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Bronwyn: Before we get into the whole feminist piece is getting a history of your life and the significant events that lead you to feminism and so because one of the things that we do because we tend work with people who are a little bit older and may have difficulty remembering all of the significant events in their life

NR: (Laughs) Isn’t she sweet? 

Pat: Well done

Bronwyn: We do a line because people tend to be visual and sort of get you to on here, this is the present on here today and talking about the different events and we can put it in chronological order but we’re less concerned about the dates and more interested in what you consider to be the significant events in your life
6:43-10:34

Pat: Okay, I was born in Florida in 1936 and Florida in 1936 had six major buildings, downtown buildings and my mother – Nancy’s heard all this its so boring – and my mother was one of eleven children who’s mother died in the flu epidemic in 1914 around there, my mother was born in 1904 around there so she must have been about 16 I would guess, something like that when she got a job as a nanny looking after somebody’s children, they were coming to Florida because the East Coast Railway was about to be built. Up until that time their mail was delivered by the barefoot mailman who walked the coast in the sand – this is true. So my mother came to Florida in probably 1918, 1919, so how old would she would have been, she would have been 16. So I don’t know what happened to her babysitting job but I do know that she took a position, that’s a very lofty term, as the waitress at the only hotel that they had there and at that time people were coming down to invest in this part of the world because it was undeveloped, so undeveloped and my mother took stock tips from these people and she bought stock. Did you know this?
NR: I knew she got into real estate

Pat: Yeah, well she started out by buying stock but she would only buy blue chip until she got enough money to buy real estate and then she began buying real estate. 
NR: Well there are a number of waitresses who managed to buy a home this way, listening while they served
Pat: Well, this was a period in time, this was not unlike the moment with the Constitution, the moments of times in our lives where it’s been vital and the energy has been moving and we’ve been there, you’ve been there. And such was the case with her. So she was bale to know some these people and she met my father eventually. Flagler and Firestone and these were all people that my mother and father knew and socialized with because they were coming in to make money on Florida, but my mother had I would say a peasant’s sense of money. That’s what Doris Anderson always referred to herself as having a peasant’s sense of money and that is, you always watch your pennies. And my mother was not big on letting anybody manage her money. That was her big mistake. So anyway in 1936 I was born and my father was out of World War One and he was a funeral director, an undertaker, he ran a funeral home, he later became a minor politician but anyway, so they kind of were there at the beginning of something and that’s when I was born and entered life. I lived very comfortable, nice life until I decided to go away at university age. But in the meantime my mother was a church woman so I did everything with the church, I was fundraiser, I would go door to door – did you ever do that, Nancy? No? Different fundraising in your family (laughs) but I would go around and collect money for this cause or that cause. My mother was active in the social clubs; Lion’s Club, you know those things that were part of her world and my father’s world. So I think a sense of involvement, activism and responsibility was right there, a sense of having plenty but being careful about it. My mother talked for a long time about the Depression and how my father had a job during the Depression, he had an income and how fortunate they were and they were able to provide milk for other families with children who didn’t have. So my mother was always lived in a kind of fear following the Depression and following the fact that she lost her mother at an early age and so on. So I think those are factors, whatever your mother taught you and your father, whatever their fears were, they’re yours. Whatever their values were in some way they become yours. And so I think that was where I started always being aware of a larger community and being responsible for other people, having to share and that kind of thing. So then, what, I left and went to university. 
Bronwyn: Where did you go to university?
Pat: The first time I went away to Wesleyan College in Aiken, Georgia, the intention was to make a lady of me. 
Bronwyn: How did that work?

Pat: Didn’t work, hasn’t worked yet. So instead I had my first lesbian encounter, and I don’t know why I’m telling you all this, I think the first part is significant to who I’ve become. Went from Wesleyan, I went to Columbia University in New York City. 
Bronwyn: What were you studying?

Pat: Arts, I was studying what I was supposed, nothing in the Sciences, English Literature, Sociology, Religion, soft things. 

Bronwyn: And this is probably the 50s by now, or?

Pat: Yeah, I graduated from high school in 1954. And so I was at Wesleyan until ’56 and at Columbia from ‘56 to ’59 when I met my husband and got married. And we lived in New York and we had two children and what was my life like?

Bronwyn: New York in the early 60s that’s an interesting time.

Pat: Yeah it was a good time, it was again a time of activism, the problem was, I had babies and so I wasn’t as involved. I wasn’t a radical mother with babies on backs, it wasn’t that time for me, I was a home maker and middle class housewife and I think that too was an important time for middle class housewives because we began to take a look at what we had and began to think that there had to be more than this and I guess along came, what writers came along?
NR: I don’t know but I want you to say that you came from an Orthodox family because I think out of this crew you were the only one who came out of an Orthodox stream and I think that impacts your spirituality and sense of Spirit. 
Pat: Okay, going back, my mother’s father was a Russian Orthodox priest, and they had 11 children, and they traveled, all over North America, in fact some of one of my aunts was born in Winnipeg. So I think being in a spiritual family but also being in what would have been perceived as an immigrant family. My mother and her family, all of whom were very bright and well educated, my mother had some university, but that whole crew managed to become really well educated. One of them my mother’s elder brother, he’s the one I talk about the most and he’s my spiritual person that I appeal to in spirit, in fact, he’s the one who did research with J.D. Ryan from the Ryan Centre, Duke University in Psychic Phenomenon and he was known in America for the work that he did, he was an orthodox priest as well, as his father had been. He loved to play the ponies and so he used to chart events and precognition, knowing in advance what horse was going to play, anyway. So that was, the sense of the spiritual and my mother became an intense Baptist and it moved her away from the incense and the kind of tradition that’s in the Orthodox church which doesn’t have music, except a cappella. Anyway, so I guess that does influence me. Also, my family, my mother and all her siblings who found their way to Florida eventually were very into the spiritual and beyond that, like I asked you about astrology, I am highly intuitive and psychic and I study medium-ship and talking to the dead and whoever will talk to me but I believe intensely in these things because I think that’s where our information comes from, it comes from all around. I’ve always been this way, I’m looking at the energy around you right now, I’ve grown up in this environment, it’s all I really know as a way of feeling things. And so I’m not a good person for facts and details, I intuit things and sometimes know when I can do things. One of the few things that I have been remembered for during the Constitutional thing was I announced I was going to get an interview, a lobbying meeting, with all three leaders in one day. And I think Trudeau I didn’t get but I did get the others. But then I knew that I had the fierceness of spirit; do you know what I mean when I say that? Do you understand? When something drives you and you know you’re going to do something, it doesn’t matter what nothing gets in your way, nothing is a problem, you know you’re going to do it because that’s what you’re going to do. And when you’re focused like that, all of us, every one of us can do anything, and that collectively is what happened with the women and the Constitution, in my humble and worthless opinion. But that refers to my spirituality and I am still there, all the more now than ever as I reach toward the end of my life. And how did that influence? I don’t know, again the church, doing things, being, how would that have affected me?
NR: True leadership, you knew and we followed

Pat: (Laughs) the knowing, we knew collectively, we knew something collectively and when you know that you can do anything, you know we can stop wars, we can move…
NR: When you know, we had nothing to lose; we had lost everything already so we had absolutely nothing to lose so you might as well go for gold

Pat: And what’s that Granny what’s-her-name who says, fools rush in but they are laggards compared with little old ladies with nothing left to fear. Well weren’t little old ladies but we were becoming little old ladies with nothing left to fear, so we will say it. Anyway so I don’t know where I was with all of this, but eventually
Bronwyn: You’re in New York, you’re a housewife

Pat: I’m married and my husband took a job in Ottawa and he came with Industry, Trade and Commerce when they were opening up. And they were doing some very exciting things and I would say in a typically Canadian way at least at that time, the plan was so grand that they couldn’t believe they could do it, but they could have. So a whole lot of people were brought from all over the world to establish this Industry, Trade and Commerce, this concept was brilliant and powerful and it didn’t quite make it quite the way they thought it would but a lot of fine people remained in Canada, among them my husband. So that’s how I got here. 
NR: You had two children then?


Pat: I had two children, they were both born in New York.
Bronwyn: You were talking about what you were reading or sort of the consciousness or spirit or whatever was going on in the early sixties in New York, what was going on?

Pat: Oh well, it was Germaine Greer all of those early feminists who were saying things and I was probably still saying, oh I like being a woman. As though I could not be going beyond and I think that level of consciousness eroded or supported or elevated, I prefer to think, where women, married women, all women were at that time. We started to look at what we could do, not just what we were restricted to doing and what we could do was so much more and we began to want to do and feel we could. I think that so long as – here I go into the lecture – but so long and women believe we can do what we want to do in our own way that we have inherent in our psyches models for doing things that are not common models. To quickly we fall back on common models because that’s what power, the power that is right here, if we want real power, you ditch this stuff and you move on to something grander, something, I was talking a course in medium ship last week and

Bronwyn: What is medium ship?
Pat: Oh, it’s talking to the dead. 

NR: The medium in between

Pat: And this particular instructor is a very fine, she was talking about the autistic mind because we learn and there is a great deal being written and talked about the autistic mind, its part of the autistic person’s brain is that they can make connections in different ways. For instance, what colour is Thursday? Do you have a colour for Thursday? No. The autistic person will see, let’s say blue. And they think using all the senses and this is not all autistic this is the exploration that is being done right now or some of it that is being done right now about autistic people. And they will see numbers, multiply two-thousand-nine-hundred-and-eighty-four by one-million-seven-hundred-and-sixty-eight and the autistic savant can do that in a second using only shapes, the mind is different. And I believe that we have minds that are in the process, and brains that are in the process of evolution so that we have, within us now, other ways of doing things, other ways of thinking, other ways of organizing. And every now and then, energy connects and some group of individuals or some couples of people and something happens and something is done very differently. I believe that women as a collective – women – if we just looked at the way we need to do things, where it makes sense to do things. You know all of this, our peripheral vision is better than that, the Lawrence Cohn business, we’re more inclusive, you know what I’m talking about don’t you? And we have ways of doing and seeing things that we don’t do yet, we’re evolving, we’re moving that way. But every now and then, something bubbles to the surface and we’ve seen that over the last 30 years things have happened because we did it our way, or we bucked the system, or we did something, we got into it and we tried to kick it from inside. But you can’t do that if you’re not connected to somebody who is outside. Anyway, I think that in the 1960s and 70s women were beginning to discover different uses for how we think and it’s important and it’s not different from what’s important or how women have thought for the last 40,000 years maybe, I think but its that we are identifying it and saying we can use it. So, where am I going with this?

Bronwyn: How was that working for you personally?
Pat: Oh, that’s how I work personally. I think for most of us who feel we don’t fit in, which most of us feel that everyone else got the rule book and we didn’t get it or I’ve always been on the outside somewhere and I don’t think the right way or something. No, no, no. And so I think we began to appreciate our way of doing things and seeing things and I think for a lot of us, and Helen Lucas is a good example although she may not welcome my saying this, I think she’s always seen things differently. And I think she’s come from an interesting Greek Orthodox background and she kicked over a lot of tubs. And I think as I look back on all the women that we have called leaders or all the women who have had ideas that we followed partly or entirely or modified or whatever, they have all been like that. Look at Shelagh Wilkinson, well, my old friend Doris, Kay McPherson. I don’t know a lot of the women anymore, I know the old ones who are either gone or going. But there was a different way of looking at things and a need to fit in. Goddamn that need to fit in, that’s always - well it’s always a problem. 
Bronwyn: A particular problem for women

Pat: Yeah, well, it’s always a problem but we get around it. We find ways around it, it just slows us down. So I got a job in Ottawa with the Women’s Career Counseling Service and it was a counseling service for women who were re-entering the work force after an absence.
NR: This is where I met you.

Pat: Yeah, and we had a little office and it was in an apartment building and there were a few of us and it was through a project that was funding by Employment and Immigration Canada and it was special little things and they managed to close down most of them but this one they really had hard time. I think it might still be going I don’t even know (laughs). But it was a place and it had a kitchen – critical – right? It had a living room, you could sit around in groups and talk, this was a time of consciousness-raising, this was a time of Women’s Centres, my first job was with a Woman’s Centre and that was quite wonderful, it was my opening into the world of women, how did I do that? I don’t know because I heard about something, a woman’s centre, oh I’m a woman and I went there and I got a job. And because it was supposed to happen, not that I planned it, not that really understood, but I was drawn towards something and when I got there it totally changed my life. So from there I went to Women’s Career Counseling Service and we had this facility we had an actual, we were within walking distance really of the Parliament Buildings. We were downtown and we were not in a government building. These are small things but they make a difference. They make a difference in how you breathe in place. Your comfort level, the proprietary sense you have of a space, and I must say that during that particular period I got to know a lot of people in the Parliament buildings, in those days, you could run in and out of parliament at will.
NR: There was no security like after 9/11. The whole thing was changed.

Pat: They had security, but you knew who they were and they knew you, and you’d go in the backdoor because it’s easier to park there, I’m just running up to see Margaret Mitchell, okay. It was just so easy. And we found our ways. We found our ways and we found our ways to people who were supportive and we found that a lot of people who couldn’t maybe, women who couldn’t be extremely outspoken could be helpful in the ways they could be helpful. And thus begins that underground of women, another language and I only remember, I don’t remember much, but I remember some of the funny, funny things at the time I stood there and thought, what is going on here? I remember walking into somebody’s office one time and this was when photocopiers were these huge, these were the kind of photocopy machines that grunted, you breathed and they didn’t collate, they just barely and paper would get stuck and you have to put more or something. And I walked in Status of Women Canada and it was like there had been an explosion in a paper factory, gazillions of pieces of paper and many of them with hand marks where somebody had pulled it out and the rage and the frustration was palpable. We did things; we did things, in a language and an underground way of communicating that is intuitive. I think that’s our hope for tomorrow, I think that’s our hope for the world that we will be intuitive enough to recognize our power and take it. I don’t think the world has to be in the state that it’s in right now. I think it’s going to be hard for women to stop it. But it’s going to do what it does and then we’re going to step in and pick up the pieces, but I don’t know what else to tell you. I met Nancy Ruth and

Bronwyn: How did you two meet?

Pat: Oh God, well we met during that Constitutional thing because Women’s Career Counseling, you know with the living room and the kitchen, and not in a government was head quarters in Ottawa. 
Bronwyn: Was it? Okay, let’s talk about the Constitutional stuff.

Pat: If you want to. 

Bronwyn: I want to

Pat: Okay, so it was a place to meet, we could meet any time of the day or night and it was a woman’s centered place, very important.

NR: I just want to interject here, your comment about being able to go up on the Hill being able to drop in and see a woman’s critic or non-governmental party or do this, Pat had huge networks, she knew about the photocopy machines, she knew civil servants, all these things that became fundamental to the organizing stuff of what happened later. Plus she had access to all these clients they had access to stuff too although one didn’t use them that way. 
Pat: No, I loved the fact that sometimes people would pass us documents that were secret documents but somehow or another we would get them. Or we would meet over at the NDP offices and Judy Wasylycia-Leis or somebody would come in with some
NR: Was she there then? As staff? 

Pat: I worked on her campaign when she first started

NR: She was the Minister of Education I think in Manitoba at the time?

Pat: No, no

NR: No? Was she a Federal MP?

Pat: No, she was no MP. Judy Wasylycia-Leis worked with the NDP and probably in the office
NR: Okay she was staff member

Pat: Yes, and we had meetings sometimes there 

NR: And your relationship with Margaret Mitchell allowed you to get her government code free telephone line? 

Pat: No, it wasn’t Margaret Mitchell. 

NR: It wasn’t Margaret Mitchell? Who was it?

Pat: She’s prompting a story, Status of Women Canada had offices on Sparks Street and there was a woman there, a francophone woman who left there and went on to become the YWCA director in Montreal and I’ll think of her name eventually but they had a telephone code B4015 I think it was.
NR: I thought it was Margaret Mitchell.

Pat: No, it was Status of Women Canada and said we could use this code. Well, their phone bill the next month was $10,000 when usually it was, $250 or something, this was a long time ago so the numbers would have been much smaller but they went berserk when they found out that every woman on this network across Canada was using this government code and we really believed it was given to us for our work. I do believe that still. And so we

NR: And we had no money

Pat: We had no money, we had no time and no staff, we didn’t have staff we were all volunteers so we used whatever resources we had and of course the RCMP came to visit me about that eventually down the road and I had to say we understood it to be for our use. And they went away. I don’t know who sent them away but they went away (laughs). I guess there could have been some serious trouble I think. 
NR: Well I was just thinking ’81, when was the next election, change in government? When was that six month Joe Clark government?

Pat: Who did we have? We had Joe Clark, I love Joe Clark, I love Joe Clark.

NR: But things might have changed when government changed, that’s why I’m asking the question but I’m not sure it’s related or not

Pat: And we had who was the NDP then?
NR: Leader? Broadbent?

Pat: Broadbent, and Trudeau and who else were big timers? Who was that woman who worked for, he looked like Charles de Gaulle and he was Trudeau cabinet but it was one of those interesting…
NR: Marc Lalonde

Pat: Marc Lalonde! And he had a staff person who…
BREAK IN TAPE
Pat: Anyway, I don’t know what else to tell you, when we’re talking about that time and everybody talks about that time I remember meeting Mary Lou at Chelsey Club

NR: Do you know that is?

Bronwyn: The Chelsey Club? No

Pat: It was a nice women’s club on Metcalfe Street, very old time women’s club, very nice. But I also remember things that sometimes we did pranks or naughty things.
Bronwyn: Such as?

Pat: Who was it? We got into a club that overlooked Parliament, a men’s club?
NR: Rideau?

Pat: Yeah, could have been, we got in there, it was eye-to-eye with parliament and for some reason – they didn’t allow women in – but for some reason we got in and were allowed the use of the place and we were playing pool or something and they had wretched pictures of women, you know, that you wouldn’t expect at the Rideau Club, and so we liberated, as it were, some of them. It was nothing bad, we didn’t do anything bad, we just did things that made us feel our power; like you can’t do this, we’re here now. Going to send telegrams to all of the Parliamentarians and all of the Premiers of all of the provinces and getting into the where you could send telegrams? That’s a long time ago (laughs)

Bronwyn: Telegrams were a little before my time (laughs)

NR: It was usually CNCP, through the railway offices

Pat: CNCP telecommunications? Alright, well getting in there and pounding on the door, screaming and demanding that they open the door and let us come in and we had these important telegrams that had to get out to the Premiers (laughs) and I don’t know, stuff, stuff that was born of rage, and intent.
NR: Who was it that knew you in Ottawa who said, Pat Hacker, she can organize.

Pat: Oh that was Kay McPherson, she can organize anything 

NR: That was Kay, 

Pat: She’s trying to make me something special

NR: no, no, no, but Pat was the point person, for organizing all the accommodation, the speakers, booking the rooms, all that stuff, your group did
Pat: Yes absolutely

Bronwyn: Okay, just so we have this all nicely on tape: the Conference on the Constitution was canceled in 1981 


Pat: That it was

Bronwyn: And what happened?

NR: ‘81? Or ‘80? Do you know when

Bronwyn: January, because it was right around Christmas, right after Christmas…

NR: Right, we had three weeks to organize

Pat: We had three weeks 
Bronwyn: So how did that happen?

Pat: Called a meeting at Women’s Career Counseling Service and I think it had to be the collective energy that was moving around, everybody was there, nobody asked questions, nobody took orders, nobody gave orders, it was organic, we knew what to do. It was that kind of crisis where we knew what to do and it was fueled by anger and the sense of, not sense, but the deeply held belief that you can’t do this. Which if I can move on, digress, if we were to say again to people who were making war, You Can’t Do This, and felt it, they wouldn’t be able to do it.
BREAK IN TAPE
Bronwyn: You talk about 1981 women organizing just knowing what to do

NR: We didn’t know what to do, we just did.

Pat: That’s the knowing; women’s way of knowing is just to do. It’s here. And it’s communicated energetically and I think that men and women can get on that frequency but men have to become more feminized in their thinking. The feminine principal I guess I should be talking about is what needs to be.


Bronwyn: So you organized, had a conference; people came in from all over the country
Pat: You know the story

Bronwyn: What happened with the Constitution after that, what changed, or what happened with organizing after that?

NR: It fell apart

Pat: It regrouped, it fell apart from what it was because what it was came together like a unit of energy, if you can see a ball of swirling energy doing what it does, which is all we are I believe. That kind of dissipated, fell apart, people went back to whatever their lives were, its like after a war you go back to your life, its different but…and then came LEAF and then came the other things that picked up and from my perspective have taken a more intellectual a more, definitely a more, thinking along the lines of government, the way men think, its much more that way than the other. But that other action had to burn out, that could not have gone of forever. Nothing can go on forever. Well, everything goes on forever. Anyway, that’s another conversation for another time. And so I think that what came next was how to align our thoughts, our needs with the existing structures. And I think that a damn fine job has been done with that. A lot of good work has been done. And every now and then something comes up and somebody says, oh we’ll go back and do it the way we did in ’81: you can’t go home again. So now there has to be the way we do it now and different personnel, different issues.  
Bronwyn: What other campaigns were you involved in? What other organizations? You were a member of OWL…

Pat: Oh yes

Bronwyn: And?

NR: I can’t answer that question but the fact that there existed groups like OWL that there were groups that could merge into groups when issues came up like the Constitution

Pat: Well remember, what was the educational one that Mary Corkery headed up for awhile?


NR: Oh, CCLOW

Pat: Canadian Congress on Learning Opportunities for Women, CCLOW – whatever happened to it? But there were those organizations that were - we were embraced by organizations that had a particular focus, education for women might be one, certainly Aida Hill, that was a fabulous group of women at the Secondary School Teachers Association. And there were, I left that and went into what, women and sexual health?
NR: You moved to Toronto

Pat: I moved to Toronto

Bronwyn: Were you still married at this time?

Pat: I left my husband well before the Constitution I was with a woman at that time, living with a woman and that fell apart as a result of all of that, strain and stress and the fact that I met Linda Nye

NR: Have you interviewed her yet?

Bronwyn: No, she’s on the list

NR: You have to interview her

Pat: anyway, Linda Nye, my husband was long gone, in fact, we continued to be married but separated until two years ago when the bastard divorced me (laughs). I don’t know why except to deprive me of a small pension. Anyway, and then I was with Linda Nye and I left that, our relationship, and went to the one I am in now. And worked in human sexuality, counseling and teaching and worked at the Women’s College Hospital and set up a program at City Hall where I met Marie for women getting into non-traditional occupations within the structure of the city. And that was interesting because it involved labour unions because it wasn’t just bull headed get in there and smack your head against a wall you had to negotiate. It was my experience with bureaucracy, and not just the City but with the labour unions. And then went to I guess before that I was at Seneca College and I was teaching women in non-trad and then, I don’t know what I’ve been doing all these years…
NR: How did you get to the NFB?

Pat: Oh yeah, I was working at the NFB, how quickly we forget (laughs). They were looking for someone who could find women – I can.
NR: You went from Seneca to the NFB?

Pat: But via City Hall

NR: Via City Hall?

Pat: Yeah, a short stint

NR: She was marketing what was called Studio D which was the women’s section of the NFB in Ontario, is that correct?

Pat: Not quite, I wish that it were that. Studio D was the women’s section of the NFB and it was very progressive, made brilliant films and then it too, its light began to dim and then it was – I don’t want to say betrayed because that is such a strong word – but the women let it go. We let it go because we were enticed into believing that we could make more films about more things if we just generalized, oh yes! And so Studio D was closed down which was a terrible, terrible, terrible loss, to this day. And so then they said well now every centre, every province will have a woman’s marketing officer and that was me for Ontario. And so I was to promote women’s and social issues films, so poverty, and all of the grim things; violence and women’s stories and the disabled and so that kept me in contact for a very long time with a lot of different organizations and individuals. And Linda, I don’t know if she’ll remember when you talk to her but she and I decided somehow or another start a woman’s computer network. Now, I still can’t operate a computer but she was very good at that. And so we went about trying to sell the idea of, we went to government and talked to, I can’t remember who but I can probably think of it that, the provincial government that they should give computers to women’s groups all over Canada or if it was provincial, all over Ontario so that these women could network and be in touch with each other. And so to that end the University of Waterloo had a program called COZY, the Cozy System, it was Swedish or something. And so we went on to the Cozy Network and established the Amazon Data Line. Which never really did take off but the idea was brilliant. 
Bronwyn: A network of women across Ontario connected through computers

Pat: Yep, it was an idea that we thought would really work if we could connect ourselves and then technology has its own life and it moves very quickly so the Amazon Data Line didn’t, it was a great idea and we thought for especially, the Disabled Women’s Network were the first people to come on because of course they were people with disabilities who didn’t have the mobility and therefore the computer connection is important but we needed, somebody needed to run it and neither of us we’re going to do it. But it was a good idea.
Bronwyn: It has almost happened inadvertently since then, since computers…


Pat: Yeah, of course, and then what happened? Then I moved out to Bloomfield and started making ice cream and there I am. I’m a hypno-therapist, and I marry people, so I can make you an ice cream wedding cake, I can hypnotize you before the wedding if need be, and I can marry you (laughs).
Bronwyn: What a package (laughs) that’s quite the deal

Pat: I’m always one of those people who was a witness to everything, I was there and I was doing, I’m not upfront, that’s not the way I operate and I value my contributions, don’t let me suggest that I don’t, I value my contributions. But it was always, I like being a backroom girl.
Bronwyn: When have you experienced frustration working with other women in the women’s movement?

Pat: (hoot of laughter) When?!
NR: More coffee?

Pat: Oh dear, I think when we become, when our egos take over and we forget what we’re really trying to do, when we personalize, either victories or disasters. I find that extremely frustrating. When we lose sight of the common purpose, I find that, and we’re only human, we are human, we live in a world that doesn’t really value the care giving aspect of accomplishing things and I think that is a very important, jealousies, rivalry, recognition, wanting recognition, using other people and taking credit for what they do, I find that frustrating but that exists everywhere.
NR: Could you tell Bronwyn the piece of history you found in a letter the other day? This is a letter from Mary Lou McPhedran to Pat and Linda Nye who were the other two prime organizers of the Conference and Mary Lou got the Order of Canada and they didn’t. So this is a letter from Mary Lou to you and Linda? Saying what? This is about one person taking the glory for other people’s work.
Pat: Well, Mary Lou worked hard and works hard, and she’s there and she’s on top of everything, I’m a great admirer of Mary Lou, Mary Lou has an ego the size of Lake Michigan. And I think that’s part of what keeps her going; it is her fierceness and her energy and her determination. She is a Leo; she has to be in the light. Is the light shining directly on me, directly? Directly? 
NR: And this is all about poor childhood self-esteem

Pat: I don’t know, I stood next to Mary Lou and somebody step forward and she’d go, boom like this physically, push you out of the way so Mary Lou 

NR: Have you interviewed her yet?

Bronwyn: No

Pat: Oh, well, she’ll have it all lined up for you. But I think that where was I going to go with this…?

NR: Well what does the letter say exactly Pat?

Pat: I want to go somewhere else with this; I think there was an opportunity at that moment for a group of women, I might not have been one of them, let’s understand that, but for a group of five women, who took the leadership to have gotten a common recognition at the order of whatever. Well that’s never been done before, well fuck it, do it. And I think that Mary Lou would have killed not to have gotten that and all of the people who make those things happen made it happen and I take nothing from Mary Lou she worked hard and she still works hard, but it was an opportunity for us to say and do something that would have again created change. And it’s not enough to stand up and say I have to thank the thousands of people who helped me achieve this award, the Oscars once again, I thank my mother and my cousin Betty. It was a chance and I was disappointed by that. And yet I will also say, as years pass, who’s in the front changes. Somebody who had very little to do with it is suddenly foremost because that person has found their way there through the years that followed because they’re friends with somebody and because so the shifting leadership of the non-led has changed through years
NR: That is very true. People identify me with the Conference although my work was really after the Conference.

Pat: You know what I remember you so much for? First of all you had the house on Roxborough Drive and I loved the fact that you funded this through the YWCA you were laundering money. And I love the fact that we were laundering money. Do you understand that was naughty?
NR: Well it was against the law. And the law has tightened hugely about this type of thing, and Revenue Canada

Pat: But she did that

Bronwyn: How did you do this exactly?

NR: Well I made them a donation and then they paid the bills

Bronwyn: Oh

Pat: See we did things, she could do things with money and power, the rest of us didn’t have and Mary Corkery would say, spend the money! We don’t have it. Spend the money! We’ll get it. And we knew we would, how did we know? We knew.
NR: Pat, who are the five women who might have gotten the Order of Canada? You, Linda, Mary Lou? Who would the other two have been? Or who would you have put in that group?

Pat: That’s where it gets so hard. 

NR: Pardon?

Pat: That’s where it gets so hard

NR: To remember?


Pat: Would it have been Beverley Baines because of the advice that she gave? Because we leaned so heavily on her

NR: Maybe

Pat: Would it have been 
NR: She’s a law professor at Queen’s

Pat: Still there. Would it have been…?
NR: In charge of women’s studies now. Do you know why she’s important?

Bronwyn: No

NR: Ah, because when it was all said and done and we held a little thing in Marion Dewar’s City Hall on Sunday, after that Beverley Baines this law professor said, well, if we get it, then what do we do and we realized it wasn’t over and we had to keep organizing.
Pat: No, that was a real shock, a real shock. It’s not over. And we thought this was it, the zenith of our accomplishment.
NR: And that drove into five other activities

Pat: And it also created a kind of exhaustion, it was almost like sliding off the oiled surface of something, you couldn’t hold on anymore. And so new things happened.
Bronwyn: What five things did that lead into?

NR: Ah, there was a coalition of national women’s groups called CORK

Pat: CORK! Nancy founded CORK

NR: Yeah, that’s the bit that I lead. Their job from, there was a moratorium in 1982 on the women’s equality section for three years. The purpose of the federal moratorium was to give provinces a chance to bring their laws into line with the equality section of the Charter so they wouldn’t get sued right away. So we had three years to organize and in that three years, these are some of the five things that happened: We organized national women’s groups so their job was to educate their women about what the Charter now meant for them; the equality section. Their second job was to lobby provincial attorney’s general as to what changes we wanted in the law to assist the provincial governments in understanding what regulations and laws they had to change before April 15, 1985. Okay, another group then had to do the research so that the women had something to go with. That was organized by Beth Atcheson and it was called CREF – Charter of Rights Education Fund and it was an audit of all Federal Statutes, it involved all kinds of students, law professors, it became a project across the feminist legal establishment, during those years, they came up with what needed to be changed. That information then went to the national women’s groups which then went to the Attorney Generals. It was that kind of a thing. And the women’s groups also had to lobby their, whatever, Pat was also on the Justice Committee of the National Action Committee on the Status of Women and you helped pull together some energies around the Constitution and I can’t remember either what that was but there was something on the board of NAC. 
Bronwyn: Oh NAC

NR: Okay, there’s CREF, there’s CORK, okay the Legal Beagles we knew that by that time we knew that we had to teach the judges how to interpret this section of the Charter. So the only way you teach judges since they don’t go to your law school is you go to court. And so all the authorities needed to be written so that the lawyers could refer to them when they went to court so there was a great effort put in to get legal academics and some jurists to write from a feminist perspective how to interpret the Charter so that the framework was already set up
Pat: This is good stuff that she’s giving you

NR: for us to get what we wanted. So that was a third thing and of course out of that came LEAF. LEAF was the last thing we did, it was the litigation fund that took the cases based on the information the jurists had done, based on the culture that the women’s groups had created, based on the Charter…and I can’t remember what the fifth thing was but it will be in the DVD – you have the DVD? Well listen to it. It will all be in there. But all these thing built upon, oh my God we need this, oh my God we need that, we need this. And so people just took slices of it and organized it.
Pat: A lot of people came along and did enormous work afterward and therefore lay a lot of claim – as they should – to this event where some of us our looking back at February 14, 1981 and look at what came from it.
NR: Yeah and out of those national women’s groups came the lobby for what became the women’s reaction to the Meech Lake Accord because they had understood, including Pat, we’ve got a video of Pat presenting to committees: “Here we are, once again…”

Pat: Here we are, once again. 

NR: Her favorite line, every Minister, every Attorney General (laughs) Here we are once again. But those women in those social justice networks were already primed to understand that there was a problem but it all steps on itself. Nobody thought of each and everyone of these things; listen we’ve got six things we have to do. It was Bev Baines saying, and so we get it and then what?

Pat: Then what

NR: Then what, and we knew we had to help the judges understand how it was to be interpreted and it was to be interpreted how we feminists saw it. And it was true in the courts for many, many years and it’s only been recently that there have been changes. And this is part of my reaction as to why I’m not very keen on same-sex marriage because everything we did in LEAF in the early days was based on difference; section 15 talks about, I don’t know, you read it, equality before the law, above the law and over and under the law or whatever the fuck it says.
Bronwyn: Something about equality and the law

NR: Well, yeah, it’s about equal benefit to the law and there are all these phrases and they all have significance within the legal framework and there’s two parts to section 15 of the Charter and most Canadians don’t understand that there is a second part and that when things are unjust, unfair, discrimination happens, there is an amelioration clause which essentially is an affirmative action clause. That is our Constitution in Canada and you always hear people talking about we don’t have quotas in Canada, no we don’t have quotas we have Section 15(2) of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms that says all this shit and it’s based on difference, that amelioration, that we are discriminated against, that we are poor, that we do get pregnant and this kind of stuff. And in society when same-sex marriage came along it was the big first challenge to the courts to say that discrimination was based on sameness, we want to be treated the same as others, we want the right to marry. And I believe, although I am certainly not a lawyer and I don’t even know if this is a good legal opinion but it’s my belief that over twenty years time, if the sameness argument catches on, in other discrimination cases, much of what women did in the 80s and 90s will be wiped out, because the tests are totally changing. So there you go.
Pat: That was very good and very clear. Even I understood parts of it (laughs)

Bronwyn: You didn’t realize what a huge can of worms you were opening in 1982

NR: No, and we are old now and it is up to another generation to carry on these fights but it is also past lives and you get on to other stuff in your life and you let that go.
Pat: And it’s also very distressing when you get older that people don’t want to be called feminist. That it’s equality is a dirty word. They don’t identify that way. 
NR: They have no fucking idea that their equal pay for work of equal value is a result of us, screw’em. That’s what Mary Corkery did, she was big on that.
Pat: Yes she did

BREAK IN TAPE
NR: But I think groups like METRAC came out of this push, part of the discrimination was the violence against women that continues to this day around the world. I mean now you have the United Nations talking about rape as a tool of war. In our day, 20 years ago, or 25 years ago that was not talked about that way. It always existed through the centuries but now they’re talking about.
Pat: You know those cadence things, when soldiers are marching, and they have things that they say ‘this is my gun, this is my staff, and this is my…’ and there’s a thing they do about their penis and their guns being weapons?  I mean this concept is always there, I don’t know why we’re just discovering this now.
NR: And the use of pornography to train soldiers to desensitize them to murder. The Canadian Army no longer does this. 

Pat: I think, I don’t know what I think

NR: I mean now we’re fighting for rights of seniors, what else would you expect? 

Pat: I feel more connected to women everywhere, all the time, more than I ever did. My sense of connection was to the women I knew and now my sense of connection is with women of Rwanda or the Congo or wherever violent things are happening because they are women. Talking about Orbinski the doctor? Did you read it? Well I have a piece that I cut out of the paper, he describes a time when he found a young woman; breasts cut off, ears cut off, Achilles tendon severed, semen and blood all over her, someone had carved their initials in her face and she was left to die slowly. And he said he threw up. But he said that’s the only time he ever did. And that really toughened him. And when I think about that kind of behaviour on a young woman, how, what, what can be done to people? This is devolution. And while I see evolution all around me, I see devolution. And I see it in the form of war, and violence and dominance over people and power over people and these are savage, Neanderthal thinkers, doesn’t matter where they are in the world, that have to, like dinosaurs, they don’t fit anymore, they have to go, they have to go, they have to fade out.
NR: I think, the Iris Murdoch case was prior to the Charter fight, it was the ‘70s and this whole business of the Family Law Reform Act, it was about this business of property. A woman is no something you can put your semen and blood on, cut off her ears and her breasts and carve her initials on and claim her as yours. Women have property rights. And that’s what the Family Law Reform was and that is also what the drive to the Charter was: we have rights. And we were establishing them and there is often, watch for this in the election campaign coming up, there may be an issue of property rights raised that it is excluded from the Charter.
Pat: What does that mean

NR: Well, I can’t remember why we fought against it but we did (laughs) but it will come up again. And women our age may come out again against it because it has always been men who want to take the property rights and it has always been us who have had to fight and still do in countries like Rwanda to keep men off our bodies and out of our rights. And so it’s the same fight, it’s just someplace else doing it a different way. It’s the same fight, the exact same fight. 
Pat: Well I do feel connected to women every where
NR: And the internet has been a huge help for that

Pat: You know I’m one of the grannies for Stephen Lewis’ Granny Gang and we raise thousands of dollars in our little bumblefuck nowhere, we’ve raised thousands of dollars for them; energetically, spiritually, I understand. And I am so grateful that they are older women that we are supporting, named older women; grannies. One granny had 28 kids, can you imagine? That’s a classroom. 

Bronwyn: 28 orphans. That’s a complicated classroom

Pat: And the sense of community that that indicates, the sense of community that you are responsible for 28 kids only some are blood relatives, well what does it matter? 

Bronwyn: What are the critical issues that face young Canadian women today? 

Pat: Don’t let me start (laughs). What do you think they are?
Bronwyn: I get to ask the questions

Pat: I know you do

NR: Water. 

Bronwyn: We’ll get Nancy Ruth to answer the question

NR: Poverty. Violence. Security of the person. But I sure think it’s different. I have a niece who is getting married in a few weeks and she’s bought a new house a few blocks away and she’s an archeologist, I have four nieces, ones involved in the arts and ones got a stack of kids so I don’t think she’s got much volunteer time but I don’t know what they do to change the world and make the world a better place. They have more resources than I do, they have fantastic educations, it concerns me.
Pat: I have a granddaughter – that sounds like I have dream –

NR: She has a granddaughter. She’s a special granddaughter. 

Pat: She’s 17, in October she is 17. And she is such a, she participates in everything in the community, everything in the school, she does everything from raising money to being in the committees, it doesn’t matter she is in it. All the community service things you can do. She just came back from Europe, worked, saved the money, went to Europe with friends, had a fabulous time, wonderful experience. Now I’m on the hook to take her down to New Orleans at Christmas to do some work on housing in the Mississippi Delta and her father said, if she doesn’t quit talking about that I’m going to send her to New Orleans today. She is so consciousness of her involvement.
NR:  You’re going to New Orleans to build houses right?

Pat: Yeah, well I can work in the kitchen. She is a person who has no ego; she doesn’t seem to have any sense of doing things other than as being part of a greater bigger thing. She pulls nothing back on herself and she lets nothing stand in her way. She has grown up on social assistance, her mother’s family is wealthy but anyway, she has not had a lot of privilege or opportunity but has grabbed every opportunity and every privilege that has come her way and made the most of it. Why she is that way and her brother isn’t? I mean it’s sad. But I think if I were to say what is the challenge for young women, it is to grab hold of the sense of dignity and your own personhood – who are you apart from? And how do you feel about who you are? And where do you find your pride? And do you look up to anyone but each other? Who are your role models? Sports people? Each other? I don’t know. Every generation has dressed weirdly. Mine, I was 14 or 15, it was men’s shirts with tails, you know, men’s shirts and we called them dungarees – blue jeans and saddle oxfords. And I looked horrible I’m sure and my mother was delirious, with oh my God, you can’t look like that, but that was the look. So now it’s baggy pants and wherever. But where do our models come from? Is it L.A. Lockup? Where do our models come from? And it’s very hard to find your own way. That’s why I am so fascinated by my granddaughter, she hasn’t got her ears pierced, there’s not a tattoo anywhere. What is that about? I also think the young people are living in a time when they must be terribly afraid. This is a very unstable, uncertain time. So I think grab hold of a sense of yourself, what’s really important even if you have to keep it to yourself because you’re not sure who you can trust to tell about how you really feel about it. I look at young women today everybody wants to look or be pregnant – nothing wrong with pregnancy, it’s good but there’s something about who are your models and where is your courage asking you to look? Into what corners? How do you embrace your selfness, who you are, how do you find it, I don’t know, it’s a tough one. I’m so grateful that I have amber and occasionally I have – we have 14 people who work for us and these are young, younger than you they’re 16 year olds – some of them are really amazing and some of them are lost. So I don’t know if it has to do with how we manage technology – and each of us has to manage it ourselves, we cannot count on anyone to manage television, technology or whatever it is, how we learn that selfness, that selfhood and that is to be free of ego. If I could recommend only one book ever, just one, Eckhart Tolle’s A New Earth. But I’ve been reading it through two and a half years, I never go anywhere without it. I was reading to Marie in the car, I told you about this, it levels me, I say, yep, okay, take a deep breath, this is what you are trying to do, no not trying, this is what you are doing. This is where you are getting your balance back because we all lose are balance and we find something that helps us hold on to it. As much as I believe in community and I do, I do, we all have to be responsible for ourselves, so we have to embrace and be part of our communities and still make determinations about what we believe in. I don’t know. I’m speaking in wild generalities. 
NR: What have other people said about why some women are activists and others are not?

Bronwyn: Some of the women I have talked to think that this whole world is completely, none of us are activists anymore, that we don’t understand activism and are not involved or are not engaging in the issues as women, but engaging in the world as 

NR: Citizens?

Bronwyn: Yeah, or not even necessarily citizens, more citizens of the world. Like more people my age know more about Kenya and Rwanda than they do about the Charter

NR: Or poverty or the needle exchange 

Pat: But that’s where it is, it is in Kenya and Rwanda because what’s there is here. The personal is political isn’t that what they used to say in the 1960s? 70s? I think we have to measure what we are able to do physically, by age, by association, by resources, whatever those resources are and I believe that my energy, the heat, the energy that I put out, that I send to you with love, is the most potent thing I have and if I can send it out. That is what I can do and don’t tell me that’s not political action and if I do the granny thing and if I do the, good, were I able to do something more involved, physically, financially maybe I would. Maybe I think my value is in meditation.

Bronwyn: And do you think that that comes with the passage of your life? Like there was a time in your life when you were more 

Pat: Physically active? Sure. But there was also a time where I would not have had the depth of passion and energy that I have now. It’s like a huge ball of energy that I can push it out its not by chance that I’m a hypnotist because I know how powerful I can be in what we do and what we need to do and I believe that, I meet with a group every single Thursday – well we’re not until September – but we meet every Thursday and we study something futuristic, something spiritual, it doesn’t matter, none of us are Christian, well, we all are in a sense or were. But we are all just energy, healing energy, trying to put that out there and I think regardless of everything, that’s where the power is, and in the future. And when somebody drops a bomb, still that is where our power is going to be. Have you read The Long Emergency?

Bronwyn: No

Pat: this guy who wrote a book called We Are All Made By Hand and it’s not a profound book but it affected me profoundly. And that it gave me, its not a horrifying, terrorizing, terrifying story about the end of, its like after the big emergency, whatever it is, life will go on. And it may look like this, and then this novel or story about how life will be and about how society will begin to restructure itself and the different ways, and the familiar and the unfamiliar. What else? Anything?

Bronwyn: What else? Anything? Do you have anything that you want to add to this interview that we haven’t yet talked about?

Pat: No you are very kind, very kind. 
Bronwyn: Thank you for sharing your time and your story

Pat: Thank you 

Bronwyn: Nancy Ruth, do you have anything you’d like to add
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