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LETTER TO THE GAY ACADEMIC UNION

ADRI ENNE RICH

Dear Alice Bloch and all my lesbian sisters in the Gay Academic Union:

It is deeply important to me that you understand, whether or not
you approve, my decision to refuse the 1978 GAU Award for Literature.
I would also like to think that my reascong for refusing 1t will be
clear to those men in the GAU who have a vision of something more far-
reaching then Ygay rights" within acadens, This lIatter 18 written in
the attempt to clarify what is8, for meé, not a Bimple polltical 01 per-
sonal act. I hope you will receive 1t as an expression of my own neces-
sity,..and not asg & judgment of you aAnd- ol The Work you are CGoitig.

Your telegram was handed to me during a session of the First Na-'
tional Conference on Feminist Perspectives on Pornography, held 1n San
Francisco November 17-19. During the exhaustive and sometimes unnerving
slide-shows, panels and workshops of this just-past weekend, two topics
were touched upon but never wholly addressed: pornography as the out-
front, legitimized expression of institutionalized heterosexuality; &and
child pornography, not just as a male heterosexual but a male homosexual
commodity. (Pornographyz: the depicbtion of ssnssation without Teeling, ©of
violence against women as pleasurable; images of sexual exploitation of
women and children; images of dominance and submlission, of sadism and
victimization, images of cruelty passing for eroticism, of power equated
with the: infliction of ‘painid - Thig context did not. determine Ty dacision
to refuse the GAU's award, but certainly it deepened my understanding of
whyv, a8 a lesblan/feminist, I cannot identify with -- and thus accept
an award from -- the "gay community'" -- 1f such a community really exists,

As - -a. leshian/feminiet 1 am cencerned not sinmply with aguality anda
civil Pights but with . the tTransformation of powepr relationshipsa and
consequently of society itself. I find myself constantly forced to re-
define, for myself and with my sisters, what that transformation might
consist of. I am, as a lesbian, not interested in seeing lesblans
replicate male patterns of behavior, as has often happened in the past
(largely because women who love women have suffered from the belief
that if we were not stereotvpical "feminine" women we nad to be imita-
tion men, imitate male-determined patterns of role-playing, echo in our
H"deviant® liveg the patriarchal metifs . of power, 1lust, promiscuity; and
the masculine eguation of sexuality and death,) Our sulcides have been
legion, oupr survival often boyugns 8T LTthe price o distOrting our livaes.
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For the first time in history, in our century, a strong feminist
movement has converged with a creative and activist lesbian movement
to create the phenomenon of lesbian/feminism. We are coming to under-
stand the dimensions, the potential, of lesbian/feminism (named by
Mary Daly "Spinsterhood", '"Haggardness" or '"Crone-ology'") as lesbians
who are also feminlists develop for ourselves the nature and power of
our politics, even as we learn to discard what Virginia Woolf - the
true political mother of us all - called '"false loyalties'", In attempt-
.ing to define my own politics, I have had to understand that my false

loyaltles have been extended not only to heterosexual patriarchal power,
but also to the male homosexual or '"gay" community. I have had to recog-
nize that a commonallity of sexual stigma -- the fact that lesbians, ho-
mosexual men, transvestites, transsexuals, sado-masochists, pedophiles,
pornographers are all to some extent officially labelled as sinful,
deviant or criminal —-- does not by any means mean a community of political
vision. (I urge you to read Julia P. Stanley's "Are You One Too? --

Sexist Slang and the Gay Community" for one documentation of this.)

Women are always being argued out of the clear statement and
resistance of our own oppression, It can come in the form of mysti-
fying discussions of the First Amendment vis-a-vis the "rights" of
pornographers to "free speech" —-- as 1f they were a dissident group
instead of a four billlion dollar industry; as if woman-hating were
anything but the staple of the establishment, the constantly-pur-
veyed, daily coin of the status quo. It can also come as a call to
false iadentification, in this case to us as lesbians, with "gay®"
men, as if our relative power in this society were the same as theirs,
ag 1f our love of women were 1identical with their woman-hating and
their compulsive search for sex without feeling, as if our lives --
the lives of lesbian mothers, of lesbian/feminists struggling toward
‘a collective female vision, our female sexuality itself, were the
same as theirs, were not often mocked and travestied by theirs, The
"gay" movement, where lesblans are concerned, seems to me an obvious
example of what Mary Daly, our best lexicographer, has named '"false
inclusion" of women, though certainly lesbians have endowed it with
thelr energy as activists, artists and intellectuals.

It seems necessary to me that those of us who think of ourselves
as lesbian/feminists courageously and lucidly delineate our differences
from and our consequent separation from the male "gay" movement (from
which we have learned so much self-destructiveness and woman-hating)
and to describe for ourselves the power and vision of woman-loving,
which has never been an agenda of the male "gay" movement.

Because of our relative economic inequality as women, lesbians
have often had to use the '"gay"'" movement as an organization, as for
example when the Gay Caucus of the Modern Language Association has
provided an "umbrella" for lesbian/feminist events. Many of you have
probably worked hard to make this kind of event possible, and your
work has been of enormous value 1n providing a forum not otherwise
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avaiiable., It is always difficult to know where and how one can best
tap the resources of patriarchy, how one can make one's statement
heard, 1 have no hard and fast answers; I simply know what 1 myself
need to do and not to do.

Alice, and my other sisters of the GAU, 1 hope you will under-
stand why I have to take this stand, why I can't allow myself and my
work to be used by the male '"gay" movement, which has so utterly
failed to examine its own values, its own misogyny. I want to dedicate
myself and my work to women: to you, to women who are not lesblans yet
but may be sopon, women who may never make that '"matural progression'
from feminism to lesbianism yet whose lives are precious to me because
they might have been my own., Because the lives of women are precilious
to me, but also because I look to a future when domination and sub-
mission, power and powerlessness, will no longer serve as equivalents
for sexuality and love, and when enslavement of every kind will no
longer exist, I cannot make common cause with a male '"gay" movement
which does not question its own sexuality, its own wvalues. And such
a movement -- even when 1t "includes" lesbians, cannot honor me.

I hope that in some way, in the future, some of us may have
dialogue around these questions. I know that you are women of unusual
courage, intelligence and energy, women who have taken real stands.

I do not want my refusal of this award to separate me from you but
perhaps to draw us closer in a common understanding. 323322

In sisterhood,

HAQltnu& thl\
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| RANITAN FEMINISTS MODEL THE WORLD

NEW YORK CITY ... On March 15, 1979, all Tactions of the VWomen's
Movement united for an hour to demonstrate their support for the
feminist struggle of Iranian women, Between noon and 1 p.m., ap-
proximately 1,000 women came to the lunch hour demonstration and
went back to work, but there was always a stable crowd of 300 or
more unemployed women! The highlight of the demo occurred when
an Iranian woman stood on a statue of Atlas in front of the
Iranian mission to the U.,N., and told the demonstrators that
Iranian women know their struggle is a '"model for the rest of the
world of women.," Adrienne Rich stood on Atlas too and said that
"American women should not forget the veils they wear."
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‘DONATIONS ARE NEEDED TO ORGANIZE THE FIRST INTERNATIONAL LESBIAN
SEPARATIST SWIM—=ON-WASHINGTON, PLEASE SEND ALL CHECKS TO
TRLBAD, 192 Spring St., ¥%8, HEW YORK, N.Y. 10012,
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old boy number games:
senate bill ONE equals

S.1437 aka HR6869

by mYr'ic 14 moyan o

Senator Edward Kennedy is still trying to steer through
the Senate a blatantly repressive and anti-Union bill infamous
as Senate Bill One., The bill, originally drafted by John
Mitchell, Haldeman, Erlichman, Nixon, Dean & Co. is a codifi-
cation of the Federal laws, and would make it a crime to cause
a loss of profit to a corporation by striking against it., Since
this is the purpose of a strike, it effectively would ban strikes.
If picketing a plant "threatened" a business with economic loss
and damage occurred, the charge under S. 1 aka S. 1437 aka H.R.68689
would be "extortion," carrying penalties of 10 years in jail and
a fine of $100,000 for the union member and $500,000 for the union,
The bill permits the prosecution and conviction of strikers

and other union activists as "blackmailers" "z A businessman

claims that he is put in fear of economic loss.

o e o e

-kennedy's bill would also ban the right of the people "to
keep and bear arms" and many other crucial amendments in the Bill
of Rights, Only the police and the Armed Forces would have arms.
The American people would be a captive people so that Teddy
wouldn't get his head blown off. But the people can now easily
collaborate to drop a neutron bomb on Hyannisport if they so
desire, killing its inhabitants and keeping the PT 109 pins.

(Unlike Teddy, Jack Kennedy saved people from drowning.) 223
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National March on Washington
for Lesbian Rights

October 14th 1979

(Originally both the March and Swim were scheduled for July 4th,

until a "Gay" Convention in Philadelphia this winter rescheduled

the march for October 14

e
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NATIONAL MARCH ON WASHINGTON FOR LESBIAN AND GAY PEOPLE

“or more information on the meetines and the March, contact
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Lesbian Feminist Liberation
243 W, 2N 3¢, :
New York, N.Y. 10011 (212) 691-5460
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first international leshian separatist
SswWim on washington, d.c.

TRIBAD and C.L.I.T. are sponsoring the FIRST INTERNATIONAL
LESBIAN SEPARATIST SWIM-ON WASHINGTON, D.C. the night of

v
OCTOBER 14, 1979 at the Mall in front of the Capitol, after

the National Lesbian/'"Gay" March on Washington the same day,.

THE FIRST INTERNATIONAL LESBIAN SEPARATIST SWIM-ON_ WASHINGTON, D.C.
is an all night convention, a continual moonlight flow of LESBIANS,
LESBIAN SEPARATIST MUSIC, POLITICS, SPIRITUALITY, POETRY, DANCING,
ANOTHER WORLD AMERIKKKA HAS NOT SEEN, A LESBIAN LOVE-IN, A COMING
TOGETHER TO DEMAND AN INTERNATIONAL FEMALE HOMELAND FOR ALL WOMEN
SEEKING POLITICAL-SEX ASYLUM FROM THE OPPRESSION OF WORLD PATRIARCHY.

WE DEMAND THAT THE U.S., CONGRESS and PRESIDENT, which we regard as

an l1llegal government which has no mandate from the people glven
current low voter turn-outs, immediately return a fair portion of
so-called U.S. land to American women for the purpose of creating
an INTERNATIONAL FEMALE HOMELAND for the oppressed women of the
world to peacefully withdraw from the warring patriarchal states,.
WE DEMAND THE FEMALE'S RIGHT TO LANDED POLITICAL SOVEREIGNTY FREE
FROM ALL MALE INTERVENTION. WE WANT THE FIRST FEMALE CUNT-=RY NOW
since currently world-space is dominated by male states when over
half the world is female and homeless. If the boy's cliubtl.®q,
Congress & President) refuses to "do the right thing" (it's been
so long since the U.,S. government has done anything right,  they
may not know right from wrong anymore), then their refusal to
return U.S. land to women, leaves American women no choice but

TO SECEDE FROM THE ILLEGAL U.,S. UNION AND JOIN FORCES WITH THE
INTERNATIONAL FEMALE COMMUNITY TO FIGHT,BY ANY MEANS NECESSARY,
PATRIARCHAL STATES FOR FEMALE SPACE ON EARTH. 222
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WOMEN HOUSEWORK, AND SOCIETY

Part ii by RHONDA GOTTLIEB

Much controversy has emerged over what women's relation to the
means of production 1s. The basic debate involves whether housework
can be considered productive labor in that it produces surplus value
or whether housework 1s soclally necessary but unproductive labor.
Lastly, there are those that believe that housework is neither pro-
ductive nor unproductive but requires a distinct economic category.
Before going on to discuss the various analyses that have developed
I will briefly define productive and nonproductive labor. Productive
labor in terms of Marxist theory 1s wage labor that has a direct re-
lation to capital and produces surplus value. Labor which is directly
trangformed 1nto cepltal l1s productiyve.labopr. lnh conbbast, unproadustive
lLabor 18 that lLabor which 18 not exchanged with capital Out -with
revenue, that is, wages or profits. This will lead us into a discus=-
sion of the works of Margaret Benston and Maria Dalla Costa. Il have
chosen these specific works as they exempllify the debate that has

emerged.

Accoraing to Benston, traditlonal Marxist thought disregarded
the question of woemn because it was believed that women had no re-
lation to the means of production. According to Marxism, classes are
defined by their relations to the means of production. Yet the oppres-
sion of women appears to cut across economic lines. Benston asserts
however, that women as a group do have a definite relation to the
means of production and that it is different from men'Ss. She proceeds

vO-gerTine ThHigt

We will tentatively define women then, as that eroup of

people who are responsible for the production of simple

use-value 1n the activities assoclated with the home and
family...Men on the other hand, are responsible for com-
modity production; they are not, in principle, given any
role in household labor,.

Benston's discussion emerges with a distinction between use-
value and exchange value, Housewives, due to the socialization of
commodity praduction under. capital, are involved in production but
they do not produce for a market. The work that they do (cooking,
sewing, child-care) is socially necessary production but it cannot
be exchanged on the market, In other words, 1t is nonproductive la-
bor in that it does not have a direct relation with capital and does
not produce surplus value. Benston states that in a fundamental
sense it is precapitalist. She challenges the view however, that
1t 1s marginal or has no relation to the economy. Housework accord-
ing to Benston is essential to the capitalist economy. First of all,
capitalists are spared the responsibility of paying women for their
work which would arise if housework was 1industrialized. Secondly,
women in the home serve as a huge reserve of workers, enabling
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capitalists to maintain their profits and minimizing tension that
would arise from female unemployment. Thirdly, the family serves

a stabilizing function in capitalist society; the wages of one per-
son (the man) pay for the labor of two people (his own plus his
wife's), Lastly, the structure of the family is organized to en-
courage consumptionism, Women are particularly good consumers as

their isolation in the home denies them personal autonomy and achieve-
ment in the outside world. They are, therefore, forced to sublimate
their frustrations in a continual consumption of products related to
the home,

Benston's solution to the inferior position of women in the
home is8 twofold, Although under capitalism women should continue
to fight for more adequate and less expensive daycare, convenience
foods, home delivery of meals, etc., capitalized forms of production
will not be sufficient to end women's oppression., The amount of un-
paid labor performed by women is extremely profitable and capitalists
will challenge any fundamental change in the housework system,
Secondly, capitalism cannot create enough employment for all women
to establish themselves as a normal part of the labor force. It is
therefore necessary, according to Benston, to achieve socialism;
then private home production can be converted into public industry
(socialized). This combined with the expanded production under so-
cialism will provide more jobs for women.,

There are many unanswered questions in Benston's argument,
She implies but never explicitly discusses the notion that women and
men constitute different classes. She avoids a sex class conflict
by omitting women from any analysis of social production. In addition,
Benston does not outline women's role in the revolutionary process.
The analysis she offers does not include strategy. The industrializa-
tion of housework is not inherent in socialism and Benston is aware of
this. However, she is unable to define strategy which would insure
that women are victors when the revolution comes. Lastly, Benston
glamorizes family living and greatly exaggerates the husband's role
in maintaining his wife and children. If the family serves as a sta-
bilizing function, it does so for men at women's expense., I am more
in agreement with both Dalla Costa and Silveira's analysis of the
family as a stabilizing force. The woman becomes productive for capi-
talism because she absorbs the frustrations, rage, and anger of her
working class husband. It is the wife who sacrifices her economic
and emotional needs to her husband who is then able to go out and
work more efficiently. This will lead us into a discussion of Maria-
rosa Dalla Costa and Selma James' The Power of Women and the Subversion
of the Community. A general description of the Wages for Housework
campaign will be included.

Dalla Costa and James utilize aspects of Benston's analysis
but disagree with her view that women are simply involved in the pro-
duction of use-values., They also expand Benston's definition of house-
work to include sexual service, the institutionalization of hetero-
sexuality, sexual reproduction, and the reproduction of the labor force.
In essence, Dalla Costa and James offer a perspective that is radically
feminist in nature. However, in their desire to prove that women are
part of the proletariat they distort certain economic terms.
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The Dalla Costa-James argument (the Wages for Housework argumsent)
focuses on the notion that because housework reproduces the labor power
that is exploited to produce the capitalist surplus, housework too is
essential to the surplus and therefore constitutes labor exploited by
the capitalist. Their analysis is certainly an extremely important one
in terms of locating the housewife as the major source of labor in
the reproduction of labor power. If this argument is considered valid,
1t also places housewives as direct members of the proletariat. As
previously defined, productive labor is wage labor which has a direct
relation to capital and produces surplus value. Housework does not
meet these requirements as its relation to capital is not direct.
Dalla Costa and James appear to be somewhat confused as to women's

class position. On the one hand, women are exploited as direct members
of the proletariat. On the other hand, "the woman is a slave of the

wage slave,"

The Dalla Costa and James argument states that the community
is a center of hidden capitalist exploitation. The role of house-
wife has been considered the natural function of women rather than
a social contract because it remains unwaged labor. For example,
the wage the male laborer receives mystifies his oppression by
making him believe he gets a fair deal, while in reality, the wage
rather than paying for the work he does, hides all the unpaid work
that goes into profit. In contrast, women are believed to be render-
ing a service out of love. Their wagelessness hides the fact that
they work. It is essential that women wage a campaign for wages for
housework., In doing so, women would challenge the notion that house-
work 1is an expression of their love. In addition, since this cam-
paign would be waged against the state, it would undermine women's
economic dependence on men. With more money women would be able to
have more choices in determining their lives. Dalla Costa and James
view wages for housework as a first step in the struggle. It is a
strategy which places women in the revolutionary process and links
female subordination and isolation to a material foundation-female
exploitation. It 1is not a strategy to improve housewives' working
conditions, but rather to make the nature of their work apparent
so that they may choose to reject 1it,

Dalla Costa, James, and the Wages for Housework campaign are
much more aware than Benston 1s that housework 1involves reproduction,
sexual service, and tending to the male ego. These services cannot
be fully industrialized but require a transformation in male/female
relations and women's control of their own bodies., This view 1is
apparent in the work of Silvia Federici and Francie VWyland, two
Wages for Housework activists.

Capital depends on being able to tell us who we should
sleep with and when, which of us should have children

and who will be sterilized, how many children we should
have, and under what conditions they will be brought up...
But whatever our situation, we are f{ighting for the power
to control our own sexuality and our reproductive capa-
cities., The lesbian movement - which is massive and grow-
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ing - attacks head on the heterosexual control of our
sexuality that effects all of us, whether we are lesbian

or straight, female or male. In our refusal of the work

cf relating to men we wrest our sexuality out of the con-
text of those relationships, and we attack capital's power
to dictate what is natural to us...Our needs and desires
have all been molded from birth to fit us for unwaged
housework, In refusing to sleep with and look after men,

we undermine the power of men to command our sexual labor.
And in undermining the power of men over women, we threaten
the family without which capital cannot continue to function.

If the housework system 18 essential to capitalism, then the
abolition of that system 18 integral to the abolition of capitalism.
Because of this basic premise, Dalla Costa and James attempt to out-
line women's involvement in the revolutionary process., For example,
the rejection of housework is a preliminary step in the struggle of
the housewife in the "subversion of the community". The housewife
can unite with other women in her community to challenge the domi-
nation of men in all community spheres since every sphere of capi-
talist organization presupposes the home, In doing so, female rivalry
is undermined and women confront men as politicized individuals

rather than as "nagging wives,"

In essence, Dalla Costa and James redefine the revolutionary
process by basing the struggle on "women and the subversion of the
community” rather than on men and the subversion of the factory.

It is implied that without the vital participation of the housewife,
The revolution remains an impossibility and the general struggle is

retarded as a whole,

When women cease to service men, men would be forced to throw
the burden on capital. However, as Jeanette Silveira notes in her
critique of the Dalla Costa-James argument, there 1s a possibility
that individual men will not throw the burden on capital but will
instead resist any changes in the prevailing housework system.,

For example, men may fight to bring housewives back into the home or
they may choose to reproduce their labor power in other ways. What is
progressive in the Dalla Costa-James argument however, is that they
attempt a campaign based on concrete strategy in the present as op-
posed to maintaining exclusively a future socialist vision.

The contributions of Benston, Dalla Costa, and James are sig-
nificant, Silveira has brought to the forefront the necessity of
an analysis of housework that 1s comparable to capitalism. Such an
analysis would include a serious investigation of the internal dy-
namic of the total economy. 1t would necessitate focus on both the
contradictions within and between the housework and capitalist sys-
tems., The crucial question is, not what is in capital's or men's
best interest, but what are the economic contradictions in the pre-
sent housework system? This may require a redefinition of class,
one which involves class conflict between women and men.
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In addition, reproduction is crucial to any economy. In develop-
ing serious feminist analysis, a correlation can be made between the
modes oOf production and the modes of reproduction. Specifically, what
is the stage of reproductive technology in each historical period?
Under what forces are the labor and means of reproduction determined?
What are the specific conflicts within that system? Lastly, what is
the relationship between that system and the means of production?

In conclusion, the demand for woman's control over her own
body is a revolutionary demand that cannot be dismissed. In doing so,
women are challenging their status as a colonized people in patri-
archal society. Women are challenging economic, social, and techno-
logical domination of their reproductive and sexual capacities.
Adrienne Rich - eloquently describes this struggle in her book,
Of Woman Born:

The repossession by women of our bodies will bring far

more essential change to human society than the seizing

of the means of production by workers., The female body

has been both territory and machine, virgin wilderness

to be exploited and assembly-line turning out life. We
need to imagine a world in which every woman is the pre-
siding genius of her own body. In such a world women will
truly create new life, bringing forth not only children
(if and as we choose) but the visions, and the thinking,
necessary to sustain, console, and alter human existence.--
a new relationship to the universe. Sexuality, politics,
intelligence, power, motherhood, work, community, intimacy
will develop new meanings; thinking itself will be trans-
formed, " |

This 1s where we have to begin. 323
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INTERNATIONAL NEWS BRIEFS

Twelve Lesblan Separatists in Glasgow report that Glasgow slang
for lesbian is "“"amazon." Interesting hystorical connection.

Simone de Beauvoir is reportedly writing an international
feminist manifesto.

The continuling territorial disputes between China and Vietnam

prove an old separatist point: that socialism has not theoretically
or practically dealt with the problem of male aggression and
territoriality.

According to Jane Goodfield's book, Elazing God: Genetic Engineering

and the Manipulation of Life (New York: Harper, 1977, p. 168),
"..o.two brain surgeons in Britain recommended a brain operation
to a psychotic's wife to help her cope." Typical male reasoning.



PATRIARCHY as a MAS S PARANOID DELUS I ON.

THE POMRmY Wi ltlL 31LOW YOUR MLNED

‘ by SUSAN CAVIN
March 1979, the patriarchal media blasted hot and cold death messages.

The necrophiliac NRC & necro-exhibitionist Carter regime urinated in
public on the public again. This time the Northeast irradiated silently
while dykes all over the world chanted "The boys in Harrisburg blew it,"
During the Three Mile Island nuclear accident, an NRC spokesman accused
the "people of Pennsylvania'" of being "paranoid" the same week that Met,
Ed., of Pa, announced that the Pa. consumers would have to pay for the
nuclear accident with a rate increase! These insightful stick-it-to-
the-people remarks led me to conclude that as the 20th century digresses
further into nuclear patriarchy, the US govnt. will increasingly accuse
its population of paranoiac attacks as it continues to endanger the life
of the entire population. For example, Pres.-Gen. Eisenhower sent out
commands in the 50's to "keep the people confused about thermonuclear
fission and fusion" meanwhile telling the inhabitants of St., Georges,
Utah that there was no danger for them to watch 181 thermonuclear ex-

plosions. Guinea pigs,
Then there's the '"Chicken Little the-sky-is-falling" paranoia problem,

Somewhere between July 7-25, 1979, most likely July 16th, the massive
Skylab space station is expected to plunge to earth on a path calculated
to be about 100 miles wide and 4,000 miles long showering 50,000 pieces
of metallic debris over 400,000 square miles. Several huge pieces may
fall to earth intact; among these may be a section called the fixed air-
lock shroud weighing 5,000 lbs.; a lead-lined vault weighing 4,000 1l1lbs,;
and 6 oxygen tanks weighing 2,700 lbs. each., These are NASA's calcula-
tions., ©Still, NASA maintains that "the chances of Skylab debris striking
anyone were remote." Again, the same number 1is worked on the public:
first, the US govn't, creates a dangerous problem for the public to
survive which 1s real and causes people to fear for their lives; then
the government lies and says there 1s no danger to people, and concludes
that people who are afraid of this dangerous government are paranoid.,
The system of patriarchy 1tself appears as a paranoid delusion come
true, In the 1960's, the US Army conducted biological & germ warfare
experiments in the subways of NYC, acid experiments on unwitting victims
some of whom lost their lives or minds (cf. James Thernwood story, the
Black G.I. who was given acid unknowingly for 2 mos, by the CIA-Army and
lost his mind for 17 yrs. before finding out what happened), not to

mention the Agent Orance enisode of American historv, ;
ADJUSTMENT TO THE PROBLEM-=-is patriarchy's tTactic, instead of trying to

eliminate the problem, Take the problem of rape. All the money that
goes into police anti-rape programs 1s used to get the victim to adjust
to having been raped, rather than wiping out rapists. The same tactic
is used in patriarchy to deal with exposure to carcinogens at the work-
place, exposure to nuclear fallout, herbicides, toxic chemicals. As

in rape, first the victim has to prove their victimization and that
they did not solicit or expose themselves (cf. the Karen Silkwood case)
on purpose; then, at best, the victim will be able to get a little
disability $3 to help them adjust to their disease. However, 92% of
soldiers exposed to Agent Orange &/or nuclear detonations have had
their claims rejected in military court so far. Again, NASA's solution
to the Skylab problem is to examine the individual claims of damage &
once an individual proves she is hit by a piece of Skylab, she may be
able to sue,. Up against these massive, dangerous problems, a law sult
for individual damage seems like a puny patriarchal solution, 1.e., no

solution, just adjustment to the problem, 1 wonder how many times this
covernment can pull the same old number before peoplg rise mass up and
bring these US government crimlnals to a people's trial? The U.S. achieved

1984 in the late nineteen seventies, a few years early.
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Lesbian Space Zap

‘june 25 noon, city hall steps

THE LESBIAN STRUGGLE FOR SPACE IN NYC

How much space has the Lesbian Community in New York City
lost in the seventies? The GAA Firehouse on Wooster Street
was firebombed in the winter of 1974-75; then there's the
enormous loss of Labyris Books, the Women's CoffeeHouse, and
lately Fort Dyke closed for financial reasons (increased rent).
Now on the threshold of the eighties, the Lesbian Community in
New York City is "“spaced out", i.e., starved for space to con-
gregate, to grow. The only space left now is the Women's
Liberation Center on 20th Street, which is run by one woman
who has done a remarkable job of retarding all possible use of
the Women's Center by making up all these ridiculous rules that
women cannot "hang out'" there, which logically should be the
purpose of the Center, especially now that the Lesbian Community
has no place else to hang. At this point, collective lesbian
action is needed along two lines: 1) the spaceless lesbian
community can no longer tolerate one woman blocking hundreds,
if not thousands,of women'!s access to the use of the Women's
Center; 2) it is time the Lesbian community hold accountable all
those "pro-gay" politicians who took the lesbian/gay vote to get
in office and did not deliver on their promise of securing our
civil rights. These politicians, notably Mayor Koch, owe the
Lesbian Community something for our votes. If they cannot
give us our civil rights, they certainly can give us a city
building for $1 a year, perhaps one of those closed schools or
hospitals abandoned in the late seventies by the city. The only
way to get the space the Lesbian Community deserves is through
political action., During Lesbian Pride Week, we must begin to
make our political power felt in the Mayor's Office by threatening
the Mayor that if he does not give us a lesbian building in the
West Village, he loses the lesbian vote in the next election,
Furthermore, we should threaten to form a coalition with the
Black community who is already trying to recall the Mayor for
a similar breach of campaign promise to aid the Black Community.
During Lesbian Pride Week, Tribad will be circulating petitions
for a lesbian building modeled after the "Lesbian Egg" in North
Hampton, Massachusetts which would house a lesbian coffeehouse,
a bookstore, all lesbian organizations in need of space, and
any other function needed by our community, a central egg.
Aside from signing these petitions, we must organize as many
lesbians as possible to zap the Mayor during Pride Week., The
pig owes our community something. ©On MONDAY, JUNE 25 at noon,
all lesbians interested in obtaining space from the city for
a LESBIAN EGG BUILDING should meet on the steps of C1TY HALL, =*+%
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