o - o - mfo;\rl{s‘e o x

peoPle ignorant, information must be accessable, We |
don't seek validation by practising exclusion at the
level of language ie. we don't use litthe-known buzz-
wqrds Just to prove we can be elitist dick-heads oo
Shit, there are s0 many others who can do it so mucH
better anyway.

So much for that rant.
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Tragically il this wendrousaess will be
lost and-you will never have anything
nearly half as nice to read anymore if

ur of the morning: husiasti (und
..and then, th i . 8- some enthusiastic young women (Under NAME
in S.P.& many a z?riﬁci”y (th?re S a theoretical 95) don't come along to work on the ADDRESS = Bl Name o e
& pink & bl acket 100) it arrives back, all crisp collective. CITY
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Well, I'm sorry that was so long,
of. you will have skipped to see what the ending is
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no doubt many. bit shrual because some wonderful 00b,2423 18th St.NW,Wash.DC,20009

members have gone away (to college | e e e
and suchlike) and | personally am leav- "
ing because | am old and fed up of hav-
ing too much responsibility. (Like most
collectives we haven't been good at
sharing work and responsibility). So we
need new blood! Pleasel This is an ag-
peall If you or anyone you know could
possibly want to get involved please

inister WiSdom ..........................................
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