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Women Speak Out

Prostitute

... You want to know what a nice
girl like me is doing in a profession
like this? Ilive in a world where men
have most of the money and power. I
want some. I set an example for oth-
er women by demanding a wage for
my work, my time, and my services.
But the government rips me off. . . .
Everyday, girls who have done noth-
ing worse than take money for their
services are arrested. They charge us
a fine and the government rakes its
cut, then they give us something we
never had before—a criminal record..

Woman
on Welfare

Nina ... Women on welfare get paid
for raising children and caring for
the family. This is work that all wo-
men do. . ..In the 60s, the struggle
of Black women and other poor wo-
men succeeded in winning welfare

B for all women—the first nioney we
Y won for the work 2l women do. But

welfare has stigmatized us, so it's
looked upon as a charity, and we're
called cheats and bums. We don’t
want a charity, we want wages for
our work!

Waitress |

Rona ... Where I work we're given 5
$1.26 an hour. That’s fairly typical, I
believe. . . .The government excludes
waitresses from even the lousy, un-
livable minimum wage other workers
get. .. .The government is telling me,
“Go out there girl, hustle your mini-
mum wages, you can make it on the
floor.” The government is my pimp!

ecretary

ina ... While it took me a few

onths of training to learn how to
ype, it took me 21 years of training,
he longest job training in the world,
o learn to do the housework sup-
osedly “natural’”’ to me as a woman.
My real job as a secretary is to keep
everyone working by being mother,
wife, and sex object rolled into one.

Teacher

Phyllis ... If you don’t know there’s a
rebellion going on in the schoolrooms
today, let me inform you. The child- |
ren are tearing down the buildings,
tearing up the books. . . .As a teacher,
every morning I get paid to leave my
housework to do someone else’s. . ..I
am faced with an overcrowded school
and classrooms full of children who
don’t want to be there because they
know the whole thing is a rip-off.

I’'m in there supposedly preparing
hem to go into the labor force. . ..1
et paid for six hours to discipline

and lie to children. . ..
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Mother

Didi ... I have no money to educate
my child the way I want, to stay
home if I choose. . ..I have to send
him to the state’s so-called “‘schools”
where he is 7ot going to be educated,
but rather policed and programmed
....As my child is Black, busing is
presented to me as a way to get
quality education. How am I sup-
posed to feel comfortable about send
ing a small child in a bus across town||
away from all familiar surroundings,
to a hostile environment? Each wo-
man wants the best for her child, and
we know that busing will not provide
it, but due to our powerlessness we
confront cach other’s resistance and
hostility instead of being able to
confront the state.. ..l want the
moncy to educate my child. I want
a choice about the kind of educa-
tion. I want the wages due me!

Lesbian

Pal ... Many of us don’t have the
choice to hayc chaldren e ch o
have so littde money and because as |
lesbians we always face the threat, of
losing our children to the state by
being called unfit mothers. .. .This
threat is a blackmail of a// women to
make sure that we raise children only,
in circumstances that will be profit-
able to business. ...

Health Care
Worker

Yvonne ... Business and government
pimp off the health of women and
children on welfare. ...When you go
into your medicaid mill who’s in
there? Women and children. ...And
what are they giving us? Pills; hys-
terectomies, sterilization, that’s
what. Forced sterilization is one of
the biggest businesses going down.
The government sterilizes welfare
women for the “crime” of demand-
ing money for the work all women
do in the home. .. .They pass laws to
sanction it. They force welfare wo-
men to be sterilized, they pay busi-
ness to perfect sterilization methods,
and if they can’t force you they’ll
trick you into signing papers that
they say are necessary to get.your
welfare money.. ..

Student

Leah ... Being a college student is a
four-year job training program. .. .As
women students we have two jobs,
schoolwork and housework, but sinc
we have no money for these jobs we
often have to take a third job—shit-
work—part-time work at the lowest
wages. . . .
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To Our Réaders -

In the past few months, we have witnessed
the growing public presence of the Wages for
Housework Campaign here in Boston. Boston
WFH has been fighting the attacks on welfare
women, on prostitutes, against the denial of
Medicaid money for abortions; and we have
been demanding money for all our work inside
and outside the home—all our wages due.

Since our highly successful April Public
Meeting featuring Wilmette Brown of Black
Women for Wages for Housework (BWFWFH)
talking about “Women, Children and Busing”’,
we have sponsored many events, speaking to
women through radio, TV, and in the streets.

Following Wilmette’s talk in Cambridge,
we held an Open House, where we got together
with women from all over the city to plan our
street trial, Women vs. Business and Govern-
ment (see p. T ). This event, co-sponsored by
BWFWFH, exploded the issue of how business
and government make money off the unpaid
work of women right onto the streets of down-
town Boston.

This event sparked interest from people
all over the city and has led to articles in vari-
ous papers, including The Herald American, as
well as appearances on radio and TV shows, in-
cluding Good Day. We have also been able to
share the event with women who weren't able
to make it to the Common by showing our

videotape of the trial.

All through the summer, the government
has sponsored International. Women'’s Year
Conferences throughout the U.S. Our group
has made sure that wages for housework was
on the agenda. We came with resolutions and
demands that spoke to what all women need—
more money of our own, less work, and the
time to enjoy ourselves (see “IWY Meetings”,
pP-7).

We also participated in a conference
sponsored by a Rhode Island minority women’s
organization. Along with Davine Henderson of
BWFWEFH, we held a workshop on “WFH and
Domestic Workers”. Davine spoke about how
getting wages for-our housework in the home
will raise the wages we receive for the house-
work we do outside the home, as well as break

down the division between women who work
outside the home and those who don’t. WFH
was received enthusiastically by the other wo-
men in the workshop, many of whom were
themselves domestic workers or had mothers
who were.

On Saturday, October 1, the Coalition
Against Institutional Violence sponsored g
march of several hundred women through
Boston Common. The march protested the
government’s plan to establish a maximum
security prison in Worcester for “criminally in-
sane” women. This prison, a speaker at the
rally following the march pointed out, will be
used as a threat against women in all other pri-
sons and institutions: if you are violent or step
out of line, you will be sent to Worcester.

Boston Wages for Housework endorsed
and participated in the demonstration because

.we know that prisons and mental institutions

are always used as a threat against our struggle
to work less and to get paid for our work in
the home. Prostitutes know this especially
well.

We reiterated at the demonstration a
point which a woman from this coalition had
made at our street trial: The government is call-
ing for a budget of $40,000 a year for each wo-
man in the Worcester prison. If they just gave
these women that $40,000 a year, the state
would not have a problem with violent women.

Coming up this fall, Boston Wages for
Housework will be sponsoring a concert by
Boo Watson, a fantastic feminist singer from
Toronto. Boo, a member of Wages Due Les-
bians, has been touring throughout the U.S.,
and we are lucky to be getting her to come to
Boston for her New England debut. . We’ll be
sending you more specific information about
the concert (date, place, etc.) soon,

We're also pleased to announce the publi-
cation of a new Falling Wall pamphlet, “Les-
bianism, Motherhood, and Child Custody” by
Francie Wyland of Toronto Wages Due. The
pamphlet was recently publicized by a massive
picket in front of a Toronto court which was
hearing a lesbian mother’s child custody case.

The case, and the pamphlet, are part of the
growing struggle of lesbiaris for the right to
keep their children after they come out. You
can order the pamphlet from Boston WEH.

One more bit of news: Our address has
changed to:

Boston Wages for Housework
10 Madeline St.

Brighton, MA 02135
782-7685

So please write us there—we’d really like
to hear from you, and hope to print letters in
our next issue.

A JOB IN AN

OFFICE. BEFORE
YOU GOT MARRIED,
DIDN'T YOU, .~
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In January 1976, over 100,000 women
dempnstrated in Rome for abortion on demand.
Their main slogan was “We want the right to
abortion, but we don’t only want to abort.”
Here in Boston, at the federally sponsored In-
ternational Women’s Year Conference attended
by over 1000 women, a resolution was passed
demanding access for all women to free abort-
lon, and also demanding paid maternity leave
and wages for housework from the government
so that we can afford to have the children we
want. All over the world, women have been
fighting both for access to abortion and the
money to have children.

In response to the strong movement we
have been building to gain control of our own
bodies, governments all over the world have
launched a counter-attack. ‘Since our children
will be the next generation of workers in the
factories, offices, fields and kitchens of the
world, government and business have a great
interest in controlling which women have
children and how many we have. It is no acci-
dent that abortion is illegal in Italy and women
in the Soviet Union are given awards for having
ten children, while at the same time birth con-
trol pills are literally shoved down the throats
of Indian women, and Puerto Rican women—
both here and in Puerto Rico—are sterilized in
massive numbers.’ ‘ S '

According to the records of the Bureau of Pub-
lic Health in Puerto Rico, forty percent of
Puerto Rican women of child-bearing age have

been sterilized to date. —Reported in

Sojourner, Sept..1977:

Recently in the United States, the govern-
ment’s attack on our struggle for free abortion
and money has focussed on one particular
group of women: women on Medicaid. On
June 20, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that
states’ Medicaid programs need not pay for
abortions. Both the Senate and the House of
Representatives have passed legislation which
restricts use of federal money for abortion to
cases where the woman’s life is in danger.
President Carter and Secretary of Health, Edu-

cation and Welfare Califano have made no se-
cret of their sympathy for such legislation.

On the state level (states contribute half
of Medicaid funds), 28 states have already
banned Medicaid abortions, with more likely

‘to follow in the near future. Here in Massachu-
setts, both the Senate and House voted to cut
off Medicaid funds; it was only the inability of
the Senate anti-abortion forces to muster the
2/3 majority necessary to override the Govern-
or’s veto which saved Medicaid funding. These
legislators are still at work on new strategics,

however.

Cutbacks in Welfare

The attack on money for abortions is part
of the general attack the state is making on wo-
men on welfare. Welfare is a wage some women
have won from the government for part of our
housework: the work of raising children. For
many women, welfare money '(pittancelthough
it is) has provided the possibility of having and
keeping their children, or of walking out on the
man they live with without having their children
starve. ; o
Through the masswve gtruggle they madé in
the 1960’s to increase welfare benefits and get
on the welfare rolls in unprechcntcd numbers,
women on welfare have provided leadership for
all women to demand wages for our work in
the home. Because we are all doing that same
work, the govemment’s atrack on women on
welfare is an attack on all women. For~when
they say welfare mothers are lazy, the(yi aée say-
ing that being a mother isn’t work, and that
housework isn’t work. They are saying that
none of us are working!

View from the Kitchen
Abortion, Welfare, and Choice

f WHAT DO YO MEAN, Tuty'l& OVERTIRED ?)
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The government’s aim is to keep women
working at home for free taking care of the
present generation of workers and raising the
next. If we want any money of our own they
want us to take on more work—a double shift—
outside the home. The government therefore
continually tries to keep women off of welfare
and to isolate women on welfare from other
women. They know how much power we have
when we all begin to demand to be paid for our
work in the home, our first job, housework. As
more of us go on welfare and demand increas-
es in this money, women spoil the plans the
government has for us.

As we have come together in a movement
demanding meoney for our housework, the gov-
ernment has intensified the cutbacks against
women now on welfare: . By denying Medicaid
money for abortions, as well as by slashing wel-
fare checks, increasing the harassment of wo-
men on welfare, and proposing “‘workfare”
schemes to give us a second job (as though we
are not already working hard enough as moth-
ers), the state is attempting to limit our access

to welfare. The government is trying to force
us back into financial dependence on men,
trying to keep us all working in our homes for
no pay and outside of them for crumbs.

The Attack on
Black Women

The denial of Medicaid money for abort-
ions hits Black and Third World women espec-
ially hard, because many have no other alter-
native for their “health care”. Forced sterili-
zation has for years been used as a means of
control over Black and Third World women.
Now, many will be faced with little alternative.

The Attack on
All Women

These cutbacks an wonreri’s access to free
abortion are not simply an attack on certain
groups of women. They are an attack on all of
us.

Some of us have health insurance, either
through our husbands or parents, our jobs out-
side the home, our schools, or (when we can af-
ford it) as individuals. Although in most cases
we are forced to pay high premiums for this in-
surance, it does usually pay for abortions. But
the “benefits” paid by insurance companies
are greatly influenced by government policies
in the Medicaid and Medicare programs. Pri-
vate companies may soon follow the govern-
ment’s ‘lead” and cut off money for “elective”
abortions.

Those of us who are covered neither by
Medicaid nor private insurance companies have

all along been forced to hustle the money for
abortions or seek a cheaper coathanger abort-
ion from a backstreet butcher. Now, by elimi-
nating Medicaid coverage for abortion, the
state is telling all of us-foii'need an abort-
lon, get the money frof‘a’'man or in a low-pay-

ing second job, or risk ’yo'ur life at the hands of
a quack.

Sterilization
in Many Forms

Many women today have decided not to
have more children, or any children at all, be-
cause every child means more isolation, more
dependence, more poverty, and-more unpaid
work for us. Others of us refuse to have child-

ren because having a job outside the home isi; .-

one of the few ways of getting some money of
our own; we can’t handle (or “juggle”, as the,
magazines say) both children and another job,
so we ‘“‘choose” the second job. This is forced
sterilization, not a real choice.

Millions of mothers—lesbian and straight
—are trapped in relationships with men because
we can’t afford to leave, for fear of losing our
children, or simply because we don’t have the
money to walk out. Many lesbian women have

“had to give up our children, or the possibility

of ever having them, in order to come out.
This, too, is sterilization.

Women Fight Back

But women are coming together inter-
nationally to fight against this situation. We
are meeting the government’s denial of money
for abortions by demanding free abortion on
demand for all women. At the same time, we
are fighting all the ways that the government is
trying to cut back the money we have won for
our work in the home, by demanding wages
for housework for all women from the govern-
ment. As we win both free abortion and mon-
ey to have the children we want, we win a real
choice—which we have never had before—as to
whether or not we become methers.

Can You Afford A Child Today? The $64,000
Question. ‘‘Raising a child,"including educa-
tion at a state-supported university, costs a ty-
pical middle-income family $64,000. ...

“A low-income family can raise a child a
bit cheaper—only $44,000 on the average, said
Thomas J. Espenshade, associate professor of
economics at Flordia State University.”

—Boston Globe, May 3, 1977

Apparently some children need less
than others!




Street Trial

Women vs

DATE:
CHARGES:
DEFENDENTS:
WITNESSES:
JURY:
VERDICT:
SENTENCE:

May 16, 1977

1) Pimping Off of Prostitutes: 2) Pimping Off the Work of All Women

President Carter, Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare Califano,

General Motors, John Does 1-50

Prostitute, Welfare Mother, Teacher, Secretary, Housewife

"~ All Women

Guilty

Eternity of Unpaid Housework

- Dl el SiaAeg o

The trial we held in Boston was part of
the International Wages for Housework Cam-
paign’s struggle against the crackdowns which
are going on against prostitutes and welfare wo-
men—crackdowns on women who have won
money for some of their housework. Here in
Boston, we have been fighting against the
state’s “workfare” plans, Carter’s welfare “re-
forms”’, cutbacks in welfare and food stamp
payments, and harassment of prostitutes. For
in building a campaign to be paid for all our
work, we are starting by defending the money
we have already won. Similar trials were held
in San Francisco, Los Angeles, and London.

Business and government pimp off the
work of prostitutes through “respectable”
hotels, which run their own pimping services
and use prostitutes to fill their rooms, and
through other tourist industries, which depend
on prostitutes to attract customers to the city.
Front establishments, such as motels, hotels,
and massage parlors profit off their work. The
government, too, takes its cut in the form of
fines and payoffs. Mastercharge and other
credit card companies allow men to buy now
and pay later." Prostitute women are continu-
ally faced with police brutality, jail sentences,

All work is prostitution and we are all
prostitutes. We are forced to sell our bod-
ies—for room and board or for cash, in mar-
riage, on the street, in typing pools or in
factories. And as we win wages for all the
work we do, we develop the power to refuse
prostitution in any of its forms.

Even if we are not professional prostitutes, bus-
iness and government use our work to make
money. It is our job to produce the workers
who make profits for business: that’s what

housework is. Our unpaid housework—cooking,
cleaning, comforting, and screwing—gets every-
one to work each day. And it’s our housework
which enables them to “recover’ from that
work so that they can face it all again the next
morning. But despite the fact that without our
work all industry would grind to a halt, we re-
ceive no money for our housework. Business
and government get all this labor for free.

If we work outside the home in a second
Job on top of the first one in the home, it’s the
same story. We find ourselves doing the same
work outside the home as we do in it. As nur-
ses, teachers, prostitutes, waitresses, secretaries,
domestic workers, we do the caring, cleaning

and having their children taken away from them 0 servicing, the sexual work, the looking

by the courts—all for the “crime” of taking
money for the sexual work which a// women v
do. '

As the statement “An Attack on Prosti-
tutes is an Attack on All Women”’ circulated by
Wages for Housework and widely endorsed by
women’s groups all over the world stated:

Sex is supposed to be personal, always a
free choice, different from work. Butit’s
not a free choice when we are dependent on
men for money. We are expected o be sex-
ual service stations and because of that, sex
becomes a bargaining point between our-
selves and men. When any of us sleep with
a man, at least to some degree, we are
forced to consider what we are going to get
in return for ‘giving’—money, the rent, or
better treatment in other ways. Those of
us who are prostitutes not only calculate,
but put a price on our services and make
men meet it. The link between unpaid sex
and paid sex is a question of what we get in
return

|

good, the smiling. And since this work is un-
paid inside the home, business can underpay us
outside the home. They profit from our unpaid
and lowpaid work wherever we are.

"Whaddaya mean, 'we] ]

' 4
forty cents on N a’ goodbye'? I just Spent

nd you say goodbye2"
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ADDRESSES:
Black Women for Wages Due

Wages for Housework Lesbians
c/o Brown Box 38, Sta. E
100 Boerum Pl Toronto, Ontario,
Brooklyn, NY 11201 Canada

It is true that, whether we are professional
prostitutes or not, business and government
pimp off our sexuality. Advertising uses our
bodies to sell products, while magazines and
films use our bodies to sell themselves. Of-
fices, stores, showrooms use our “sex appeal”
to please clients, make sales, and keep every-
one working hard.

Like prostitute women, women on wel-
fare have struggled to be paid for the work all
women do: producing workers for business.
They are the first women to win wages from
the government for one part of that work: rais-
ing children. Like prostitutes, they have re-
fused to work for free.

The government has responded by attack-
ing and harassing welfare women. The state
has tried to convince women- that welfare is a
charity, not a wage. This is a lie: they are say-
ing that none of us are working, and that none
of us should be paid. The state has kept wel-
fare below subsistence level, to keep all women
working harder. They are trying to tell us that
the price of winning wages for our work is
poverty and isolation. They Continually'harass
welfare women by interfering with our lives,
by kicking us off the rolls, by taking away our
children, and through “workfare” schemes—as
though we’re not working already, in our
homes, as though we need more work, rather
than more money. d

By harassing welfare women and prosti-
tutes, the state is attempting to divide these wo-
men from the rest of us. They are giving us a
warning: don’t demand wages for your work,
don’t step out of line—or else. By calling wel-
fare women “cheats” and ‘‘chiselers”, by term-
ing prostitutes “whores’” and “‘sluts”, the
state seeks to convince us that there are two
kinds of women: the ‘“bad women” WPO de-
mand money for their work, and the goqd
women” who—they hope—will be content to
work hard for free.

In staging our str
division. Women at th 2

© over, were refising to be isolated from the pow
er that prostitutes and wel fare women have

- trial on the basis

won. We came together at the tri: - :

Of our common situation as unpaid housewite 4

and our common need for more money-
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cet trial, we rejected this
e trial, like women all
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Public Trial in London

Women Against Rape

This summer five hundred women held a
public trial in Trafalgar Square, one of the bus-
lest parts of downtown London. The trial was
called by Women Against Rape, a London-
based group. The women charged British gov-
ernment officials with rape, conspiracy to rape
and perpetrate violence against women, and

trespassing against women'’s bodies and wo-
men's rights. A march of several hundred wo-
men through the streets of London preceded
the trial. The event was covered by the press in
England and throughout the world.

Why a Public Trial

This trial spearheaded the efforts of the
Women Against Rape group to recall three
judges from the bench, as well as to win finan-
cial compensation for rape victims and to elim-
inate the conditions—particularly financial de-
pendence—which cause rape. These three jud-
ges stirred widespread public outrage when
they let a British soldier accused of raping a
young woman go free. The judges’ reasoning:
a conviction would disgrace the British army
and ruin the soldier’s'army career. Carol
Maggs, the rape victim, did what more and
more rape victims are doing—she voiced her an-
ger, to other women and to the press.

The anger of women about the Carol
Maggs case led to several actions culminating in
the street trial. Following the judges’ verdict
in the Maggs case, the words “Women Unite
Against Rape” appeared on military statues in
London. The following week, a group of wo-
men entered the court of Judge Roscoll (one
of the three), shouted slogans and insults from
the gallery, and forced him to leave the court.
Following this, a group of women invaded the
Ministry ‘of Defense to protest the Army’s
brutality toward women. They experienced the
harassment and disrespect-women have come to
expect from the military internationally: they
were physically attacked.

The Trial

By the'day.ofsthe-trial, the anger that had
been built upmadé many women eager to tell
their stories. As in‘the street trial in Boston
(sce p. 4), women from many different situa-
tions came to the microphone to talk publicly
about their own personal experiences—this
time, their experience with rape. Carol Maggs
was the first witness. Another woman told, for
the first time in her life, of how she’d been
raped when she was fifteen: “I found my
tongue 18 years later in Judge Roscoll’s court.”
A married woman told about being beaten and
raped by her husband. A stripper testified how
the judge in her rape trial told her she had
“nothing to lose” by being raped.

As women from different situations began
to see what they had in common, they began to
uncover rape in all its forms. A lesbian and a
prostitute spoke about how their isolation made
them particularly vulnerable to rape—and to
rape again by the courts who saw them as “ask-
ing for it”. A woman testified that beating
children (who are also powerless and have no
money)in schools is rape. A black woman
spoke about rape in the ghetto and another
black woman, Wilmette Brown from Black Wo-
men for Wages for Housework-New York, spoke
about the rape of Africa. ‘“The British Empire
still exists,” she said. ‘It just has another name,
the United States.”

As in our trial in Boston, the jury was
composed of all the women present. Resound-
ingly, they found the defendants guilty.

The trial was organized by and for women.
Men, for the most part, supported this decision.
One group published a statement which said:

We fear for all the women close to us—mothers,
sisters, wives, daughters, and friends. But we un-
derstand that women must be in charge of their
own defense [against rape], and that the first line
of their defense must be against men. Therefore,
we endorse absolutely the demand of Women

Against Rape that the march they have called. . .

be for women only.... While women are organ-

izing their self-defense against us, they are also
attacking the source of the violence which we

are encouraged to take out on them: .. .industry

and government.

Women Against Rape

Ruth Hall, activist in the Wages for House-
work Campaign and founder of Women Against
Rape, said of Carol Maggs’ experience in
Roscoll’s court: ‘“This case has epitomized
everything we are against. Women from all over
the country and from abroad have written to
us giving their support. The judges’ attitudes
are similar to those held by the police, by doct-
ors, and by authorities in general. The idea
they have is that any woman who has been
raped is in some way responsible for the rape,
that it was her fault.” And it is this situation,
as well as the causes of rape in the first place,
that Women Against Rape has dedicated itself
to climinating. '

The group’s aim is to expose and fight
against rape in all its forms. One of WAR’s
activities has been to conduct a random survey
of women to establish just how widespread

_rape is. What they found is that it’s much more

prevalent than even they had thought. Women

have been intimidated from speaking about our
own rape because of how rape victims are :

treated. But women are starting to talk about
it—the trial in Trafalgar Square proved that—
and what women are saying is that rape hap-
pens not just when we meet a stranger in a
dark alley, but also when we go to work, and
at home.

In fact, rape, like charity, begins at home.
In the home, where a man is often bringing in
all or most of,a family’s income, he expects
certain services from the woman dependent on
him: clean shirts, hot meals, and the satisfact-
ion of HIS sexual demands. And women, with
little or no money of our own, have often had
little choice: without money, you can’t say no.

Women are less and less often accepting
this situation. As we win money for ourselves,
money to get out from endless housework and

_endless subordination, we are challenging men ’s

“conjugal rights”. More and more, women are
refusing to have sex when and how HE wants.
Women are saying that we are not going to be
forced into sexual relations—or relationships.
To “make love” because you and your children
have no other means of support is rape, wheth-
er he hits you or not.

When a woman is raped in the street, she
is the one who is treated as a criminal: “What
was she doing out at that time of night?” “Why
doesn’t she get herself a boyfriend?” “Why
wasn’t she safe at home in ‘her place’?” Re-
cently in California, for example, a woman was
raped while hitchhiking. Her rapist was let off,
with the judge saying that she was “asking for
it”’. When a woman brings a rape case to the
courts, she often feels that she’s been raped all
over again: by the courts, by the police, by the
doctors, and by the media, all of whom, like

the rapist, treat her with violence and lack of
respect.
i)

Increasingly, women arc refusing to ac-
cept rape by all authorities, by men on the
street, in our paid workplaces, ar,ld by the men
we live with. Rape, and women's daxly resist-
ance to it, are not new, but the bat_tle is be-
coming more intense. Women Against Rape
refuses to accept that rape 1s inevitable; or
that individual rapists are the only ones re-
sponsible. WAR’s Statement of Aims calls for
the recognition of rape in all its forms, includ-
ing in marriage, and demands t'hat the state ac-.
cept responsibility for preventing and eliminat-
ing rape, that women who bring rape cases to
court not be put on trial as the criminal, that
rape victims be treated with respect and care
and receive financial compensation. Finally,
WAR demands money for all women, for only
this can eliminate rape by eliminating the
poverty and dependence of women which lies
behind it.

Contact WAR at: 29 Lydford Rd.
London, N15, England

‘Jsive society.” There was a massive and instant |-

WOMEN WIN VICTORY AGAINST RAPE

In Wisconsin, 4]'1idg'e Simonson excused a you{h
fror the charge of raping a 15-year old girl,
calling rape “‘a normal reaction to our permis-

protest of this; over 21,000 people signed a
petition of recall. The judge was then.ousted, |.
by a special election. e AR

|Black Women:

Worldwide Struggle

Wilmette Brown, of Black Women for
Wages for Housework-New York, has been trav
eling these last few months and meeting Black
and Third World women all over the United
States and Europe.

On African Liberation Day, April 23,
Wilmette was the keynote speaker of a confer-
ence on South Africa at Oberlin College in
Ohio. She was honored by a standing ovation
after her speech which clearly analyzed the cru
cial struggles that women and children are mak-
ing Soweto: burning down sterilization clinics,
schools, and buses transporting the men to fact
ories ten miles away in Johannesburg where
they work for a mere six dollars a week. Her
speech made it clear that the situation of
South African women and their struggles
against the ghetto of Soweto is the same fight
being waged by Black women in the United
States—and that the Wages for Housework Cam
paign is the power to move against all ghettos.

. In Europe, her powerful speeches as well
as the power of the Campaign made her a visi-
ble figure at several large conferences. She was

an influential participant at the International
Socialist-Feminist Symposium in Paris where
many of the 500 women attending were eager
to hear more of the Campaign. In England, her
Visit was a catalyst in the formation of a Bl,ack
Women for Wages for Housework group in
Bristol. Wilmette spoke to Black women in
Germany, who are also in the process of form-
Ing a Wages for Housework group.




USA = Women
Say What We Want

When the s
¢ state-
e 1. clected delegates come to-
Lintc . Iuston this November for the U.S
rnational Women’s Y 1
L ear (IWY) National
Convcntxon. Wages for Housework will defi
itely be on the agends: : S
el e lj A da. {/.\t statewide mcctings
¢ ¢ U.S. and 1ts territories thi -
mer, women came together wi ltO”LS ki
o DA me together with talk to each
cr about our lives, the things we want i
how we hope to ge i S
7 pe to get them. Fighting the social
service and welfare cutbacks a1 i :
e : acks and getting money
of our own were high on the list of i H
P 1g ¢ list of topics we
1scussed. Wages for F ,
2 . ges for Housework groups were
resent at 6 st et . :
p : t srkltc meetings and had a largc 1m-
pact upon them. In Massachusetts, a resolution
?_megldmg wages for housework for all women
lo‘m 1¢ government was enthusiastically en-
dorsed by the 1000 women present.
~ This year’s IWY meetings were commis-
sioned by the U.S. Congress as a follow-up to
the 1976 IWY meeting held in Mexico City. The
stated purpose of these meetings was to involve
oy CHSTY
womlcn from all walks of life” (but they left
out the strcetw:ﬂ_kers!) in the process of nom-
inating ’and clcctmg delegates to a national
women's convention and passing resolutions
which, after approval at the national level,
would be sent as a report to the President.

Although talk about involving “grass-

55 S
rﬁots women” and “‘giving every woman a
chance to speak her mind” was prevalent in the
statewide planning meetings, time and again the
planners of the conferences limited participa-
tion in workshops, cut off discussion, and de-
nied us access to information. When a New
York woman asked to see the nominations
list, she 'was refused, on the grounds that the
nominating committee had it “in hiding”. At
the Rhode Island meeting, women were cut
off in mid-sentence when “‘time expired” on
the debate—even when there was still lots more
to be said. The situation was so bad in
California that a coalition was formed on the
second day of the three-day convention to de-
mand that their “‘unofficial”’ resolutions and
nominations be heard. Women in other states
learned from that experience and formed
coalitions prior to the conventions so as to be
sure that they were represented on the agenda.

The confusion, bureaucracy, and obstac-
les to participation which were evident at all
the IWY meetings were not the fault of indivi-
dual women on the planning committees. The
chaos was planned into the meetings by Wash-
ington. Contrary to what the government
claimed, it did not want to provide us with an
opportunity to really get together and talk with

p
each other as women. On the contrary, the “of-
ficial rules” which governed the meetings were
designed to increase our isolation from each
other by stifling discussion.

But in state after state, women refused
Washington’s plans. We don’t have the time
nor the desire to spend hours at a meeting
which doesn’t serve our needs. We rebelled
against the nominating process, aganst the de-
bate time that was so limited, against the reso-
lutions procedure which dlstortcd.our_ldCftS
and demands, against the registration fees

which made it too expensive for many women

to attend. :

These fights opened the way 0 breaking
down our isolation from each other. Conversa-
tion was nron-stop. Many women stopped by
the exhibits and displays in order to make con-
tact with other groups of women. Al?d \\.'c, the
WFH Campaign, were present all over the coxjn'
try. In California we circulatcd' a statement en
titled ““Lesbian Women Have Rights and So Do
Our Children”, which dcfcnds: our }'1gh.t to be
lesbian without paying the pricc of childless-
ness. In New York, Margaret prescod-Roberts,
2 member of Black Women S
work and a spokesperson for the Internd

for Wages for House

Philadelphia Gay Rights

Rally July 24, 1977

~ Waitresses in Toronto are organizing to
fight the government’s attack. Waitresses from
the Wages for Housework Campaign along with
other waitresses have formed the Waitresses’
Action Committee, demanding both an increase
in the minimum wage for waitresses and wages
for all the hidden work that they now do for
free: setting-up time, cleaning uniforms, etc.
These women have sent a brief with their de-
mands to the Ministries of Labor and Industry
and Tourism, and have gained much support
from many other organizations. In response to
the waitresses’ demands, the Ministry is consid-
ering holding public hearings on the minimum
wage laws, proving that the Waitresses’ Action
Committee has driven a wedge into the Govern-
ment’s closed-door decision-making policy.
This attack on workers who receive tips

is an attack on all women. Most of the mini-
mum wage earners in Ontario are women, and
the majority of tipped workers in the hotel in-

{dustry are women. All women work for free in

the home and it is no accident that the work
women get outside the home is usually an ex-
tension of housework—and at “special” wo-
men'’s wages, 55% of men’s. The minimum
wage is already too little to live on and yet the
government is trying, once again, to force wo-
men to absorb the costs of the industry’s
“crisis”’.

The tourist industry in Ontario claims that
it’s in a crisis of declining profits. As a solution,
he government has proposed to widen the gap

oronto: Waitresses Demand Higher Wages

between the standard minimum wage and that
of workers earning tips in hotels and restaur-.
ants. The government claims that these work-
ers “‘are making huge sums of money from tips
and should take a lower basic wage to compen-
sate.” There is already a difference.in the min-
imum wage for tipped and non-tipped workers.
While the standard hourly minimum wage is
$2.65, it is only $2.50 for tipped workers. How-
ever, the government is now considering widen-
ing this gap from 15¢ to 50¢ an hour. The tips
waitresses make are not easy to come by: they
have to hustle; smile all the time, be “fondled”’
by men. And after all this, they often have to
split their tips with busboys, hostesses, cooks,
etc. Certainly what is left of the tips does not
make up for the differential in wages.

The Waitresses’ Action Committee is
fighting to eliminate the differential in mini-
mum wages and to raise the minimum wage for
everyone—and to win all their wages due. For
more information on how the Waitresses” Act-
ion Committee is trying to make the Govern-

ment pay, contact:

Ellen Agger
Waitresses’ Action Committee
112 Spruce St. Toronto, Canada

OR

WFH Campaign Office
745 Danforth Ave., Suite 301
Toronto, Canada

WFH Campaign, was a keynote speaker. WEH
groups throughout the country received radio
and TV coverage on our participation. We also
circulated a statement on abortion which de-
mands the right to free abortion as well as mon-
ey for all our housework so that we can afford
0 have the children we want. This statement
received an overwhelmingly positive response
and was immediately used by other groups in
putting forth their demands.

In Massachusetts, most of Boston WFH’s
resolutions were passed, and will be sent as of-
ficial recommendations to the national in
Houston., Our demands included: (1) Medicaid
funding for abortions, and an end to the wel-
fare cuts; (2) an end to the harassment of les-
bian women; (3) wages for housework for all
women from all governments. Based on the

power built in all the state meetings, Margaret
Prescod-Roberts will be sent as an official dele-
gate to the National Convention. She will be
accompanied by a delegation from the WFH
Campaign in the U.S. and Canada.

The state meetings are finished now and
the state delegates are preparing for the Nation-
al Convention in November. At this point it
is clear that Washington will not get the kind of
report it had hoped for. The government had
hoped to use these meetings as an opportunity
to get their plans together for us, but instead
we took the time to develop our own strate-
gies. As we used the state meetings to be in
touch with each other locally, we can use this
National Convention to plan our struggle na-
tionally. And perhaps that’s why the planners
have tried so hard to keep us from talking to
each other. y .
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I am enclosing:
U.S. POSTAGE

$1.00 $3.00 §_ PAID
BOSTON, MASS.
O ] can’tsend a donation now but would PERMIT NO. 59778

like to remain on your mailing list.
O Please send me a literature list.
O Please take me off' your mailing list.

Name

Address ___

We know how little money’of our own
women have. That’s why this newsletter is
free. But any money you can spare will
Phone help us to continue to put it out.
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