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6: Violence, Militarised Masculinity, Positive Peace
Kopano Ratele

Introduction

This paper is about militarised masculinity and its relationship to violence and
peace. One of its objectives is to surface how this form of masculinity
fundamentally troubles the making of durable peace in ‘post-conflict’ Africa,

how, for instance, it makes the ‘post’ in post-conflict never past and

unproblematic.

At the outset, important to underline is ilitarised masculinity is non-
identical with men in the military, and found also in daily life outside of
militaries, armed guerrilla%amd libera Dups, terrorist networks, rebel
movements, or other armed ‘Groupiy tempt a working definition, the
concept ‘militarised - or war-1 ity’, is used hepe to refer to a set of
ideologically informed practice e violenceffind conflict, and more
specifically armed conflict - ideg ices@litimately employable in
battles for primarily supra-indj 789, Langa & Eagle 2008,
Lopes 2011, Mankanyi 2006 th t, militarised masculinity
is the embodiment of the se oL ndergirds gender and

sexuality of men’s sociog powe

Seeking to make cleg ectig itarised masculinity
and the making of ace, t i perative, and
possibilities, of m y fro xual power and its
ideals if African c ata i supposedly
emerged from, ca opre silient forms of
peace. Militarised , bel 0f military capability
and superiority, is at ti e often implicitly -
within discussions @ ica; )le mainly in the
discourse of internatie d se b, therefore,
produces warrior-like ge 1d se tities, relations and
attitudes. Thus this paper aggues fg ion of men’s gender
and sexual practices at the cehtrg he argument is
premised on the thesis that thg On D€ en men'’s violence
against women and other me " and contlict settings, on the one
hand, and an imperialist, milita of sexuality and gender that
structures dominant forms of mas® es, on the other. Even though the place
of honour given to military capability@s not difficult to note in reports of
international and national security, this association of men’s violence in conflict
and post-conflict situations to models of masculinity appears to be largely
ignored in discussion of peace, including in many discussions of rape in and as
war.

That said, since I am writing from a country that is not commonly regarded as in
armed conflict (namely South Africa), a society that international reports defines
as at peace even while the body count points to the gaps in understanding the
meaning of peace (and conflict), the argument here cannot focus on peace
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operations in (post)conflict environments only. Peace practice, research and
theory in Africa must also be focused on redefining our understanding of post-
conflict peacebuilding, even while seeking to change war-like masculinities in
violence-soaked societies into positively peaceful ones. Cautioning against a view
of African manhood as a product outside of the time and place in which it exists,
the paper is also intended to contribute towards an appreciation of the
connections between the socioeconomic conditions in which African men exist
and the traumatic histories that sculpt masculinities in Africa and which propel
or seduce men to employ, actively support or be gpmplicit with violence against
women and other men in their society.

It needs noting that this paper is located
international efforts on the importance der in peacekeeping and
peacebuilding interventign led by mu al organisations such as the UN,
Southern African Develop om SADC), North Atlantic Treaty
Organisation (NATO), Econo of West African States (ECOWAS),
and African Union (AU). While doubtedly shape global,
continental, regional and local id e and h@hce cannot but be
referenced, the argument here h@Work of civil society,
particularly the work of gende at the centre of doing
peace.

the level of the ongoing

The first section of the j SO w out the complex,
long-drawn out, and g e of ining element of
Africa. I describe t es bg olonial violence;
between violence time collective and
interpersonal vio peace. One of the
difficulties faced abot ' inguishing war from
peace is not a si and i tion to rethink the
ends of peacebuilc ocal,

Next the paper turn ies. v the imbrication of
violence in the making hasc g beyond the
rhetoric of including wo a grg tive and tackle the
culture of martial masculinityfT alg cussion about non-
militaristic, non-violent, and/or 3 flinities.

The last section highlights ne and engdging non-violent and
other alternative forms of Afri@

es. | offer a definition and
discussion of these new forms a pssibilities for peace.

Violence

The concept of peace is notoriously difficult to define. The simplest
way of approaching it is in terms of harmony achieved by the absence
of war or conflict. Applied to nations, this would suggest that those not
involved in violent conflicts with neighbouring states or suffering
internal wars would have achieved a state of peace. This is what Johan
Galtung defined as a ‘negative peace’ - an absence of violence. The
concept of negative peace is immediately intuitive and empirically
measurable, and can be used as a starting point to elaborate its
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counterpart concept, ‘positive peace’. (Institute for Economics and
Peace 2011: 5)

The story of violence in Africa has been told many a time. Instead of tilling over
the same ground again I have opted to indicate some of the largely overlooked
obstacles in the way to achieving widespread, durable and positive peace.
Direct violence is one of the main problems facing several African countries,
obviously. However, the ending of direct violence by itself will not make a
country more just, happy or rich. Peace defined as an absence of direct violence
is insufficient, only a step towards positive peacgfWhat is needed is peace that
enables development. What is needed is, ultimdfely, peace with socioeconomic
justice - that is peace that is intolerant of sg@i@economic injustice; and more
specifically, peace characterised by sexug gender justice for women and
men as subjects of socigeconomic powg

While differing with him on'
Sterba (1994: 184) that the ac
to the achievement of gender ju
international arenas must, in coy
well’. And with regard to sociog
with the problem of security
and rationalities’, as Ilcan 3
social justice issue conce
access to resources, ag
remains marginal’. [g
of Africa because i
justice. In those cg
Chad, Benin and
people, because ¢
underdevelopme
of peace is then th
bodily, structural, a
Africa as a geopolitica
be ‘built into the very o

feminist justice, I concur with
asting peace is centrally connected
hose who gfpose violence in
i ce against women as
peace gets ‘associated
ace of certain security plans
ontended, ‘peace as a
of poverty, unequal
pbal economy
usive for many parts
d socioeconomic
example, Djibouti,
majority of the
conomic
eness and emptiness
tinents, violence in its
paradoxically, sustains
al violence is said to

of internal belligerents battli vell from*€onflicts about resources.
However, from the moment of overies’ of the black world and
colonial aggression against its ped§ e present, violence became
unexceptional in many places in Afr/é@ And so while at times visible and direct,
violence is rarely absent,-only invisible and indirect. In ‘post-conflict’ places like
Botswana and South Africa it might not be as direct and immediate as it is in
places like Somalia and Sudan but for women, men, girls, and boys at the
receiving end of non-direct structural violence, it is no doubt as real as any form
of direct violence. There are literally thousands of stories we can adduce to show
the effects of non-direct violence - about hunger, lack of shelter, inadequate
health provision, lack of access to water and sanitation, and no education, but
these are quite familiar and can be read in many daily African newspapers.! In a
country said to be at peace such as South Africa, sexual and gender violence
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against women, hunger, high levels of morbidity and child mortality from lack of
access to adequate health services, and so forth, suggest that the absence of
direct armed conflict seriously challenges the adequacy of the prevailing
understanding of peace (as they do notions of economic development). And in
the case of Botswana, what is of interest for peace researchers is that although
for the last three years the country has been rated by the Global Peace Index as
the most peaceful in Africa (IEP 2011: 5), the relatively high levels of premature
mortality - which is suggestive of indirect forms of violence - among young
Batswana women and men prompts critical questions about the meaningfulness
of peace for ordinary citizens.

How can we speak of meaningful peace, t
countries, through omission, commissiq

hen those in power in African
difference, let those they rule over

hought of without regard to
gendered socioeconomic just there might be no regular wars, in
the context of overt and deviou J

peoples, perturbing levels and gI
non-fatal grievous physical violg
interpersonal, symbolic and s

meaningless.

sonal lethal violence,
well as other forms of

In arguing for a distinc

sitively defined

e have referred
tion (egalitarian
bnceived this way

condition,
to as socia
distributio
is not only ¢
violence, bu 969: 183)

Yet, it is important in v
the redistribution of goo€
of recognition (Fraser 1996
identity, such as those on gendej
culture, race and others.

ice to go beyond
onsider the politics
ggles around
course of disability,

Some of the institutionalised, rep
characterises Africa is without do gacy of the continent’s violent colonial
histories, anti-colonial liberation struggles, and cold war sponsored by former
colonies and interested parties. Imperialism, slavery and colonialism were not
peace projects. These were aggressive processes aimed at subjugating the native
peoples and exploiting their land, labour and other resources. The effects of that
encounter reverberate to this day. As Peacock has said, ‘our work to end men'’s
violence against each other, and against women, also has to address other forms
of oppression, including racism and the legacy of colonialism’ (2012: 1). The
implication of Africa’s legacy is that ‘post-conflict’ peace is that much harder to
build here than elsewhere. When a nation or continent, in addition to

pnal and bodily violence that



imperialism, slavery and colonialism, has experienced long or repeated cycles of
violence and thus cannot be regarded as ‘truly post-conflict’ (World Bank 2011:
4), it appears that positive peace is more elusive to build and maintain.

Colonial histories and the rich nations’ contemporary, competing interests in
Africa’s resources provide one set of keys to understanding why violence has
affected Africa more than any other continent. These old and present-day
interests also point to why there are challenges to credible, inclusive and lasting
peace. By ‘affected more’ it is meant that African conflicts have tended to last
longer, are deadlier, can involve multiple adversaygies at once, and are socially
and economically costlier than in other regionggfADB 2008). Relatively recent
examples of the influence of former colonial ers and superpowers on African
conflicts

include western support for the
Democratic Republig,of Congg
and the West for the A o
respectively, in Angola he former Soviet Union also
actively supported the Dé ithiopia, sefiding troops to
repulse an invasion by Sa de ar of 1977-78. The
repressive Barre regime ipport from the former
Soviet Union and late hifted allegiance. (ADB

Dcratic Mobutu regime in the
ipport by the former Soviet Union
nt and UNITA rebel movement,

2008: 7)

Highlighting the same p eng s, Jourdan says:
a variable tha 0 CON Arel eaking of African
conflicts is t atiop : ‘ such as East
Congo, wag cha i ; it has become
the norm ever s nearly
impossibl atan ) 1 or political
explanatio atus with a
justificatio tions ce seems to

become sel illing otivated by the
simple desire eve ges carried out to
satisfy the greed S, rap tary desire to
possess a woman, 2 D on

There are several other such co e bloodier than
others. Many involve more thg eo ention. Most are
complicated by the involvemé just two dntagonists. And because
of weakened institutions and hiS$ dcies, external parties with their own
agendas easily enter and become P e picture of violence.

The report of the UN secretary-gener@ on ‘The causes of conflict and the
promotion of durable peace and sustainable development in Africa’ mentioned
historical legacies, internal factors, external factors, economic motives and
particular situations as important and common sources of conflicts in Africa (UN
1998). The report of the AU-UN panel on peacekeeping operations observed that
‘itis in Africa that [conflict] is felt most acutely. It is also in Africa that the
number and scale of the issues mean that they do not necessarily attract the
attention that they deserve’ (UN 2008a: 2).



A symptomatic case of the duration, complexity and costs of an African violent
conflict, beginning in 1995 in the aftermath of the Rwandan genocide, is the
conflict in and around the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC). At one time
or another the conflict involved armies of Angola, Namibia and Zimbabwe, who
offered support to the government of Laurent Kabila, against various anti-
government armed groups, who received support from Rwanda, Uganda and
Burundi. Rwanda itself cannot be treated as a footnote (Gourevitch 1995, Power
2001). The 1994 genocide in Rwanda is, in fact, one of the definitive moments of
the violence that characterise African history, reipforcing Africa’s relationship to
the world powers and multilateral organisatiop§’and global instruments of
peacekeeping. Such a moment could only bug@€fine the relationship of men to
women and other men in that country, ang ce it is moment that needed to be
reckoned with in post-conflict peacebui reconstruction and reconciliation.
Genocide, violent conflitgg.and long (q Dff) struggles in and of Rwanda, DRC,
Angola, Ethiopia, Somalia, h Afrj ost of Africa have thus not only
defined those countries, but a brevailing models of masculinity to
be found in them. Naturally, thi hypothesis thdt can only tested
through empirical study in each locati@ns, but in light of
available research it appears to our understanding about
peace, violence and masculinig

For example, the 2008/20 of the ich was focused on
conflict resolution, peag pnstr at out of 6.6 million
battle deaths recorde Daseq in the 45 years up
to 2005, approxima ever 3 recorded in Africa.

Elaborating on the viole Afri prt of the AU-UN

panel on modaliti port 4 , ns notes that:
since 194¢ e beé ] eeping missions,
almost ha Afrié en involved in all
but 10 of th , pé ake up nearly 75
per cent of peat fl worldwide, and of

these, 40 per /n frog ibutors. The
2008 budget for atio the African
continent amount 16

In the same report, which refere oted that ‘men aged
15-29 are most likely to be ki ake Upearly a quarter of all
battle deaths. Estimates also e deaths are almost equally split
between military and civilian faf® PB 2008: 11). In war, the majority of
casualties are young men because ajority of combatants are young men,
but a significant number of women d¥€ because of armed conflict. The
distribution and patterns of mortality during war and civil conflict are of
particular interest in that they mirror those during peacetime, suggesting the
gaps in our thinking about the meanings and engagement of peace and conflict.
In a country not at war, South Africa, the high levels of homicide present a
picture that challenges generally accepted ideas about war and peace. Similarly
to wartime, rates of homicide in South Africa are highest among young men
between ages 15 and 29 (184 per 100,000) and the male-female ratio for
homicide is 7:1 (Seedat et al 2009). Among males in general, the highest



homicide rates are observed among older teenage and young adult African males
in poor and low-income neighbourhoods within urban areas (Ratele and Suffla
2010). Most worrying is that the highest rates within the city of Cape Town (the
third largest city in South Africa and one where the population of Africans is
lower than in all other major cities) were seen among African males aged
between 20 and 24 (501,6 per 100,000) (Ratele and Suffla 2010, Ratele, Smith,
van Niekerk & Seedat, 2011). The rates of violence-related death of young
African men are much higher than seen in many wars. Note that these figures,
although higher than in most countries, are reflecgive of the widely known
finding that globally homicide victimisation ang#perpetration rates among males
are higher than rates among females (Krug eii@l 2002).

The point of all the above is that young Afg males tend to die at higher rates
than females and males of other races. tely, though, how all of these
numbers should be apprehended is t iolent death of young men is not
confined to times of war b athg stant possibility in the lives of young,
poor, African men.

t conflicts. As the ADB

e fighting has stopped’

d numbers of people with
jdemics; large numbers of
ationships; and higher

il violence, and

ention as a weapon
s have reported that
systematic war

ur Technische

d that:

Fatalities are not the only consec d vig
succinctly puts it, ‘wars affect pg
(2008: 12). In the aftermath of
disability or disease; relativg
people displaced; reduced
levels of trauma. Of pa
specifically sexual vig
of violent conflict. A
in the last few dec
instruments (e.g.
Zusammenarbei

sexual viol
maintain a
violence affe

ict; it also helps to
nature of the

also weakens and
destroys com tension within
and between cot g fear and
suspicion. The par na gs conflict,
complicates the peace€®rq ition work even
more difficult. (Dymond

The use of sexual violence in W
problem to warrant the appoint
violence in conflict by the United S (UN) secretary-general. Preceding that
more recent development, Resolutio#1820 was adopted by the UN Security
Council in June 2008. In adopting the resolution the UN noted:

has become a serious enough
pecial representative on sexual

that civilians account for the vast majority of those adversely affected
by armed conflict; that women and girls are particularly targeted by
the use of sexual violence, including as a tactic of war to humiliate,
dominate, instil fear in, disperse and/or forcibly relocate civilian
members of a community or ethnic group; and that sexual violence
perpetrated in this manner may in some instances persist after the
cessation of hostilities. (UN 2008c: 1-2)
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Furthermore, the resolution notes that:

rape and other forms of sexual violence can constitute a war crime, a
crime against humanity, or a constitutive act with respect to genocide,
stresses the need for the exclusion of sexual violence crimes from
amnesty provisions in the context of conflict resolution processes, and
calls upon Member States to comply with their obligations for
prosecuting persons responsible for such acts, to ensure that all
victims of sexual violence, particularly women and girls, have equal
protection under the law and equal accesgfto justice, and stresses the
importance of ending impunity for sucl#cts as part of a
comprehensive approach to seekinggl8tainable peace, justice, truth,
and national reconciliation. (UN 2088§" 3)

In regard to the conflictvip and around RC referred to above, over and above
an estimated 5 million peoplegwho their lives through the direct and
indirect consequences of the'€ iC rted in 1994, extreme levels of rape
and sexual violence have been espect of the g€xual violation of
women and girls in the DRC con ridic the male family
members of the women and gir p@dermined the social cohesion
of their respective enemies. M Derced into violence against
their own family members 3 his made it almost
impossible for them to re 7.2009: 4). The
Scottish Catholic Inter .d.) observed that
the frequency and cr recedented,
‘accompanied by u girls’. A small
percentage of sex SCIAF estimated an
‘average of 45 rap ivu in the eastern
region of the DRC e mission to the
DRC, the UN Hu teur on violence
against women ob

ongolese armed
ated by non-State

5t in those areas
8. However, sexual
it is rampant in the

sexual viole
conflicts. Extré
armed groups, ity fg
of Eastern Congo e sti
violence is not restrictéd tg
whole country. (UNHRC

The UNHRC report on the DRE
aimed ‘at the complete physical's

d that the Sexual atrocities were
Plogical destruction of women with
implications for the entire society RC 2008: 2). The report further noted
that PNC and FARDC employed massWape and other forms of sexual violence in
systematic retaliation against the civilians; impunity for rape was common and
widespread; women survivors of rape suffered severe physical and psychological
injuries; there was inadequate care for survivors who were often rejected and
stigmatised by their families and the justice system; sexual violence had eroded
the usual social mechanisms inhibitive of extreme forms of violence, triggering
the exercise of cruel fantasies by men on women'’s bodies; and that not only
armed groups but civilians too perpetrated rape, adding yet another layer of
violent oppression for women.
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More recently, between 30 July and 2 August 2010, mass rapes were reported
from North Kivu’s Walikale region. Reports stated that 200 to 400 armed men
belonging to the rebel Forces démocratiques de libération du Rwanda (FDLR)
and the Mai Mai tribal militia went into a number of villages and hundreds of
women were raped. Due to the underreporting of rape, there are likely to have
been more victims than the approximately 300 known cases (UN 2012).

A focus on sexual violence in conflict and post-conflict situations helps us in
better understanding and rethinking what peace means and what is meaningful
peace from a gendered, local, insider perspective it is also of consequence
because, as the United Nations Development Fuffd for Women (UNIFEM) and the
UN Department of Peacekeeping Operation er, rape in conflict has been at
once one of history’s greatest silences and ecently, rarely condemned in
mentions of war crimes.

Its impact is exacerbated by ial ag ous taboos, including a cultural
disinclination to disclose abu shame, it is a torture tactic that
victims are reticent to reveal. | 1is stigma ang'silence, which
supports impunity for the perpe contgidtited to its prevalence as
a war tactic of choice. Indeed, se ¥es conventional notions of
what constitutes a security thg 2: the world does not
witness rape in the same w3 aper than bullets, it
requires no weapons sys ion, making it low cost,
yet high impact. This ant to disarmament
processes and ceasefj nities of
conventional weapg nd other openly
hostile acts (UNIFE

ape and intimate
previously reported
at between 1.69 and
ped, with between

d in the preceding 12
months, and approxi ing experiencing
intimate partner sexual ern Uganda found
that women living in camps%@r in § faced high levels of
violence. Three of every 10 worg : erienced forced sex
with husbands (or other intirg st the ishes; and
approximately 1 of 20 women d by someone outside of the
household’ (Stark et al 2010: 1086

A recent study of
partner sexual vi
(Peterman at al 20
1.80 million Congo
407,397 and 433,78

However, it is well known that sexualfand gender violence in peacetime was also
once one of the world’s public secrets, not only because the meaning of peace
itself needs problematisation, but more crucially insofar as sexual and gender
violence is normalised. At risk of exaggerating, there is no peacetime for many
women in many countries. A war without regular guns and knives - but many
with these and other weapons - goes on in daily life in countries such as those
mentioned above and many others. Among other problems, this war against
women can and manages to go on unremarked because it is made invisible by
the fact that the legal definition of rape and sexual offences differs from country
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to country, rendering some coercive sexual acts normative. Indeed, in some
countries the concept of marital rape is not criminalised and sexual violence
against a wife by her husband unimaginable. Thus police investigation and
prosecution of sexual violence cases may be less enthusiastic than that of
robbery and murder(Frieze 1983, Sampson 2010, Shannon et al 2012). Feminist
thinkers have therefore strongly cautioned against perceiving sexual violence in
conflict situations ‘as a stand alone social problem that arises wholly because of
the conflict situation and will naturally die down when peace is restored’ (Ayiera
2010: 14). In thinking about sexual and other formas of violence against women, it
is clear that sexual aggression against women ig#peacetime is closely connected
to violence against women'’s bodies in wartigd@® One is the extension of the other.
Both are indicative of the prevalent form gf#8@&ual, gendered relations and
masculinity ideologies in society. It is p atic, therefore, to isolate sexual
violence in times of arntegd conflict fro ontinuum within which men’s
violence against women a her 1y mes part of the wider culture. Thus,
the high profile prosecution 0 or instigators of sexual violence
during conflict by bodies such 3 jonal Crimipal Court (ICC) is a
necessary but inadequate respo at largeg§Cale rape took place
while high-ranking rebel comm ecuted by the ICC is clear
indication of prosecutions as i ut also of violence as a
significant aspect of men’s g peacetime (Ayiera
2010). ‘Sexualised violeng

ualised violence is
hether it is used
e, the

y sanctioned

er men, and
orise sexual

ent with no

needs to be see
the same in i
in conflict sg
perpetratig
male dom
children -
conquest 3

consequend us. (Peacock 2012:
6)
This continuum of vio urs ar and peace is
highlighted by Seedat an€ igue in South Africa
tens of thousands of rapes 0fWomg o the police each

an the real numbers.
 in tha@ountry shows even

e new definition of rape would
011). In any event, these rates are

® of countries in conflict (see also Human

year, and that the reported nu
Actually, the most recent polig
higher reports on sexual offe
have had an impact on the numbB
among the highest in the world, in
Rights Watch 1995).

Similarly to other ‘post-conflict’ countries, South Africa continues to be
bedevilled by high levels of men’s violence against women, specifically sexual
violence. While there appears to be some agreement about some of the factors
causing violence, what remains challenging is how to think of such a country as
far as the distinction between violence and peace is concerned. In other words,
what is the meaning of peace if such a large number of women experience sexual
and other forms of violence in their families and communities?
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Violence and masculinities

Ideological belief in and support of militarism and war-like masculine power
informs most international peace frameworks. Such belief and support render
fighting, wars and soldiers almost inevitable. These are not, to be sure, beliefs
held by individual men. They are social or cultural ideologies. They pervade
society and culture. They underpin how social groups and institutions within
countries interact with each other and shape individuals, as well as how
countries interact with one another. They characterise international frameworks
and institutions. They are fleshed out in positiong/and agreements such as the
UN Charter (UN 1945), the UN’s ‘An Agenda foiPeace’ (UN 1992), and the report
of the AU-UN panel on modalities for suppqu#6 AU peacekeeping operations
(UN 2008a). The AU-UN panel, for instang@#@®nsiders military capability and
force as an integral component of potep Dlutions to peace. Chapter VII of the
United Nations Charter ofiggAction wig ect to threats to the peace, breaches
of the peace, and acts of agg ion’ 5 and effectively privileges the right
to military action to restore pé€ ticle 43 states that:

All Members of the Unitet
maintenance of internati
available to the Securi d in accordance with a
special agreement or, ts, assistance, and
facilities, including passag L the purpose of
maintaining inte peace 945: unpaginated)

ribute to the
vy, undertake to make

ger to

It is striking how a dg fich ag : alls back to, even
champions, armed maig

It is the ess e CO i 5 contained in the
Charter t ful m ided in Chapter
VII should n the | ncil, to maintain

or restore al ped e of a ‘threat to the
peace, brea e,0 nder Article 42 of
the Charter, QuUN to take military
action to main ein ecurity. While
such action shou eta ans have failed,
the option of taking essg the United
Nations as a guarantor ofj he ready
availability of armed foy serve tself, as a means of
deterring breaches of fl potential aggressor would
know that the Council hat posal a means of response. Forces
under Article 43 may perha er be sufficiently large or well
enough equipped to deal with®threat from a major army equipped
with sophisticated-weapons. They would be useful, however, in
meeting any threat posed by a military force of a lesser order. (UN
1992: unpaginated).

Whatever the historical significance of these documents in thinking about peace,
the way they are married to the idea of achieving peace through violent means is
troubling. The privileging of armed aggression is conveyed in other documents of
the UN, AU and other international bodies as well. The conception of peace in
such documents is compromised by an overt militaristic approach to peace. Of
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course the documents speak about diplomacy and economic sanctions and other
means of communication, but military action is implicitly, and quite often,
explicitly, regarded as a core element of arriving at peace.

Why are military power and action privileged? It is a feminist commonplace that
the military and militarism is masculine terrain. The ‘forces’ make boys into men.
‘The twenty million members of the world’s armed forces are overwhelmingly
men’, wrote Connell (2009: 1). ‘In many countries all soldiers are men; and even
in those countries which admit women to the military, commanders are almost
exclusively men.” Cock, however, writing about mjlitarism under white rule in
South Africa, contended that the connection begi?een masculinity and militarism
‘is a connection by women; they socialise mg@i#hto a particular definition of
masculinity that is violent. Mothers do so @ an early age through the
provision of war toys and the censure of ional expression. The army then
carries this process to theextreme’ ( 39: 55).

Particularly in endless wa e milj ble to implant a deep masculine
culture of violence (Pillay 200 military culture amplifies or
reinforces martial practices and ell as, Mankényi (2006, 2008) has
noted, facilitating risky practices 005) h@§’'pointed to the dilemma
of using soldiers for peace. In s géblilding without extirpating
the violence, sexuality, risk a that form the prevalent
form of militarisation of mag s far. Especially when
confronted by warriors eace requires dealing
with the making of ma

The military and mi e No nen are made into
men. They are alsg egiti edom to employ
violence against g swe i e constitutes a
global dominant hoo plication of men’s
gender practices ity i established by many
studies, it is vital of pe? ts attendant
masculinity receive ntio etal peace and
development. The p mi agement of militarism
must be confronted be norrnyg oduce a particular
form of masculinity as weé e pg t. Violent conflict,
especially in the context of Willere 4 as in militaries,
paramilitaries, rebel movementg Sed forms plays a
productive (as opposed to on, part in th€ lives of boys and men in
(post)conflict and war zones. of violent conflicts includes
influencing how men and mascu ¥imagined and represented in the
mind. Amina Mama (1998: 4), talki he dictatorial Nigerian military regimes
of Generals Babangida and Abacha, sdid that ‘in the thinking of ordinary
Nigerians, the military man exemplifies the masculine ideal’. Especially in
conditions where a group of men come to manhood in states of long drawn-out
violent conflict, and when ‘warriors’ cannot formulate an ideologically
reasonable political justification to explain their actions, violence becomes part
of the mechanism to validate identity, to make men and to form an ‘ideology’ of
masculinity. That is to say, violence, like steroids, becomes a resource for
producing a (perception of war-like, militarised) masculine stereotype.

The role of violence in the production of masculinity is not confined to conflict
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and war situations. Whenever economic, political and cultural conditions are not
conducive of experimentation with different models of manhood or masculine
identities, violence becomes a fast vehicle to ‘successful’ manhood. Success in
this instance gets entangled with the willingness to inflict pain or kill others as
well as the ability to withstand pain or show no fear for death. As such, in gender
training and transformation work with men and boys - and not only in situations
of violent conflict - it is imperative to pay attention to the economic, political and
cultural conditions in which boys become men and men become violent (Ratele
2008a).

Masculinities play a role in men'’s violence ag
against other men and boys. In contrast tg
girls’) gender and sexuality which have ncorporated into thinking about
peace and peacebuildingdhy multilateg Anisations, the gender and sexual
practices of men and boys ont conflict and need consideration in
peacebuilding have not receiv tion. What is at issue then is that
many a conception of peace and o do not takefSufficient account of
the gendered and sexual historie pcal, ipfliential and marginal,
females’ and males’ - of the vio d. In addition to the
omission of (men’s and boy’s gven while acknowledging
women’s and girls’ vulnerab initions of peacebuilding
thus neglect to consider e making of ruling
masculinities. Above al pdies like the UN and
governments such as o bring peace to
Africa do pay atten ulture of military
power is glossed g by government
expenditure on ay e, Se ard- and soft-ware.

st women and girls as well as
issues around (women’s and

]

Violence has the aped so how ‘African
masculinity’ is di die e majority of studies
and media represe to u ence in researching
African men and ‘ma ican me to mean to think an
unchanging, single, via ilini 0 2005, Jewkes et
al 2006, Koenig et al 200 kodi es conducted on
violence against women in c@nflicg onflict’ settings
support this contention, reporti D and sexual violence by
men against intimate partnerg § well 38Widespread acceptance of
the use of violence (e.g. Amo dwiss et al 1998). [solating violence
against African women in conflict onflict settings from violence in
‘normal’ conditions, at the risk of ré on, will miss a crucial aspect about
violence against women. The UNHRCY{2008: 2) has observed that ‘if the sexual
violence associated with war is addressed in isolation, gender-based
discrimination and violence endured by women in “peace” will be grossly
neglected and the war on women reinforced’. Men’s violence against women and
their bodies is not confined to clear conflict situations. This violence continues
when the armies have disarmed and demobilised. As such, the meaning of peace
from the perspective of sex/gender is different from that in a mainstream, non-
feminist political-economy view. The need to look at sexual violence in a broader
perspective is attested to by a number of studies from different African countries
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(Dunkle 2004, Koenig et al 2003, Reza et al 2007, Uthman et al 2009).

[t is not untrue that in many countries sexual violence is more prevalent than is
reported, that, indeed, sexual violence has become banal, built into the sexual
system. However, it is critical that we avoid a representation from these studies
of African men and masculinities as naturally violent. What tends to be occluded
from view from these studies is that, first, different forms of African
masculinities exist; second, violence in different forms affects both women and
men; third, greater numbers of boys and men than girls and women are victims
of physical violence; and fourth, there is worrying/dack of attention and
underreporting of men’s sexual violence againg##boys and other men . While it is
known that not all males use violence, the li ture on men and boys in Africa
can make it difficult to believe that Africag culinity is not identical with
violent masculinity.

This in no way denies the sé@lmsge o e against women and girls. There is
also evidence to support the v ay that masculinities are formed is
linked to violence both against Is as well ag/lagainst other men
(e.g. Barker and Ricardo 2005, B BO8). Th€Violence of men against
women and other men and the g inities have had a central
role in colonisation, armed re jon, democratic uprisings,
civil wars and in upholding e reg countries (Dolan 2002)
and, as such, in the maki inan asculinities. It is also
true that in the contest Asculiy e time in the world of
men, one route fora g ns o demonstrate
dominance over wq en 3 ] 8b). This route
towards successfi ity is i ict. In times of
violent conflict, s ha ities, including

killing, raping, lo oing order to
demonstrate thei just arlessly masculine.
Leading to the las heco the difficulty faced in
building and entre g and s from the:
exclusionary, eds allow men, no
matter their cla cree alise their own

and other men’s Vi@ e ag and children, to
laugh it off, including thro 0 treatitas a
private matter without cti@ either the state or
their friends. If we co is for al®these social norms
and failed institutions to Olence in communities that are not
actually at war, then we ca o see why it is so much more
exaggerated in situations of 28@#ed conflict. (Peacock 2012: 7)

The challenge for (pro)feminist African scholars and activists of peace is plain,
but not uncomplicated. Beyond the fact that peace cannot but be seen as
composed by more than the cessation of hostilities, it seems that the complexity
of the task for African scholars and activists arises from the fact that building
durable, positive peace requires including those who tend to be excluded from
peace negotiations within the frameworks drawn by global and national
militaristic orders. It seems that in order to build a socioeconomic justice that is
oriented towards peace, it is necessary to undo the gendered sexual and
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economic power of militarism and war-like masculinity. This is no doubt a hard
task. And yet if it is to endure, peace must be built from a grounded, local
perspective — where local means those who are at the receiving end of violence
as it manifests itself, including girls and women. Peace that glosses over
gendered and racialised historical social injustice and underdevelopment will
continually be imperilled. Is it, then, really possible to circumvent the power of
militarism and war-like masculinity?

Towards peace by engaging non-militaristic masculinities

There are a number of ideas gleaned from critj
masculinities that offer hope and evidence
gendered and sexual peace is achievable g
are derived from the concept of hegemg lasculinity (Carrigan et al 1985,
Connell and Messersch 005). Th ept is employed to refer to those
things that allow men’s pow er and other men to continue. In other
words, hegemonic masculinity tices productive of unequal gender
relations between females and gs. discernale from forms of men'’s
gender practices in terms of cult egem@itic masculinity refers to
the normative pattern of practig gulate men as men while at
the same time granting them ome men power over
other men. The possibility g although it is clear that
men as a group are boung domination over
women and ‘othered’ g pt between
masculinities that ne no (Morrell 1998). A
crucial insight offeq oni studies of men and
masculinities mor; ,1s th bf the world of men
as being made up seneq bbvious to critical
scholars of men 3 initie p reiterating the fact
that men are not 2 and All of the time
(Whitehead 2006 en wi igh levels of men’s
violence against wo initie is an important point
that needs to be undé gend aining and the efforts
to work with African ace. T erent sorts of men
in Africa, not only violen itarij n with different
desires and relations to discOurse be, once more, a
central module in gender traini at e larger the assortment
of African men and masculini and men are exposed, the greater
the possibilities are for them td open up to something else that they
had not conceived of or may not I eady to admit - including being
peacebuilders.

studies of men and
positive, non-militarised
en are transformable. These ideas

It is out of this body of work that we get four ideas about men and masculinities
that offer hope of achieving lasting peace. First, researchers have shown that
masculinity is not an essential. Instead of being a biological imperative,
masculinity is constructed out of men'’s relationship with women as well as with
other males. Masculinity is made out of the patterns of men’s social relations
with others which are routinely produced and reproduced not just in spaces
such as the military, but also in families, schools, places of work and the media.
Actually - and this is the second point - research shows that it is better to
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conceive of masculinity as not one thing but as a set of practices, to talk of
masculinity in the plural terms. Whereas belief and the support of violence to
achieve peace might inform the hegemonic form of militarised masculinity, there
are other less violent forms of masculinity, other configurations of men’s gender
and sexual practices, even within the military. In this regard, the advocacy and
gains made to allow gay men into the armed forces in countries such as the US is
an important milestone in challenging aspects of the military’s dominant
heterosexist and homophobic culture. The struggle for gender and sexual
equality - against the military and ruling militarised masculine ideologies within
society - thus needs to happen well before violgfit conflagrations occur because
violence informed by gender and sexuality mony happens as often during
peacetimes as it does in war. As we contepfl@@, peace without gender and sexual
justice for women (and subordinate, ‘otk , nonconforming men), without
regard to their rights, health, bg d identities, is half-empty, almost
meaningless, and hence un 3inah 1, masculinities change, because
what informs them are histo rally contingent. Indeed, rather than
engaging in a once-off construct always consgrlicting their gender
and sexual practice, remaking th ovinggfieir behaviour. This they
do because they learn about the action with others, by
testing themselves against ot present attitudes, beliefs
and acts with their attitude This makes it possible
to train and educate men asculinities are
internally unstable. Hep in addition to the
necessary attention tg appropriate to be
aware of the psychg ecially when it
comes to issues of, en'’s practices, we
have to be aware immel et al 2005,

Morrell 2001).

This needs as stro asis 3 is no doubt at all:
men'’s violence aga and O nsible. Thus, awake to
the violence pervadi en h literature and
theorisation on men i ursi en as nothing but

en it comes to

violent. This image of A en i
violent conflicts. Are there, thén, p rican countries faced
with the picture of naturally vig ? are the men working
for peace in their communitie Where®@tind models of peaceful
masculinities?

The troubling aspect of the literatu African men, in and outside of war, is
that they appear as natural aberratiofis that can be explained without regard to
the structures within which African boys grow up and men learn about gender. It
is therefore important to underline again a number of critical points about
(African) masculinities. First, masculinities are the products of historical and as
often ongoing residual imperialistic, colonialist, patriarchal, structural, symbolic
and direct aggression against African people: women and men, girls and boys.
Structural, symbolic and direct aggression, as I have indicated, means changing
the topic from focus only on direct, armed violence to an understanding of
violence as including gender-based and sexual violence, hunger, poverty, lack of
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access to health services, inequality, etc. This implies that to challenge the
masculine dominance, without challenging the covert and overt manifold
aggression against men in their daily lives, is not likely to succeed in the long run.
And of course, to work against hunger, for instance, without paying attention,
which also happens often enough, to men’s gender power, is to perpetuate the
half-heartedness of peace for many women. The point here is that African
masculinities are products of the structure in which men find themselves and to
which they will in turn contribute in the absence of choices available elsewhere.
Second, to suggest or deliberately make out Africgn masculinities as one
homogenous and unchanging body of practicesgfind African men as naturally
violent, is to work not merely towards makip@#Africa a dark place but also a
profitable one for weapon manufactures 3 resource-hungry world. This view
of African masculinities and men actual ts the possibilities in the everyday
lives of all men. Workinggo imagine dj orders is what will loosen the grip
of violence and militaristic ulinj en’s lives.

And third, it should be obvious
not all men are violent against
corollary of that is that the majq
violent. This complicit and sub
whom peaceworkers need
violence that punctuate th
scholars - who tend to
defining things is see
as other critical Afrj
around peace and
will take adequat
symbolic as well
undertake locall
towards understa
masculine cult of

evailing congdftions that some and

s as W@l as other men. The
udies above, are not

@ the constituency with

een militarism and

aay be because we are
of existence - that
nen and men as well
e step in the work
cebuilding efforts
uctural and

ould be made to

ical work that will go
*nge the hegemonic

S negative peace.

The end goal of peacel p that is a stage in
the long march towards g conflict and
ending war is clearly necesSagy, Aging women as well
as men’ with the aim of ‘rebuildj d ,and achieving
sustainable peace’ (AusAID 20 eace de ds on robust and just

socioeconomic institutions.

In ‘An Agenda for Peace’, the then ary-general of the UN describes post-
conflict peacebuilding as, variously, ‘the construction of a new environment’;
‘action to identify and support structures which will tend to strengthen and
solidify peace in order to avoid a relapse into conflict’; ‘comprehensive efforts to
identify and support structures which will tend to consolidate peace and
advance a sense of confidence and well-being among people’; and that ‘it may
take the form of concrete cooperative projects which link two or more countries
in a mutually beneficial undertaking that can not only contribute to economic
and social development but also enhance the confidence that is so fundamental
to peace’ (UN 1992: unpaginated; see also UN 1994: 6-7). Even though the
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document gave honour and privilege to military ideology and aggression as
important to maintaining peace, many elements of this ‘agenda’ continue to be
appropriate. The objective of peacebuilding efforts is the establishment of
meaningful, credible and lasting peace. As suggested at the outset, to understand
positive peace we have to understand the dominant idea of peace for Africa,
which is negative peace. Here the distinction between what exists in many ‘post-
conflict’ African countries and what we should work towards is elaborated by
the UK’s Department for International Development (DfID):

A basic definition of peace is the absence gf violence, or ‘negative
peace’. But this can disguise structural #fms of violence, such as
discrimination, underlying grievancg lack of avenues for
challenging existing structures in ceful way. ‘Positive peace’ is
characterised by social harmon ect for the rule of law and human
rights, and social dfd,economj opment. It is supported by
political institutions are nanage change and resolve
disputes without resor onflict. (DfID 2010: 14)

ed in

Among the imperatives that hav
peace are, as DfID further notes
triggers of conflict, ...and ... t
communities to recover ang
tomorrow’s causes’ (2010 isconceive
“peacebuilding”™, as the ion (2012: 5) has
remarked, ‘as a term i et of : d-alone mandates ...
but as “end-state” .. whe ) apable to deliver
security, justice, bz S ang purse of military
security is part of m. [ eace. Even then, the
attention to justig rvice ling Commission
needs to be supp ade

ng towards positive

g of conflict, ... drivers or
violent conflict, to enable
blay's effects becoming

In ‘post-conflict’, p& rica D pay far more attention
to the histories of a itie ding but not limited to
ordinary African womg en'’s 19 ppment and
socioeconomic justice are ate ict’ societal
reconstruction and reconcili@éion. § as was suggested, is
indeed synonymous with struct . 9). And as observed in
‘An Agenda for Development’ opmengWe cannot assume the
existence of peace, as has bee Etream approaches to development:
the non-existence of peace or ex agile peace is a reality that has to be
accounted for in many parts of Afr { the world (UN 1994). Development in
turn is important for sustainable pos®ive peace. Peace cannot be meaningful and
durable without socioeconomic development, specifically the socioeconomic
development of women coupled with the transformation of men’s gender power.
For peace to be possible we do not want soldiers or any other form of warrior,
whether engaged in war or trying to be peacekeepers; we need gender-conscious
male and female farmers, engineers, doctors, carpenters, builders, artists and
other professionals and artisans (Whitworth 2005). That is, we need
development and gender and sexual justice as part of peace.
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[ have illustrated already that the conception of peace in some of the documents
on peace from global and continental bodies is troubled by an overt or implied
militaristic, masculine approach to peace. In the search to arrive at models for
new, broader conceptions of peace while engaging with non-militaristic
masculinities, a notable counter-view is found in the thinking of the Australian
Agency for International Development. In this thinking it is explicitly noted that:

preventing conflict means engaging the commitment of men in cultures
where masculinity is associated with aggression. In fact, states with
high levels of gender inequality are moreikely to experience violent
interstate conflict. (AusAID 2006: 5)

This for us must mean that building positi
love of gender and sexual equality amo
shy of paying attention't@ the socioecq
But there is a scarcity of w@ at dg
specifically on peace and ma ica. In the absence of immediately
relevant tools to transform me jtarian mascalinities for the ends of
positive peace, a useful existing gurce thdf can be drawn on for
gender training and transformat gl@bal critical studies on men
and masculinities which I refeg on and Hardan 2005,
Kimmel et al 2005, Morrell ere are also studies on
men’s work and activism as well as on ‘peaceful’
activities of men that ca ining with men for
peace (e.g. Peacock e | Morrell 2006).
These might be use ific to working
with men’s gendey

eace should entail nurturing the
as well as women, and not being
structures that produce injustice.
for us. There are few studies

Earlier it was sta
ideas of masculi
conditions, to suc
masculinity and b
socioeconomic posit
different ideas about
there is a growing body G
African men and women (a
and seeks to transform men, bo
(Barker 1998, Jaji 2009, Morrg
2008c, Tamale 2004). Some o

rying out different

A man. Under such

of militarised

t means addressing the
de or disable them to test
While still small,

d anti-violence
orld) that engages

: pport this contention

¥ Khu D & McNab 2006, Ratele
used on developing ideas about
how to think of the subject of mé€ Eculinities in an African context, and its
aim is to study men and boys as a g rather than, say, as only or primarily
Nigerian, Kikuyu, Muslim, Arab, or asorkers, as | have done here. Other related
work is focused on changing men and mobilising them away from thinking of
themselves as warriors and instead persuading them into working with women
towards gender and sexual justice. What we learn from this work is that there is
immense value to be mined from studying and engaging men as men. We learn
that there are differences between men that must be acknowledged in efforts to
train men and transform masculinities. We learn that confronting history and
how it locates men is important in working with men so as to show that
masculinity does change over time (Kimmel et al 2005: 3). Working with men to
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build new forms of peace means understanding, among other things, that men
are a gender, and that masculinities must be considered to be: situated;
constantly changing; internally differentiated and unfixed; socially produced;
spanning both the psychical and social (including economic, political and
cultural); intersecting with other social divisions in a society and globally, such
as age, religion, ethnicity, language, class, race, culture, sexuality and geography.

Conclusion

Instead of summarising the main arguments in tha
conclude by highlighting two points. [ admit t
find it imperative to begin by clarifying and
such, an important point made in this artj
and enlarging the meanings of both vio
from the understanding she who

it (here reference is being ot
nexus). The assertion that vio
enlargement of peace are also i
have tended to be defined for Afi
which Africans find themselves bout fancy abstractions but
actually the foundations of wh nd peacebuilding. In regard
to peace, this paper has arg *ace ed as deeply connected to

article, I would like to

it may be a scholar’s bias that I

ning the concepts that we use. As

§ that we have to start by defining

and peace. The argument derives

5 the object has some authority over

only accepted knowledge /power

nore than bodily violence and the

ply put, botlfviolence and peace
divoa@ed from the conditions in

socioeconomic justice, e AS SOCi ie, for women and men
with respect to meani dymep and their bodies.

The levels of gender, ex countries in
wartime and post-g pDOS : ant view of peace

and security, that j peag ing li gender and sexual
justice. In additio this g Isiveness of positive
peace in much of es fré masculinity which is
central to militarl emplé omen) to patriotism
so as to defend thé e c0 ips with countries, and
ultimately for powé oug nterconnections
between violence and tvie aasculinity in order to
indicate the difficultie of ng peace. Even then,
the paper was intended tG top e gender and sexual

order by acknowledging the'@nsg hangeability and
unsettledness of masculinities. 4 (1) that men can be
trained out of militaristic idea nities an@ for socioeconomic

oxual order. What is needed, of
more importantly, an ongoing

justice informed by a different'§

course, is education and training,

struggle for positive peace.

Note

1 [ have in mind here stories such as that of ‘the Mmupele family [in South
Africa] whose four children were overcome by hunger and died on a long

walk to find their mother and sister, who had gone in search of food’
(Tshehle 2011).
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