ty
eg
ope’ C:?;ﬁ;a: is that race, gender, and ¢

: I the sum of mdwidual fﬂﬂiﬂgo& i

hut MEre y ght stuff to compete successfully with

1ok the 1 ‘nething of themselves. 5
oy kind of thinking ignores is that we -

I. Whitr:;?es or any collection of us. On some le
0

".-‘h’n;hat cocial life involves us in something larger th
i e with that idea. . . . How, for example, do v

¥« that link us to the consequences ':t produces?
o clated tO male dommance,.women s oppression,
life fl 4 in which they, and our lives, are embedded?
: w&ﬁthﬂm asking such questions we can’t understand
onsibility either for ourselves or for patriarchy. In
parsiculated catch-all, a dumping ground for social
' be held to account and that, for all the power we t
] hing. . . .
do;.'fu :trc sef patriarchy as nothing more than men’s and -
motivations, and behavior, for example, then it probably
about larger contexts—such as institutions like the family,
how people’s lives are shaped in relation to them. From
tive, we might ask why a particular man raped, harassed,
ask, however, what kind of society would promote pers
in everyday life, from wife-beating jokes to the routine i
violence in mainstream movies. . . .
If the goal is to change the world, this won’t help us. We n
social roots that generate and nurture the social problems tha
ofindividuals, We can’t do this without realizing that we all
than ourselves, something we didn’t create but that we have the pe
¢ choices we make about how to participate. a
That something larger is patriarchy, which is more than a

as ¢ - ; ;
initmen”)' Itis a system, which means it can’t be reduced to

[Platriarch
Gn't |

¥ [is] a kind of society that is more than a collectio
¢ understood simply by understanding them. We are not
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people who believe in Allah are l;hhmd:;cf social
society organized around certain articipation both shapes o
We participate in it. Paradoxlcal!)’, our p etuating it. mm
opportunity to be part of changing °r.p“foppmve personalities” or 4
patriarchy can exist without men ha.vl-ng To demonstrate that gender
with one another to defend male privilege. that women are good-he
we don’t have to show that men are vxllams’-on or that men never opp,
women don’t participate in their own Oppreils’li\'; in it will tend to _
is oppressive, then people who grow up an kable life. That’s the path of
and participate in it as “normal” and oo how we depend on society ang ..
in any system. It’s hard not to follow it, glvel'lh :hc status quo. When oppregs: s
and punishments that hinge on going along wit ut of our way to be ¢ I
into the fabl'iC of eVCTYda}’ lifes we don’t need to go OiVC CODSCQUCHCCS As:;r y P.
in order for an oppressive system to .produce o}l)p:‘iess o . e Saying
what evil requires is simply that ordinary people do nothing.

The crucial thing to understand about patriarchy or any Ot‘fhi: kind of social gy
that it’s something people participate in. It’s an arrangemcnt.o sl ared ‘llﬂdcrstm-ldil.m:iﬁ
relationships that connect people to one another and something larger than themsel.,e& 3

PATRIARCHY

The key to understanding any system is to identify its varioqs parts and
arranged to form a whole. . . . Patriarchy’s defining elements are 1ts male-dom
identified, and male-centered character, but this is just the beginning. At
is a set of symbols and ideas that make up a culture embodied by e

content of everyday conversation to literature and film. Patriarchal ¢
about the nature of things, including

masculinity most closely associated wi
relegated to the marginal position of “
posed to be; about what’s expected of

.how they’re
. Inated, myle.
Its core, patriarch
verything from ghe
ulture inclydes ideas
, and humanity, with manhoog and
th being human and womanhood and femininity

other.” It’s about how social life is and how ir’s sup-

people and about how they feel. It’s about standards
of feminine beauty and masculine toughness, images of feminine vulnerability and maey.

line Protectiveness, of older men coupled with young women, of elderly women alone. It’s
about defining women and men as opposites, about the “naturalness” of male aggression,
competition, and dominance and of female caring, Cooperation, and subordination, It’s
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RRE ivte (snd CUSEEES
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.o er into patriarchal cul
boi“gt,d::fnsidercd good and desir;

ot women and men are

Deve Jy alternative o chaqs, and that meyp
€ . on )r’n they enjoy a special relationship, Itis to
who nly two distinct genders; thar Patriarcha] here
d :t ion is not; that because men nejghe, bear ¢

X ;tﬂ'amp clling bodily connection to them; thar o o
cl 3 Cxual or lesbian, wants a “real map» who =
e her; that females can’t be trus :

mcmc and that fathers Sl}ould ol rcan
:[Oabili[ies or needs. It is to buy ingg

that women and children need m

me,

€n to Sl.lpport ﬂld P .

SrOE ¢ in many ways men are not the physicall .
e fa:l:arc of hard physical labor in many societies (gften hf;: i gt
ta‘sc(:al endurance tends to be greater thap men’ r than mep’ » that women’s. dae]

' : . S ove
i -.physlor e capable of enduring pain and emotional Stres; gl:d]ong haul, M i
bem face of a patriarchal culture that dictates h > yet such ey e :

live in a patriarchal culture is to learn whags d
rules range from laws that require men to fight in wars not of ;:rmd o

| ustomary expectations that mothers wil] provide child care. of thatwhem choosing 1o
interest in a man or merely smiles or acts friendly, s!,me gives h:,‘ Woman shows
b control her own bod}t. And to live under patriarchy is to take‘;l:m m"édhtoﬂ?m
ways of feeling—«he hostile contempt for femaleness thar forms the core Yok
~ and presumptions of male superiority, the ridicule men direct at other mg: who show
signs of Vuil‘lfl’ablllf}f'(}r weakness, or the fear and insecurity tha every =
with when she exercises the right to move freely in the world, especially ar Nsi!ti'h“;d
~ herself. Such ideas make up the symbolic sea we swim in and the air we breathe T :
~ the primary well from which springs how we think abour ourselves, other ]:nopk' , and
the world. As such, they provide a taken-for-granted everyday reality, the setting for =
interactions with other people that continually fashion and refashion a shared sense of
what the world is about and who we are in relation to it. This doesn’t mean that the ideas
underlying patriarchy determine what we think, feel, and do, but it does mean they define
what we'll have to deal with as we participate in it.

- The prominent place of misogyny in patriarchal culture, for example, doesn’t mean that
every man and woman consciously hates all things female. But it does mean that to the
extent that we don’t feel such hatred, it’s in spite of paths of least resistance contained in
our culture. Complete freedom from such feelings and judgments is all but impossible. It is
certainly possible for heterosexual men to love women without mentally fragmenting them
into breasts, buttocks, genitals, and other variously desirable parts. It is possible for women
w feel good about their bodies, to not judge themselves as being too fat, to not abuse
themselves to one degree or another in pursuit of impossible male-identified standards
of beauty and sexual attractiveness. All of this is possible; but to live in pMy is to
breathe in misogynist images of women as objectified sexual property valued Pl}mﬂ
for their usefulness to men. This finds its way into everyone who grows up beeathing g 4
Wimming i it, and once inside us it remains, however unaware of it we may be. So, :

i
o
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st jokes and «

“not one

we hear or express sexi
even if we do, say nothing ra
especially in the case of men,
by our silence.

The symbols and ideas that
because they have such power! .
mean the ways that gender ?1'1"’1["5‘ anc =
ships and unequal distributions ?f rf“"m‘js’, - and work, rel
countless patterns of everyday life n fam. ) .’o - of labor that fa
and education. It is found in family divist k outside the home, and i
domestic work even when both parents woil b ale predominance almost
of women in lower-level p'mk-collaf‘ jobs an ;n Al t_l;mt goes with lt,fmm 2
It is in the unequal distribution of .mcomc.al_l oo o aalesOlod o
care to the availability of leisure time. It is in p?cal P e
that can turn a simple walk in the park or a typ! ihe ’srtmcture of patriar :h? i
a life-threatening nightmare. More than anything, g it o "
the unequal distribution of power that makes op[:drcss Por::tion’ 4 gk,1324‘:1.\'.::1:|bal S og,l
dominance in every facet of human life, from everyday C‘Zin"e ot polit
its nature, patriarchy puts issues of power, dominance, and control at the center of

’ between men and women, but among men a5

existence, not only in relationships . ‘
compete :md struggle to gain status, maintain control, and protect themselves from
other men might do to them.

THE SYSTEM IN US IN THE SYSTEM

One of the most difficult things to accept about patriarchy is that we’re involved in j
which means we’re also involved in its consequences. This is especially hard for men wt
refuse to believe they benefit from women’s oppression, because they can’t see how th
could happen without their being personally oppressive in their intentions, feelings,
behavior. For many men, being told they’re involved in oppression can only mean the
oppressive.

A common defense against this is to attribute everything to “society” as somet
external and autonomous, with wants, needs, interests, and the power to control
by making them into one sort of person or another. . . .

Societies don’t exist without people participating in them, which means that we
understand patriarchy unless we also ask how people are connected to it and how
connection varies, depending on social characteristics such as race, gender, ethnicity,
and class. . . . :

From this perspective, who we and other people think we are has a lot to do with
we are in relation to social systems and all the positions that people occupy. We wouldn’t
exist as social beings if it weren’t for our participation in one social system or anothe
It’s hard to imagine just who we’d be and what our existence would consist of if we took
away all of our connections to the symbols, ideas, and relationships that make up social
systems. . . . :

In this sense, like all social systems, patriarchy exists only through people’s lives.
Thf'ough thzs,_patnarchy"s various aspects are there for us to see over and over agﬁl‘
This has two important 1mplic;ations for how we understand patriarchy. First, to som¢.
extent people experience patriarchy as external to them; but this doesn’t mean that 1ts.
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[~

separate thing, like a house in whi .
arﬁ?_pﬂriuchy and it is of us. mw&;’?‘t}?d, by participating in
Y ¥ hout the other. Second, patriarchy isn’t static: it‘a“g e other and ncither
ped and reshaped. Since the thing we’ » IS an ongoing process that’s
4 e in Ways chat reaté'a . Ie participating in is patriarchal,
to behav freed break patriarchal world from one moment to the next
qve some free om to the rules and construct everyday life in di gorse
e we g osn that the paths we choose to picd ryday life in d]ffercqt
P s, whi n to perpetuate b follow as much to change patri-
ved in parria.rchy and its consequences because we occupy social positi
Il it takes. Since gender oppression is, by definition, a sypsircm of iE: ml?'n%
d gender categories, We can no more avoid bcing,involvcd in it t}?:; :'.r::
female or male. All men and all women are therefore involved in this
a;}d none us can cont.rol whether we participate, only how. . .
e conferred by social systems, people don’t have to feel priv.:iIcged
ileged. When I do public presentations, for example, I usually come
SC'OC! about WI:'at happened and, therefore, about myself. If anyone
k me toO explalm why‘thmgs went so well, I'd probably mention my abilities
experience In public speaking, the quality of my ideas, and so on, as weli
nd contributions of the audience. The last thing that would :JCCI.Ir to
- however would be that my success was aided by my gender, thart if I'd performed
% ctly the same Way but'happened to be a woman, research shows quite clearly that
taken less seriously, been evaluated less positively, and attributed less of
ess to my OWn efforts and ability. The difference between the two outcomes is
e of my gender privilege, and there is little I can do to get rid of it, because its
doesn’t rest in me but in society itself, especially in cultural images of gender.
nce doesn’t know it’s conferring gender privilege on me, and I may not be
ving it. But the privilege is there, nonetheless, whether we intend
d nonprivileged only deepens the system’s

invol
i, which 2

e 'zﬂd aroun
| . avoi d being
- ive SYﬁt‘fm’

d %ecﬂusc P[’Wllf.g

Jer tO be priv

ng pretty

7 way feel
.'rw.crc o as
cars of
the interest 4

| pd have been
my succ
a measur
quthority
The audie

a\]"arf that ;
or want it. That all this may feel “natural” an

hold on all who are involved in it.
Since we're born into patriarchy, and since participating in social life is what makes us I

who we are, we can’t escape growing up sexist to some degree. This means that the ques- l
tion we have to ask ourselves isn’t whether sexism is part of who we are, but how broadly

and deeply it is ingrained in us, how it appears in our experience and behavior, and what
we can do about it. No one wants to think of themselves as involved in social oppression,
but being involved doesn’t mean we're bad or to blame for oppression, for people can
and do participate in systems that produce horrible, immoral consequences without being
horrible and immoral people. None of us is responsible or to blame for the world we were
born into or the inevitable way in which we took it into ourselves. But—and this “but” is

crucial—the ongoing reconstruction of that society is shaped by how people like us choose
to participate in it once we're here. We are involved; we are part of the problem; the

question is whether we’ll choose to also be part of the solution.

I’'m recei
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A central problem within fe
consensus of opinion about {

points of unification. Without'gwq_ pos
which to construct theory or engage 1n OVEEEE =
tions with the absence of clear definitions in a rec gl 18
Ethics,” Carmen Vasquez comments: i

We can’t even agree on what a “Feminist” is, never mmd Whﬂt she would
and how she defines the principles that constitute honor among us. key
American capitalist obsession for individualism and anything goes so long as
what you want. Feminism in American has come to mean a!ny.mhmg you like,
There are as many definitions of Feminism as there are feminists, some of my

say, with a chuckle. I don’t think it’s funny.

It is not funny. It indicates a growing disinterest in feminism as a radical political

ive of the belief that solidarity between wo
not possible. It is a sign that the political naiveté which has traditionally char;
woman’s lot in male-dominated culture abounds.

Most people in the United States think of feminism or the more commonly used
“women’s lib” as a movement that aims to make women the social equals of men,
broad definition, popularized by the media and mainstream segments of the moy
raises problematic questions. Since men are not equals in white supremacist, capi
patriarchal class structure, which men do women want to be equal to? Do women sha
common vision of what equality means? Implicit in this simplistic definition of wome
liberation is a dismissal of race and class as factors that, in conjunction with sexi
determine the extent to which an individual will be discriminated against, exploited,
oppressed. Bourgeois white women interested in women'’s rights issues have been '
with simple definitions for obvious reasons. Rhetorically placing themselves in the
social category as oppressed women, they were not anxious to call attention to race
class privilege.

Women in lower class and poor groups, particularly those who are non-white, v
not have defined women’s liberation as women gaining social equality with men since t
are continually reminded in their everyday lives that all women do not share a comn
social status. Concurrently, they know that many males in their social groups are exploi
and oppressed. Knowing that men in their groups do not have social, political, and e
nomic power, they would not deem it liberatory to share their social status. While t
are aware that sexism enables men in their respective groups to have privileges der
them, they are more likely to see exaggerated expressions of male chauvinism among t
peers as stemming from the male’s sense of himself as powerless and ineffectual in relatio
to ruling male groups, rather than an expression of an overall privileged social s

1
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e | thwomtﬂ were suspicious of
rent i its definition, They
= ‘q'ﬂ'“)'l With men migh; casily
o oAl standing (of white women in
LA Very marging) way the social status

=

ol nd ; the Skin,” colum-
e s ) apparently haye ¢, the term
”_'ho Wr believe in everything
1 o35 SOmething unpleasant; some-
18ted.” Even

» such women often
o Benerated reforp, measures which
Of womer, thcydonotwishtobcsccn

: tme, the term “femins;~ makes many
°d and e. They simply

:;:zt:s with lesbianism; their homophobia leads them

B yn sk identified as pro-lcsbi?:.l. Some women fear the N i o

ghun identification with any political movement, especially one perceived as padical. (o
e there are women who do not wish to be associated with w.

| _ to omen’s rights movement
c o they reject and oppose feminist movement. Most women are more familiar

 with negative perspectivcfs.on “}.vop'{en’s lib” than the positive significations of feminism. It
s this term’s positive political significance and power that we must now struggle to recover
~ and maintain. .
Currently feminism seems to be a term without any clear significance. The “anything
 goes” approach to the definition of the word has rendered it practically meaningless. What
~ ismeant by “anything goes” is usually that any woman who wants social equality with men
regardless of her political perspective (she can be a conservative right-winger or a national-
- st communist) can label herself feminist. Most attempts at defining feminism reflect the
class nature of the movement. Definitions are usually liberal in origin and focus on the
individual woman’s right to freedom and self-determination. . . .
This definition of feminism is almost apolitical in tone; yet it is the type of definition
many liberal women find appealing. It evokes a very romantic notion of personal freedom

t0 reject association with

h is more acceptable than a definition that emphasizes radical political action.
++« Feminism js 5 struggle to end sexist oppression. Therefore, it is necessarily a struggle
zefﬂidlmte the ideology of domination that permeates Western culture on various levels
we
“n tak
In thig

A a commitment to reorganizing society so that the sclf-dcvelopmc_nr of people
¢ Precedence over imperialism, economic expansion, and matcna‘l desires. Defined
Way, it is unlikely that women would join feminist movement simply because we
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are biologically the same. A commitment
individual participant acquire a critical

Feminism defined in political terms that stress
challenges women to enter a new domain—to. ;
decrees is our lot and develop political con
notion that the focus of feminist movement shoul 2
emphasizing eradicating the cultural basis of SrotR
require an exploration of all aspects of women’s po TR
race and class oppression would be recognized as feminist is
as sexism. i

When feminism is defined in such a way that it calls attention to
social and political reality, it centralizes the experiences of all wo, 1en
whose social conditions have been least written about, studied, or
movements. When we cease to focus on the simplistic stance “mep are
are compelled to examine systems of domination and our role in thejr

Perpetuation, . . .

Feminism is the struggle to end sexist oppression. Its aim is not to :
specific group of women, any particular race or class of women, [t does -
women over men. It has the power to transform in a meaningful way al] oml];?f :

Fffmir}ism a5 @ movement to end sexist oppression directs our attentigp, to :
domination and the inter-relatedness of sex, race, and class oppression. Therefora -
Pels us to centralize the experiences and the social predicaments of N,

———
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. to deal with the sexual abuse they suffere

cherap! - 2 R d as chi : :
aily 1ives around the threat of men’s violence, hildren, they are ordering their

.« 2 mistake to ca s vi .
Butitisd n.’ll”:a ysid ll men’s violence A women'’s issue, Take th bj
’ vely consider r g 4 ¢ su
cople reflexively ¢ rape to be a women’s issue. But ler’ ject of rape. Many
- of rape is committed by women; et’s take a closer look. What

Is it 10
g : i ercent, § ? I
SO p ercent? No. a
cent of rape 1s €O itted by women. Let’s state this an();herpway- over 99 pess * Incolf
e 1S perpﬁ‘tm“’:d b}' men. Whether the VICtims are female or male IInen are ov '&'fo;:‘tl

> erwhelm-

. the perpetrators. But we call it a women’s issue? .

a g major premise of . .. [my work] is that thseliq:)lrlleg'-r?ll;o?[dn;rrtlha't opkr -4

<od domestic violence—including rape, battering sexur;]Ingh £ S P

exPiOirar;&n of ;::H;lcln ;’;Clt lflfls'—is arguably more revealing Zrlf;ir:]f::;z ?I::n ti]:ciss:l::ji

men. Men, after all, e ones committing the vast majori .

;C; ones doing most of_ the battering and aImosgt all of thcrr::zgg I(\)r{c:t: Z:::}fenzzel:de: ::e

the prostitutes (and klllmgltlhcm in video games), going to strip clubs, rentin segufallg

degrading pomography, writing and performing misogynistic music. ’ X 4

When men’s role in gender violence is discussed—in newspaper articles, sensational TV
aews coverage, or everyday conversation—the focus is typically on men’as perpetrators
or potcntial_ perpetrators. These days, you don’t have to look far to see evidence of the

.1 and suffering thclse men cause. But it is rare to find any in-depth discussion about the
alrure that’s producing these violent men. I’s almost like the perpetrators are strange
Jliens who landed here from another planet. It is rarer still to hear thoughtful discussions
Jbout the ways that our culture defines “manhood,” and how that definition might be
linked to the endless string of stories about husbands killing wives, or groups of young men
raping girls (and sometimes videotaping the rape) that we hear about on a regular basis.

Why isn’t there more conversation about the underlying social factors that contribute
to the pandemic of violence against women? Why aren’t men’s attitudes and behaviors
toward women the focus of more critical scrutiny and coordinated action? These days,
the 24/7 news cycle brings us a steady stream of gender-violence tragedies: serial killers on
the loose, men abducting young girls, domestic-violence homicides, periodic sexual abuse
scandals in powerful institutions like the Catholic Church and the Air Force Academy.
You can barely turn on the news these days without coming across another gruesome sex
crime—whether it’s a group of boys gang-raping a girl in a middle school bathroom or a
young pregnant woman who turns up missing, and whose husband emerges a few days
later as the primary suspect.

Isn’t it about time we had a national conversation about the male causes of this violence,
instead of endlessly lingering on its consequences in the lives of women? Thanks to the
battered women’s and rape crisis movements in the U.S., it is no longer taboo to discuss
women’s experiences of sexual and domestic violence. This is a significant achievement.
To an unprecedented extent, American women today expect to be supported—not con-
demned—when they disclose what men have done to them (unless the man is popular,

~ wealthy, or well-connected, in which case all bets are off.)

This is all for the good. Victims of violence and abuse—whether they’re women or
men—should be heard and respected. Their needs come first. But let’s not mistake concern
for victims with the political will to change the conditions that led to their victimization in
the first place. . . . It is one thing to focus on the “against women” part of the phrase; but
someone’s responsible for doing it, and (almost) everyone knows that it’s ov'erwhelmmgiy :
men, Why aren’t people talking about this? Is it realistic to talk about preventing violence
A8amst women if no one even wants to say out loud who's responsible for itz

For the past two decades, 've been part of a growing movement of men, in erth

tica and around the world, whose aim is to reduce violence against worcn by focusing
On those aspects of male culture—especially male-peer culture—that provide active or tacit

reentag!
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sive behavior. This movement 1

it e md po-BI' Ol
and it brings together men from both pm'll1 g?h, _~p
between. This is challenging work on mﬂlelz <ome of the ral
For example, there is no way to gloss Ovit is also true that it take
divislogEhEIEN S e u:i ﬂ'ums.tructm'es of gender and p
norms that are so deeply rooted i : - Iv mcaa
room for optimism. We've had our successes: there ar arguably more r

' i than at any time in human
actively confronting violence against women .

Make no mistake. Women blazed the trallhthate::el ::;emgo?m
position to do this work precisely because of the ;ﬁ{x A statcw:n?n
women’s and rape crisis movements and their o g’enerat,i o
ment have accomplished a phenomenal amqunf lf:}’e Thtl: o - Public
about violence against women is at an all-time high. ces avs

icti i ' violence is—while not yet adequate.
for female victims and survivors of men’s vl dequate

less historically unprecedented.

support for some men’s abu

ch more ambitious approach. If we are going 1ok

e - inst women—not just at the margins
dov\:jn Ciramatlcl.illill}' ::lﬁtztaisrg\fr:lf::;:e;gii; heart, this revolution must be 3t
rtllf: s:xi?; :ﬁal rlfolms in male culture, from the elementary school playgroung to.
common room in retirement communities—and every loc‘ker s P°.°l hﬂ-l],and o
room in between. For us to have any hope Of achieving historic reductions in incideny
violence against women, at a minimum we will need to dream big and act boldly, I ,
goes without saying that we will need the help Qf a lot more men—at all levels of
and influence—than are currently involved. Obviously we ha.ve our WOl?lf cut out for yg,
a measure of just how far we have to go, QOHSidef that in spite of the misogyny and sexj

brutality all around us, millions of non-v:olent' men today fail to see gender violence a5
their issue. “I'm a good guy,” they will say. “Th1§ 150k Y, problen'}. _ -
For years, women of every conceivable ethnic, racial, and religious background haye
been trying to get men around them—and men in power—to c!o more about vio
against women. . . . On both a micro and a macro level, women in this era have sug
fully broken through the historical silence about violence against women and found their
voice—here in the U.S. and around the world. o
Yet even with all of these achievements, women continue to face an uphill struggle in
trying to make meaningful inroads into male culture. Their goal has not been simply toget
men to listen to women’s stories and truly hear them—although that is a critical first step.
The truly vexing challenge has been getting men to actually go out and do something 2
the problem, in the form of educating and organizing other men in numbers great en
to prompt a real cultural shift. Some activist women—even those who have had great fa
in men as allies—have been beating their heads against the wall for a long time, an
frankly burned out on the effort. | know this because I have been working with many of
these women for a long time. They are my colleagues and friends.

My work is dedicated to getting more men to take on the issue of violence ag
women, and thus to build on what women have achieved. The area that I focus on is
law enforcc.mcnt or offender treatment, but the prevention of sexual and domestic vic
and all their related social pathologies—including violence against children. To do
I'and other men here and around the world have been trying to get our fellow 1
see that this pmblem. is not just personal for a small number of men who happen to
been touched by the issue. We try to show them that it is personal for them, too. For al
us. We talk about men not only as perpetrators but as victims, We try to show them thit

(I propose] that we adopt a mu

iy
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.ves an S
our lives to a 2003 report by the U.S. Conference
pE e fh eless i oLl
acc?’ cause of hom nsssma]mo,gthdfdthe
a Pl e, sexual coercion and other abusive behavior o
AW sion of HIV/AIDS. vior by men
¢ incing other m
theless, convincing 0 en to make gender vi
por [and, tJhere is no point in bei Schder vinkenee ues a
gell - - - e N being naive about wh -
easy ¢ ime convincing men to make violence against women y women have had
- ificant social change in recent dccadt_es, men continue to amen’s issue. In sp
A"y misogynistic,male-dominated culture,whete iolncesgammm
e the homicidal—is disturbingl , against women—ifroy ’
thcsubde to _ y common. It’s normal, And Omen—irom
3 mistreatment of women is such a pervasive characteristic of our precisely because
men, to a greater or lesser extent, have played a role in its patr “ﬂiﬂi‘ culture,
2 5trong incentive to avert our eyes. perpetuation. This gives us
Women, of course, have also been socialized into this misogynisti
. and fight back. In fact, women’s ongoing resistance to their ﬂ]b(msomof- them
the most momentous developments in human civilization over the status is one
et the same, plenty of women show little appetite for delvi pes hed paen
. B I smuchdan e S ving deeply into the culrural
o0ts of sexist violence. It's much less aunting simply to blame “sick” individ il
problem. You hear women explaining away men’s bad behavior as the result of indivi the
. P‘h"l"g}' all the time: “Oh, he just had a bad childhood,” or “He’s an vidual
 hooze gets to him. He’s never been able to handle it.” i The
But regardless of how difficult it can be to show some women that violence agai
‘“m,'m isa sougl problemlthat runs deeper than the abusive behavior of individual men. it
is still n‘mf:h easier to convince women that dramatic change is in their best interest than it
is to convince men. In fac_t, many pfzoplc w_fould argue that, since men are the dominant sex
Y .Pdwolencc_ serves to reanf(.:;irclt:l thu:1 dominance, it is not in men’s best interests to reduce
yiolence against women, and that the very attempt to enlist a critical mass in thi
effort amounts to a fool’s errand. obmenig i
For thos;e ;{ ul: who reject this line of reasoning, the big question then is how do we
_ l:ﬂdl men? We know we’re not going to transform, overnight or over many decades,
~ certain structures of male power a_md privilege that have developed over thousands of
- years. Nevertheless, how are we going to bring more men—many more men—into a con-
_Watlon abqut sexism and }rlolencc against women? And how are we going to do this
. m"“ t turning them off, without berating them, without blaming them for centuries of
sexist Dppr;ssmn? Moreover, I.IOW are we going to move beyond talk and get substantial
- Dumbers of men to partner with women in reducing men’s violence, instead of working

 @amst them in some sort of fruitless and counterproductive gender struggle?

..

: -_msm‘l the skepticism of women who for years have been frustrated by men’s
 violence, BE{ Iab"“t something as basic as a woman’s right to live free from the threat of
- speak for g 311_;“1 convinced that men who are active in gender-violence prevention :oflay
ity of men g ch larger number of men. I would not go so far as to say thata silent major-
- awul Jop of mllp orts everything that gender-violence prevention activists stand for, but an ;
body of rmllll pr}vatcl).r cheer us on. I have long felt this way, but now there is a growing
: —in social norms theory—that confirms it empirically.
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men’s issue, as their issue. These men come : : _ 8¢
egory. They include thousands of men who would not fit neatly into simplistic stereotypes

about the kind of man who would be involved in “that touchy-feely stuff.”

Still, it is an uphill fight. Truly lasting change is only gqing to hQPPC" as new generations
of women come of age and demand equal treatment with men in every real.m, and new
generations of men work with them to reject the sexist attitudes and behaviors of their
predecessors. This will take decades, and the outcome is hardly predetermined. But along
with tens of thousands of activist women and men who continue to fight the good fight,
I believe that it is possible to achieve something much closer to gender equality, and a
dramatic reduction in the level of men’s violence against women, both here and around
the world. And there is a lot at stake. If sexism and violence against women do not subside
considerably in the twenty-first century, it will not just be bad news for women. It will also
say something truly ugly and tragic about the future of our species.
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