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INTRODUCTION TO PART THREE

Part Two described and analysed the reports of rape during the Balkan conflict as
represented 1n key sections of the British press. Throughout the analysis of these
representations some powerful and recurring themes began to emerge, many of which
were based around ideas originally emanating from feminist theory. The primary aim
of Part Three is to demonstliate the complex relationships between feminist theorising

and the social world and to identify some of the social and political implications of

those interrelationships.

In order to illustrate this, the chapters in Part Three highlight the ways in which the
press has adopted 1deas that originated from feminist theorising (Chapter Seven), and
also the ways in which feminist theorists have utilised some press analyses to develof)
further their own theories and explanations for mass rape in war (Chapter Eight). In
Chapter Nine, various ’solutions’ to the problem of mass rape in war are proposed by
four feminists: each of these individuals, specifically makes the point that they have
used press reports of mass rape in the Balkans both as a motivating factor in their
desire to develop solutions and as a source of information.' Prior to examining these
solutions’ and other issues in Part Three, it would be useful to first make some points
about how ’feminist thought’ is used in the thesis. This is important because of the
clear argument in the thesis that feminist ideas have been utilised by the media, and
vice versa, and also in order to explain why it is important for the issue of mass rape

in war that this relationship is acknowledged and understood.

lB'E:'aff:rle:y Allen, Rape Warfare: The Hidden Genocide in Bosnia-Herzegovina and_Croatia (London:
University of Minnesota Press, 1996), pp. xi1 & xiv; Claudia Card, "Rape as a Weapon of War,"
Hypatia Vol. 11, no. 4 (Fall 1996): p. 11; Natalie Nenadic, "Femicide: A Framework for Understanding
Genocide,” in Diane Bell and Renate Klein, eds., Radically Speaking: Feminism Reclaimed (London:

Zed Books, 1996), p. 458, n. 10; Jocelynne Scutt, "The Personal is Political,” in Diane Bell and Renate
Klein (1996), pp. 103 n.1& 105.
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Feminist Thought

What does it mean to say that a piece of research, or a theory, is feminist™?* For the
purposes of the thesis, I argue that there are two senses in which research and theories
might be considered feminist. First are those approaches that examine the experiences
of women.” Here the aim is to highlight marginalised, forgotten or ignored aspects of
social phenomena. This type of research may not be explicitly feminist, but insofar as
it illuminates previously ignored aspects of women’s lives, then it can rightly be
considered as having a feminist inspiration. Second are those approaches that attempt
to bring a woman’s perspective to the study of particular phenomena.* Of course, what
constitutes a woman’s perspective’ (and whether such a perspective is attainable, or
even desirable) has been hotly debated, most notably by ‘postmodern feminists’® Yet
even In those postmodemn feminist’ approaches which begin by problematising the
very idea of ‘woman’, it seems clear that some notion of feminism’ and ‘woman’ must
be in play. Despite all their disclaimers, it is interesting to note that postmodern
feminists still cannot escape the use of the word 'woman’, and so i1t must remain for
them a set of ideas. That is to say, it makes no sense for an approach that plé.ces
difference at the centre of its analysis to obliterate the difference between

postmodernism’ and ’postmodern feminism’.® I argue that this difference is a concemn

*Sandra Harding, Whose Science? Whose Knowledge? Thinking From Women'’s Lives (Ithaca, New
York: Cornell University Press, 1991), p. 6; also, Christine Sylvester, Feminist Theory and
International Relations in a Postmodern Era (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994); and
Linda J. Nicholson, Feminism/Postmodernism (I.ondon: Routledge, 1990).
*For example: Dorothy K. Stein, "Women to Burn: Suttee as a Normative Institution,” in Jill Radford
and Diana Russell, eds., Femicide: The Politics of Woman Killing (Buckingham: Open University
Press, 1992), pp. 62-66; S. H. Venkatramani, "Female Infanticide: Born to Die,” in Radford and Russell
(1992), pp. 125-132; Efua Dorkenoo and Scilla Elworthy, "Female Genital Mutilation,” in Miranda
Davies, ed., Women_and Violence: Realities and Responses Worldwide (LLondon: Zed Books, 1994),
p. 137-148.
EGerda Lerner, The Creation of Patriarchy (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1986), ch. 11; Jean
Grimshaw, Feminist Philosophers: Women’s Perspectives _on Philosophical Traditions (Brighton:
Wheatsheaf Press, 1986); Alison Jaggar, Feminist Politics and Human Nature (Totowa, N.J.: Rowman
& Littlefield, 1988); Sneja Gunew, A Reader in Feminist Knowledge (London: Routledge, 1991).
°Sandra Harding, "Rethinking Standpoint Epistemology: What is ‘Strong Objectivity”?" in Linda Alcoff
and Elizabeth Potter, eds., Feminist Epistemologies (London: Routledge, 1993), pp. 49-83; Linda
Nicholson, ed., Femimism/Postmodernism (London: Routledge, 1990); Michelle Barratt and Anne
Phillips, eds., Destabilising Theory: Contemporary Feminist Debates (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1992).
® Indeed, a consistent postmodernism would have to reject feminism. As Toril Moi has put it,
postmodernism ‘sees all metanarratives, including feminism, as repressive enactments of metaphysical
authority’. Quoted in Andrew Vincent, Modern Political Ideologies (Oxford: Blackwell, 1992), p. 175.
For an insightful analysis of the danger inherent in this obliteration, see, Somer Brodribb, Nothing
Mat(t)ers: A Feminist Critique of Postmodernism (Melbourne: Spinifex, 1992).
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with women, their experiences, and (possible) ways of knowing, however defined.” It
is this unity-within-diversity that explains the continuing validity of the label

feminism to what appears to be a disparate group of approaches.

The two forms of feminist research just mentioned are not mutually exclusive. Indeed,
most feminist research tends to focus on the experiences of women and 1s conducted
from a perspective that makes clear its commitment to some form of feminist
epistemology. Nonetheless, I consider that either of these elements is sufficient in
order for research to be considered ‘feminist’. Ann Tickner, for example, analyses
central IR concepts such as global security and Hans Morgenthau’s six principals of
political realism from a feminist perspective.® In her analysis the experiences of
women are not central, rather, she analyses traditional IR concepts and attempts to
rethink them from a perspective acutely aware of gender considerations. Cynthia

Enloe, on the other hand, takes an avowedly 'woman’s’ perspective to analyse the

experiences of women.’

Contemporary feminism is generally portrayed as consisting of various contlicting’
schools.” Often these schools of thought are portrayed as incompatible or
incommensurable.'! Contrary to this, however, I argue that this attempt to name,

divide, and place boundaries around the various strands of feminist thought 1s a

’Susan Moller Okin, Justice, Gender, and the Family (London: Basic Books, 1989); V. Spike Peterson
and Anne Sisson Runyan, Global Gender Issues (Oxford: Westview Press, 1993).

®Ann Tickner, Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving Global Security
(New York: Columbia University Press, 1992); and, "Hans Morgenthau’s Principals of Political
Realism: A Feminist Reformulation,” in Rebecca Grant and Kathleen Newland, eds., Gender and
International Relations (Milton Keynes: Open University Press, 1991), pp. 27-40.

- “Enloe, Cynthia, Doés ‘Khaki Become You? The Militarisation of Women’s Lives (London: Pandora,
1988); Enloe, Cynthia, "Beyond Steve Canyon and Rambo: Feminist Histories of Militarised
Masculinity," in Gillis, John, ed., The Militarisation of the Western World (London: Rutgers
University Press, 1989), pp. 119-140; Enloe, Cynthia, Bananas, Beaches and Bases: Making Feminist
Sense _of International Politics (Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1990); Enloe, Cynthia,
The Morning After: Sexual Politics at the End of the Cold War (Berkeley, California: University of
California Press, 1993); Enloe, Cynthia, "Have the Bosnian Rapes Opened a New Era of Feminist
Consciousness?" in Stiglmayer, Alexandra, ed., Mass Rape in War: The War Against Women 1n
Bosnia-Herzeeovina (London: University of Nebraska Press, 1994).

'“Seyla Benhabib et al, Feminist Contentions: A Philosophical Exchange (London: Routledge, 1995);
Christine Sylvester, Feminist Theory and International Relations in a Postmodern _Era (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1994); Linda Nicholson, ed., Feminism/Postmodernism (London:
Routledge, 1990).

HKuhn, Thomas, The Structure of Scientific_Revolutions (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,

1970); Steve Smith, "The Self Images of a Discipline: A Genealogy of International Relations Theory,"”
in ed., International Relations Theorv Today (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1995), 1-37.
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residue of 'male-centred’ thinking.'” Feminist analysis from its inception has always
tended to regard 'Western antinomies of subject and object, mind and body, reason
and emotion’ as ’instrumentalities of power’ related to the hierarchical division of male
and female.”® Given this, even the attempt to portray feminist analyses as modermn or

postmodemn could be rejected as instances of a continuing ’male-centred’ binary

thinking."

The adopted stance throughout the thesis has been one described as ’integrative
pluralism’." This is an approach that recognises the validity, strengths and weaknesses
of the various feminisms, and which rejects any attempt to treat these discourses as
hermetically sealed and incompatible bodies of thought." I acknowledge that this may
seem to be a problematic stance; however, it is not without its intellectual precedents
and supports.'” Indeed Sondra Farganis has noted that feminist theory must ‘walk a
tightrope between the generalising that tries to capture the zeitgeist, or spirit of the
times, and the particularising of events that directs attention to a specific cast of
characters’.” Moreover, the thesis is not concerned to resolve these fascinating
philosophical and epistemological issues. Research has to proceed from somewhere,
and researchers should not have to wait until epistemologists settle their differences:

not least because contemporary philosophy seems to suggest that no such a settlement

will be forthcoming."

2Cynthia Weber, "Good Girls, Little Girls, Bad Girls: Male Paranoia in Robert Keohane’s Critique of
Feminist International Relations," Millennium Vol. 23, no. 2 (1994): pp. 337-349.

BTerry Aladjem, quoted in Andrew Vincent (1992), p. 174; Lloyd, Genevieve, The Man of Reason:
Male and Female in Western Philosophy (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1984).
1'411'1g:;1ray., Luce, This Sex Which Is Not One (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 1985); Harding,
Sandra, Whose Science? Whose Knowledge? Thinking From Women’s Lives (Ithaca, New York:
Cornell University Press, 1991); Lloyd, Genevieve, The Man of Reason: Male and Female 1in Western
Philosophy (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1984).

See, for example: Kate Soper, "Feminism as Critique," New Left Review Vol. 176 (July/August
1089): pp. 91-112; Alison Assiter, Enlightened Women: Modernist Feminism_in a Postmodern Age
(London: Routledge, 1996); Laudan, Larry, Beyond Positivism and Relativism: Theory, Method and
Evidence (Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press, 1996); Bernstein, Richard J., Beyond Objectivism and
Relativism (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1983).

L. Code, What Can She Know? Feminist Theory and the Construction of Knowledee (Ithaca, New
York: Cornell University Press, 1991).

17 Alison Assiter (1996): Honi Fern Haber, Bevond Postmodern Politics (London: Routledge, 1994).
Sondra Farganis, Situating Feminism: From Thought To Action (London: Sage Publications, 1994),

PS'Richa.rd Rorty, Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1980); Charles Taylor,
"Overcoming Epistemology,” in K. Baynes, J. Bohman, and P.A. McCarthy, eds., After Philosophy:
End or Transformation (Cambridge, Mass: MIT Press, 1987), pp. 464-488; David Oldroyd, The Arch
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Since the focus of the thesis 1s on the press representations’ I want to reiterate a point
made in the Introduction regarding the question of the accuracy of the reports. These
reports analysed in Part Two represent ‘objective’ accounts of the events reported - or
the phenomenon being studied - and my aim has not been to uncover the ’truth’ of
these accounts. 1 accept, completely the postmodem contention (although this 1nsight
is hardly unique to this position) that there is no unvarnished access to Teality’, either
for journalists or academics. But this does not mean that the attempt to approach
objectivity is totally passé.? Recognisihg the limits of objectivity is not at all the same
thing as denying it.*) As a researcher, I am bound by a commitment to norms of
behaviour that entail I strive for objectivity even as I realise the impossibility of its
'full’ realisation. And this is the view that has been offered in correspondence with

some of the journalists whose work has been discussed in Part Two.

Journalists have commitments to norms of behaviour (see pp. 107-111). They have
played an important role in providing information and in offering explanations for
mass rape in war to society at large. Therefore, how feminists and journalists alike
write about rape and who they choose to write about, constitutes an important part of
the discourse of rape. As will be argued in Chapter Nine, their combined influence
contributes to the changing and developing of both theory and practice in the social
world. The central aim in Part Three is to attempt to illustrate the complex
relationships between press representations, feminist thought and the social world,
and to 1dentify some of the social and political implications - including international

political implications - of that interrelationship.

of Knowledge (London: Methuen, 1986); Susan Haack, Evidence and Inquiry: Towards Reconstruction
1n Epistemology (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers Ltd., 1993).

2 David Campbell, "MetaBosnia: Narratives of the Bosnian War", Review of International Studies
Vol. 24, No. 2 (1998): pp. 261-281.

21Jaf.:quf:s Derrida, "Afterword,” in Gerald Graff, ed., Limited Inc (Evanston, Illinois: Northwestern
University Press, 1988), p. 148.
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PRESS AND FEMINIST THEMES

In this chapter, three of the most interesting themes emanating from Part Two will be
identified. The ensuing analysis of these themes will illustrate how the British press
have used ideas that stem from feminist theory to develop their explanations for mass
rape in war, thus enabling their readers to gain a greater understanding of the issues.’
Analysis of these themes and related 1ssues will be discussed in relation to how these
issues have been reported by journalists juxtaposed with how they are theorised
- within feminist writings. Moreover, it will also be illustrated how some feminist work
on rape attempts to reconceptualise the ‘norms’ on which broad contemporary
explanations of these issues are Eased and which, when adopted by journalists within
their writing, contribute to the mainstreaming of these ideas/theories, and how,

therefore, discourses of rape within society are formed and developed.

The selection of the themes was based on an analysis of some of the most debated
issues within feminist circles in recent years® and those chosen were favoured for their
strong intellectual currency and their longevity within feminist discourse, and for the
interesting ways in which the journalists have debated these issues within their
writirigs. The three themes chosen are: first, the use of rape as a ‘weapon’; second, the
1ssue of the representation of women; and third, the biological determinist’ debates

surrounding men and rape.

'Leonie Huddy, "Feminists and Femimsm in the News," 1n Pippa Norris, ed., Women, Media and
Politics (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1997), pp. 183-204.

‘See, for example: Rosemarie Tong, Feminist Thought: A Comprehensive Introduction (London:
Routledge, 1993); Joni Lovenduski and Vicki Randall, Contemporary Feminist Politics (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 1993); V. Spike Peterson and Anne Sisson Runyan, Global Gender Issues
(Oxford: Westview Press, 1993); Alison Jaggar, Feminist Politics and Human Nature (Totowa, N.J.:
Rowman & Littlefield, 1988); Cynthia Enloe, The Morning After: Sexual Politics at the End of The
Cold War (London: University of California Press, 1993).
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Rape as a "'weapon’

Throughout the analysis of the press representations, it was concluded on numerous
occasions that journalists’ reports had referred to the use of rape in the Balkan conflict
Spécifically as a ‘weapon’ against the rape victims. For the most part the journalists
utilised this feminist theme by suggesting that rape had been used deliberately as an
extension of the aggressor’s military armoury, although not always. One example of
the way in which the journalists often used this theme is highlighted in the following

passage from The Times and analysed in Chapter Four. The article states:

The European Community last night confirmed in an official
interim report that rape was being used as a systematic weapon
of war in Bosnia-Herzegovina. As many as 20,000 Bosnidn
Muslim women may have been raped by Serb soldiers as part of
a plan to enforce the ’ethnic cleansing’ of captured districts and
to drive them and their families from their homes.’

In Chapter Siﬁ, journahist Wendy Webster, writing for The Guardian, also reported the
use of rape as a weapon of war. She reported that the Women’s Rights Committee of
the European Parliament had stated that, {w]e cannot be passive spectators while
innocent women In their thousands, only a day’s drive from Brussels, are being torn

and broken. We want action to stop the sexually violent use of women as a weapon’.*

Many feminists scholars, writing in response to the reports of rape in the Balkans,
have echoed the notion that women’s bodies are specifically targeted in times of war.
Croatian feminist Slavenka Drakulic, writing in 1994, discusses the rape of hundreds
of thousands’ of Russian, Jewish and German women during the Second World War.
She also mentions the rape of Chinese women by Japanese soldiers 1n the 1930s and
the rape of Vietnamese women by American GIs in the Vietnam War. In summarising
the similarities of these events, Drakulic states that [w]omen have been raped in every
war - as retaliation, as damage to another man’s property’, as a message to the enemy.

Rape is an efficient weapon for demoralisation and humiliation’’ She also concludes

*Michael Evans and Joel Brand, "Serbian heavy guns hit British base in central Bosnia," The Times, 9
January 1993, p. 11.

“Wendy Webster, "Women against war crimes against women,” The Guardian, 17 February 1993, p. 6.

"Slavenka Drakulic, "The Rape of Women in Bosnia," in Miranda Davies (1994), p. 180. (emphasis
added)
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that when rape is used in war on a massive scale its use as a weapon takes on strategic

connotations and becomes ‘ethnic cleansing’.°

Some feminists have long recognised the extensive degree of rape and sexual violence
that occurs in peacetime’ and have written at length on the links between rape and
demoralisation, humiliation and women as ’property’.’ Indeed, Georgina Ashworth,
writing in 1985, explicitly made a connection between rape in wartime and rape in

peacetime, stating that in either setting rape is used as a weapon. She comments that:

Rape 1s a weapon in small and large wars against the property of
the ‘other side’ which 1s approved, and, like many practices
which change their morality between war and peace, still
effectively a weapon 1n peace ... against a different side. Like
war 1tself, rape and the threat of rape, keep the balance of
society ... or, from a women’s perspective, the imbalance of

society.®
However, while no direct correlation can be drawn between rape in war, which has
been intentionally used as a weapon, and rape as it occurs 1n ‘peacetime’ - a ‘weapon’
used against women as the ‘other side’ - nevertheless, if soldiers and military
commanders recognise the ability of rape to dehumanise, humiliate, destabilise
populations and undermine political will and if rape is so widespread in today’s
Western societies, then it 1s necessary to ask, as many feminists do, what relationship
rape in ’peacetime’ has to the politics of violence.” As many feminists have observed,
rape is first and foremost an act of aggression with a sexual maniiestation and 1s just
one of the many forms of violence suffered by women in ‘peacetime™ - a fact that has

recently led the United Nations to appoint a Special Rapporteur on the subject.”

“ibid.

'See for example: Kate Millett, Sexual Politics (London: Abacus, 1972); Mary Daly, Gyn/Ecology: The
Metaethics of Radical Feminism (Boston: Beacon Press, 1978); Lorenne Clark and Debra Lewis, Rape:
The Price of Coercive Sexuality (Toronto: Women’s Educational Press, 1977); Susan Brownmiller,
Against Our Will: Men, Women and Rape (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1975); Susan Griffin,
Rape: The Power of Consciousness (San Francisco: Harper and Row, 1979).

8Gf.:u:‘n'gina Ashworth, Of Violence and Violation; Women and Human Rights (London: Change, 1985),

p- 7.

1bid.

Ruth Seifert, "War and Rape: A Preliminary Analysis,” in Alexandra Stiglmayer, ed., Mass Rape:
The War Against Women in Bosnia-Herzegovina (London: University of Nebraska Press, 1994), pp.
73-81.

""United Nations, Economic and Social Council, Commission on Human Rights, Question of

Integrating the Rights of Women into the Human Rights Mechanisms of the United Nations and the
Elimination of Violence Against Women (CHR Res. 1994/45, U.N. Doc. E/CN.4/1994/132 (1994)).
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Moreover, given the extended international networks of militarisation and the media,
some feminists have also begun to question the relationships that exist between rape
in war and non-war situations.’” As Catharine MacKinnon has suggested, the
relationship between rape in ‘peacetime’ and rape in war is what anti-Semitism is to
the Holocaust. One 1S the ‘nevitable’ result of the other, but the scale of horror is
vastly different.” In other words, MacKinnon is claiming that the general
acceptability of sexual violence against women in ’peacetime’, notably through the
acceptance of violent pornography, can lead to its more frequent use in war when
social constraints lapse: as anti-Semitism was the driving force behind the Holocaust,
so ’peacetime’ social indifference to violence against women 1is, according to
MacKinnon, the driving force behind men’s propensity to rape in war. The link which
feminists claim to be one of the strongest is violence, particularly sexual violence;

both in peacetime and during war." As Carolyn Nordstrom has insisted, [s]exual

violence is a mainstay of dirty war practice’.”

Nordstrom’s definition of this 'dirty war practice’ - the use of sexual violence and rape

as a weapon of war against women - does not appear to be a new phenomena. Miriam
Cooke has observed that the reported mass raping of women in the Balkan conflict

simply reminded a forgetful world that this is not the first time that women’s bodies

have been ofﬁcially and systematically targeted’.'® She continues:

Even only in the past sixty years the list of mass rapes includes
those during the 1930s by Japanese against Chinese women;
during World War Il by Nazis against Russian and Jewish
women, by Soviets against German women, and by Japanese
against Korean women; during the 1960s and 1970s by
Americans against Vietnamese women; during the early 1970s
by Pakistanis against'Bengali ‘women; during the late 1980s by

The General Assembly has also issued a declaration condemning violence against women. Declaration
on the Elimination of Violence Against Women (G.A. Res. 48/104, UN. Doc. A/RES/48/104 (1994)).
12y, Spike Peterson and Anne Sisson Runyan (1993).

“Catharine MacKinnon, "Rape, Genocide and Women’s Human Rights,” in Alexandra Stiglmayer
(1994) pp. 183-196.

“Jane Connors, "Government Measures to Confront Violence Against Women," in Miranda Davies
(1994), pp. 182-199; and Leslie Wolfe and Lois Copeland, “Violence Against Women as Bias-
motlvated Hate Crime,” in Miranda Davies (1994), pp. 200-219.

Carolyn Nordstrom, "Women and War: Observations from the Field," Minerva: Quarterly Report on
Women and the Military Vol. 9, No. 1 (Spring 1991), pp. 1-15.

**Miriam Cooke, Women and the War Story (Berkeley, California: University of California Press,
1996), p. 37.
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Iraqis against Kurdish women and then Kuwaiti and Palestinian
women during the Gulf War."”

Indeed, in 1992 alone, there were 54 armed conflicts in progress, and hundreds have
taken place since the Second World War.”® Therefore, there is no doubt a high
probability that sexual violence and rape has been used as a weapon in the majority of

them and that countless numbers of women have suffered as a result.

Although, as demonstrated in Chapter Two, rape has been a feature of wars
throughout history, these twentieth century wars have proved particularly disastrous
for women. As mentioned in Chapter Two, even their status as civilians has ottered
them little protection. In fact, in twentieth century wars the plight of all civilians has
worsened cons'iderably. In World War I approximately five percent of those killed
were civilians; in World War II the figure rose to 50 percent; in sorne more recent
conflicts, for .example in Lebanon, it has been as high as 80-90 percent.” In reviewing
these figures Jeanne Vickers has suggested that the war in the fonner-Yugoélavia 1S
likely to have exacted a ’similar toll’ on civilian women and children.”” Simply as a
matter of probabilities, women are now more likely to suffer war’s ‘consequences’,
including sexual abuse and rape. In addition, some feminists claim that rape, which
has always proved to be an effective weapon of war, has recently become more
overtly so. Ruth Seifert, for example, claims that rape, used as a weapon of war, has
now been recogniséd as an effectual means to demoralise and destroy the enemy.*
Using a similar term to Nordstrom’s, Seifert states that rape as a weapon 1s
particularly useful in 'dirty wars’ (a concept which will be explored further in Chapter
Eight) as it is not necessarily the conquest of a foreign army, but rather the

deconstruction of a culture that can be seen as a central objective of war actions’.”

Yibid.

¥peter Wallensteen and Karin Axell, "Armed Conflict at the End of the Cold War, 1989-92," Journal
of Peace Research Vol. 30, no. 3 (1993): pp. 331-346.

¥Jeanne Vickers, Women_and War (London: Zed Books, 1993), pp. 24-25. See also, Sandra Singer,
The Protection of Children During Armed Conflict Situations 26 INTL REVY. RED CROSS 133, 141
(1986).

“ibid.

IR uth Seifert (1994), pp. 62-63.

Zibid.
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Thus, according to Seifert, as women are central to the continuation of a state’s

cultural heritage, in ‘dirty wars’ they are specifically targeted.”

In The Times on 16 April 1993, journalist Janet Daley made a similar comment to
Seifert’s regarding rape as a weapon of war. Daley stated that in Bosnia rape has
become a weapon of war and almost an entire generation of women have been
subjected to indiscriminate degradation, which they must know, has nothing to do
with them as individuals’** Yet, in this case there is a clear contrast between the
interpretation of this journalist and the explanation given by radical feminists Carolyn
Schafer and Marilyn Frye. Their analysis of rape suggests that although the raison
d'étre for using rape as a weapon of war is not to target specific individuals, it is
precisely the individual whose core 1s 'disintegrated’ during rape. Indeed, Schafer and
Frye suggest that it is the individual’s very ‘domain’ (defined as a set of person-
properties’ - the ability to reason, the capacity for self-awareness, the ability to
deliberate and make choices, and so on) that is infiltrated by rape. For Schafer and
Frye, rape is 'a use of a person which involves tampering with parts of its self which
are for most people centrally rather than peripherally involved in their personal
identity’.® Moreover, they conclude that to violate the centre of a person’s ‘domain’ is
to inflict maximum harm by threatening to disintegrate the woman, that is, to make
her less of a woman by depriving her of her bodily autonomy.*® Therefore, to deprive
a woman of her domain’ 1s to separate her from what literally constitutes her identity.
Catharine MacKinnon has made a similar point, although linking a woman’s identity
with her sexuality. She states that, analogously, sexuality is also an important issue in
any feminist theory on rape because a woman’s personal identity is inextricably linked
to her sexuality and, according to MacKinnon, through rape it 1s principally her

sexuality (and therefore her ‘identity’) that is ‘mostly taken away’.?’

“For evidence of the acceptance of rape as an by-product of 'new’ wars, see: Mary Kaldor,
"Reconceptualising Organised Violence,” in Daniele Archibugi, David Held and Martin Kohler, eds.,

1998), pp. 91-110.
“Janet Daley, "Janet Daley Column,” The Times, 16 Aprnil 1993, p. 16.

®Carolyn Schafer and Manlyn Frye, "Rape and Respect,” in Marilyn Pearsall, ed., Women and Values
(Belmont, CA.: Wadsworth, 1986), p. 195.

*ibid. |

“ICatharine MacKinnon, "Feminism, Marxism, Method and the State: An Agenda for Theory,” Signs:
Journal of Women’s Culture and Society Vol. 10, no. 1 (1984): p. 186.
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Various feminist studies have attempted to theorise rape and the effect that it has on
the individual, however, feminist researchers in specific war sites, such as the
Balkans,” the Middle East,” and Latin America,” have also investigated the interplay
of local cultural concepts such as family honour, religious shame, sexual purity, and
gender 1dentity to explain why rape has been so widely, and destructively, employed
as a terror tactic, or weapon of war, 1n these areas. One common aspect of this
feminist research, despite diverse locations and cultural differeﬁces, and an i1ssue that
has been used repeatedly by the press as noted in Part Two, 1s the conclusion that rape
and sexual violence i1s a universal feature of war - one which seems, to transcend all
language, cultural, religious and geographical differences. Perhaps the answer lies, in
part, with the fact that-if rape has been used as a weapon of war it cannot be seen
solely as a sexual assault. Judith Herman has explored this possibility suggesting that
rather than a sexual assault when used as a weapon rape is intended as an attack on
the core constructions of identity and ontological security in its most personal and
profound sense. It destroys the victim’s fundamental assumptions about the safety of
the world, the positive value of the self, and the meaningful order of creation’?' which
has far-reaching consequences for both the individual and when used on a large scale,

as in the Balkans, there are far-reaching consequences for the community as well, and

possibly the nation.

Feminist activists Rada Boric and Mica Desnica have set up counselling groups for
rape victims in Croatia, and have used quotations from rape victims in their latest
writings which seem to accord with Herman’s suggestions. One survivor of wartime
rape is quoted as saying that the rapist robbkd my soul and my body’,** another that
her barometer of self respect was a long way below zero’, and yet another we were

put in a shell not of our own request, now [with the group’s help] it is splitting and we

*epa Mladjenovic and Divna Matijasevic, "SOS Belgrade July 1993-1995: Dirty Streets,” in Chris
Corrin, ed., Women in a Violent World: Feminist Analyses and Resistance Across Europe’ (Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Press, 1996); 1. Prica, R. Senjkovic-and L. Feldman, eds., Fear, Death _and
Resistance, An Ethnography of War: Cruaua 1991-1992 (Zagreb: X-Press, 1992).

YY¥eanne Vickers (1993).

**Ximena Bunster-Burotto, "Surviving Beyond Fear: Women and Torture in Latin America," in
Miranda Davies (1994), pp. 156-175.

NTudith Herman, Trauma and Recoverv (New York: Basic Books, 1992), p. 51.

*’Lepa Mladjenovic and Divna Matijasevic, "SOS Belgrade July 1993-1995: Dirty Streets,” in Chris
Corrin (1996), p. 129.
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are like new-born babies we are needing lots of care’® Rape, as with all ferror
warfare, is regarded by some feminists as not exclusively an attack on the individual’s
physical and mental body, but to them it appears to be an attack on the body politic’.
Its aim is not simply to maim or kill one person, but to control an entire socio-political
group by crippling it from within. Therefore, it appears to be an attack directed

equally against personal identity and cultural integrity.

This attack on the rape victim’s identity is regarded by some feminists more widely as
an effective means of social control. Indeed, Catherine Niarchos suggests that merely
the fear of rape, more than fear of other crimes, lead women to ‘consciously or
unconsciously, restrict [their] movements and [their] life choices’”* This suggestion

concurs with Susan Brownmiller’s now oft-quoted argument that states:

From prehistoric times to the present, I believe, rape has played
a critical function. It 1s nothing more or less than a conscious
process of intimidation by which all men keep all women in a
state of fear.”

Betty Reardon concurs with Brownmiller’s position by defining rape as a form of
system maintenance’.’® She expands further by stating that Tw]omen are conditioned
to deal with the fear of violence, not only by developing behaviours of
accommodation and avoidance but also by learning to cope with it as a fundamental
given of the human condition’’” Rape in war, then, if used in the same terms as
suggested here by Brownmiller and Reardon, equates ’peacetime’ male to female
relations with the behaviour of the dominant aggressor troops to the civilian rape
victims in the Balkans. Rape is, therefore, regarded as a traditional weapon in war,
which is used for symbolic or deterrent purposes as well as the basic intimidating
terror mechanisms to maintain submission.”® Some feminists regard rape as both ’a

deliberate device to keep women in line® and ’a conscious tactic of warfare’*

**Rada Boric and Mica Mladineo Desnica, "Croatia: Three Years After," in Chris Corrin (1996), pp.
149-150.
HCatherine Niarchos, "Women, War, and Rape: Challenges Facing the International Tribunal for the
Former Yugoslavia,” Human Rights Quarterly Vol. 17, no. 4 (1995): p. 650.
¥Susan Brownmiller, Aeainst Our Will: Men, Women and Rape (New York: Simon and Schuster,
1975), p. 3.
26B etty Reardon, Sexism and the War System (New York: Teachers College Press, 1985), p. 38.
Ty -
1bid.
*ibid.
*’Reardon (1985), p. 39.
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Whether taken singly or as a joint strategic move, this threatens to be a very effective

means of social control - both in war and during ‘peace’.

Another issue that has emerged from the feminist literature on rape and which
indirectly stems from the journalists’ discussions and explanations for rape and its use
as a weapon of war and one possible reason for its perpetuation throughout history, 1s
silence’. None of the writings of the ' journalists analysed within the thesis directly
commented on silence’ as a rape-related issue and on one level, because these issues
have been reported at all may appear to be an direct contradiction to the suggestion
that the rapes have been silenced. However, it tends to be the gaps in the reporting,
the silences in the media’s discussion of rape in war, even as the Balkan conflict was
progressing, that are important here. In Chapter Six an article written by Roger Boyes
for The Times includes a comlﬁent from the World Council of Churches which firstly
states that rape has become a systematic weapon of war in the Bosnian conflict and
the rapists should be put before war crimes tribunals’*! The article also argues that the
experiences of the rape victims are not being taken seriously by the ‘authorities’, nor
the ‘international community’.*? Following the article there is a period of five months
before the issue is raised again in any of the newspapers analysed. And on this
occasion, Ian Black, writing for The Guardian, relays the moral, legal, political and
financial problems besetting the instigators of the War Crimes Tribunal to be set up in

The Hague,” as if these were legitimate reasons for the lack of attention or interest

shown - legitimate reasons for the ’silence’.

Writing on the legal challenges facing the Tribunal and its contribution towards the
silence’ of rape, feminist and legal specialist Catherine Niarchos suggests that the
Tribunal is bound up within a patriarchal legal discourse which favours a form of
parochial conventionalism over the truthful recall of experience. In making the
argument for stemming the traditional silence that surrounds rape, Niarchos makes the

following observation of typical courtroom procedures:

40.1 -
ibid., p. 40.
*'Roger Boyes, "Church says Serbs are using rape as a weapon,” The Times, 23 December 1992, p. 6.
42., .
1bid. |
BTan Black, "UN lays plan for war crimes trials,” The Guardian, 26 May 1993, p. 8.
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When atrocities are discussed, the tones are usually hushed. The
crimes are described as "unspeakable", there i1s a reluctance to
confront the murderous side of human nature ... to accept, in the
words of playwright Arthur Miller, that "we are very
dangerous”. Traditional legal discourse tends to play along with

the conspiracy: lawyers shun drama, emotion, and
"unnecessary" detail.**

Niarchos also admits that she has to fight the tendency to censor when writing as a-
feminist on the rapes in the former Yugoslavia. However, the rapes have been brutal
and to merely state that x’ number of rapes occurred in %’ region does not, as
Niarchos argues, ‘express the whole egregious story’.* She continues to suggest that if
one simply relates the palatable facts of the ’story’, as in the court-room scene
described above, then a ’significant part of the tragedy is suppressed; when the
éndeavour is to establish truth, there is a great disservicé to the victims’*® and in effect

y

silencing the experiences of the rape victims.

This silencing of the rape victim’s experiences has also been a subject for discussion
by Rada Boric and Mica Desnica. They state that one of the dimensions of war
crimes’ against women, that of ‘crimes against gender’,*’ is ‘'minimised’, ’silenced’ and
forgotten’ by official state politics, and if it is talked about it is often ‘manipulated for
political reasons’, or ‘misused by the media’* Boric and Desnica continue to suggest
that it is ‘only women’s groups that are still trying to press the issue of rape, to open
trials, to have access to a War Tribunal’.*” This notion of the wartime silencing of

women and the reluctance of rape victim’s to speak out about their suffering has also

been touched upon by Cynthia Enloe. In The Morning After: Sexual Politics at the
End of the Cold War she states:

The silencing of women to preserve the honour not only of
individual men but of a nation turns out to be an integral part of
the processes of war and post-war order in societies as
seemingly different as Kuwait and the United States.”

“Catherine Niarchos (1995), p. 653.
45-1.
1bid.
16:bid.
*'Rada Boric and Mica Desnica (1996), p. 139.
Bibid.
Pibid.
SOCynthial Enloe (1993), p. 188.
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It is significant that Enloe comments on the preservation of the men’s honour, not the
womens. Furthermore, it should be noted that if one concentrates on the concept of
women’s honour’ being at stake and primarily harmed during rape, it tends to obscure
and silence the fact that in practice rape is fundamentally violence against the woman;
against a woman’s body, autonomy, iﬁtegrity, identity, security, and self-esteem, as
well as her honour and her standing in the community. This, according to Enloe, is not
a problem which is confined to traditional Muslim society, nor indeed other societies
which operate under an overtly religious-based patriarchal authority, but it also
operates in those Western socteties generally considered to be ’liberal’ such as the
United States. One of the main institutions mentioned by Enloe where women rape
victims are silenced is in the military, where she claims that incidents of rape are

silenced both to preserve the rapist’s honour’ and to preserve their careers. As Enloe

explains:

Although the women soldiers were willing to tell at least some
of their colleagues about their experiences, they were afraid to
tell their stories for the record. They were silenced by a
(probably realistic) fear that the Pentagon would use it as an
excuse to keep women out of the combat zones, out of chances
for promotion and out of the ranks.”!

War, and one could argue also the military, have typically been viewed as ’above’ the
question of gender, by, in one respect, promoting silences to preserve the status quo.
And the question that all these femnist scholars mentioned here seem to be
challenging is; how can gender be relevant when life and death and the defence of our
nation are at stake? But war seems to exaggerate and mask the conflicts of gender
(sexual violence and rape, pornography, sexual harassment, the public/private
dichotomyf’l). and these feminist scholars have an important role in challenging these
prevailing war ‘myths’, exposing the patriarchal mechanisms of power and questioning

the dominant hegemonic discourse, thereby voicing what has previously been

silenced.

*libid., p. 191.

**See, for example: Jeanne Vickers (1993); Miriam Cooke (1996); Alexandra Stigimayer (1994); Chris
Corrin (1996).
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However, it 1s not only after the rapes, in the aftermath of war, that the patriarchal
structures within Western society work implicitly to maintain this silence. Even the
victims themselves are restrained into silence by the power of the dominant societal
structures that abound during wartime. In countless wars women suffer rape, sexual
violence, terror, and intimidation, yet women are often made to feel ashamed to think
about such self-centred problems when the nation and their ‘men’ are fighting on the
battlefield to preserve their honour and freedom. Is it not the women’s patriotic duty
during war to ease the soldier’s pain, to be understanding and patient, to put her
individual suffering aside and to think only of the suffering of the men fighting on the
battlefield for the nation? Chris Corrin, commenting on just this situation, has stated
that i}t 1s viewed as unpatriotic for women to speak out against male violence ...
when the national interest’ is at stake’” Indeed, this reiterates the popular feminist

sentiment that the ’‘personal is political, and in IR terms that the ’personal is

international’.

Many of these patriarchal structures which allow the perpetuation of male sexual
violence have been powerfully challenged by feminist writers. Particularly in areas
where male violence has trained’ or frightened’ women into remaining silent about it.
For example, where women are raped, sexually abused, or exploited, they are often
ordered by their attackers to remain silent for fear of further attack. In addition, the
fear of shame and humiliation or guilt that they are in some way responsible’ for the
attack, ‘wanted it’, or led him on’, serves to compound this silence. When women do
speak out, their voices, their experiences, their truths’, are too infrequently listened to,
or disregarded as lies. One example, The London Inquiry into Rape and Sexual

Assault’, offers an interesting 1llustration of this situation in the following statement:

It 1s often said that women are prone to lying’ in relation to rape
and sexual assault, or at the very least we make too much of a
fuss’ over ‘trivialities’ (such as being raped), or that we
exaggerate the details of our experience. As a result our
experiences and fears walk around with us - in many cases
never being revealed, discussed, reported or acted upon.
Accusations about women’s wild i1maginations and/or
complicity’ in sexual offences ensure that there are many people
we cannot tell the truth to, and our assaults remain invisible or

*>Chris Corrin (1996), p. 87.
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trivial - particularly in the eyes of those who are supposed to
protect us from rape.>

This quotation offers an example of the many ways in which women can be blamed
for the male violence perpetrated against them, which serves to divert the focus of
analysis away from the violent men, while at the same time, diverting attention away
from the masculinised political context in which the violence occurs, and this analysis
1s just as applicable for wartime violence and rape. It is important, therefore, that
terms such as ‘male sexual violence’ and ‘'men’s violence against women’ should not be
reduced to simply violence against women’, because, according to Ailbhe Smith, to
do so leaves out men as the perpetrators and contributes to the construction of women
as victims’.> The terms male sexual violence’ and 'men’s violence against women’
incorporates & range of violent harm deliberately inflicted upon women - physical,
psychological, and sexual - and this should not be rendered invisible. Somer Brodribb,

appreciating the burden of women’s traditionally silent role has made the following

comment:

For us, then, to speak is difficult ... Loss of memory, loss of
speech: it 1s as though we cannot speak and cannot remember at
the same time. Being fully conscious i1s dangerous. Women'’s
memory, women’s language, women’s body and sexuality have
been annulled in the patriarchal tradition which has feared the
female sex. What we are permitted, encouraged, coerced into,
and rewarded for, is loving the male sex: the bad girls are the

ones who don’t, and who thereby risk man’s rage and women’s
fear.>

There are, of course, exceptions to this, women who have been very outspoken about
militarism, poverty, racism and their links to masculinity and sexism. But these
women tend to be branded as irresponsible and irrepressible, often earning themselves
misogynist nicknames. Such defensive, yet aggressive, reactions reveal how

profoundly threatening such assertions are to the established patriarchal order, and

this will 1ssue will be addressed in the next section.

>'R. E. Hall, Ask Any Woman: A London inquiry into rape and sexual assault (Report of the Women’s
Safety Survey conducted by Women Against Rape Bristol: Falling Wall Press, 1985).

3 Ailbhe Smyth, "Seeing Red: Men’s Violence Against Women in Ireland,” in Chris Cormin (1996),
?6;).53-76.

Somer Brodribb, Nothing Mat(tlers: A Feminist Critique of Postmodernism (North Melbourne, Vic.:
Spinifex Press Pty Ltd., 1992), p. xix.
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In analysing the issue of rape as a weapon of war from both a journalistic and a
feminist perspective it has been illustrated how certain feminist ideas have become
mainstreamed and have been used by journalists to explain the occurrence of rape in
war. However, while the journalists have used the concept with surprising regularity,
it appears that in the press reports analysed in Part Two, many of the features of
feminist analyses of the issue have become tempered. Thus, the ideas explaining rape
as a weapon of war have somewhat lost their radical element - a feature which is often
regarded as a fundamental characteristic of feminist theorising. While this
development is not entirely remarkable, it nevertheless demonstrates that feminist
ideas have to some extent permeated the social discourse surrounding rape and its use
as a weapon in war primarily against women. It is how women have been represented

in the press, in comparison to some feminist notions of ‘women’, that will now be

examined.

The Representation of "'Women’

This section examines the way in which women were represented 1n the press reports
analysed in Part Two. In particular, it highlights the way in which some feminist
writing has challenged the prevailing gendered notions of women - many of which
were regularly used in the journalists’ representations of women. This investigation 1S
set against a backdrbp of an assumed patriarchal society, both in terms of the societal
structures that the journalists and feminist scholars were working under and 1n terms
of the generally accepted societal ‘norms’ that were at work during any events and
experiences that have been retold within the journalists’ reports. This presupposition -
that a patriarchal society exists - is central to much feminist work and it is a term that

1s invoked throughout this argument.

In everyday language, ’patriarchy’ is often used interchangeably with ’male
dominance’ or a system of male dominance’>’ There have been numerous attempts to

develop systematic theories of patriarchy, for example Kate Millett in the 1970s,®

*TVicky Randall, Women and Politics (London: Macmillan, 1987), ch. 2.
>>Kate Millett, Sexual Politics (London: Abacus, 1972).
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Carole Pateman in the 1980s,” and Sylvia Walby in the 19905, but given the
enormity of the task, it is not surprising that ambiguities remain - concerning both the
central features of patriarchy and the means by which it 1s perpetuated. For example,
and generally speaking, socialist feminists attempt to integrate explanations of
patriarchy with the analysis of capitalism® and radical ferninists tend to emphasise the
role of gendered hierarchies within society and, in particular, the use of violence to
maintain those hierarchies.”” The term patriarchy is used as simply a form of
shorthand to denote a societal structure that supports, either implicitly or explicitly,

the systematic male dominance of women.

The representation of women under patriarchy i1s one issue which has to some extent
dominated the analysis of the press representations in Part Two. Through the
newspaper reports it was apparent that some journalists were more ’gender-aware-
than others - at least in terms of the language they used to represent women. For
example, some journalists tended, on occasion, to almost ‘caricature’ women: they
“have been represented as ‘'womenfolk’, as ’breeders’, as ’liking shopping’ and as
natural pacifists’. Furthermore, the issue of the mass raping of women in war was
regarded by one journalist as not even a ‘political’ problem.® Although it should be
noted that often even the most gender-sensitive journalists (for example, Linda Grant
mentioned below) cannot control the gendered language used by their interviewees.
However, as with the previous section which looked at rape as a weapon’, this section
will be identifying specific ways in which women were represented in the press and
comparing them to the thoughts some feminist theorists have on the issue. This move
will highlight similarities, differences, and the extent to which feminists have

expanded and developed the prevailing theories and issues surrounding rape and rape

' 1n war.

**Carole Pateman, The Sexual Contract (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1988).
“Sylvia Walby, Theorising Patriarchy (Oxford: Blackwell, 1990).

“I1See, for example: Alison Jaggar, Feminist Politics and Human Nature (Totowa, N.J.: Rowman &
Littlefield, 1988), ch. 10.

®ibid., ch. 9.

3 Alice Thomson, "Truth that the world {inds hard to hear,” The Times, 1 January 1993, p. 11.
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An article by Ed Vulliamy begins this examination of how women have been
represented in the journalists’ reports of mass rape in war.* In writing for The
Guardian, he describes the women of a predominantly Muslim village as ‘womenfolk’,
which 1n one sense denotes ‘ownership’, or belonging to someone’, presumably to the
men of the village - their 'protectors’. This theme of men as ’protector’ and women as
their ‘property’ 1s continued by another article in The Guardian and written by Linda
Grant, in which Grant quotes the presideﬁt of the Red Crescent in Croatia as
commenting that Muslim women who have been raped during the Balkan conflict will
be welcomed as ’second or third wives’ in North African Muslim states. The report
states that these North African Muslim men are willing to forgive them’ their impurity
and will protect them in exchange for ‘owning’ these Tlight-skinned’ women.* In
addition, another article in The Guardian, written in December 1992, states that
- Germany’s Chancellor Helmut Kohl offered the female rape victim’s of the Balkans a

haven in Germany’, presumably with himself as protector in chief’ of the women.*

These 1deas which circulate around the notion that women should, at all times, be
protected by men has been discussed at length by feminist Frances Power Cobbe.

Writing in Femicide: The Politics_of Women Killing, she states that the idea that
women are a man’s property (usually property of the father or husband) ’is the fatal
root of incalculable evil and misery’.*” While this statement may appear a little strong.

Cobbe goes on to expand her ideas further:

Every brutal-minded man, and many a man who In other
relations of life is not brutal, entertains more or less vaguely the
notion that his wife is his thing, and i1s ready to ask with
indignation (as we read again and again in the police reports), of
anyone who interferes with his treatment of her, "May I not-do
what I will with my own?" It is even sometimes pleaded on
behalf of poor men, that they possess nothing else but their
wives, and that, consequently, it seems doubly hard to meddle
with the exercise of their power in that narrow sphere!®

“Ed Vulliamy, "Croats’ new ethnic purge leaves a ghost town,” The Guardian, 19 July 1993, sec.
HOM, p. 20. |

®Linda Grant, "Anyone here been raped and speak English?” The Guardian, 2 August 1993, sec. G2T,
p. 10.

“Reuter in Paris, "WEU demands justice for Tape camp’ victims,"” The Guardian, 4 December 1992, p.
11.

:;Frances Power Cobbe, "Wife Torture in England,” 1n Jill Radford and Diana Russell (1992), p. 47.
1bid.
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Cobbe explains that this was the reality in Britain until relatively recently and in other
less Westernised societies this remains the norm’ for many women - they are men’s
property and rely on them for their protection, indeed their lives. This entitlement of
men to ‘'women as property’ appears to have been institutionalised in exactly the same
manner as the rights of men to be entitled to land, chattel and other economic
resources. Historically, and to a certain extent cross-culturally, men have been entitled
to own slaves, servants, wives and children, and have enjoyed the benefits of
ownership without interference. They have also been able to act towards their

property 1n any way they saw fit without legal consequences, while the property’ had

little or no legal status in ’its’ own right.

This ‘male’ tendency, to think of women as sexual or reproductive ’property’ that they
can own, protect, exchange, and treat violently if they please, is questionable,
particularly when one focuses on the male ‘protector’ role. In fact, if one accepts
Cobbe’s arguments above, then women appear to be more threatened at home by their
own Joved’ ones than in other more seemingly dangerous situations - i.e. war.®
Indeed, the social myth that the family and home are sanctuaries for women is
frequently challenged by feminists, organisations such as Women’s Aid, and
occasionally journalists.”” And furthermore, the ideology of the ’safe’ home has helped
to keep women subordinate by making them feel insecure and even frightened away
from the home environment.” Yet, in many instances, women are much safer away

from the ‘protection’ of home and husband (or partner, boyfriend, father, brother,

uncle, stepfather, and so on).”

Ruth Seifert, writing about the 'man as protector’ has also suggested that this
assumption is a myth - particularly in wartime. She states that ’[a]s experience teaches

us, the myth of man as protector that 1s mobilised in most wars is really nothing more

“Jill Radford, "Womanslaughter: A License to Kill?" in Jill Radford and Diana Russell, eds.,
Femicide: The Politics of Woman Killing (Buckingham: Open University Press, 1992), p. 260.

"See, for example: Andrea Dworkin, Life and Death: Unapologetic Writings on the Continuing War
Against Women (London: Virago, 1997); and Dea Birkett, "Voyage of self-discovery,” The Guardian,
28 July 1998, sec. G2, p. 6; also see, Judith Hicks Stiechm, "The Protected, the Protector, the Defender,”
in Alison Jaggar, ed., Living with Contradictions: Controversies in Feminist Social Ethics ((Oxford:
Westview Press, 1994), pp. 582-608.

IClaudia Card, “Rape as a Terrorist Institution,” in R.G. Frey and C.W. Moris, eds., Violence,

;I'errogislm, and Justice (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991), pp. 296-3109.
Yoy
1bid.
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than a myth’,” and Seifert concludes that during wartime there is no means by which
men can protect women from war’s, almost inevitable, consequences.” Therefore,
whether in ’peacetime’ or during war, men either cannot, do not or will not protect
women from rape, violence and sexual abuse, albeit for different reasons. Betty
Reardon, on the other hand, while accepting that men during wartime frequently show
little or no concern for other women’,” nevertheless, they ‘cherish’ their own wives,

daughters and other female relatives.”” By way of explanation, Reardon states:

Most men are ... able to objectify virtually all women, except
those for whom society has given them special responsibilities,
mainly female relatives. Much as the nation-state encourages
citizens to accept violence against those outside the national
boundaries but generally prohibits it against those within, men
are conditioned to protect and cherish the women for whom
they have been given responsibility but to have little or no
concern for other women. This psychic conditioning makes

women emotionally dependent on men as well as physically
vulnerable to them.”’

This particular feminist analysis does not sit eésily with Cobbe’s suggestion that
women’s traditional ’protectors’ - men - are in fact a threat to their safety rather than,
as Reardon suggests, their cherishers’ However, if one adheres to Reardon’s
argument, that men have a certain responsibility for their female relatives, then one

could reasonably define these women as ‘womenfolk’, as mentioned in The Guardian

article above.

As noted earlier, the 'caricatures’ of women readily used in the British press tend to be
associated with traditional notions of what constitutes ‘women’ and what women’s
roles are deemed to be within a patriarchal society. For example, writing in The
Guardian,-Ed Vulliamy discussed a breeding programme’ which was reported to have
been introduced in Croatia to restrict Muslim women having children’.”® Throughout
the article there is no mention of men or men’s role in the breeding programme’, the

assumption being that conception, the use of contraception (or not), giving birth,

"Ruth Seifert (1994), p. 59.

"ibid.

"Betty Reardon (1985), p. 51. (emphasis added)
"8ibid.

Tibid.

"®Ed Vulliamy, 19 July 1993.
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bringing-up children, and so on, is solely the women’s domain and men do not play a
significant part in this area of traditional life. Now, this may or may not be the case in
contemporary Croatian/Mushim life, but to accept this without question or comment
would be regarded in feminist circles as an omission on the part of the reporter which
merely serves to reinforce these gender stereo-types. Moreover, these socially
constructed gender and reproductive roles play a major part in restricting women’s
identity and behaviour. As feminist and literary critic Eve Sedgwick has remarked,
gender is the ‘dichotomised social production and reproduction of male and female
identities and behaviours’ and is produced ’inextricable from a history of power
differentials between genders’” In other words, far from being natural, gender is a
cultural code that shapes social expectations for both men and women. Consequently,
each sex tends to grow up differently and the majority act in ways which conform to
their culture’s prevalent gendered images and' values. It is through seemingly

innocuous comments in journalists’ reports - like the one above - which serves to

perpetuate those gendered social norms’.

Further examples of the caricaturisation of women in the articles analysed can also be
found in the press representations analysed in Chapter Six. Alice Thomson, writing in
The Times, comments that Dame Anna Warburton, having just returned from leading
an EU (or EC as it was reported then) fact-finding mission to Bosnia, had
unfortunately missed the ’pre-Christmas shopping period’.® This implicitly suggests
that, as a woman, Dame Anna would ’‘naturally’ be wanting to shop during the
Christmas period and would have been disappointed to have missed the opportunity:
and implies that the mission was a lower priority. In addition to this rather artless
piece of reporting, in her article Thomson also used a quotation from the Foreign
Office which stated that they would need to find a woman for the mission, but they
needed to find one that ‘wouldn’t squirm’ at what she found and would not be blinded
by sympathy’.®* The implication being that most women are 'naturally’ too ’soft and
emotional’ for what has traditionally been considered a man’s role. In addifion to these

sentiments, Rosalind Coward’s thousand-word article in The Guardian a few months

PEve Sedgwick, Epistemology of the Closet (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1990), pp. 27-
28.

0Alice Thomson, 1 January 1993.
*libid.
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later explicitly suggested that women have a natural alliance with pacifism’;* again,

this is a view which is commonly replicated throughout Western society and for many
Radical feminists.”

Many feminists would, of course, take issue with these suggestions. Not necessarily

because the suggestions are ‘wrong’ or right’, but because of the image that they
portray of women and also because of the contribution they make to society’s beliefs’

about women. Some feminists, for example, would argue that women are perfectly
capable of taking on traditional male roles.* While others would strongly deny the
classic gendered hierarchical dualisms which are evident in the above article -
man/woman, war/peace, hard/soft, rational/emotional. Kate Millett, for example, 1n
line with much ‘mainstream feminist thinking, has stated that a patriarchal ideology,
which exaggerates these differences between men and women, ensures that men
always have the dominant or ‘masculine’ roles and women are given the subordinate
or feminine’ ones.?®* However, while most feminists would criticise the hierarchical
nature of the above dualisms, some radical feminists appear to accept these
dichotomies, indeed, they are often seen as defining themselves in opposiiion to the
'male’ culture. One consequence of this is that the patriarchal culture is therefore
defined as the norm’ from which women deviate. Thus, while aligning oneself with
emotion, passion, fertility, sexuality, creativity, and so on, and celebrating these
traditional feminine’ characteristics, some radical feminists are in danger of placing

themselves, and women in general, in the same space as the patriarchal culture has

placed women, which, it could be argued, ultimately serves men not women.*

However, in general, radical feminists would agree with Adrienne Rich when she
states that patriarchy has been a great success when measured in terms of its ability to

determine both women’s gender behaviour and gender identity through ’force, direct

82Rosalind Coward, "Loud and clear," The Guardian, 30 April 1993, sec. G2T, p. 12.

*Miriam Cooke (1996); Birgit Brock-Utne, Feminist Perspectives on Peace and Peace Education (New

York: Pergamon Press, 1989); Ruth Roach Pierson, ed., Women and Peace: Theoretical, Historical, and
Practical Perspectives (LLondon: Croom Helm, 1987).

84See Betty Friedan, The Feminine Mystique (New York: Dell, 1974); or Zillah Eisenstein, Feminism
and Sexual Equality (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1984) and The Radical Future of Liberal
Feminism (Boston: Northeastern University Press, 1986).

“Kate Millett (1972), p. 43-46.

%For a more sustained argument on this subject see, Joan Cocks, "Wordless Emotions: Some Critical
Reflections on Radical Feminism," Politics and Society Vol. 13, no. 1 (1984): pp. 27-58.
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pressure ... ritual, tradition, law and language, customs, etiquette, education and the
division of labour’®” Betty Reardon has similarly suggested that women’s behaviour
and identity has been successfully moulded by our Western patriarchal culture. In
commenting on why women have been traditionally depicted as pacifists she states
that it is to be expected that women are more likely to show concern for peace and
fear of war than men, not because it is inherent i1n their hormonal systems, but because
of their social conditioning to focus on the human and personal’®® These gendered
social expectations are evident, and are perpetuated, in the press representations
analysed here, and while feminist ideas have had some effect on the perceptions and

assumptions of journalists, the influence of social conditioning by our dominant

patriarchal culture appears to remain strong.

The press representations analysed have also tended to characterise Muslim women 1n
traditional terms. In Alice Thomson’s article in The Times she states that the Bosnian
Muslim women are very ’inhibited’ and that*they ‘traditionally do not come out of their
houses’® And, indeed, some feminists would endorse this view of Muslim women’s
lives living under Islamic law and within a patriarchal religious-based society. Marie
de Lepervanche, for example, writing in Woman - Nation - State uses the following

quotation from M. Humphrey, who concurs with Thomson’s view conceming the role

of some Islamic women:

[T]he primary role of women ... is that of homemaker and
childbearer. This role is reinforced by various patriarchal

ideologies, the most common of which i1s the ideology of
honour. Men invest their honour in the virtue of their women
and thereby idealise and control them. One consequence is that
women’s mobility 1s often very restricted since their

independence is always seen as potentially threatening to the
reputation of males and their families.™

It is undeniable that these traditional religious belief systems and institutions play an

important role in perpetuating and legitimating existing gender stereotypes. However,

*’Adrienne Rich, Of Woman Born: Motherhood as Exgerlence and Instltuuon (New York: W.W.
Norton, 1976), p. 57.

38Betty Reardon (1985), p. 51.
**Alice Thomson, 1 January 1993.

**Marie de Lepervanche, "Women, Nation and the State in Australia” in Nira Yuval-Davis and Floya
Anthias, eds., Woman - Nation - State (London: Macmillan Press Ltd., 1989), p. 50.
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feminist and freelance journalist Azra Zalihic-Kaurin and a Muslin woman living in
Sarajevo, has suggested that life for Muslim women in the former-Yugoslavia was not
as conservative as it has often been portrayed by the Western press. According to
Zalihic-Kaurin ‘travel, city life, education and Communist ideology had all played a
part in changing the life-style of Muslim women.” Although useful for members of
the press to characterise groups of people by generalising about their behaviour and
identity, thereby saving valuable research time, their tendency to assign labels to
groups of people, of whom they have no personal knowledge, leads to misinformation
and false impressions being disseminated throughout society. Moreover, given the
background of our patriarchal society, when these gendered messages are given out
by the press they merely serve to reinforce the traditional discourses which state that

women are resigned and happy to remain in demeaning and subordinate positions.

Perhaps more disquieting 1s the way in which the press representations seem to use
the rapé victims as a means of sensationalising the reports as a means to sell more -
pabers - not an allegation that the newspapers would admit to and not one generally
levelled at Tespectable’ broadsheet newspapers. Within Western patriarchal society
there are certain images which our culture determines to be beautiful, sexy, ‘worth’
looking at or reading about. According to feminist and journalist Linda Grant, the
British press on occasion constructed the images of ‘pretty Muslim vifgins sobbing
out their tales of sexual violation™ for this purpose. Moreover, Grant claims that
when no rape babies’ materialised and there were no more weeping girls posing
prettily” the media attention diminished and ’silence’ reigned. This preoccupation by
some journalists with the 1mages of the rape victims is also evident in the way in
which the rape victims are described as being 'of all ages’” While, on one level, the
journalist 1s simply relaying the facts of the situation, however, it is the context of
surprise that 1s unnerving, as though journalists assume that the rapists are always
selective in choosing their victims and they only rape young, attractive women.” This

is just one more example of how patriarchy, reinforced through the writings of the

! Azra Zalihic-Kaurin, "The Muslim Woman," in Alexandra Stiglmayer (1994), p. 172.

°1 inda Grant, 2 August 1993,

Sibid. -

E:Adam Lebor, "Victim tells of her brothel camp ordeal,” The Times, 23 December 1992, p. 6.
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British press, perpetuates the way in which women’s behaviour and identity is thought

about and how societies expectations of them are profoundly gendered.

Returning to the issue of ’silence’, mentioned at length in the previous section and also
briefly alluded to above, within a patriarchal society, the representations of women
are often loud and blatant, as with the images of sobbing, young, Muslim virgins.
However, frequently it 1s the silences, whether forced upon women or by simply
ignoring their experiences, which contributes to their continued oppression and
debility. There are a number of examples of this within the articles analysed, all which

work in some way to silence the rape victims and/or encourage the dismissal of their

experiences.

Examining again the article written by Alice Thomson, we see she quotes Dame Anna
Warburton as saying that with thé propaganda war in full flow in Bosnia’ one has to
be extremely careful’ that one does not ‘exaggerate’ the numbers of rape victims, the
methods used, and so on.” This has been a recurring theme found throughout the
analysis of the press representations, and one which although makes an important
point, nevertheless, has been used as a justification for political elites to dismiss the
reports as simply propaganda and therefore not worthy of governmental resources.
One example of this hypocrisy’, as Alexandra Stiglmayer has called 1t, is a quotation
from George Kenney, as already mentioned in Chapter Three. He was a US State
Departmeht Assistant, who resigned ’for reasons of conscience’ when the Bush
Administration purposely dismissed the allegations of mass rape in the Balkans as

propaganda as a justification for US inaction. Quoted in Alexandra Stiglmayer’s book

Mass Rape in War: The War Against Women 1n Bosnia-Herzegovina, Kenney makes

the following admission:

My job was to make it appear as though the U.S. was active and
concerned about the situation ... [the administration] managed to
downplay the gravity of the crisis and obscure the real issues.
Of course, it did so at the expense of civilian casualties ... the
trick was to ignore the facts - whether they pertained to
atrocities, ramours of concentration camps, or starvation.”

’®Alice Thomson, 1 January 1993.
?’ Alexandra Stiglmayer (1994), p. 23.
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In reply to Kenney’s admissions, Stiglmayer argues that journalists and political elites
alike appear to collude simply to further the ends of the dominant discourses within
Western patriarchal society.” Moreover, while I appreciate that there are other issues
bound up in Kenney’s admission above, for example, that male civilians and uwnarmed
Muslim soldiers were also killed and maimed as a result of the inaction of political
elites, nevertheless, mass rape in war has been one of the major issues emanating from
reports of the Balkan conflict and this, for the most part, has affected women.
Therefore, it is easily understood why feminists, such as Stiglmayer, have come to
these conclusions. Journalist Barbara Hewson summarises her own feelings regarding
this matter perfectly when she stated in an article written for The Times in September

1992, in war [w]omen it seems are peripheral, rape is so much propaganda’.”

Yet, many feminists would also argue that far from being peripheral, during wartime
women and rape acquire ‘strategic importance’. Women are seen as becoming symbols
of the nation while rapists.can be regarded as men merely representing their national

interest. Cynthia Enloe, for example, points out that:

It is precisely because sexuality, reproduction, and child-rearing
acquire such strategic importance with the rise of nationalism
that many nationalist men become aware of their need to exert
control over the women.'®

Undoubtedly much information has been used, via the British press, for propaganda
purposes by all the warring factions as well as British and European governments and
political elites:' with women rape victims on all sides of the warring factions being
used to justify either retaliatory violence and violations of human rights, or inaction
and the disregard of the victim’s experiences. One could almost argue that in this
respect women'’s .experiérices have to move through two patriarchal barriers betore
they have been allowed to be heard. First, if the experiences do not fit the media’s

established self-built imagery (based on patriarchal ideals) then the media has the

*ibid.

“Barbara Hewson, "Rape is a war crime too; Bosnia-Herzegovina; Modern Times," The Times, 8
September 1992, sec. LT, p. 4.

'©Cynthia Enloe (1993), p. 238.

1C.G. Jacobsen, War Crimes in the Balkans: Media 1 Manipulation, Historical Amnesia and Subjective
Morality (Stockholm: Independent Committee on War Crimes in the Balkans, 17 May 1993).
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capacity to ignore it; and second, political elites have the power to silence feminist

voices with, as George Kenney admitted, pretence and propaganda of their own.

To illustrate the above sentiment, Brenda Fitzpatrick, being interviewed by Roger
Boyes on behalf of the World Council of Churches, stated in December 1992 that
having spoken to, and aided, many Bosnian rape victims ‘many victims believe that
the rapes are not being taken seriously when they are reported to the authorities’.'”
Alison Jaggar has looked at this issue and blames the contemporary perception of

women within our patriarchal culture as the root of the problem. By way of

explanation, Jaggar states that:

The perception of women as sexual objects restricts more than
their sexuality: it also encourages sexual harassment, makes it
difficult for women to be taken seriously in non-sexual contexts,
and provides a covert legitimation of rape.'”

One form of socially constructed conditioning for women in today’s Western society,
is that they are expected to be 'titillating’ to men: whether subtly or blatantly appears
to be of no consequence, as long as they are presented for men’s gratification as sexual
objects.'® Their identity as individual women is silenced.'® It could be argued that
wartime propaganda reinforces the link between war and sexuality which serves to
further objectify women: the enemy are portrayed as the rapists who rape and murder
‘our’ women and our boys are fighting to save and protect ‘our’ women. However, at
the same time, women are frequently portrayed as the enemy themselves during
wartime. According to Susan Gubar women are often deemed to be untrustworthy or
unworthy of this male protection: they aré rresponsible in their garrulity (loose lips
sink ships)’, sinister in their silence (the treacherous femme fatale)’ and/or carriers of

venereal diseases;'® and as Betty Reardon suggested above, through such images of -

'%Roger Boyes, 23 December 1992.

" Alison Jaggar (1988), p. 179.

™Deborah Cameron, "'That’s Entertainment™?: Jack the Ripper and the Selling of Sexual Violence,” in
Jill Radford and Diana Russell, eds., Femicide: The Politics of Women Killing (Buckingham: Open
University Press, 1992), pp. 184-188; Sondra Farganis, Situating Feminism: From Thought to Action
(London: Sage, 1994), ch. 6. '

5 Terry Treadgold and Anne Cranny-Francis, eds., Feminine, Masculine and Representations (London:
Unwin Hyman, 1990).

1%Susan Gubar, "'This is my Rifle, This is my Gun* World War II and the Blitz on Women," in

Margaret R Higonnet, ed., Behind the Lines: Gender and the Two World Wars (London: Yale
University Press, 1987), p. 227.
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women, soldiers are conditioned to cherish certain women and have no regard for

others."” Moreover, the perpetuation of these stereotypes depends on the absence

and/or the silence of women who might challenge them.

Another form of silencing is evident in the comparison between male and female
responses to the reports of mass rape in the Balkan conflict. While the examples used
below are not meant to be representative of the opinions of all women or all men,
they were nevertheless the only reports of their kind in the newspapers analysed, and
therefore they are possibly, or have possibly been made to be by the journalists,
representative of general male/female feelings on the matter. Rosalind Coward
writing for The Guardian in April 1993 used a quotation from Sarah Dunant, feminist
and founder member of Women Against War Crime, who, along with 199 other
influential women’, was attempting to ’let women’s voices be heard’ on the issue of
mass rape in war by lobbying for government action.’® As mentioned in Chapter Six,
Dunant was apparently motivated to put her name to a petition calling for military
intervention because, in her words, 1 have two little girls and 1 kept thinking, what

will I tell them in fifteen years if they ask me what I did about the atrocities in

Bosnia??%

This response - direct action based on an empathetic reaction to the rape victim’s
experiences - 1S almost diametrical opposed to the 'male’ response of Roy Hattersley
that was also written in April 1993."° For example, Hattersley states that he no longer
reads ‘the descriptions of the horrors which are inflicted on Bosnian women and
children™" and the justification he gives for ignoring the plight of these women and
children is that an improvement in my knowledge would not save one life’.' He
continues to admit that mass rape is literally beyond my comprehension’, and once

again the justification for this lack of understanding is that the taboos of our society

""Betty-Reardon (1985), p. 51.

'®Rosalind Coward, 30 April 1993.
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have prevented me from previously thinking about such things and I am not equipped

to think about them now’.'?’

The differences between these two attitudes are almost tangible; one would have the
victim’s experiences explicitly voiced - even the article is entitled TLoud and Clear’.
Yet, the other would have the rape victim’s and their experiences silenced, albeit by
turning a blind eye to the problem rather then openly denouncing the validity of the
rapes. However, silence remains corrosive, undermining, and inappropriate regardless
of the means of enforcement. Furthermore, it 1s interesting to note that Hattersley put
the blame squarely on the society in which we live as having created his 1nability to
deal appropriately with what has often been regarded in the media as merely a
'women’s problem’. Feminists would, of course, argue that the society Hattersley is
describing is a patriarchal society. However, it should be noted that neither response
was probably typical of the British public’s response to the reports: although it was the

fact that they were extraordinary responses that they were reported in the press.

According to Susan Brownmiller, the significant silences surrounding mass rape in
war will continue to be regarded in political circles as lacking any real significance as
long as ‘women’s silence’ remains an integral part of our Western patriarchal society.

As an illustration of her pessimism, she has made the following prediction:

The plight of raped women as casualties of war is given
credence only at the emotional moment when the side in danger
of annihilation cries out for world attention. When the mlitary
histories are written, when the glorious battles for independence
become legend, the stories are glossed over, discounted as
exaggerations, deemed not serious enough for inclusion in

scholarly. works. And women are left with their shame. [And
their silence.]'**

Mass rape in war, it seems, might briefly warrant the attention of society’s political
hierarchy if it cannot be ignored completely or talked away by media-satisfying
‘soundbites’, but in the long-term it does not appear to be worthy of serious political

discussion or political solutions. Perhaps, in part, the problem lies with the general

113
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failure of governments and political elites to recognise rape in war as a political
problem. One example of the inability of (even a female) European political
representative to recognise that mass rape in war is indeed a political problem, with
political consequences, i1s demonstrated in a statement by Dame Anne Warburton
included 1in Alice Thomson’s article mentioned above, in which Dame Anna states that
her 1nvestigation into mass rape in war in the Balkans ‘was just humanitarian not
political’.!® Hoxvéver, one could argue that even the workers in women’s refuges
across the Balkans are engaged in political work: they are creating space where
women can talk about their experiences and deal with any consequential problems in
an empowering way. Bringing an issue such as mass rape in war out from the private
sphere, making it visible, offering a social diagnosis and a public solution is the

essence of feminist politics and, therefore, can never remain simply a humanitarian

1ssue.

Feminists are engaged in challenging these patriarchal assumptions based on the
separation of women’s/men’s issues, humanitarian/political events and the
private/public spheres. Feminists are attempting to make their voices heard and the

issues that concern them visible. Rada Boric made a similar point when she stated:

As women we are organising because this is the only way to
make our issues visible. We want to be activists, not passive
victims. In all this nationalistic euphoria it is easy for me to
choose my nationality: Woman. It is not enough to ook at the
world through women’s eyes’ (as the Beijing Women’s
Conference says). We must make the world a reflection of
women’s minds and women’s efforts.'

In other words, their aim was to listen and attempt to understand women’s thoughts
~ needs and experiences. Feminists, it seems, are making efforts to movc; the debates on
rape in war forward and this is particularly evident in the calls to expand existing
human rights legislation to incorporate the specific experiences of women!": this issue
will discussed further in Chapter Eight. Linda Grant, writing in The Guardian, also

mentioned the ‘demands by women’s organisations that rape be included as a war

' Alice Thomson, 1 January 1993,
'"®Rada Boric, "The Oasis," New Internationalist, August 1995, no. 270, p. 13.
'17See, for example: Catherine Niarchos (1995), pp. 649-690.
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crime within the Geneva Convention’,"*® and is challenging the notion that gender-
based violence in war is generally not recognised as a violation of human rights, but 1s
regarded as a by-product of war and/or simply interpreted as the isolated actions of
individual soldiers. This notion of challenging the prevailing patriarchal assumptions
which are considered the ’nofms’ within our society will be raised again in the final
chapter; however, Nadezhda Mandelstam’s statement in a different context sums up
feminist feelings about women’s enforced suffering and 'silence’ '[i]f nothing else is

left, one must scream. Silence is the real crime against humanity’.'"”

The discussion above has shown how in some instances the journalists have mirrored
the writings of the feminists in their criticism of the gendered ways in which women
have been represented, both by the journalists themselves and in interviews with a
third party for the journalists’ articles. However, perhaps more typically, many of the
reports have carried persistent gendered assumptions concerning women and in
particular the prescribed gendered roles they should play; these have either remained
unchallenged by the journalists, or have been suggested by the journalists themselves.
Whether these oversights were subconscious or not remains immaterial as, either way,
it appears that feminist ideas still have considerable work to do until society’s ‘norms’
regarding the representation of women are not based on a gendered and hierarchical
patriarchal discourse. Although the notion of a gender-free society may be an
impossible ideal, the inherent assumptions of worth and value that are given to the
gendered roles and divisions of labour by society need to be abolished before a real
sense of equality can be attained. These issues can now be developed through a
discussion of biological determinism and the way in which it has played a role in the

standard media explanations for rape in war.

1181 inda Grant, "Anyone here been raped and speak English?" The Guardian, 2 August 1993, sec. G2T,
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Biological Determinism

Biological determinism has long proved to be a popular idea, particularly in 1ts
assertion of a relationship between human biology and the way in which society 1s
organised.””® There are, of course, many ways in which the strands of biological
determinism have been utilised, Conservatives have traditionally used this notion for
advocating the merits of the status quo, thus endorsing the prevailing distribution of
power, wealth and social standing.'” However, all strands of biological determinism
claim that the basic genetic constitution of human beings determines certain specific
unchangeable features of human social life. Although this stance has been used to
justify many social practices, the one which most concermns us is the propensity for
men to have ’natural’ biological urges which lead to a high sex drive’ and thus a

predilection to rape - one of the explanations introduced in Part One.

Many feminists would refute this claim, suggesting instead that through our social

construction under the influence of our Western patriarchal society, men have instilled

in them specific expectations and ways of acting. Moreover, most feminists would
claim that while patriarchal ideology overtly condemns rape, covertly, it legitimises

rape by viewing it as normal’.'** Alison Jaggar, for example, has stated:

Under patriarchy, not only are women defined as sexual objects
but men are regarded as having a ’drive’ toward heterosexual
intercourse that is almost overwhelming and kept in check only
by the fear of the law and by respect of women’s 'honour’
Sometimes these restraints are inadequate. Law enforcement
may be uncertain, as in times of war.'*

Therefore, although within our patriarchal society rape is officially condemned, its
gendered definitions of male and female sexuality appear to provide an implicit
authorisation to rape. Furthermore, here Jaggar’s sentiments link the notion ot an

unchangeable biological ‘drive’ with the social construction of a patriarchal society,

1205ee, for example: Sigmund Freud, Sexuality and the Psychology of Love (New York: Collier Books,
1968); Gerald Izenberg, The Existentialist Critique of Freud: The Crisis of Autonomy (Princeton, N.J.:
Princeton University Press, 1976); Sarah Kofman, The Enigma of Woman: Women in Freud's Writings
(Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 1985); Juanita Williams, Psychology of Women: Behaviour in
a Biosocial Context (New York: W.W. Norton, 1977).

21 Alison Jaggar (1988), pp. 106-113.
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perhaps suggesting that patriarchal society itself may be based on biological drives. It
1s also interesting to note that the hierarchical dualisms which, in part, form the basis
of any patriarchal society run in stark contrast to these biological determinist
arguments, which suggest that men are uncontrollable and are swayed by the
influence of base natural urges, with no means to resist. Within the hierarchical
dualisms, however, men are assigned reason and rationality, as opposed to women’s
emotion; they are linked with high’ ‘culture’ while women are associated with Tow’
nature’.'” These binary oppositions which portray men as clear-thinking, level-headed
human beings in touch with all things rational and high-minded seem to contradict the

notion of men as base, primitive creatures controlled by phj/sical desires prescribed

for them by nature and biological determinist arguments.'?’

The notion of men being at the mercy of 'natural urges’ was raised in The Guardian by
Catherine Bennett in January 1993. Bennett interviewed Helena Harbraken, an
Amnesty International researcher and asked her opinion on whether the mass raping
of women in the former-Yugoslavia was used as a strategy in the war. In reply,
Harbraken suggested that any explanation for the rapes which implies that the rapes
were ordered from ‘above’ is unhelpful and masks the real root of the problem, which
according to Harbraken 1s that ‘men never need an excuse to rape and if you say they
rape because it’s an order you take all the power out of that ﬁﬁrst statement, and youre
saying actually they dont want to rape, and in general theyTe really good, brave
guys’.'* Bennett also uses a quotation from Susan Brownmiller, which supports
Harbraken’s viewpoint by stating that ‘you don't need orchestration or commands from

on high when you have a young soldier with a gun. You dont need any orders to

rape’ 127

These arguments, that all men are capable of rape and that they are simply at the
mercy of their biologically determined ’natural urges’, have been put forward by both

a journalist and a feminist scholar. However, not all feminist writers would agree with

123 uce Irigaray, This Sex Which Is Not One trans., Catherine Porter (Ithaca, New York: Cornell
Untversity Press, 1985).
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them. Some radical feminist writers, for example, while accepting some biological
determinist arguments, have stated that rather than it being men who have been
biologically imbued with ‘high sex drives’ it is, in fact, women who have a
biologically determined, inordinately high, cyclic sexual drive’,'*® and it is because of
these uncontrollable female urges that men found it necessary to instigate women’s

oppression. Mary Sherfey explains her viewpoint by stating that:

[Tlhe forcetul suppression of women’s inordinate sexual
demands was a prerequisite to the dawn of every modermn
civilisation and almost every living culture. Primitive woman’s
sexual drive was too strong, too susceptible to the fluctuating
extremes of an 1mpelling, aggressive eroficism to withstand the
disciplined requirements of a settled family life.'*

Sherfey continues to clarify her position by statiné that if women were allowed the
’freie expression of female sexuality’ then rigid, enforced suppression [would] be
inevitable and mandatory’.'®® This is an alternative viewpoint to the one advocated by
Harbraken and Brownmiller above, even though all three writers, on one level,
emanate from the same radical feminist camp. However, although Sherfey’s article
was published in a pioneering radical feminist anthology, her clear advocation of
women’s continued subordination could not be associated today with any feminist
stand-point, let alone a radical feminist one. Yet her proposition that women have just
as many ‘uncontrollable urges’ - if not more - is an idea that has found the occasional

supporter among journalists.'!

In general though, radical feminists do accept some of the biological determinist
arguments and their contemporary writings are replete with references to the power
inherent in female biology’,”* and the 'native talent and superiority of women’.'®

Therefore, many radical feminists prize the qualities that have been assigned to

'*Mary Sherfey, "A Theory on Female Sexuality," in Robin Morgan, ed., Sisterhood is Powerful (New
York: Vintage Books, 1970), p. 225.

'’Mary Sherfey (1970), p. 224.

'*Mary Sherfey (1970), pp. 225-226.

B!Dan Britten, "Why men are the good guys really - and not all that keen on sex,” The QObserver, 13
July 1997, p. 6.

2Adrienne Rich, Of Woman Born: _ Motherhood as Experience and Institution (New York: W. W.
Norton, 1976), p. 40.

'Mary Daly, Gyn/Ecology: The Metaethics of Radical Feminism (Boston: Beacon Press, 1978), p.
194,
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women through biology or nature.'”® However, while these radical feminists have
highlighted the fact that feminists should not ignore biological differences and that the
problem of women’s oppression is not based solely on gender, but also on sex, there 1s
the tendency to ignore the implication that human biology is a fixed, unchanging, pre-

social given, thus buying further into biological determinism arguments.

To return to the idea of ’natural male urges’ giving men the biological propensity to
rape, two radical feminists who discount the biological determinist argument are Jane
Caputt and Diana Russell. They state that rape is not due to biology or ’some
inexplicable deviance’ but due to an ‘extreme form of sexual terrorism’ which ’serves

to preserve the gender status quo’.'”® Furthermore, they make the following assertion:

[R]ape ... 1s not, as common mythology insists, a crime of
frustrated attraction, victim provocation, or uncontrollable
biological urges. Nor 1s rape perpetuated only by an aberrant
fringe. Rather, rape is a direct expression of sexual politics, an
act of conformity to masculinist sexual norms."*

Catherine Bennett, writing in The Guardian discussed this particular facet of rape with
Carol Sellars, a principal clinical psychologist at Broadmoor Hospital. Sellars
explained that in her experience of talking to rapists she has concluded that it 1s about
two main things, both of which tie in with the suggestions of Caputi and Russell.
Sellars states that, ‘'one i1s about asserting domination and humiliating the victim, and
sexual degradation is seen as the ultimate form of degradation. The other is to do with
asserting masculinity, which again is essentially about domination and aggression, not
really about true sexuality’. While I am not suggesting that convicted rapists are
representative of all men, this nevertheless gives us an interesting insight into the
alleged motivations behind some rapes:'And if rape is indeed an ’'act of conformity to
masculinist sexual norms’ as Caputi, Russell and Sellars assert, then it begs the

questions, could all men rape? If not, which men rape?

'3 Alison Jaggar (1988), p. 97.

Brane Caputi and Diana Russell, "Femicide: Sexist Terrorism against Women," in Jill Radford and
Diana Russell (1992), p. 15.

P°yane Caputi and Diana Russell (1992), pp. 14-1J.
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Susan Brownmiller, in a quotation cited a number of times in the thesis, claims that all
men are capable of at least threatening rape as a manipulative tool against women. To
use the last section of the quotation again, Brownmiller states that rape is nothing
more or less than a conscious process of intimidation by which all men keep all
women in a state of fear’."”’ Catherine Bennett, in a Guardian article entitled ‘Ordinary
Madness’, concurs with Brownmiller’s idea that rape is not simply an act committed
by aberrant fringe of men. In challenging the claim that the majority of rapists have
criminal tendencies, Bennett suggests that [w]hatever the figures, the collective
testimony of the women who have been sexually abused in this war still challenges
the assumption that rape is the preserve of a criminal minority’.”®* Moreover,
sociologist Robert Bly, an author interviewed by Catherine Bennett also claimed that
following his own research he has concluded that ’50% [of men] are capable of doing
it fraping}’ and as for the other 50% he claims that theyTe not the type, they would be
the ones who are expressing emotion and doing art’.'” Finally, Catherine Bennett also
interviewed Slavenka Drakulic, a Croatian feminist and writer, who categorically
stated that Susan Brownmiller was right and that in her opinion all men are potential

rapists. By way of explanation, she made the following statement:

I'm very unhappy to say that, I really am - but what can you
conclude? How do they do it under the conditions? How can

they do 1t when a gun is pointed at their head? You would say

they cannot do it if a women is revoltmg against 1t, and
screaming - but they do it!'*

Alongside other suggestions, these conclude that between 50-100% of men could be
capable of rape due in the main to biological factors and because that is just the way
men are’. These statements also appear to be implying that men who have not yet
raped, or even those who actively protest against rape, are not being true to their real’
identity as men: to be true to the real essence of manhood one must constantly
reaffirm one’s identity by oppressing and intimidating women. This essentialist notion
that men are just men’ and that there is no way to change this pre-social fact appears

to be analytically barren, and it is questionable whether these suggestions are anymore

“’Susan Brownmiller (1975), p. 5.
B38Catherine Bennett, 20 January 1993.
139.

ibid.
M9ibid.
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helpful than the suggestion that all women are potential baby murderers, prostitutes
and/or castrators. Moreover, if one concentrates on men’s biological-determined
selves as having the propensity to rape, then any notion that the propensity to rape

may be socially constructed, thereby offering some hope for change, is quashed.

Indeed, this point has been raised by Jean Elshtain, who insisted that unless an
analysis offers some potential for change, it is empty.'" So, what else is at work? Are
there other factors involved that prompt some feminist writers and journalists alike to
assert so explicitly that the majority of ‘ordinary’ men have a propensity to rape?
Although 1t could, as many feminists suggest and has already been mentioned above,
be the gendered attitudes and behaviour of within a patriarchal culture that is
responsible instead. But whether these urges’ are ’natural’ or socially constructed, for
the majority of men they are not a continual feature of everyday life that have to be
consciouSly subdued. If one accepts that the propensity to rape is biologically
determined (as some journalists and feminists believe), then what are the explanations
of what unleashes these urges’? Protagonists from both camps have suggested one
socially constructed product of a patriarchal society that could contribute to the

metamorphosis of ‘ordinary’ men into rapists - pornography.

Feminists have often suggested that we cannot escape the virulent misogyny that
thrives in many forms beneath the surface of many twentieth century societies.
Andrea Dworkin has suggested that these feelings of hatred and contempt for women
are evident, indeed are cultivated, by soctally acceptable pomography. This
pornography, much of which is violent and overtly misogynist appears to celebrate
the physical and mental power of men over women and, according to Dworkin, has
become ’normalised’ within Western society.m Catharine MacKinnon, who has also

written extensively on pornography and its effects, has defined pomography in the

following manner:

[T]he graphic sexually explicit subordination of women through
pictures or words that also includes women dehumanised as

'“Jean Elshtain, Public Man, Private Woman (Princeton, N. J.: Princeton University Press, 1981).
42 Andrea Dworkin, Pornography: Men Possessing Women (New York: Plume, 1981), p. 35; also see,

Lee Ellis, Theories of Rape: Inquires into the Causes of Sexual Aggression (New York: Hemisphere,
1989), p. 25.
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sexual objects, things, or commodities; enjoying pam oOr
humiliation or rape; being tied up, cut up, mutilated, bruised, or
physically hurt; in postures of sexual submission or servility or
display; reduced to body parts, penetrated by objects or animals,
or presented in scenarios of degradation, injury, torture; shown
as filthy or inferior; bleeding, bruised, or hurt in a context that
makes these conditions sexual.'*

Earlier, in this section, Alison Jaggar implied that it was only social restraints that
kept men’s ‘natural urges’ in check. According to Diana Russell, it is pornography that
has the ability to break down those barriers and release men’s tendency towards sexual
violence. For example, she states that ‘pornography causes sexual violence through its
capacities to normalise that violence, give ideas to receptive male viewers, and break

down some men’s personal and social inhibitions against behaving in a violent

manner’.}*

Whether the desire for sexual violence is inherent, thou-gh Jatent, in men’s psyche, or
alternatively if it is socially constructed by societies misogynist values, partly through
the acceptability of violent pornography, the result remains the same - violence
against women. Jane Caputi, in her article "The Mass Media, Pornography, and
Gorenography", uses the words of a rape victim to illustrate the link between the use
of pornography by men and sexual violence and rape. The rape victim is explaining

how her rapist implicitly told her that he was living out his pornography fantasy:

He told me he had seen whores like me in [three pornographic
films mentioned by name], and told me he knew how to do it to
whores like me. He knew what whores like me wanted. ... after
he finished raping me, he started beating me with his gun all
over. Then he said, "You were in that movie. You were in that
movie. You know you wanted me to kill you after this rape just
like [specific pornography film] did’.'®

Feminists have long claimed that the use of pornography promotes the view of

women as objects, as things to be owned, used and abused. Moreover, Diana Russell

3Catharine MacKinnon, "Francis Biddle’s Sister: Pornography, Civil Rights, and Speech,” in
Catharine MacKinnon, ed., Feminism Unmodified: Disclosures on Life and Law (Cambridge, Mass.:
Harvard University Press, 1987), p. 176.

'"“Diana Russell, "Pornography and Rape: A Causal Model," Political Psychology Vol. 9 (1988), pp.
41-73.

'"STane Caputi, "Advertising Femicide: Lethal Violence against Women in Pornography and
Gorenography,” in Jill Radford and Diana Russell (1992), p. 213.
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has combined feminist and social scientific research from the past decade to suggest a

theoretical model that, she claims, illustrates the ways in which pornography causes

rape.'*

Generally, feminists and some journalists are both advocating that rape and
pornography are inextricably linked and, along with issues such as sexual harassment
and the physical abuse of women, are all connected expressions of male sexual
violence, rather than discrete, disconnected issues. Catharine MacKinnon has asked
similar questions regarding the links between the use of pornography and the raping
of women in ‘detention camps’ in the Balkans. She asks, Ti}s there a relationship
between the pornography consumed, the sexualisation of the environment of torture
and predation, and the 'sexual acts that are performed?”* In attempting to demonstrate
these links MacKinnon goes on to describe some of the rape victims experiences and

how their rapés mirrored the pomography plastered on the walls of the soldier’s living

quarters and detention centres.'®

The question then arises: Do feminists and some journalists regard rape in war as an
extension of ‘peacetime’ rape? In other words if mass rape is not regarded as part of a
wartime military strategy, perhaps it is seen instead as merely an extension of
‘peacetime’ sexual violence and 1s committed for the same ‘peacetime’ reasons. In
Catherine Bennett’s article in The Guardian in which she interviewed Susan
Brownmiller, Brownmiller was unequivocal in her suggestion that the anarchy of war
was at least partly responsible for the mass raping of women in the Balkans.
Brownmiller condemns the situation in the former-Yugoslavia by stating that ‘[ejvery
army has rules of conduct in warfare, and we know that rape is outlawed in the terms
of the Geneva Convention - but what is the authority that’s going to court martial
these guys? There is no authority there, so they have permission to rape, the way they
have permission to kill’.'* Is war, like pornography, another factor which encourages

‘ordinary’ men to develop the propensity to rape due to the peacetime ‘normalising’ of

'“*Diana Russell (1988), p. 41.

"ICatherine MacKinnon, "Turning Pornography into Rape: Postmodern Genocide," in Alexandra
Stiglmayer (1994), p. 79.

13ibid.

'*Catherine Bennett, 20 January 1993.
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pornography and violence against women, or merely constructed by the anti-social

conditions of war?

Cynthia Enloe, commenting on the mass raping of women in the Balkan conflict has
suggested that people tend to view these wartime rapes in one of two ways, we either’
take rape seriously, see it as a conscious attempt to control and humiliate women’ or
we ‘adopt the patriarchal convention of imagining men’s rapes of women as merely a
natural part of wartime’s politically dulling litany of ‘murder-pillage-rape”.’”® Rada
Boric and Mica Desnica appear to take the first option as they conclude that war is an
extension of Western patriarchal society, replete with all the raping, controlling and
humiliation of women that Enloe suggests. For example, they state that 'war is an
extreme pattern of patriarchal social structure, and that civil violence against women
and war violence have things in common’”' So, regarding wartime violence against
women, some feminist scholars are, once again, in agreement with certain journalists’
perceptions that in the anarchy of war some men are free to act out their pornographic
fantasies, engage in gratuitous sexual violence against women, and so forth.
Moreover, they tend to concur that the gender conflicts that are prevalent during

‘peacetime’ are very much in evidence, in fact are exaggerated, during war."*

These ‘'men’ that have been so freely discussed by journalists and feminists alike, and
who are committing these atrocities in ‘peacetime’ and during war, cannot, of course,
be all the same men. So, the question is whether war releases the ’natural urges’ of
hitherto ‘ordinary’ men, and not just a criminal minority? Or does war at least offer
men the opportunity to indulge their ’natural urges’ and/or sexual fantasies with less
chance of being indicted for certain unlawful sexual practices? Alternatively, are there
yet more factors involved in the changing of these men’s social behaviour in wartime?
A significant proportion of both the journalists and the feminists discussed in the

thests have been in agreement on one other factor which they suggest has played a

*’Cynthia Enloe, "Have the Bosnian Rapes Opened a New Era of Feminist Consciousness?,” in
Alexandra Stiglmayer (1994), p. 221. |

*'Rada Boric and Mica Mladineo Desnica, "Croatia: Three Years After,” in Chris Corrin (1996), p.
139.

“%While individual women may under certain circumstances be able to choose a variety of roles in war
some of which do not have negative consequences for women - for example: terrorists, guerrilla
fighters or soldiers. Most frequently, however, women are civilians who, in the midst of war, suffer
profoundly as casualties, rape victims, refugees, and so on.
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significant role in changing men’s attitudes and behaviours in war, namely the role of

the military institutions and in particular, military training. This issue will be

discussed in Chapter Eight.

In Chapter Five, references were made to journalists’ reports of rape and other sexual
atrocities committed by soldiers in the United States,” in Cyprus,” Kuwait,
India,"*® Japan,”” and in numerous other countries throughout the world.'® However,
many of these countries were not at war, but the articles reported sexual violence
against women committed by United Nations peacekeeping forces stationed there at
the time."”” Although statistics are not often included in these reports, the overall
impression 1s that there are proportionately more rapes carried out by men in the
military than by civilian men. Although it could, of course, be the case that military
personnel are just expected to be more disciplined and to show more self-restraint

than ‘ordinary’ men. Although, once again, this suggestion implies that men have

natural urges’ that need to be restrained.

One of the most authoritative feminists on this subject and one who has written at
length on the militarisation of society and in particular women’s lives, is Cynthia
Enloe. Writing in 1994, Enloe observed that a feminist analysis of rape can prove to
be a useful tool in highlighting the misogyny which forms an integral part of military
training. She has also stated that feminists have used women’s experiences of rape as
a searchlight to reveal the inner workings of their country’s military structure. Using
rape as a starting point, these women discovered the military’s heavy reliance not just
on men as soldiers, but on misogynist forms of masculinist soldiering’.'®® Rather than
adopting the theory that these men’s 'natural urges’ are due to a biological ’pressure

cooker’ and that the ‘anarchy’ of war with its relative lack of recrimination allows

*Martin Walker, "Sex attacks 'rife’ on US servicewomen," The Guardian, 2 July 1992, sec. HOM, p.
22.

>*John Mullin, "Cyprus Troops face lesser charge,” The Guardian, 8 November 1994, sec. HOM, p. 5.
153 Kathy Evans, “"Kuwait’s rape children offer bitter reminder,” The Guardian, 29 July 1993, sec. HOM,
P' 24; Jon Swain, "Asian maids flee Kuwaiti terror,” Sunday Times, 3 May 1992, p. 1&20.

*Derek Brown, "India ‘tortures thousands’,” The Guardian, 25 March 1992, sec. FOR, p. 6.

>R evin Rafferty, "Japan admits forced wartime prostitution,” The Guardian, 5 August 1993, sec.
FOR, p. 10.

*Michael Simmons, "Rape of women by soldiers and police is global occurrence’,” The Guardian, 5
February 1992, sec. FOR, p. 9.

PMichael Evans, "Secret talks over Krajina break down," The Times, 3 November 1993, p. 13.
**Cynthia Enloe (1994), p. 224,
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them to release that pressure at will, Enloe is suggesting that the misogynist values
that military trainees are indoctrinated with is a more likely explanation for the rapes.

Many feminists would agree with Enloe’s argument.

Chris Corrin, for example, has stated that ’[hlierarchical systems of patriarchy are
generally based on strict military rules and values. Military values such as physical
strength, aggressiveness, persistence, and insensitivity are ’prized’ and men are trained
and conditioned in these 'values’. Within such systems, women are viewed purely
from a male perspective with women’s sexuality under constant scrutiny and strict
control’.'® These sentiments are also held by Sister Mary Soledad Perpinan, the
founder of the Third World Movement Against the Exploitation of Women. While
writing on the ’sexploitation’ of women in the Philippines by US military personnel,
she asked a simple question and made some basic observations, which implies a
certain innate biologically determined ’animal’ in men - or at least in soldiers. She
asked Tw]hy is it that a military presence has become synonymous with sex and
violence? The military system has a way of priming aggression to a high point that
unleashes the animal in men. Sexual rampage is the by-product. It happens
everywhere’.'** Furthermore, Perpinan also claims that a number of Vietnam veterans
‘have seen and acknowledged the ‘connection of sexism in basic training with the

prevailing sexism in military service’.'®

Also using the atrocities committed 1n Vietnam by American GIs to make
comparisons with the mass raping of women in the Balkan conflict, Ruth Seifert
commments on how reports of gang rapes in war reveal how important the
amalgamation of power and masculinity can be in cultural representations’;'** with
that ‘cultural representation’ being the need for soldiers to be perceived by their peers
as matching up to the socially-accepted ‘macho’ military image. This 1mage 1s in tumn
produced during military training by the building of a shared discourse of male sexual

identity through the obligatory male bonding and shared military and masculinist

"“IChris Corrin (1996), p. 87.

162Gister Mary Soledad Perpinan, "Militarism and the Sex Industry in the Philippines,” in Miranda
Davies (1994), p. 151.

3ibid.

'*'Ruth Seifert (1994), p. 61.
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values. In illustrating the result of this volatile combination of power and masculine
sexuality promoted by the military, Seifert states that [w]e know that in [Vietnam]
gratuitous atrocities to the victims were taken as a competition for greater
masculinity’.'® It could be argued, therefore, that the creation of armies and the
subjective identities that are prescribed for the soldiers through the cultivation of an
1deal’, and very heterosexual, view of masculinity, results in an inclination, though

one could probably not go as far as to call it a predetermination, to rape and engage in

sexual violence.!¢

The traditional exclusion of women from the military has also played a role in
instilling in soldiers that there must be a strong connection between the male
monopoly of power and masculinity. Moreover, it is not only women themselves that
have been historically barred from the military sphere (this point will be raised again -
in Chapter Nine), but also what have traditionally been regarded as ’female’ traits have
also been denied much worth or value within military training regimes. Joan Smith
has argued that the military’s characteristic rejection and repression of feelings of
gentleness and sensitivity have resulted in a military where each individual soldier
must constantly brandish their masculinity like a weapon, to be inspected and deemed
ready for ’action’ by his peers and his commanders.'®” Such a continual defence of
masculinity could therefore result in an inability to deal adequately with ’feminine’
emotions when they arise. Then, when ’feminine’ traits do surface, perhaps in times of
extreme stress such as war, soldiers revert to their now instinctive ‘learned’ reactions,

they invoke their masculine values and fight (literally) against the feminine, against

WOINcCI.

Sara Ruddick has also commented on how the military training philosophy 1s based
on the devaluation of emotion and its association with women.'*® Throughout training

the commanders encourage and reward aggressive masculine impuises, and force

'%ibid.

'®Cynthia Enloe, "Are Militarised Masculinities Violent? Some Feminist Thoughts on Militaries,
Militias and the Construction of Manliness,” paper given at the Conference on Gendered Violence:
Physical Agegression, Social Domination, Bodily Processes and Cultural Reconstruction Zagreb,
Croatia (27-29 October 1995).

'*"Joan Smith, Misogvnies (London: Faber & Faber, 1989), p. 135.

"8Sara Ruddick, "Toward a Feminist Peace Politics,” in Miriam Cooke and Angela Woollacott, eds.,
Gendering War Talk (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993), p. 111.
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trainees to control emotions of fear, desire and sensitivity. Moreover, women and
their supposed emotional natures are frequently degraded and referred to in

misogynistic terms. Therefore, as Ruddick suggests, it should not be surprising that
| many soldiers actual engage in rape and sexual assaults on women.'® In summary,
therefore, 1t would seem from these arguments by both feminists and some journalists,
that women are not necessarily raped in war on a massive scale because they belong
to the enemy camp. On the contrary, mass rape In war seems to occur because they
are the objects of a fundamental hatred of women that has been carefully developed,

fed and nourished by a patriarchally-based military culture, and this hatred is

actualised 1n war.

It should also be remembered that men as well as women were raped in the Balkan
conflict and many of the above theories and suggestions could be equally relevant to
their experiences of rape as well.'” Within institutions such as military forces,
boarding schools and prisons men and boys may be subjected to rape and sexual
abuse and although this fact may weaken some of the above arguments, for example,
Susan Brownmiller’s suggestion that rape is the archetypal act by which al/l men keep
all women in a state of fear’,'”! nevertheless, the humiliation of rape for men lies
precisely in the fact that the raped man 1s being treated like, and even referred to as, a
women. In 1971, Barbara Mehrhof and Pamela Kearon remarked that they regarded
rape as ’a punishment without crime or guilt - at least not subjective guilt. It is
punishment, rather, for the objective crime of femaleness. That 1s why 1t is so
indiscriminate’.'’* This view could be appropriated to instigate an analysis of male
rape. While 1 am not suggesting that the only men who are raped are those who

demonstrate feminine’ characteristics it could, however, be a starting point.

1694

1bid.
' ouise Branson, "Men tell of sexual abuse," Sunday Times, 25 July 1993, p. 1&20; Paul Martin,
"Serb villagers mourn butchered menfolk,” The Guardian, 30 September 1892, sec. HOM, p. 20.
"I1Susan Brownmiller (1975), p. 5.

'“Barbara Mehrhof and Pamela Kearon, "Rape: An Act of Terror," in Notes From the Third Year:
Women’s Liberation (New York: Faber & Faber, 1971), p. 80.
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