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What does it mean to be aman?

What does it mean to be a man?
That question is being asked fre-
quently today. Not only books
abut also weekends, workshops,
retreatsand gatherings specifically
for men are proliferating. Men are
huddling together, asking them-
selves what is wrong, what has
gone wrong, and where has it gone
wrong.

What many see, in themselves
or in other men, is violence, ag-
gression, abuse, suppressed emo-
tion, alcoholism - the list goes on.
They see that it is men who in far
greater proportions fill to over-
flowing the prisons in this and
other Western countries. Itis men
who abandon their partners and
children. It is men who devastate
wildlife, the environment, and each
other. They see men out of touch
with their inner selves.

Of course, not all men are like
this. We should be clear on that
point. Countless numbers have
developed their inner self, and ex-
press it in meaningful, stable and
creative ways. Furthermore, these
men may also not be the “mutated
He-Man become Soft-Man, the
Sensitive New Age Guy”, which
Robert Bly feels is “nothing more
than aman determined to turn him-
self into a woman.

Yet there are also others who,
though not destructive, abusive or
alcoholic, still bear much unre-
solved inner pain and conflict.
Much of this is ironic. We are a
society where material abundance
proliferates and individual free-
dom is at a level previously un-
known in the history of the West.
Yet, as Ian Brown recorded some
men saying, “our lives suck. We're
middle-class men, supposedly the
envy of the world - so why does it
notfeel good?” Thereispainatthe
centre.

An assortment of books attempt
at explanations for men’s behav-
ior. Robert Bly ({ronJohn) asserts
that the Industrial Revolution sepa-
rated families and dispensed men
to the factories. Sons were, and in
many cases still are, raised solely
by women. As a result, boys lost
close physical contact with fathers.
Separated from male-father fig-
ures their transition from boyhood
to manhood became confused.
Hostility, aggression, alcohol and
unfeeling filled the centre and sup-
pressed the pain.

Guy Comeau (Absent Fathers,
Lost Sons) feels that boys replace
their absent fathers with cultvral
stereotypes - Rambo, gang mem-
bership, soft male or hard father.
Sons need fathers, and mothers,
no matter how hard they try, can
not replzce an absent father.

According to Sam Keen (Firein
the Belly) sex is the big thing for

men. But it is frequently sex di-
vorced from muchfeeling, respon-
sibility and communication. “Scor-
ing”, even casual sex, is a superfi-
cial way of relating to women,
devoid of love, commitment or
concern. Physical intimacy re-
places emotional intimacy, the lat-
ter which in some men remains
forever underdeveloped.
Communication and relation-
ship building are difficult for many
men. Alienation, abuse, mistrust
suffered at the hands of a physi-
cally if not emotionally absent fa-
ther result, and can linger a life-
time. It can also perpetuate, from
one generation to the next. It can
further result in what some today
characterize as our only rite of
passage for ateenager: “thedayhe
realizes that his father is a jerk.”
We are coming to realize, how-
ever, that no son is satisfied with
such an attitude. Sons do have
genuine feelings for their fathers,
whatever they maybe. And some-
times a mid-life crisis re-awakens
the deeply hidden and unresolved
pain. A broken relationship with

one’s father begins to eat away not
only at the physical self (ulcers)
but also at the inner soul.

Lack of communication with
one’s own son(s) may create simi-
lar haunting pain. Add to that an
inability to share deep pain or un-
resolved hurt with a spouse, be-
cause that was assumed not to be
manly, and marital breakdownalso
occurs. Thefinal assaultmay come
from a growing sense of meaning-
lessness characterizing one’s own
job, career or position, brought on
by its alienation from, or destruc-
tion of, nature or other humans.

Do our cultural emphases play
keyroles? We tend to measure the
worth of aman by what he has, not
what he is. We educate boys to
perform tasks, make money, attain
power. But do we educate them to
becomereal people? We spendthe
bulk of our time selecting, buying,
fixing and paying for consumer
items. Butresearch tells us fathers
on average spend only 10 minutes
a day relating to their most pre-
cious gifts - their children. We
develop tremendous skills at relat-

Mexican free trade

Business writer Peter Morton, writ-
ing in the May 27th, 1991 edition
of The Financial Post, reported
frankly on the Mexico-Canada-
U.S. trade talks from the Post’s
Ottawabureau. Thedifferent views
offered by the Canadian and U.S.
head representatives are aninstruc-
tive lesson, showing us that states
do not, contrary to popular media
headlines, have friends, they have
interests. Wilson said he believed
culture was not on the blackjack
table in the casino of international
deal-making. U.S. Trade Repre-
sentative Carla Hills (can you stand
the suspense mate?) thought cul-
ture was on the table. Sorry Annie
of Green Gables - you gotta sell the
homestead and maybe the whole
damn Island. What about the Auto
Pact? Wilson said it was non-
negotiable, Hills said of courseit’s
on there. One quickly begins to
sense a pattern developing in
Morton’s portrayal of these trade
talks. For the United States “ev-
erythingisonthetable.” And what
about the Mexican-U.S. two step
at the Old Trad= Hoedown? Well
the Mexican trade minister Jaime
Serra has previously declared that
Mexico’s ‘energy industry wasn’t
up for grabs’. In Morton's frank
estimate of U.S. motive and pur-
pose, “the U.S. doesn’t want to
actually develop Mexico’s re-
sources; it just wants priority ac-
cess to Mexico's oil exports.” the

fact of U.S. concern about “secu-
rity of supply” for oil was well
highlighted by the Gulf War and
concern about the disposition of
Kuwaiti sovereignty. Morton
rightly pointed to an important
partial motivation behind the
American administration’s eager-
ness to ink a new Mexican trade
deal: The desire “to see more
secure sources of foreign oil closer
to home.” Mexican oil as Morton
depicted it, is a dream come true
for the industrialized economies to
its north. The oil is “light crude in
easy to find places close to key
U.S. markets.” The further factor
to be considered is that “Mexico’s
productioncould be improved dra-
matically if modern equipment
from Canada and the U.S. were
used more extensively to extract
oil.”

The Bush administration looks
at Canada for different benefits.
The Reaganauts let some items
slide in the Mulroney-Reagan
Trade Deal conceming culture.
“Access to Canada’s protected
film, television and publishing in-
dustries is a key one.” According
to Morton, the protection of
Canada’s cultural industries has
long been a thorn in the side of the
U.S. government, since Canada
protects “ownership and distribu-
tion of these industries, especially
when Canadian entertainment is
dominated by American-sourced

ingtothings. But many mennever
learn, or are never taught, to relate
meaningfully to others, even those
closest to them.

And now men are paying the
price. No doubt we thought we
would avoid the cost. But we
ignored or abused the “prophets”
in favour of other “profits”. That is
why it is so disheartening to hear
that our school system needs to
become even more science, com-
puter, math and business oriented.

However, the women’s move-
ment (minusitsradical wing which
really encourages more of the
same) and

now the men’s movement are
hopeful signs that re-orientations
aretakingplace. Butthe painatthe
centre needs to be filled with more

products.” Other items in the
crosshairs of Carla Hills include
importsofautos from Canadamade
in Canada by Japanese and Korean
owned plants, “Canada’s generic
drug laws” which offer Canadians
no-name drugs at lower cost and
things like Canadian pork (no, not
construction in Baie Comeau of
the Brian Mulroney Appreciation
museum) and lumber, to name a
few. Peter Morton states the real-
ity succinctly when he outlines the
reality of the North Americanmar-
ket: “Butthe reality remainsthata
North American free trade agree-
ment isn’t one market of 360 mil-
lion. It's two markets totalling
about 110 million, trying to sell to
one rich market of 250 million.
That means the cards favour the
U.S. negotiators.”

In Morton’s final assessment,

tulthing.
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. jrd(eadeepbrealh Smell the
stench? Why, | think it's Spring! Some-
times a foul odour cmbac:wonder-

than earth goddesses, primal
screams, warriors and men weep-
ing on each other’s shoulders.
Perhaps the men’s movement
will discover the one historical fig-
ure whose approachtomen’s prob-

lems was not only most profound,

.but also most creative. He dis-

played confidence and self-asser-
tion. He was inner focused, butnot
self-centred. He gave away his
power. Though not without his
ownpainand turmoil, he wasnone-
theless firmly at one with his Fa-
ther, the ground of his being.

OnFridayafternoon’sat3:30p.m.
Some university menare gathering
to discuss male gender issues. All
menarewelcome at Monte Peters'
Residence, Apt. 2, Bridges House.

hehad sometruth: “The Mulroney
governmentis goinginto thesetalks
largely to protect Canada’s special
access to the U.S. market. To do
that, it suouldn’t be surprising if
there is a price to pay.” Morton’s
assessment of the Mulroney
government’s commitment to pro-
tecting anything which remains in
the tattered sheet of Canadian sov-
ereignty is extremely dubious if
not non-existent, given the raw
deal they gave usin the last big roll
of the dice. The so called *‘special
access’ we have into the U.S. mar-
ket is also very questionable in its
effectivereality, giventhe bad deal
signed before. The truth in
Morton’s conclusion is the fact
that there will probably be a new
price to pay this time round the
rosebush. A very costly price for
Canadians and Mexicans.




