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Absîract 

This thesis accounts for the stunning cruelty that women experience in war. The 
explanation focuses on the relationship between militarism and war and patriarchal 
consciousness. It focuses on one particular aspect of patriarchai consciousness, narnely the 
patriarchal construction of sexuaiity. This thesis shows that the understandings integral to 
war and the understandings that t y p e  patriarchal sexuality act as a mutuai cradle of 
consciousness. It identifies four specific relationships between war and patriarchal 
sexuality. The first of these is the relationship between the understanding of the good 
soldier and the patriarchal notion of male sexuality. The next relationship to be discussed 
involves the use of rape as a conscious rnilitary tactic and its role as a concrete 
manifestation of patriarchal sexuality. Also discussed is the positionhg of woman as the 
destroyer of men's semai gratification. The h a 1  relationship to be examined involves 
prostitution. I t  reveds the tendency of the militaty to engage in the provision of sexual 
s e ~ c i n g  for soldiers as a meam of controlling men and maintainhg efficiency and 
effectiveness. 
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Introduction 

" In Nam, 1 fbcked some of the dirtiest whores you have ever 
seen in your Me."' 

" There was one girl who was about 12 who was great. She 
was one of my favourites."' 

These quotes have been extracted fiom the personal accounts of soldiers who 

fought in the %etnarn War Accounts of this sort are replete with tales of sexual 

conquests. They are fiiied with mernories of men's experiences with the prostitutes of 

Southeast Asia. They are also filled with graphic accounts of the rape and sexual 

mutilation of countless metnamese women and young girls. Such acts are undeniably a 

central part of war. From the accounts of Vietnam veterans, it is clear ba t  soldiers 

understand rape and prostitution as normal practices within the context of war. These 

practices are much more a part of var than any rnilitary is wilhng to admit publicly. How 

does this corne to be? Are the people who organize and participate in war driven by some 

depraved force? The purpose of this thesis is to begin to make sense of these disturbing 

practices. it will present an argument about how and why these grave and violent acts 

have becorne a critical facet of war. 

In particular, it wilI advance the basic thesis that an inextricable relationship exists 

between war and the patriarchal mode1 of sexuality. It accounts for the behaviour, both 

'Mark Baker. NAM: n e  VYietnum Wm in t k  Worh of the Men md Women Who Fmghf 
There. New York: Berkley Books, 1983, 188- 



routine and exceptionai, in war. To understand this relationship attention is first placed 

upon patriarchal consciousness itself It begins with the reaiization that the world in which 

we live is one both distorted and hostile in nature. This hostility has women specifically as 

its focus. This loathing and contempt of womanliness is a produa of patriarchy. 

Analysis then turns to the gender critique of war. This critique necessarily begins 

with a deconstruction of patriarchy and its connection to militarism and war. From here, 

we will examine the patriarchai mode1 of sexuality and its sipificame to wa.. it is only 

through an understanding of the close relationship which exists between the two that we 

gain proper insight into the depravities that are a normal part of war. 



Chapter One 

Patriarchy, Miütarism, and War 

Introduction 

The p q o s e  of this chapter is to identie the various factors which create and 

sustain the close relationship between pamarchy, militarism, and war. This analysis 

necessarïly begins with a discussion of patrÏarchy and its role in the creation of the 

masculine and feminine spheres of life. Secondly, this chapter will examine the 

relationship bettveen pamarchy and war. Here the analysis is rooted in the gender 

critique of war which asserts that patriarchai consciousness and war share the same 

logical base. Included in this analysis is a discussion of the significance of war to the 

reinforcement of gendered understandings. The next focus of this chapter wili be on the 

role which patriarchy plays in the creation of the soldier. It is here that a strong 

connedon between soldiering and patriarchal rnasculinity is revealed. At this point we 

will also address the isolation of war to the masculine sphere of life. Finally, we will 

discuss the relationship between masculine rationality and war. 



Pabriarchy and Patriarchal Consciousness 

Men and women are beings vastly different firom one another. Few would deny 

that men feel, think, and act in a marner identifiably distinct Çom the way in which 

women do. We m u t  ask why this is. 1s it true that men and women are bom as distinct 

biological entities? Are the attributes of masculinity and femininity which shape us a 

product of biology? Or are these traits the product of a culturai force'! It is the latter 

question that provides clues to the ciifferences between men and women. The polarity 

which exists between men and women is not the sole product of genetics. The biologicai 

factors which ciis~guish women from men are rather few. It is patriarchal culture, a 

culture that has evolved over a long period of time which is responsible for the creation 

of men and women as two profoundly distinct beings. 

Patriarchy is a cultural force that is manifesteci in, among other facets, the social 

construction of gender. The latter is essentially a dichotomous spi3 of our world into two 

oppositional categories, man and woman. That is, patcîarchy reflects the creation of man 

and wornan fiom male and fernale. This social consciousness shapes a i l  that we are, all 

that we do, and ai l  that we aspire to be. 

It is through a shaping of a i l  facets of life that patriarchy neates man and woman 

from male and female. This involves the "creation of a package of assumptions, 

teachings, and expectations that serve as the standard for appropriate male and female 



behaviour."' These standards act as the definitive gendered image of manhood and 

womanhood. They identifir specific characteristics and behaviours as appropriate for men 

and for women.' Pamarchal consciousness ensures that these standards are met through 

the creation of strict dtural scripts. These scripts outline the mode1 of language, feeling, 

and thought which patriarchy has defineci as appropriate for men and women. Through 

the intemalization of these scripts, males and fernales unconsciously Ieam to be men and 

women in their early lives. 

The masculine and the ferninine scripts are a set of ideals to which ai i  men and 

women must measure up to ensure their acceptance in society? Howeva, to measure up 

to these ngid distinctions of masculinity and femininity means completely different 

things for men and women. The dichotomous structure of patriarchal consciousness 

praises a i l  that it defines as masculine. Those characteristics it defines as feminine, in 

contrast, are held in low regard or are despiseci. Patriarchy is not ody  responsible for the 

creation of gender, it is also responsible for the aeation of a gender hierarchy, a 

dichotomy tvhich directs masculinity and femininity to opposite ends of a value scaie. 

This "hierarchy of human worth" plays a critical role in shaping many facets of a 

'Cynthia Enloe. "Beyond Rambo: Women and the Varieties of Militarïzed Masculinity", 
in Eva Isaksson, ed. Women and the Military Systern. New York: St. Martin's Press, 
1988, 83. 

'Nancy M. Hartsock. "Masculinity, Heroism, and War", in Adrienne Harris and Ynestra 
King, eds. Rocking The Shi@ of Sfute: Towards a Feminist Peace Politics. London: 
Wesivïew Press, 1983, t 35. 



society? 

For example, in a patriarchal society rationality is valued over emotion. The 

former is assigned to the masculine sphere of Me, the latter to the feminuie sphere. As a 

result, women are seen as more emotionai while men are more rational. Such rationality 

gants men the privilege and authority to make weli informeci decisions, untainted by the 

emotion and hysteria characteristic of womanliness. In keeping with this dichotomy, man 

has corne to be associated with the minci, and woman has corne to be associated with the 

body. Men are presumed to embody the attributes of strength and independence. This 

necessarily positions women as weak and dependent. As one who is weak and dependent, 

it is assumed that a woman is incapable of survivd in the absence of a good man- 

in a complementary language, the binary structure of patriarchy positions women 

as "the other" as they are -'the second and weaker sex". She is at the bottom of the 

hierarchy of human worth. That is, women are considered to be less worthy than men 

because they do not possess the masculine attributes of strength, rationality, and 

independence. Her smail measure of human worth makes her fit only to cater to and 

serve men, a goal around which woman properly revolves her life. 

Patriarchy creates a polarity between the masculine and fanhine spheres of Me, 

ensuring that they exist in a relationship which is also one of identification with the 

masculine as an overcoming of the feminine. To be a man is not to be a woman. The 

-'Betty Reardon. Sexisrn and the War System. New York: Teacher's Coiiege Press, 1 985, 
40. 



preservation of a masculine identity is wholly dependent on this.' 

The product of this dialectic is a fear and ioathing of di that is associated with 

femininity. The only way masculinity is protected &om feminine poiiution is through its 

destruction. Sara Ruddick states that such fear acts as "the motivational force behind the 

drive to master whatever is dehned as womanly.'* The organized hatred and loathing of 

womanliness is the product of such fear- This phenornenon is properly d e h e d  as 

misogyny . The writings of Betty Reardon are helpful in further understanding misogyny 

and its critical role in patriarchal consciousness. Reardon insists that the process of 

learning to be men and women begins even before birth, She states that "every male is 

taught at birth to fear the possibility of being Like a wornan?' This fear initiates a 

subjugation and destruction of anything associated with womanlinas. According to 

Reardon: ". . misogyny is not only an expected condition of a patriarchal society, but is in 

'This thesis asserts that the pamarchai dialectic, that is, the affirmation of the masculine 
and the relentless negation of the feminine, is internalized by each individual male. In 
other words, men are men invariably. Although there may be some unresolved pressures 
or contradictions at the level of individual consciousness, men are dways more or less 
masculine. Pamuchy does not allow men to sidestep the intensive discipline which 
requires that they become men through the intemakation of the masculinelfeminine 
dialectical script. This d o w s  us to speak of men with the safe assumption that they have 
interiorized the understandings of life which produce a corresponding relative unifonnity 
at the level of practice and behaviour. This is essentialist to the extent that it assumes that 
this process of interiorization is invariable, and also to the extent that it assumes that a 
full basket of human characteristics - eg: rationality and motion - are present in each 
h m a n  being to be manipulated. 

'Sara Ruddick. Matemal Thinking: Towardî A Politics of Peace. London: Women's 
Press, 1989,45. 

'Betty Reardon. Sexisrn and the War System. New York: Teacher's Coilege Press, 1985, 
35. 



fact a foxm of self haued in which both men and women are conditioned to despise the 

ferninine and in tum, women."' 

The Relationship Between Patriarchy And War 

The ideah of masculinity and femininity play a critical role in o u .  development as 

human beings. These ideals are reinforceci through the social mechanisms and institutions 

which surround us. This is how patriarchy maintains its power. It ensures that ail aspects 

of our lives are imbued with some form of gender identification. Our appearmces, 

thoughts, and daily functions are ail products of masculine aflkmation and ferninine 

negation. Social mechanisms and institutions exert constant pressure to ensure that we 

remain wïthin these spheres. The specific focus of this thesis will be on the relationship 

between militarisru, war and patriarchy broadly, and patriarchal sexuajity and war more 

particularly . 

We ask: what exactly is the relationship between patriarchy and war? The work of 

Cynthia Enloe has focused specificaiiy on this relationship. She identifies a variety of 

powefil links between patriarchy and war. Enloe does not hold that patriarchy and war 

are two separate entities. She acknowIedges that both are "analytically separate, meaning 

'Betty Reardon. Smsm and the War System. New York: Tacher's College Press, 1985, 
52. 



that each of these ideologicai constnicts has its own distinct history.'* However, this f&ct 

does not obscure the intercomected relationship that exists between the two. Patriarchy 

and war share a critical aspect of the distortion of authentic human Me. Both are cultural 

creations rooted in an afntming and negating relationship between the masniline and 

ferninine spheres. Each involves a movement between masculine and ferninine 

dimensions. Patriarchy and war share the same logical move in consciousness and 

practice. More to the point, war is an element of patriarchy that mimics its basic 

misogynistic logic. 

From these observations we may make a number of claims about war. War is a 

highly gendered activity, %ne which ritually marks the gender of all memben of 

s~ciety."'~ War is also directly associateci with the achievement of manhood It provides 

the context in which mas&ty is proven and femininity is overcome. War functions as 

an invitation to manliness, a testament to courage, and as a thorough denial of all that is 

womady. As Cynthia Edoe asserts, "expectations about what it means to be masculine 

and what it means to be féminine are more than likely to be among the pillars holding up 

the oewest, as well as the oldest, military ideals."" 

'Cynthia Enloe. "Feminists 'Ihinking About War, Militarkm, and Peace", in Beth B. 
Hess and Myra Marx Ferree, eds. Analvzing Gender: A Handbook of Social Science 
Research. California: Sage Publications, 198 7, 532. 

"jMqaret Randolph Higgonet et al, eds. Behind The Liner.- Gender and the Two World 
Wan. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1987, 4. 

l1 Cynthia Enloe. Does maki Become Yoir ? The Militan'zation of Women 's Lives. 
London: Pluto Press, 1983, xxiii. 



Some deny that a powerful relationship exists between patriarchy and war, 

especially those whose theories are rooted in biology. These theorists attempt to reduce 

and explain militarism and war as biologicai factors. These claims deny the critical role 

of patriarchy in favour of seeing war as the manSestation of a preexisting human nature. 

Genetic determinists in particular c l a i .  that exaggerated male aggression is a critical 

aspect of human nature. They "embrace the rhetoric that human aggression is universal 

and inevitable."" Theories rooted in genetics and biology claim that war is an "adaptive 

feature innate to human e~istence."'~ That is, ail humans possess a "genetic propensity 

for ~ a r . " ' ~  Violence and warfare become inevitable outcornes of this human 

characteristic. Such theories imply that "fate, or at least the range of potential fates, are 

set before birth and are beyond our contr01."~* 

The gender criaque of war stands in direct opposition to theories which reduce 

war to a biological imperative. It denies that the explanation for war wiil be found in the 

genes, or that it WU be found in testosterone levels. It contends that men are not 

cerebraUy programmeci or biologically hardwired for war. This critique asserts, rather, 

that there is a relationship behveen a socially constnicted patriarchal consciousness and 

"Anne E .  Hunter, ed. Genes and Ge& V7: On Peace, Wur, and Gender: A Challenge 
To Genetic Explanations. New York: The Feminist Press, 1 99 1, 9. 

"Susan Oyama. "Essentialism, Women, and War: Protesting Too Much, Protesting Too 
Little", in Anne E. Hunter, e d  Genes and Gender VI: On Peace, War, and Gender: A 
Challenge To Genetic Explanations. New York: The Feminist Press, 1 99 1,64. 



war. War is a gendered experience, shaped by patriarchy and, in tum, fiinctioning to 

reproduce i t  It thereby amounu to a celebration of manliness and of men, and by 

extension promotes masculine domination. l6 

The close relationship between patriarchy and war has a number of aspects. In 

particular, we will h t  address the tendency of war to sustain and reproduce gendered 

understandings. It plays a critical role in the isolation of women to the ferninine sphere of 

iife and the glorification of masculinity. The second aspect to be addressed is the role of 

patriarchd standards of rnasculinity in the creation of a soldier. This practice, in 

particular, involves a thorough overcoming of all things wornanly. Thirdly, this rejection 

of femininity also extends to the practice of war itself. The &al aspect of this 

relationship is the role of the masculine attributes of rationality and abstraction in the 

shaping of militarism and war. 

War And Common Gendered Understandings 

Susan Gubar and Maureen Honey have studied war and its close links to 

patriarchy. Both disclose the significance of militarism and war to women's oppression 

and to misogyny. Included in the work of both women is an examination of the Rosy the 

Riveter campaign during WWII. An analysis of this campaign reveals that war and 

militarism depend on gendered understandings, especidy notions of appropriate 

16Sara Ruddick. Matemal Thinking: Towards a Politics of Peace. London: Women's 
Press, 1989, 109. 



womanhood As increasing numbers of men were called to war, industry was left to face 

mass labour power shortages. In desperation it tumed to women as a supply of labour. 

This required that waràme propaganda target women as a reserve labour force by 

appealuig to them in their capacity as mothers, nurturers, and domestic keepers. As 

Honey States, "the emphasis was not on women's right to be treated fairly and judged as 

individual workers, but on their heroic service to the nation."" This duty required "self 

sacrifice and placing the welfare of the soldiers above their own des ire^."'^ Such an 

appeal created an "ideological fbmework whicb emphasized fernale patriotic service 

over self advancement, creating an explicit connection between the safety of soldiers, the 

security of victory, and the activities of civilians, in particular those of ~omen." '~  Media 

campaigns were imbued with messages which appealed to women's nurtuRng and 

domestic nature. They focused on the self sacrifice "required of women to ensure the 

safety of husbands and sons and to enswe the preservation of the way of life they 

cherished."" Honey describes the role ailocated to women during war as a "complicated 

mixture of strength and dependence, competence and vulnerability, egalitarianism and 

''Maureen Honey. Creating Rosie The Riveter: Class, Gender. und Propaganda During 
World War II. Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 1983, 5 1. 

hema Berger Gluck. Rosie The Riveter Revisitd Women. War, and Social Change. 
New York: New American Library, 1987, 12. 



Gendered understandings played a critical role in shaping campaigns designed to 

encourage women to contribute to war efforts. Propaganda positioned them as the 

epitome of vulnerabiLity, the weaker sex, and as in need of the protection of mai. As 

Gubar States, "monitory images were designed to illustrate what would happen to women 

if men lost the war."" In keeping with gendered notions, woman is positioned as weak 

and dependent. It is the responsibility of mai to "keep her safe back thae.'a She is ''the 

guardian of the hearth, who represents vulnerability, spiriniality, and n~rturance."~ 

Woman in this context, Unbued with patience and understanding, is fulfilling h a  

appropriate role. She is the "sweetheart and homernaker who made sure that the home 

remained cornfortable and familiar, and who represented a wholesome blend of old 

façhioned sweemess and gentle caretaking.'" 

Gendered understandings also position femininity as inherently sexual. In keepiag 

with these understandings, wartime propaganda was not exempt fiom a focus on women 

as sexual objects . Such objectification equated women's war function with remaining 

'[ Maureen Honey. Creating Rosie The Riveter: Class, G e n k  and Propaganda During 
World War 11. Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, l984,7. 

"Susan Gubar. 'This 1s My Rifle, This 1s My Gun: WWiI and the Blitz on Womm," in 
Margaret h d o l p h  Higgonet et al, eds. Behind The Lines: Gender und The Two World 
Wam. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1987, 23 1. 

"Maureen Honey. Creating Rosie The Rivetec Clarr. Gender, and Propaganda During 
World War II. Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, l984,2 16. 



attractive to men- As Gubar states, "even women wmiors and war workers were 

displayed in quasi pomographic nudity in magazines throughout the war years? 

Women's sexual availability to men was an aspect of womanhood upon whkh 

propaganda reiied to provide motivation and inspiration to soldiers. As Honey states, 

"while the young factory worker had initialiy been portrayed as dkectly contributhg to 

the war effort through her labour, she came to be treated primarily as a decorative object 

that would inspire fighting men to greater feats.'" Despite women's responsibility as 

homemaker and factory worker,"the implicit focus remained on female sexuality and 

availability to men."x 

In other words, the ideology which defkes women as mere sexual objects 

remained unchallenged in the face of signifiant social upheaval. Gubar reveals that 

women were the object of many sweet dreams. They were "pinned up unclothed in 

countless photographs that decorated bunks, barracks, bombas, and artillexy tanks named 

afier women, movie stars, and models, depictions which clearly represented what men 

were fighting for."'g Inherent in this sexual objectification of women is the reduction of 

16Susan Gubar. 'This 1s My Rifle, This 1s My Gun: WWlI and the Blitz on Women," in 
Margaret Randolph Higgonet et al, eds. Behind The Lines: Gender and the Two World 
Wars. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1987, 23 1. 

'"Maureen Honey. Creating Rosie The Riveter: CIass. Gender, and Propaganda During 
WmW. Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 1984, 15. 

ySusan Gubar. "This 1s My Rifle, This 1s My Gun: WWII and the BIitz on Women," in 
Margaret Randolph Higgonet et ai, eds. Behind The Lines: Gender and the TM World 
Wars. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1987,239. 



women to property which is owned and guarded by men. Gubar's analysis of wartime 

propaganda reveals that it "presented the enemy as he who would rape and murder our 

womedgO That is, woman was the property of men, and the embodiment of sexual 

satisfaction which must be protectd 

W o u &  an examination of the works of Gubar and Honey, we wiîness the 

tendency of war to reproduce and solidie gendered understandings. By reproducing 

these understandings, war acts as a mechanism through which patriarchy îs strengthened. 

Due to the close c o ~ e c t i o n  between patriarchy and war, it is imbued with a loathing of 

dl things wornanly. To achieve a deeper understanding of this, it is helpfbl to tum to 

some specific aspects of war. 

Idedogicul MiIitarisrn And The Making O f  A SoIdier 

We stated previously that mifitarism and war are intimately and automatically 

bound up with the exclusion and deconstruction of things ferninine. No where else is this 

more apparent than in the process of indoctrination utilized in the creation of a soldier. 

The process of military socialization makes effective and frequent use of gendered 

concepts and the ensuring hatred of women which follows. Ideological militansrn 

thoroughly identifies adequate manhood with soldiering. It projects a life of senice in 

"Susan Gubar. 'This 1s My Rifle: This 1s My Gun: WWII and the Blitz on Women," in 
Margaret Randolph Higgonet et ai, eds. Behind The Lines: Gender and the Two World 
Wam. New Haven: Yale University Press, l987,23 1-236. 



the rnilitary as the u l h a t e  path to manhood and the destiny and duty of aLl men. That is, 

soldiering is regarded as what t d y  masculine men do. Soldering in this sense acts as a 

-'patriarchal initiation rite'', the test which one must pass to confirm mie manliness." 

Milirarism requires that soldiering be nrmly equated with the masculine sphere. 

To achieve this, femininity must be M y  denid  This requires that "qualities which are 

stereotypicaiiy common to women and homosexual men be associated with al l  that is 

undesirable and unacceptable.'"' Misogyny and homophobia come to hmction as basic 

components in military indoctrination and critical elements in the making of a soldier. 

Such hatred equates the making of a soldier with a %illing of the woman inside", a 

process which requires that "boys attack and grind down whatever in themselva is 

~omanly".~j To initiate this process, military sociaiization begins with techniques to 

achieve psychologicai control of recruits- It utiiizes patnarchal concepts of adequate 

manliness to "forge crucial links between traditionai masculinity, aggression, and 

"Judith Hicks Stiehm. 'The Effects of Myths About Military Women on the Waging of 
War," in Eva Issakson, ed Women and The MiIitaty System. New York: St. Martin's 
Press, 1988, 104. 

"Helen Michalowski." The Amy Will Make a Man Out of Yoy" in Pam McAUister, ed. 
Reweaving The Web O f  Life: Feminisrn and Nonviolence. Philadelphia: New Society 
Publishers, 1982, 332. 

"Sara Ruddick. Maternai Thinking: Towarak a Politics of Peace. London: Women's 
Press, 1989, 143. 



military functi~n."~ Recruits leam that "to be a man is to be a soldier, not a woman.'"' 

As a system driven by fear and hatred, the militaxy " attempts to so mage soldering and 

manhood that they become almost indistingui~bable.~ It achieves this through a process 

of systematicaily teaching men to hate in thanselves what the military deems as 

ferninine. 

To be a soIdier is to aspire to, and eventually to embody, ai i  the 'worthy' qudities 

and behaviourç of masculinity, including a tendency towards domination, aggression, and 

violence. Military socialization draws an explicit link between these masculine attributs 

and m i l i t q  tasks and duties, so that they become one in the sanie. It is this specific end 

which basic training and boots camps attempt to achieve through a variety of means. One 

particularly powerful technique for training in boot camp is the systematic attack on 

recxuits sexuality by use of verbal and physical threat. Names of feminine identification 

such as "faggot", "girl", or "pussy" are continualiy hurled, insults which men fïnd highly 

offensive." These threats are used with the intention of "fiightening men into obedience 

and aggressiveness" by ensuring their humiliati~n.'~ As an alternative to such 

"Christine BA. "Women, Rape, and War: Paaiarchal Functions and Ideologies." 
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hiimiliation, the military "then offers men a masçuline identikation based on aggression 

and d~rninance."'~~ Recruits are rewarded for displays of aggression and brutality, 

qualities thought to affïxm their masculine status. Only on these occasions of "violent and 

aggressive outbursts do drill instructors tend to ease the ceaseless litany of "you dirty 

faggot" and '-can't hack it iittle girl.'* 

Basic training not only demands aggression, violence, and domination, but 

teaches recruits that their very survivd depends upon the maintenance of these attitudes 

and behaviours." As one recniit recab " the best way to stay dive was to leam the 

training, be aggressive, and accomplish the designateci mission, which is to close and 

destroy. in other words, effectiveness and aggression becarne a means of protecting 

ourseives as well as o u .  masculine self image. Non-effectiveness and non-aggressiveness 

were a clear and present danger.'-' 

Through the process of basic training anything remotely feminine is pur@ 

through regimented instruction. This requires that the creation of a soldier involve a strict 

discipline against the body, as the body is perceived as part of the feminine. Men are also 

taught that emotions such as anxiety and fear are unacceptable. These are emotions 

j9R. Wayne Eisenhart. "You Can't Hack It Little Girl". Atlantis. Vol 1 2, No 1, Fall 198 6, 
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associated with femininity, and emotions for which there is no room within a military 

establishment. As a result, "soldiers are forced to control ordinary emotions of fear and 

desire which are explicitly labelled as ferninine, rather replacuig them with masculine 

aggressive impulses.'u3 What the military aspires to create is a group of men thoroughly 

desensitized. These men achieve satisfaction only in the act of soldiering, a state of being 

which the rnilitary equates with a strong and visible masculinity. 

This has serious repercussions, both for soldiers themselves, as well as for those 

whom they regard as the enemy. A strong and visible masculinity, by mditary standards, 

is measured by a willingness to W. One bas to actively, and sometimes even with 

pleasure, engage in brutal acts such as maiming, raping, and killing to pas initiation and 

become one of the boys. Dead bodies are celebrated as trophies and as m a t i o n  of 

one's rnanhood. In other words, militarism fosters a blatant disrespect for life as an 

inherent achievement of masculinity. It boasts of the idea of "the warrior as the male par 

excellence, for he c m  administer death? In keeping with the dichotomy characteristic 

of patriarchy, this masculine attribute is intrinsically bound to a loathing and rejection of 

al1 aspects of w o r n ~ e s s .  

Men thoroughly indoctrinated into d t a r i s m  are taught to find excitement and 

exhilaration in the idea of de&. So distorted has this phenomenon become that those 

who do not actively engage in the k i b g  and destruction are looked upon as abnormal, 

%ara Ruddick. hfateml Thinking: Towards a Politics of Pence. London: Women's 
Press, 1989, 109. 
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prudish, and of course, ferninine. The work of Sara Ruddick is helpful in this analysis. 

She States that "bboot camp recruits are ladies until, trained in obedient killing, they 

become men.''5 Basic training does not turn boys into men, but rather "beasts, who will 

fight and destroy at a moments notice, without any regard for what they are fighting for 

and why they are fighting.'* We wimess this fnghtening reality take root in " the 

growth of paramilitary training camps, in which men take lessons in throat cutting, ear 

removal, and k i h g  using sticks, han&, feet, Imives, rope, and firearms of aii 

descriptions. Also on the ~ c u l u m  are ambushing, pauolling, rappehg, camouflage, 

bobby-traps, and tort~re.'~' 

Militarism attempts to obscure and glorify the brutality and murder of war 

through the use of tenns such as honour, courage, bravery, and sacrifice. Terms such as 

these function to unite men under the guise of brotherhood. However, it is not merely the 

courage required to kill that unites these men in soldieriy brotherhood It is the misogyny 

characteristic of militarism and of war which acts as a force of unity. This thorough 

denial of any Links to femininity forms a critical part of ail aspects of militarism and war. 
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War A s  A Man S Job 

It is not only the act of soldiering which militarism glorifies as a quintessentially 

male activity, it is also combat itself. The protection of war a g a k t  ferninine threat is 

critical, for it is only in war that the dtimate test of one's masculinity lies." Mïiitarism 

asserts that "combat is the forum where men may exercise iinlimited control and 

dominati~n?~ Edoe States that such declaraions add strength to "the claims of men to a 

uniqueness and superiority which justifies their dominant position in the social o r d e P o  

It is the dichotomy characteristic of gendered understandings which preserves 

combat as an exclusively masculine activity. These gendered understandings relegate 

"wornen to nurture, men to combat, women to the creation of Me, and men to its 

de~truction."~~ Such a dichotomy positions men as suited to combat, for they possess the 

masculine amibutes of "hardness, toughness, and suitability for action and brute force."52 

Women on the other hand possess the non military traits of "sofmess, fr;igility, passivity, 

J8Cynthia Enloe. Does m a k i  Becorne You? The MiIitarization of Women 's Lives. 
London: PIuto Press, 1983, 1 S. 
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and gentleness.'" The tendency to equate masdhi ty  with courageousness is another 

factor which denies women access to combat. Women cannot participate in war, for they 

do not possess adequate courageousness, a masculine attribute which only men may 

p0ssess.Y 

Drawing upon gender coustructs, militarism ensures that the role of women is 

confined to that of wife, sweetheart, and mother. She must always act in her appropriate 

capacity as passive, yet attentive nurturer and caretaka. Militarism ensures that the ideal 

of femininity is synonymous with the role of non-combatant. However, the non- 

combatant does play a significant role in maintainhg the smooth operation of the 

military. Women as mothers in the military are responsible not only for ''producing a 

new generation of men, but also for nurturing and socializing her sons to become strong 

and soldier like and her daughters to develop penchants for loyalty, mothering, and low 

paid and unpaid labour.'" In her appropriate role a wife, a woman must leam to please 

and mirror man rather than speak for herself. Her role as military spouse requires that 

she "be an effective morale booster or a cornforter of the wounded partner, since the 

j3Ruth Roach Pierson. 'They 're Still Women After Aü: Wartime Jitters Over 
Femininity," in Eva Isaksson, ed. Women and the Military System. New York: St. 
Martin's Press, 1988, 31. 
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spouse is a woman doing what a woman nanitally does so ~ e l l . ' ' ~ ~  

The military aIso places significant focus on the ideal of the nuclear family. It is 

the rnechanism which guarantees the provision of stability and motivation to soldiers and 

potential 'warriors'. The work of D o ~ a  Warnock illustrates how the nuclear family suits 

military purposes. When they "form the base of a social structure, they function to divide 

the society itself into small, easily controiled and relatively powerless units, which 

provide a ready vehicle for the perpetuation of hierarchy and d~mination."~' Since 

women are considered as central to the preservation of the nuclear family, their 

subordination and reduction to roles defïned as appropriately ferniaine is imperative. 

That is, militarism achieves its objectives through the exercise of strict control over the 

lives of women, control which attempts to "alter theu daily lives, their hopes, their fears, 

their labour, and their ~eniality.'"~ 

Due to the "centrality of combat to milittarism" it is an experience which cannot 

be shared with women on any le~el.'~ The rnilitary engages in a constant redefinition of 
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in Eva Isaksson, ed, Women and the MiZitary Svstem. New York: St. Martin's Press, 
1988, 78. 

5"Donna Wamock- "Patriarchy 1s A Killer: What People Concerned About Peace and 
Justice Should Know," in Pam McAUister, edJeweaving The Web OfLVe: Feminism 
and Nonviolence. Philadelphia: New Society Publishers, 1 982, 26. 

S8Cynthia Enloe. Does Khaki Becorne You? The MiZitunZation of Women S Lives. 
London: Pluto Press, 1983, 85. 

5gCynthia Enloe. "Feminists Thinking About War, Militarism, and Peace," in Beth B. 
Hess and Myra M m  Ferree, eds. Anal'ng Gender: A Handbookof Social Science 
Research. California: Sage Publications, 198 7,533. 



combat to preserve its masculine identity and exclusivity. As Enloe obswes, ''this 

constant redefinition ensures that war is protected fkom any threat of feminization. One 

constant factor in this redefinition has been of combat as somewhere where women are 

not.'%O For those wornen who have been on or near the batdefield, their roles have been 

systematically marginalized to those defineci as supportive. Nurses for instance have been 

histon~ally "despised for their aïtical role in combat.'"l They have been persistently 

diminished as "angels of mercy" for the dying and the dead? They played the 

appropnately ferninine role of the woman who by ber very nature will "succour, sooth, 

heal, off' solace, and tend to the wounded soldiers with a woman's touch, a 

remembrance of home, and a dream of ease and cornfo~t. '~~ 

What these factors indicate is that militarism and patriarchy position war as an 

activity suited to men ody. Although women play a critical role, it is always in a 

capacity suborduiate to that of men." in fact, any ferninine presence which the military 

has not rnanipuiated to serve its purpose poses a direct threat to war as "the core of 

60Cynthia Enloe. "Feminists Thinking About War, Militarism, and Peace," in Beth B. 
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masculine ~niqueness.'%~ 

Rationaliîy and War 

War is instinctively bound to the hierarchy and polarization inherent to gendered 

understandings. It is the masculine sphere in parhcular which plays a critical role in 

shaping "the dominant understandings of war"66 Given this fact, militarism tends to 

conceive of its own practices in a manner consistent with the ideals of rationality and 

abstraction which are so important to patriarchy. "As patriarchy has the tendency to 

define reason and abstraction in complete opposition to the feminiae, militarism and wa.  

necessarily require the absolute transcendeme of ail  that is ~ornanly.'"~ 

Sara Ruddick and Carol Cohn have engageci in an examination of a distinct mode 

of thought and language which emerges out of militarism and war. This mode of thought 

and language plays a critical role in the creation of the entire conceptual system of the 

military practice which preserves the distance between military action and its human 

consequences. This conceptual system uses claims to reason and rationality as 

mechanisms to conceal violence and brutality in a veiI of legitimacy and righteousness. It 

6sCynthia Enloe. "Feminists Thinking About War, Militarism, and Peace," in Beth B. 
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equates violence, mass destruction, and killing with bravery and courage. Men in the 

military become guided by a conceptuai system which holds no regard for human Me. 

This conceptuai system requires that men not be d o w e d  to revert "to soft, 

compassionate individuals who are irresponsible in their condemnation of mass 

homicide.'*' To allow this is to d o w  men to be "nice, decent, and sensitive individuals 

who will do just about anythllig to avoid violence and war.'" This ensures that men 

display the courage necessary to make decisions and take action without regard for the 

human suffering and death these actions yield To engage in such detached decision 

making is to operate in the sphae of an abstract (male) rationality. 

Cohn identified the use of specific techniques to ensure detachment of decision 

making from its consequences. She writes that militarism "'provida identifiable 

techniques of description and evasion that focus the mind on strategy rather than human 

suffering, sacrifice rather than k i b g ,  and the cause rather than the bodies tom apart in 

its name."'% accordance with the "masculine fantasy of transcendence, military 

institutions force upon men the abstract understandings that sy stematically invert the 

proper valuation of human experience.'"' Militarism creates and promotes " a auth 

Myriam Miecizain. Bo-vs WiIf Be Boys: Breakïng The Link Between MascuIini@ and 
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abstracted from bodies and a self detached from feelings.'"' 

Ruddick reveais this abstractness as characteristic of the military discourse as a 

whole. She States that " in militarist thinking, human bodies are subordinated to abstract 

causes, different bodies are organized around abstract labeis of civilian and soldier, and 

the enemy or &y are polarized as 'us or thern'? Humam or victims are terms 

unknown, as "weapons, positions, and targets have always been the primary referents of 

military strategy? The purpose of such "brain~vashîng" is to "prohibit men f?om ever 

imagining the physicd suffering and consequences of their actions?" 

This is the task of war itself, that is " to portray the enemy in terms as absolute 

and abstract as possible in order to distinguish war fiom the act of murder?" In otha 

words, the enemy is projected in terms abstract enough to justie thek killing without 

hesitation, creating a sense of achievement and satisfaction. Ruddick and Cohn have 

examined the creation of a "technostrategic language and just war discourse which is 

necessary to provide the illusion of rationality and to obscure the messy r d t y  of war.'"' 

"=Sara Ruddick. Matemal Thinking: Towards a Politics of Peace. London: Wornen's 
Press, 1989, 132. 
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As Cohn States: " in the world of defence intellectuals one does not discuss the 

bloody reality behuid the cal~ulations.'~~ She reveals that such language does not d o w  

us to face the realities of nuclear warfare, to face the image of" a seven year old boy 

with his flesh melthg away fiom his bones or a todder with her skin hanging down in 

~trips."'~ Such language d so  prohibits an acloiowledganent of the psychological effects 

of warfare, either " on the soldiers f i g h ~ g  the war or on the victims injured and fearing 

for their lives, as they live through tremendous deprivation, or helplessly watch their 

babies die from diarrhea due to lack of clean ~ater ." '~ This sort of language is imbued 

tvith a b 1 atant disregard "for human bodies and human lives, thereby shieIding us fiom 

the emotional reaction that would result if it were acknowledged that one was talking 

about strategies for mass murder and techniques in creating mangled bodies."" 

What Ruddick and Cohn ultimately reveal is a startling disassociation of military 

thinking from human consequences. It draws on an abstract mode of thought and 

language that maps onto masculine ideals of cold, dispassionate rationality unobscureci 

by considerations of human suffering and pain. To surrender to consideration of the 

"Carol Cohn. " War, Wimps, and Women: Talking Gender and Thinking War," in 
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human body and its misery is equated with lapsing into emotion laden thinking, that is, 

with lapsing into womanliness. War requires distorted, one-sided notions of rationality 

that are understood as appropnately manly and which remain ungrounded and in the 

words of Cohn, "decontextualizd" This profound disassociation fiom the realities of 

war allows war plamers to dismiss suffering and de& as inevitable facets of Me. 

ConcIusion: War and Its Collocation With Sexuaiity 

Patriarchai consciousness includes a specific focus on the reduction of women to 

se.wal objects. Patriarchy cultivates a specific notion of s e d t y  which isolates men and 

women to exclusive categories which are opposites yet mutually reinforcing These 

categories correspond to notions of domination and submission. The military relies upon 

these particular ideas of sexuality. The prevailing sexual model in patriarchy may be 

siunmarized as the predatory male sexual subject who masters and controls the female 

sexual object. Woman in this sexual model is the being who is reduced to her sexual 

function only. Masculine identity in this model is equated with virility and the sexual 

domination and conquering of women. Woman is the perpetuai sexual object, man is the 

complementary sexual subject. M a c h o n  observes that "the d e m g  theme of this 

objectification as a whole is the male pursuit of control over women's s e d t y ,  men not 

as individuais or biologicai beings, but as a gender group characterized by maleness as 



socially constructeci, of which this pursuit is definitive.'" Women as sexual objects serve 

as the "yardstick, among other gauges, by which men measure their capacity for 

supex-iority and domination and hence their virility.'ln 

War's tendency to conform to and reinforce gendered understandings is 

especially reflected in this model of sexuality. Patriarchal notions of appropriate male 

and fernale semality are reflected in ail aspects of militarism and war. War appropriates 

women's sexuality for its own gain. It engages in "quite self conscious political policies" 

which ensures the continuation of women's sexual objectification." The following 

chapter will focus specificdy on the patrïarchal model of sexuality and its inextricable 

link to militarism and war. 
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Chapter Two 

Patriarchal Consciousness, Serudity, and War 

Introduction 

Chapter One reviewed aspects of the relationship between paaiarchal 

consciousness and war. Patriarchal consciousness, a complex array of intersubjective 

understandings regarding manliness and womanlmess, becomes the guide by which we 

conduct ourselves in society. These shared understandings, moreover, are characterized by 

a privileging of the socidy appropriateci masculine characteristics of life and an associated 

loathing of those human traits understood as ferninine. The misogynistic tum at the level 

of social consciousness extends to women directly as they internalize the loathed ferninine 

characteristics of Me through socialization. As a result of this the Lives of women are 

burdensome and oppressive in patriarchy. 

Analysis in Chapter One was concerned primarily with the relationship between 

patriarc ha1 consciousness and war. We looked specificaüy at the critical role of patriarchy 

in the creation of a soldier. Gendered understandings play a critical role in attachïng 

soldering to the masculine sphere. This requires that any connection to the ferninine be 

firmly denied. We also looked at the extension of misogyny into the arena of combat. 

Militarism also glonfies this aspect of war as a quintessentially male activity, and womady 

traits, or indeed, women themselves are seen as destructive. The powerfid resistance to a 



wornanly presence requires that women's role in war be reduced and subordinated to the 

activities of men. Included in this chapter as weU was a deconstruction of the language and 

thought surroundhg militarism and war. Here we drew dîrectly upon the works of Sara 

Ruddick and Carol Cohn to expose the nature of a conceptual system created to support 

militarism, a system that disregarded IXe in favour of a grounded abstractionism. 

Findy, we looked at war and its collocation with sexuality. This chapter explores 

the links between understandings of sexuality in patriarchy and war more closely. To set 

up our discussion, we will review the patrïarchal model of sexuality. Included in this 

discussion wiii be an analysis of the link between accepted male sexuality and violence. 

This model is then discussed in terms of its links to militarism and war. We will begin by 

exarnining the ideai model of the soldier. This ideal is one explicitly shaped by patriarchy. 

The good soldier is positioned as a natural semai predator who dominates and conquers 

women. Next, this chapter will discuss the sigrilficance of rape in war. Rape logicaiiy 

follows a discussion of the good soldier, since it reflects the domination of women 

portended in the patriarchal model of sexuality. The good soldier is express4 most 

directly and provocatively as the good rapist. Given this profound relationship, rape has 

corne to play a critical role within the context of war. The Pandoran model of woman as 

the destroyer of the soldier will also be addressed. Patriarchy distorts women's 

uncontrolled sexuality, positionhg it as a force which poses a significant threat to men, 

their Wility3 and their masculine identity. The final topic that w i U  be examined is the 

institutional reduction of women to sexual objects. The primary focus wili be on the 

military's widespread organization of sexual servicing for soldiers. The miiitary, in keeping 



with the patriarchal mode1 of seniality, has organized prostitution in order to meet the 

sexual needs of al1 men- This sexual management has evolved into a critical military 

strategy for con t rohg  men and maintainhg order and efficiency. 

The Patriarchd Model of Sexuaiity 

Patriarchy creates gendered understandings of sexuality for men and women. 

These sexual understandings mean completely difTerent things for men and women. For 

men, the patriarchal mode1 of sexuality is essentially predatory and revolves around 

notions of domination and conquering. For women, patriarchal sexuality means a 

relentless reduction to mere sexual objects. This objectification renders sexuality as an 

aspect of He in which men experience virtudy unlimited power over women. Women's 

personal identity, hinging directly on her sexuality, becomes "that which is moa her owq 

yet is most taken away."' 

Catherine MacKimon builds on this basic notion of patriarchai sexuality. Through 

patriarchy we not only witness the creation of rigid distinctions between the masculine and 

ferninine; we also witness "women's social definition as a  ex."^ These sociaiiy constructed 

' Ro semarie Tong. Fernznzst Thmghi: A C ~ m p r e h e ~ v e  Introduction. Boulder: Westview 
Press, 1989, 1 10. 

'Catherine MacKinnon. "Feminism, M d s m ,  Method, and the State: An Agenda For 
Theory," in Nannerl O. Keohan, Michelle 2. Rosaldo, and Barbara C. Gelphe, eds. 
Minisr  Kheory: A Critique of ldeology. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 
1982, 15. 



gender roles render "sexuality as a form of power."' As MacKinnon writes: "the social 

beings we know as man and wornan are bound by the social requirements of 

heterosexuality, which institutionaiizes male sexual domination and female sexual 

s~brnission."~ Authentic human sexuaIity becomes distorted with a mode1 of sexuality that 

subordinates women as a conquered objeçt. 

The reduction of women to sexual objects is a basic feature of patriarchy. Women 

are offered no escape. Patnarchy contains a model of conquest and conquering of women 

through sex acts. The prevaihg model of patriarchal sexuality Iinks male sexuality with 

notions of destruction, conquering, and subrnission Masculinity and manhood are 

consequently "equated with the wielding of power and the subjugation of femininit~."~ As 

a reflection of these ideas, patriarchy positions fkeely expressed female sexuality itselfas 

something which poses the most threatening force to mascuiinity as a whole, and to men 

as individuah.' From another angle, the reduction of women to sexual objects 

automaticaily places man as a dominant, sexual subject. 

It is this explicit co~ection between male sexuality and domination which 
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encourages male violence. As Kokopeli and Lakey h t e :  Tatriarchy tells men that their 

need for love and respect can only be met by being masailine, powemil, and uitimately 

violent. As men corne to accept this, their sexuality begins to reflect it."' That is, the 

understanding of sexuaiity forged by patriarchal consciousness forces the "recognition that 

miscuiinity and sexual conquests go hand in hand."' Male Mrility comes to be meanireci 

through the possession of power revealed through violence. 

What breaks through clearly is the recognition of aggression and domination as a 

routine part of what is accepted as normal male sexuality? Rosemarie Tong expresses this 

concisely: "Male violence against women is normalized and legitimized in semal 

practices. This is based on the assumption that when it comes to sex, men are by nature 

aggressive and dominant, whereas women are by nature passive and s~brnissive."~~ 

Sexuality and violence become inextricably linked. Patriarchy comes to gloriQ an ideal of 

mascuhity as one in which "men cannot be men if they cannot possess women, usually in 

a sexual mariner."" In other words, it is responsible for the creation of a society in which 
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"each man is trained to equate virility with ~iolence."'~ This aspect of the patnarchd 

mode1 of sexuality plays a critical rote in the shaping of militarism and war. An 

examination of miiitarism reveals its cornmitment to the binary of male subject and female 

object. Aiso revealed is its dedication to the subjugation of ali things womanly. 

The Patriarchal Model Of Sexuality And The Military 

The understanding of patriarchal sexuality is bound up with notions of soldering 

militarism, and war. This link is multifaced. At one point the notion of conquering critical 

to sexuaiity appears indistinguishable fkom the notion of a soldier. The soldier, in a sense, 

is the master predator, who 'Yùcks over the enemy." The logic of soldering is identical to 

the logic of patriarchal sexuality. Indeed, through senial understanâings, the practice of 

war makes sense to the soldier. At another moment, we see the d t a r y  incorporating 

patriarchal sexuality as a strategy to win, especidly in the case of rape. At stiu another 

moment we see the military catering to the prevailing notions of male sexuality through 

organized prostitution. Whatever the relationship, the mi l i tq  is a social institution 

significantly constructed around notions of male sexuality. 

Military thinking and practice is fiielled by deeply rooted notions of masculine 

domination and female submissiveness as its acceptable dynamic of power. As theorist 

Wendy Chapkis observes, "power possesses a deeply erotic component, endowing it with 

12Doma Wamock, '' Patnarchy 1s A Killer: What People Concemed About Peace and 
Justice Should Know," in Pam McAllister, ed. Reweaving me Web Of Lqe: Ferninism 
and Nonviolence. Philadelphia: New Society Publishers, 1982, 22. 



an undeniable erotic charge. Military ideology and pradce have evolved as one of the 

most significant cultural symbols of the re-enactment of these subrnission and dominance 

rit~~als."'~ Militarïsm and war effectively exploit the erotic element of power holding 

through the construction of ""sexual fantasies built around images of masculiaity."14 This 

intirnate link between masculinity and sexuality becomes clear in an examination ofthe 

soldier. 

The Mode2 Of The Soldier As The Model Of Sexuality 

It is in the notion of the good soldier where we see an inseparable link between 

patriarchal sexuality and war. The soldier is a sort of sexuai machine, a "real man who 

needs sexual access to w~rnen."'~ The soldier is the manly man who "earns the right to 

violence and sex. To fail is to remain womanly while loosing the right to women."16 

Soldiers are trained to ward off threats to their masculinity, a defence which allows acts of 

sexuality to fùnction as xitual assertions of manhood. Various aspects of" the military and 

its ideology exert great pressure on militarized men to perfonn sexudy, whether they 

l3 Wendy C hapkis. "Sexuality and Militarism," in Eva Isaksson, ed. Women and the 
Military System. New York: St. Martin's Press, 1988, 109. 

lSCynthia Enloe. Does Khakî Become You? The Militm4ntalltallon of Women 's Lives. London: 
Pluto Press, 1983, 27. 

'%ara Ruddick. Materml ninking: Towmds A Politics of Peace. London: Women's 
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have a sexual need or emotional feelings or not."" 

Militarism constructs the soldier as one who dominates, conquers, and destroys. It 

is evident that the very model of the soldier is the model of sexuaiity inherent in patriarchy. 

This model includes a glorification of the soldier as the embodient of the conqueror and 

destroyer, the same ideals which are reflected in d e  sexuality. 

Indeed, the collocation of soldierly understandings and sexual understandings are 

part of popular culture, and in this sense, the m i l i t q  merely absorbs them or 

institutionalires them. This was reveaied in a recent study of nicknames for the d e  penis. 

Theorkt Deborah Cameron gathered two separate groups of American CoUege students, 

one group male and one group female. Each were given a thirty minute tirne fiame in 

which to compile as many names as possible for the male penis. The quantity of terms 

compiled by the two groups greatly varied, with the men generating 144 terms in 

comparison to 50 by the women. Cameron's experirnent, more importantly, indicates that 

there was a significant difference between men's and wornen's conception of the penis. 

Carneronys study reveals that men refer to the penis "as something heroic, mastem or 

warlike."" This study suggested that males percieve of the penis as a piece of weaponry, 

as warlike in character. Men, in their "metaphoric reference to the active role of the penis 

17Cynthia Enloe. Does Khaki Becorne You? The Miliarization of Women 's Lives. London: 
Pluto Press, 1983, 35. 

18Deborah Cameron. 'Waming of Parts: Gender, Culture, and Terms For The Penis 
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in sexud intercourse, choose such terms as screwdriver, jackbarnmer, and fuubu~ter."'~ 

These are ali ternis expticitly linked to destruction and violence. As Cameron states, "it is 

prototypically the female body and genitals that are screwed, drille& hammered, trimmed, 

and buaed in these somewhat sadistic metaphors."" These metaphors are highly 

indicative of the close association between war thinking and sex thinking that is part of 

everyday culture. 

Cameron's study also uncovers the presence of explicit notions of war and 

destruction in reference to sex. She indicates that male language reflects a startling 

"association of the penis with weapons of destruction."" These tenns of weaponry fd 

into categones refemng to " guns, spears and knives, and  missile^."^ Terrns generated by 

men for the male penis include "love pistol meat spear, and pink t~rpedo."~ Other tenns 

such as "stealth bomber and destroyer aIso clearly evoke images of warfare and 

destruction."" These terms reveal that the act of male sexuality centres around the cntical 

idea of "the phallus as dominating and avenging itself on the female b ~ d y . " ~  In other 

'Qeborah Cameron. "Naming of Parts: Gender, Culture, and Ternis For The Penis 
Arnong Amencan College Students," In Amerkm Speech.. A Quurterk'y of Linguistic 
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words, sex is the act in which a wonuui is conquered and destroyed through acts of 

explicit violence. That is, the act of sex is perceived of as an act of war, propeiied by the 

goals of domination, subjugation, and destruction. 

The sense of conquest akin to the conquering of women is built into the idea of the 

so~dier.'~ Nowhere else is this intimate iink between patriarchal sexuality and soldiering 

more obvious than in the act of "double ~eteraning."~ To become a double veteran, a term 

popular in %etnam, a solider had to rape and then kill a woman. A double veteran is twice 

the solider, or, more to the point of patriarchy, twice the man. He has conquered on two 

important levels, with both his rifle and his penis. 

The equating of mascuLinity with sexuaiity moves beyond its application to soldiers 

at the individual level to war as a whole. Understandings of war and sexuality reveal that 

they are not only mutually reinforcing. They both actively and overtly draw upon the 

shared understandings of domination, conquering, and subjugation, These shared 

understandings reveai a profound link between militarism, war, and sex. War and sex are 

mutually metaphorical. War thinking presents the enemy as subjugated through acts of 

sexuality. Comrnon phrases such as " we really stuck it to them", "we screwed them 

'Vhis may explain the powerful anti-homosexual bias characteristic of militarism and war. 
To conquer is to participate in the patriarchal mode1 of sexuality, a mechanism by which 
men bond. The activity of homosexual males tends to undermine this bonding and the 
premise of male sexuaiity as a whole. This is due to the fact that homosexual men do not 
conquer women sexually. Because of this, they are feared as sexuai predators who 
represent the ultimate threat to manhood. They have the potentiai to position man as the 
sexual victim rather than the predator. 

''Mark Baker. NAM: me fientam Wm in the Words of the Men d Women Who Fmght 
I;het-e. New York: Berkley Books, 1983, 187. 



good", or cCfiicking the enemy" Uustrate this. Direct sexual references may aiso be found 

in cornmon tems such as "humping the hills'', "breaking bush", and c'cherries". They 

allude to the acts of war as acts of sexual conquering. The term "cherries" in particular 

refers to those soldiers new to war. Once they have "humped the hilis", "broken bush", 

and "screwed the enemy", these "cherries" have become men with the comotaûon of 

sexud experience. They have been successfùl in their initiation to war, and have proven 

themsehes to be adequate soldiers and, therefore, adequate men. 

Rape And War 

Patriarchal consciousness identifies violence as a significant component of male 

gender identity. In its more extreme manifestation tbis can include rape. Rape, however, is 

not the end logic of an inevitable strive for dominance. It is rather "an act of mascuiinity 

and violence expressed in a sexual way and is therefore a dewtive product of patriarchal 

conditi~ning."'~ As a produa of patriarchal conditionhg rape necessarily involves man's 

violent appropriation of woman's sexuaiity. Feminist theonst Rosemarie Tong expresses 

this concisely. She States that through rape, " a man takes a woman's sexuality, as it is 

mediated through her body, and through his actions proclaims that woman's sexuality as 

 ruce ce Kokopeli and George Lakey. ''More Power Than We Want: Masniline Sexuaiity 
and Violence," in Pam McAllister, ed. Reweaving me Web Of Life: Femînism anà 
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being for men, for what men want and what men need."" 

Rape plays a critical role in militarism and war. It hct ions  as an extension of 

masculine domination through the violent sexual subjugation of women It bas evolved as 

a conventional rnilitaxy strategy whose purpose is to intimidate and fnghten the enemy into 

submission. A variety of theories exist which attempt to account for the reiationship 

between rape and war. One theory regarding rape in war claims that it is a mtural and 

inevitable outcome of war. Such a daim states that ''within the violent climate of war, 

wherein killing is regarded as permissible, even heroic, other forms of violence, namely 

rape, come to be regarded in the same manner."M Such a daim lends credence to the 

Iegitimacy patriarchy accords violence as a natural part of being a man. 

A second theory address rape from a more critical standpoint. It does not dismiss 

rape as an inevitable facet of war. Rather, it addresses the misogynistic nature of war and 

the role rape plays as an expression of male hatred. This daim states that " rape in war is a 

manifestation of behaviours and values cornmon to all male combatants, behaviours and 

values which are antagonist towards aü women. The violent climate of war merely afïords 

al1 soldiers the opportunity to ovenly express such ho~tility."~' 

Neither of these theories dispute the fact that rape within war is "an everyday 

%O semarie Tong. Ferninisl Thought: A Comprehemive ~naoduction. Boulder: Westview 
Press, 1989, 1 1 1. 
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occurance and has become a tacit part of military  poli^^."^ Wartime rape has specific 

functions. It serves as an ideological tool, as an expression of "power, domination, 

degradation, and humiliation."" It also bc t ions  to preserve 'the polarity between women 

and men and as such preserve the dichotomy fundamental to the suMval of patriar~hy."~ 

The expticit inclusion of rape and related violences directed against wornen as 

conventionai miiitary strategy has several consequences. Christine Ballys work reveals 

that rape "serves to perpetuate patriarchai ideas of female inferiority, ensuring that the 

polarity inherent to pauiarchy is kept intact and reinfor~ed.'~ The act of rape does this in 

various ways. It serves to solidiS. "the idea of woman as "othef', and as a being separate 

and alienated."36 Rape also serves to reinforce the idea of woman as object, faciltating 

her reduction to "temtory and booty."" Bail &tes that "...during war, the mass rapes of 

enemy women are of symbolic, politicai and military importance. Their rapes have 

syrnbolic significance of entitlement and ownership of the ultimate prize, the possession 

and domination of w ~ r n e n , " ~ ~  

Wartirne rape reflects patnarchal sexual understandings permeated with violence. 

32Christine Baii. "Women, Rape, and War: Paviarchal Functions and Ideologies." Atlm>ris 
12:1, 1986, 85. 



It is its power to reduce women to mere sexual beings to be controlied and conquered that 

is most evident. Women are not perceived as beings with worth, ideas, and feelings, but 

rather as objects whose sexuality is a right due to men because they are men. Rape 

fùnctions to perpetuate a state of "subjugation and powerlessness as it achieves its 

purpose of e n s u ~ g  man's supenority and triumphant rnanh~od."~~ Rape has evolved as a 

mechanism by which men may display overt proof of their masculinity. It is this power 

which has proven it to be an effective and integral part of military strategy and "a 

conscious tactic of ~ a r f a r e . " ~  

A Sexualized Pandora A s  me  Destroyer Of The Soldier 

Militarism and war also reflect the dist ortion of women' s sexuality . Women' s 

sexuality can pose a threat to soldiers. Women and their spontaneous sexuaiity c m  be 

presented as a direct threat to the presexvation of masculinity and the integrity of the 

soldier's body. Ultimately, women can be seen as the destroyer of men's sexual 

gratification if she is not adequately contained. Susan Gubar and Sandra Gilbert examine 

this phenornenon through an examination of the propaganda and literature of WWI and 

WWII. 

'?Euan Hague. "Rape, Power, and Masculinity: The Construction Of Gender and National 
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Gilbert's work reveals that "women of aii ranks and ages were filling the 

economic gaps men had lefi behind with "efficiency and enth~siasn."'~ To most men, the 

war brought about a "festval of femaie ~nisrule.''~~ They were threatened by a shift in the 

dichotomy so fiindamentai to patriarchy and its standards of rnasculinity. Women of this 

penod "evolved into active, autonomous, and transcendent subjects as men were forced 

into passive and dependent roles."" Women were irnagined to possess a 'sinister power' 

which they used to facilitate this reversal of roles. This threat to masculinity was 

"combined with the unmanning terrors of ~omba t . "~  This combination cuiminated in the 

"creation of a generaiized sexual anxïety and a sexual anger directed specificdy at 

women."'Vt is this "sense of sexual wounding" which Gilbert identifies as " h a u n ~ g  so 

many male modemia texts."' This male semai anger intensifïed with the growing idea 

t hat "women were eager to implore men to rnake mortal sacrifices through which they 

themselves would ultimately pr~fit."~' 

As men were "increasingly alienated tiom their prewar selves", women were 

"Sandra M-Gilbert. "Solider's Heart: Literary Men, Literary Women, and the Great War," 
in Margaret Randolp h Higgonet et al, eds. Behind The Lines: Geder  and the Two Wodd 
Wms. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1987, 207. 
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irnagined to embody a power strengthened at the expense of men? Along with this ne* 

acquired power came the lïcense for women to possess an uninhibiteci and overt sexuality- 

In the face of a male semai anger, such sexuaiity was perceived as deadly. Gubar reveals 

that rnisogynist perceptions of wornen's sexuaiity positioned them as posing an immediate 

and ofien times deadly threat to soldiers. Tùis facïiitated the rapid growth ofa "menacing 

hostility which permeated both positive and negative roles of women in the literary works 

of this period. Yet this hostility also fomd widespread physical manifestations, as 

femininity and hence women themselves were viewed as the representation of a principle 

of evil which one must stomp out."" Accordmg to Gubar, "women were viewed almost 

entirely as ladies in waiting, soiiciting outsiders, or resented beneficiaries of men's 

s~ffering."~' As a result, "basic training tilms conveyed images of women as carriers of 

venereal disease, as objects of men's semal exploitation, or as entrapments in marriage 

and monthly payments."" 

Man's nemesis was "outrightly depicted as female, as she posed the threat of 

contamination and female pollution in her evil plan to infect fighting soldiers with 

"Sandra M.Gilbert. "Soldier's Hem: Literary Men, Literary Women, and the Great War," 
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horrendous venereal di~eases."~ Such is blatantly obvious in w a t h e  posters which wam 

fiçhting soldiers againn unprotected sex with 'the enemy'. Women were personified in 

the form of the VD sisters* Gonnie and Syph. 1t is these two who would be r e spod le  for 

luring soldiers to their death? 

Both Gilbert and Gubar reveal that in instances in which women's sexuality cannot 

be controlled, it must be destroyed. If a woman is not the dode, willing object who caters 

to the sexual whims of man, she is a disease ridden enemy intent on his destruction- This 

notion of women is a product of the patriarchal model of sexuality. In keeping with this 

model, the rnilitary engages in elaborate measures to appropriate women's sexuality for its 

own purposes. As a result, it plays a criîicai role in the institutionai reduction of women to 

sexual objects. The prirnary form of this institutionalized reduction is prostitution. 

The Institutional Reriirction Of Women Tu Sexuai Objects 

Proper masculinity is vitally important to rnilitarism and war. Pamarchy requires 

that men display this masculinity through the sexual conquering of women. The rnilitary 

has institutionalized this socially constructeci need. To ensure its smooth operation and 

preservation of morale, military institutions have accepted "the legitimization of men's 

52Susan Gubar. "This 1s My Rifle:This 1s My Gun: WWII and the Blitz On Women," in 
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sexual n e e d ~ . " ~  The military recognizes the need of soldiers to have a supervisecl outlet of 

sexual desire. This understanding is so powerfiil so as to prompt men to "demand the right 

to marry or to otherwise have access to women" to guarantee their wmmitment to 

military duty." The end r e d t  of these ideas is the "organized expropriation of the 

sexuaiity of some, who are women, for the use of others, who are men."' In other words, 

the military guarantees that men's m a l  needs are satisfied. 

The work of Cynthia Enioe has focused on this facet of militarism and war. Her 

work includes an examination of the creation of The Contagious Disease Acts , originating 

in Britain in 1964. Her work provides a glimpse into the beginning of the organization of 

women's sexuahty. Enloe writes: 

"The creation and enforcement of the Contagious Disease 
Acts pennitted colonial police to conduct compulsory genital 
examinations on women around imperial rnilitary bases. Such 
laws were established in order to ailow British soldiers overseas 
to have sexual relations with colonial women without fear of 
contracting any form of venereal disease. Underlying the 
Contagious Disease Acts was the betief that women must 
serve men and male institutions, not just by providing cheap 
or unpaid labour, but by providing ctean sex. Only ifwomen 
were sexually healthy, so it was impiied, could men's presumably 
uncontroilable sexual drives be allowed free reign without society's 

%Cynt hia Enloe. Does Khaki Become Yar ? me MiIitmf ation of Women 's Lntes. London: 
Pluto Press, 1983'4. 
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male institutions being jeaporadized."" 

What Enloe shows is that the organized expropriation of sex for soldiers fias required 

overt and calculated policies. 

In view of this, women must be sexually available. The rnilitary has engôged in the 

Iarge scale organization of militarized prostitution. This is to ensure that the sexual needs 

of soldiers are met without fail. Militarized prostitution is ''the mobiiization of women for 

the purposes of providing comrnerciatized cornfort, or, more appropriately, sex for 

tro~ps."'~ What this has meant in reality for women is their widespread dehumanization. 

Prostitution is by far the most systematic and institutionalized reduction of women to 

sexual objects in the military. 

In the absence of a cnticd analysis prostitution has a certain conception which is 

aitogether rnisleading. It is ofien times understood as "a projection of either mutual lust 

and degradation, or as an equal exchange of sexual need for economic need."" 

Prostitution is properly understood, however, as the rnisogynistic " establishment of a 

male social system in place to ensure the satisfaction of male demand for sexual se~c ing  

57Cynthia Enloe. Does maki Become Y'? The Milirmizafion of Women 's Liws. London: 
Pluto Press, 1983, 82. 
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and for objecafied sex?" The military engages in the ''direct, large scale, and brutal 

demand and organization of women as sexual slaves in a marner fashioned to meet 

rnilitary needs?' Soldiers corne to assume that "one of the prerogatives autornatically 

due upon committïng to rnilitary s e ~ c e  is the sema1 availability of local ~ o m e n . " ~  

This can be seen clearly in military bases. As Cynthia Enloe observes, " a military 

base is not sirnply an institution for servihg bombers, fighters and aircd carriers, or a 

launch pad for aggressive forays into surrounding terdories. A military base in also a 

package of presumptions about the male soldier's sexual needs and the local societies' 

sexual needs, as well as assumptions regarding the local societies' resources for satisfjing 

those needs? Given these ideas, we wimess the recruitment of militaq "comfo~ 

womenyy. These women's sole purpose is to provide uniirnited sexud se~c ing  to military 

personnel of ail sorts. The military utilizes this service as a means by which to "control 

soldiers behaviour, satisfy their sexual needs, maintain morale, and prevent the spread of 

venereal di~ease."~ 

This system of ùistitutionalized sexual management requires the cooperation of 
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both rnilitary organkations and local governments. Both are responsiile for establishing 

and enforcing expiicit policies dealing with the organhtion of prostitution. These 

regulations are designed to ensure the smooth operation of comfort stations. In other 

words, the rnilitary assumes responsibility for coordinating access to sexual s e ~ c i n g  for 

soldiers as weii as for monitoring and treating ssaial workers for venereal diseases?' 

The rnilitary coordinates prostitution in various ways. Prostitutes may be kept on 

base under the guise of laundry or service women. Or they may be kept in brotheis and 

whorehouses off base? Military eiites may not aiways be directly responsible for the 

recmitment and coord*mation of prostitution. Often times this responsibility is transferred 

to local bar owners, pimps, and police." 

The organization of prostitution has become a facet cntical to miiitary 

development and strategy. Military institutions engage in increasingiy regimented forms of 

organizing prostitution. A manifestation of such organization has come to be known as the 

'rest and recreation industry.' This industry is highly regimented in nature, and has 

deveIoped into a regular part of a solider's tour or duty. It is thought that soldiers cannot 

be subjected to the ngours of war while being denied the comfort of women. To deprive 

men of this need is to jeopardize military efficiency. Once a soldier has committed six 

months to military service, he is eligible for R&R, in which the military provides the sites 
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for men to satise their sexuai cravings. 

We may gain a glimpse into the R&R industry by l o o b g  at the Clark Air Base 

and Subic Bay Naval Station. Both were headquarten of the United States Navel Force in 

the Philippines .These bases were established in 1944 as the United States' larges 

overseas military bases.6g It was Olongapo, a srnail fishîng village surrouadeci by Subic 

Bay's 40,000 acres, that the US Navy selected as its mode1 cornfort station. h'lüitary 

personnel worked in cooperation with the Philippine authorities and local entrepreneurs. 

Together they engaged in a widescale process of organizing militarized prostitution for the 

purpose of "providing US seficemen with Fipino sexual labour as pan of their tours of 

duty."" In efforts to perfect its operations, the military "set up clinics, where women were 

licensed and monitored for sexuaily transmitted diseases. M e r  they were checked, the 

women were issued sexuai health identification ~ards."'~ These were to  be produced on 

demand by the US military police and the woman's cu~tomers.'~ In other words, it was 

the job of these doctors to "ensure that male soldiers were provided access to the sex they 

needed without jeopardizing military operational readine~s."~ 

The introduction of American military forces to the war in Vietnam facilitated the 
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mes to rapid growth of the R&R industry in the late 1960's.~ This propelled the Philipp' 

become a particularly popular R&R centre. It is estimateci that the Philippines was hosting 

up to 10,000 service men d d y  during this period. To meet demanci, local govement  

recruited as many as 20,000 c o d o r t  women, fiom its own population, and fiom places 

such as China, Indonesia, Japan and Taiwan." Recruiîment techniques included 

purchasing, coercing, and even kidnapping women.'' Given this fact, Iittle or no chance of 

escape was offered to the thousands of Filipino and other sema1 slaves. 

Olongapo became a site where massage parlours and brothels were "as integrai a 

part of operations as were dry docks."" Many of these brothels and massage parlours 

featured "the house speciality, where ten dollars could purchase lunch, a cold beer, and 

oral sex under the table provideci by a woman on her hands and knees."" Government 

officiais hid behind the labels of "entertainers and hospitality girls" as a means of denying 

their role in the organization of prostitution. They had tittle interest in curbing such a 

ccprosperous industry."" 
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Personal accounts of women who lived through these horrors reveal the malice 

with which the military pursueci its objectives. As one woman r a d s ,  " whenever a Navy 

ship was docked, she was forced to have sex with a minimum of four or five servicemen 

daily. Each man paid the bar owner ten dollars for her services, of which she was given a 

srnall fia~tion."~~ As another woman reveals: "1 knew nothhg about sex. 1 wept and wept 

because of the pain. My body shook, I passed out. Everyday different soidiers came to 

rape me. That whole tirne, my vagina was bloody and swolien, aii 1 had was a towel to 

cover myself"80 In addition to  enduring daily sexuai assaults, many of these women were 

also forced to cook, clean, and massage military officers." When these entertainers and 

c o d o n  women were used up, when they were no longer of any use to the rnilitq and 

local entrepreneurs, they were often times abandoned in remote areas where they were lefi 

to die of disease or starvation. Others were simply killed.n 

Conclusion 

Numerous studies reveal that women are first and forernost the victims of the 

patriarchal state of war. They are beings whose worth as humans is not recognized. 

Rather, they must endure the ways of life which patriarchy creates for them and which war 

79SheiIa Coronel and Ninotchka Rosca. T o r  The Boys." MS. NovDec 1993, 11. 
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reproduces and strengthens. Women must endure abuse in a multitude of forms, inchding 

sexual objectifïcation and rape. m e n  times, they even face deaîh- Such realities indicate a 

startling truth, that although war has serious consequences for many, it is women who are 

its perpetuai victims. War is an institutionaiized expression of the misogyny at the centre 

of patriarchai consciousness. This is especially clear when we focus on patriarchd 

sexuality and \var. Chapter Three examines the personal accounts of several men who 

served in the Vietnam war. These accounts are replete with stories of the abuses women 

are forced to endure in war. Soldiers spoke of rape, prostitution, and women in a revealing 

manner. They often spoke of instances of rape and prostitution as ifthey were natural and 

acceptable parts of war. These accounts also reflect the profound relationship between 

patriarchal sexuality and the ideai mode1 of the soldier, as weli as the idea of woman as the 

enemy of man. In other words, their stones reveal the tme misogyny of war. 



Chapttr Tbrce 

Vietnam, Patrirvchd Sexuality, and War 

Introduction 

in Chapter Two we discussed the patriarchal mode1 of sexuality that is criticai to 

militarisrn and war. We identifiai the intirnate comection between soldiering and 

sexuality. This comection is rooted in the fact that both share the same logic. That is, both 

draw upon notions of conquering women. We then looked at the explicit role rape plays in 

war. We discovered that it is an extension and acting out of these notions of conquering 

and conquest. The military utilizes rape as a strategy for winning wars. A study of the 

patriarchal mode1 of sexu ality also included the notion of woman as man's enemy. 

Women's spontaneous sexuality in particular presents a significant threat to men. She is 

not ody responsible for the destruction of men's sexuai gratification, but aiso for the 

destruction of men thernselves. Finally, we discussed the institutionai reduction of women 

to semal objects. No where is this more obvious than in the organization of militarized 

prostitution. We discovered that the military is responsible for the institutionalized 

management of women's sexuaiity for the purpose of pleasing and s e ~ c i n g  men. 

This study now tums to the Vietnam War to illustrate the cntical relationship 

between patriarchy, militarism, and war. Personal accounts of men and women who semai 

in the Vietnam war provide startling proof of the links discussed in Chapter Two. These 



accounts reveal the capacity of patriarchal sexuality and war to reproduce and reinforce 

one another. 

Hearing The Soldier's Story 

To expose the intimate relationship between patriarchal sexuality, rnilitarism, and 

war, this study addresses a selection of personal accounts of war. The Vietnam experïence 

in the words of soldiers themselves reveals a profound comection between patriarchal 

sexuality and war. Their thoughts, emotions, and expressions are direct products of a 

patriarchal consciousness. They are imbued with the idea of conquering and destroying 

women. The solider's accounts of raping and killing women are recounted with an air of 

excitement and accompiishment, and rarely with sharne. Veterans speak of penetrating and 

destroying the enemy with a similar elation. They speak of sex and prostitution as a right 

of the soldier. These personai accounts expose the brutality and horror of war guided by 

patriarchal ideas of proper sexuality. 

Paradoxically, the war was very brutal for the soldiers as well. Their accounts are 

filled with disturbing mernories of loosing limbs and watching fnends die. 1 beiieve it is 

only with a Mew through their eyes that we may t d y  witness the misery of war and the 

power it has to distort and destroy lives. One soldier described war as "big and as horrible 

an event as man has yet devised to touch a massive number of lives at the same 

approxhate time and in an unforgettable way."' The Vietnam War was no exception. It 

'Charles RAnderson. The Grunts. New York: Berkley Books, 1976, 155. 
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has been described as one of the most brutal and distorted of aii wars. This brutality and 

distortion is clearly reflected in al1 personal accounts. The malice which characterizes war 

becomes startling obvious- The bnitality is also reflected in the effects this has had on the 

lives of countless men and women. Tens of thousands of Americans were killed during the 

course of the Vietnam War Yet veterans beiieve that the American body count compiled 

by the Arnerican rnilitary is far fiom accurate. They clairn that these statistics have been 

dtered and in no way accurately account for the number of deaths in Vietnam. One 

veteran stated: 

"...I don? believe for a moment that there were only 53,000 
people killed in Vietnam. I don? lcnow how it is possible to  
disguise thousands of deaths, but I believe that there were 
thousands more Americans who died than were reported. 
1 saw it with my own eyes ~onstantly."~ 

Despite these bmtalities, the American military had Little problem recmiting 

soldiers for seMce in Vietnam. Coercion did play a role, but was by no means the primary 

force which propelled men to rnilitary service. Personal accounts reved that rnany men 

were willing and anxious to serve their country. Men simply believed that 'when the 

country called, men went."' The idea that serving in war was what men did was widely 

accepted. 

Whatever their motivation, terms such as honour, valour, and duty "quickly lost 

%hrk Baker. NRM: The Vietnam Wm in the Worh  of the Men And Women W%o Fmght 
There. New York: Berkley Books, 1983, 128. 

'Peter Goldrnan and Tony FuUer. Charlie Comtpony: mi Vietnam Did To Us. New 
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their appeal as men were exposed to the reality of ~ a r . ' ' ~  In these accounts, one veteran 

descnbed what war meant for hirn: 

"What war is about in reality is the uncounted months of 
endless marches over these roadless jungies, dragging thousands 
of pounds of food and equipment on aching, bleeding backs 
and shoulders, the months of suffering fiom dysentery and 
malaria without proper rest or  dmgs, dying on nameless bills, in 
unrecorded streambeds, of cowering in terror and hatred as the 
B-52's and Phantoms roared overhead at wiil, dropping an array of 
weapons designed to do nothing but snuffout Lives."' 

Persona1 accounts also expose the vast distance between the glorifieci image of war 

and what it meant ui reality. It is this experience of war which stands out in the accounts 

studied. Militarism ciaims that war wiii create noble men. However, militarism requires 

that nobility and honour be eamed through destruction and murder. It creates an 

environment in which men earn respect and create a kinship with other men thorough 

killing and destruction. Success is measured and awards are earned by killing and 

improving body counts. Accounts reveal that kiiling was "encouraged with rewards of 

medals, hot meals, and tirne off fiom the horror, incentives which were the only way to 

ensure that men would keep killing each other day f i e r  day? 

Men's reactions to these requirements of militarism were varied. Some were 

fascinated and enthralled with the killing and the bnitality. They kiiied with an 

'Charles RAnderson. The Grunis. New York: Berkley Books, 1976, 148. 
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"unquenchable thirst" and a "blood lust."' Others were terrineci and horrifiai by what they 

experienced in %etnam. One veteran described his experience in the following manner: 

'Vietnam was Iike a nightmare for a fùli year without waking 
up. Every minute of it 1 was scared, every ni& double scared. 
It got to the point where 1 was fnghtened ail of the t h e .  Either 
it broke you or  it made you hard."' 

Others r e d  being: 

"overpowered by a primitive hate and anger that they 
daim the war itself had wning fiom men. They became 
violent, dangerous individuals. These men accepted an 
enemy in any form as the recipient of their aggression 
when the officidy designated enemy was not handy.'" 

The extraordinary dimensions of men's reactions to the War is exemplified in the 

following quotation: 

"1 corne to embody hatred. 1 don't direct hatred at the exhaustion, 
the heat, or the gook 1 stalk. 1 become hatred, something that 
produces hate and requires it to exist. 1 ingest it and excrete it."1° 

These quotes reveal that the War left no one unaffected. In actuality, it 

was responsible for the collapse of the lives of many young men. These men were forced 

'Mark Baker. NAM: The Vietnam W m  in the Wor& of the Men d Wornen Who Fmght 
There. New York: Berkley Books, 1983, 135. 
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to internalize an ideology which fded to recognize them as humans. Men were the victims 

of the brutality and malice of war. They were turned into machines whose purpose was to 

kill on commaad. Yet they were also vuinerable to the threat posed by the physical enemy 

they challenged and faced the possibüity of harm and death everywhere and at a i l  thes. 

However, patriarchy is responsible for the evolution of man as the victim into man as the 

victimizer. It is through the patriarchal mode1 of sexuality that man is transformeci nom 

the vinim to the aggressor. Woman becomes the v i h .  The man conquers, dominates, 

and destroys; woman is conquered, subjugated, and ultimately destroyed. To illustrate this 

point, we will examine the personal accounts of soldiers in a discussion of the profound 

link between the patriarchal model of sexuality and the ideal of the soldier. 

Soldiering And Patriarcbal Sexudity 

War and rnilitarism render mass destruction and death everyday parts of Life. This 

is a deeply disturbing aspect of war. Militarism is responsible for creating a mentality in 

which killing and destruction are exciting and even flln. Incredibly, an even more 

disturbing element of the Vietnam War is unveiled in the soldier's story. This element is 

the relationship between patriarchal sexuality and war. As discussed in Chapter Two, both 

soldiering and patriarchal sexuality draw upon notions of conquering women. They share 

the sarne logical dynamic. Due to this connection, sex inevitably plays a critical role in the 

creation of a soldier. Soldiering itself is expressed using the patriarchal model of sexuality. 

In other words, a soldier's understandimg of his role in war is diiectly linked to men's 



understanding of their role as sexual abject. Included in this examination as weil is the 

intercomected relationship between the language of war and the language of sa A study 

of Vietnam revealed concrete evidence indicating that war is portrayed as a direct act of 

male sexuality. The enemy was cont indy presented as being subjugated through acts of 

overt sexuality. The soldier was the dominating man who has conquered and destroyed the 

womanly enemy. 

The accounts of men who served in Vietnam are imbued wÏth terms and phrases 

which indicate a profound disassociation f?om humans in the act of killing. The enemy 

was a being without a name or a face. It was rather an object that deserveci to be 

conquered and destroyed. The enemy, in short, was objectified. The devices veterans used 

to describe their interactions with the enemy always indicate a measure of sexual 

domination. The term "penetrate the enemy" for instance, was one comrnonly used. 

Soldier's accounts of the enemy indicate sexual connotations of this sort in various 

degrees. As one veteran descriied: 

". . . there was a certain joy you had in killing, an exhilaration that 
is hard to explain. After a £ire fight guys would be redy wired. 
"Wow man, did you see that guy getting ~f'?''~~(rny emphasis) 

Another soldier claimed that "he loved to hear the artillery going off at night. It meant that 

somewhere, somebody was getting his ms grea~ed-"'~(rn~ emphasis) The semal 

''Mark Baker. NAMr Ine Vietnam W m  in the Worh of the Men and Women Who Fmght 
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connotations and sense of domination are evident in these memories. Men felt victorious 

because they remain the dominating sexual subject. The enemy was understood as the 

(sexual) object which has been conquered. These ideas are partidarly evident in the 

following quote: 

"...at the Kamp-rump-nrmp of each voky of mortar 
rounds, at each burst of fie, the grunts back on the 
perimeter looked at each other and grinneci. 
Get some mm,  oh get some !" "(my emphasis) 

One soldier described this sense of conquest expiicitly when he stated, "a gun is power. Tt 

is like a pure sexual trip every t h e  you got to puil the trigger."14 

Terms such as "humping the bills", "breakhg bush", and "cherries" were 

cornrnonly used in Vietnam The act of "humping", for instance, is one which confirms a 

soldier's masculinity. As one veteran described: ' k e  were big, tough Marines. We can 

hump al1 day and fight al1 night."ls "Hwnping" was the primary activity of the soldier. 

Those who were able to withstand the physical and mental exhaustion of "hurnping" were 

considered men without question. 

The term cbchemes'' was also fiequently used. "Chemes" were soldiers who were 

new to Vietnam. As new soldiers, they had yet to prove their worth as men. One veteran 

described his experience as a "cherry": 

"Charles R Anderson. The Gnrnis. New York: Berkiey Books, 1976, 3 1. 
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"- . Cherries we were called, or Newby' s, or FNG' s, fùckuig new 
guys, by troops hardened and made less sanguine perhaps, by just 
a few months in the bush. Like them, we would age and bust 
Our cherries, q~ickly."'~ 

Another veteran descnied a "newby's" first fire fight. With reference to defloration we 

see aii the "chemesy' had proven themselves worthy by Wmg in the field. He stated: 

". ..we had bloodkd ail our cherries pnIessfy. ... and they had a i l  
seen and even tasted the reality of blood lus& the indescribable 
flock of emotions that came over us that day and carried us away. 
What a triumphant moment!" l7 (my emp hasis) 

These accounts are indicative of the interwoven relationship between male 

sexuality and war. Soldiering is animated by the mode1 of patriarchal sexuality. To be a 

man is to be a soldier. To be a soldier is to conquer and destroy. 

We have confïrmed that the model of the soldier is explicitly shaped by the 

patriarchd model of sexuality. This has been iilustrated in the sexualized connotation 

which the act of war adopts. This patriarchai model of sexuality takes on an even more 

concrete form within war. This concrete form is rape. Rape is an acting out of the 

16Bernard Edelman, ed. Dear America: Letters Home From Vietnam. New York: Pocket 
Books, 1985, 1. 
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patriarchal mode1 of sexuality. It solidifies the binary of man as subject and woman as 

O bject . Rape is aiso a product of the logical base which patnarchy and mi!itarism share. 

This Iogic positions the man and the soldier as the conqueror and the destroyer of woman- 

Recognizing the power of the dichotomy of conqueror and conquered which rape creates, 

the military has appropriated it to suit its purposes. In other words, rape has evolved as a 

critical and effective military strategy. It is a standard operating procedure used by military 

strategists to intimidate enernies and ensure their cooperation Rape is a manifestation of 

brute force which everybody understands. It is also a distorted method of bonding men. 

Trust was formed among men engaging in the acts of brotherhood such as rape and 

kilIing. The brutality of rape provided the forum where men displayed their male virility, 

confimed theu masnrlinity, and became one of the guys. 

An examination of the war in Vietnam and Amencan military strategy reveals that 

rape played a critical roie in advancing miiitary objectives. The rape of local women was a 

strategy used to humiliate and intirnidate Vietnamese "comunists". As BaU writes: cc the 

rape and sexual mutilation of Vietnamese women was a conscious tactic used to advance 

military objectives by forcing intimidation and submission."" These were standard 

operating procedures executed with specific techniques for extracting infionnation fiom 

the Vietnamese people. Rape was a strategy particularly common in viliage sweeps which 

sought out VC and NVA suppliers. Observe the following quote: 

18ck- d k ~  Bali. "Wornen, Rape, and War: Patriarchal Functions and Ideologies." AtImtis 
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"We'd stand them up against the wali, put a gun to his head, 
and say "Talk, ifyou don't talk, we're going to puIl the trigger". 
Or they'd take a man's wife or daughter and screw them right 
in fiont of him, and make him talk If he didn't talk, they would 
shoot the woman and then shoot him. This was c~stomary."~~ 

Tnese were crimes that military leaders were instnicted not only to ignore, but to 

encourage. 

Soldiers reactions to rape took a varïety of forms. Some men approached rape 

with hesitation. They were tom between the power and reputation it promised and an 

awareness that it was wrong. m e r s  approached rape with earnest and enthusiasm. They 

thrived on the power and its erotic component. There were still others who were disgusteci 

by it, yet had no choice but to turn a blind eye to enswe their physical d e t y .  One veteran 

spoke of rape in this sense: 

"...there was one guy in the platoon that told me they were 
searching in this hut one time and there was a really pretty 
young V~etnamese girl. He wallced over to her and jarnrned 
his hands d o m  her pants and starteci to take her clothes o E  
She was shivering and scared. There were two or three other 
guys in the hut. The girl's mother came in and starting raising 
hell and they backed off. 1 had the feeling that they would have 
raped her if her mother hadn't corne in. 1 don't know what 1 
would have done if 1 had been faced with that sort of thing. I 
don't think that 1 would have taken part, but 1 don? think 
1 would have tried to stop it. That would have been encouraging 
your sudden death. Any officer knows that ifhe messed with 
you, in a field fight you could shoot him in the head. That was 

'Mark Baker. NRM: n e  Vietnam Wm in the Worh of the Men and Women Who Fought 
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standard operating procedure in any iafiilltry unit."2' 

For the majority of men, their role in rape was shaped by a fear of faüiag to 

conforrn to standards of masculinity. If they did not participate in these expressions of 

masculinity, they would be considered less of a man. To fail this test of maniiness was to 

loose the trust of dl other soldiers. In other words, one could never be part of that sacred 

brotherhood, or one of the guys. The accounts of veterans reveal the important role rape 

played in this sense. Rape was an expenence which men shared. It was aiso an expenence 

that stayed in the field. One soldier described an incidence of rape and his role in detail: 

". . .so we went running, taking the daughter. She was crying, 
1 think she was a virgin. We pulled her pants down and put a 
gun to her head. Guys are taking tums screwing her. It was 
like an ariimal pack. "Hey, he's taking too long screwing her!" 
Nobody was tuming theû back or nothing. We just stood in line 
and we screwed her. 1 was taking her body by force. Guys were 
standmg over her with rifles while 1 was screwing her. She was 
screaming CCWhy?,, Baby-san was crying so a guy just put a rifle 
to her head and pulled the trigger. Then we started purnping 
rounds into her, kicking her, and stomping ber? 

This veteran vividly described what was colloquially known in Vietnam as double 

veteraning. Here a man e s t  rapes, and then kills a woman. In the logic of patriarchal 

consciousness she has been conquered twice. The soldier was then twice the man, once a 

rapist and once a soldier. Personal accounts reveal that soldiers were both pressureci and 

*'Mark Baker. NAM: ïhe Vietnam Wm in the Worcis of the Men md Women Who Fmght 
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encouraged to rape womeq kiii them, and mutilate their dead bodies. It was expected of 

soldiers, and those who refùsed where branded as abnormal and deficient as men- 

Accounts also reveal that many soldiers understood rape to be a nahual and 

inevitable facet of war. They beiieved that men are in constant need of sex and that men in 

this state are aiways ready to rape. One veteran spoke of this notion of manhood: 

"You take a group of men and put them in one place where 
there are no round eyed women. They are in an ail maie 
environment. Let's face it. Nature is nature. There are women 
available. These women are of another culture7 another colour, 
another society. You don3 want a prostitute. You got an M-16, 
what do you need to pay for a lady for? You walk to the village 
and take what you want."= 

These accounts aiso reveal that for some men, the act of rape was an expression of the 

power îhey wielded. Rape was not only a mûuis of satismg a senial craving. It was a 

nght of men as powerfid figures. Such is reflected in this veteran's expenence in Vietnam. : 

"But in the Nam you realized that you had the power to take a 
life. You had the power to rape a woman and nobody could 
Say nothing to you. That God like feeling you had was in the 
field. It was like 1 was a God. 1 could take a life, 1 codd screw 
a woman. 1 can beat somebody up and get away with it. It 
was a God Like feeling that a guy could express in the  am."" 

The accounts of soldiers in Vietnam reveal that rape plays a critical role in the 

context of war. War is intimately connected with gendered understandiigs. This positions 

zMark Baker. NAM: 7he Vieinam Wm in the Wordr of the Men and Women rYho Fmght 
7here. New York: Berkley Books, 1983, 187. 



it as critical to the reproduction of patriarchy. Patriarchy requires that women be 

dominated and subjugated. The act of rape does exactly this. R not ody ensures the 

conquering of women in the most violent manner, but also guarantees a man's 

unquestionable acceptance into the masculine domain. 

A Sexualized Pandora As The Destroyer Of The Soldier 

Through acts of overt masculinity, men confïrm their masculine identity. These 

acts in particular involve the sexud c o n q u e ~ g  and destruction of women. However, it is 

in this capacity that women may also pose a direct threat to men and the preservation of 

their masculine identity. The binaries characteristic of patriarchy play a nuidamental role 

here. In addition to isolathg men and wornen to the masculine and ferninine spheres, these 

also position woman as the enemy of man. Woman's threat to man may take a variety of 

forms. The one which stands out in the accounts of is the idea of woman as the 

potentid destroyer of man's sexual gratification. Not only does woman pose a direct 

physicai threat, she also undermines man's mascuhe identity. It is woman's spontaneous 

or uncontrolled sexuality which is explicitly focused upon. She may destroy man's virility 

by infecting him with venereai diseases. This was a theme cornmonly found in the accounts 

of Vietnam veterans. 

Soldiers were continualiy wamed of rampant VD rates and of the necessity of 

protecting themselves. Women were the embodiment of this threat. Upon their first 



introduction to the military, this is a threat which men were made aware of Women's 

capacity to destroy men's sexuai gratification was evident in several accounts. As one 

veteran described: 

"There had been boom boom girls fiom Cua Viet Village 
hanging around the perimeter wire, but if anyone ever touched 
one, it was a guaranteed case of the clap. So that was a craving 
that had to be set aside for R&R or until rotation back home."= 

One veteran remembered the pleasure of visituig "Sin City." He dso remembered the 

t hreat : 

"Sin City. That's a Little town outside the camp near Pleiku. The 
m y  tries to control prostitution and VD by keeping an area where 
you can go and hck  your brains out if you are an eniisted man,or7 
being an officer, you cm sneak in. It's guarded by Military Police 
and everything. The American doctors check the whores three times 
a week for VD, but you got to be standing fïrst in line afler they get 
through to be sure that you don? get the  lap p."'^ 

SoIdiers were warned to have sex only with those prostitutes possessing a medical card. 

This was not oniy to protect against the threat of VD, but to save their lives. Accounts 

reveal that women were also thought to possess a direct physical threat to soldiers. One 

veteran spoke of this in length: 

"1 know that some of the whores were putting glass up their 
vaginas and others were infected with a strain of syphailis that 
was very vident. The spectnun of antibiotics they were using 
at the time was not wide enough to get nd of it. The VC and NVA 

=Charles R Anderson. ïïie Grunfs. New York: Berkley Books, 1976, 29. 
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figured an Arnerican combat loss was a combat loss. It doesn't 
matter ifa guy can7t go to war because he's got the clap and it 
hurts when he takes a leak, or ifhe can't go to war because he 
has a buliet in his head. Either way it7s a 10~s."~ 

Women's betrayal also extends to a direct threat to soldier's physiçal &&y. Men 

were wamed to use women as a sexual outlet ody. To talk with proSatutes was to render 

them vulnerable. In other words, women were considered to be natural allies of the enemy. 

They were capable of extracthg vital information f?om fighting men, information that 

would lead to their demise. As a result, soldiers were waxned to avoid any form of "pillow 

talk". One particular account spoke directly of women in their capacity as spies. That is, 

of women using their sexuality as a weapon on behalfof the enemy. It laid specinc blame 

on prostitutes who warned the enemy about a rnilitary endeavour. The result was the 

massacre of several American soldiers on Fire Base Juiie. He stated: 

"It was the whores of Lai Khe who told them that they were 
going up to Fire Base Julie before they had it fiom their officer, 
and the men presumed that the same intelligence had been 
passed in the spirit of 'equity7 to the e n e m ~ . " ~  

These perspectives are indicative of the power of a dichotomy which positions 

woman as the enemy of man. This notion finds a concrete form within war. As these 

accounts reveal, woman is held diredy responsible for the destruction of men's sexud 
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gratification. To threaten the semal capacity of a man is to threaten his rnasailsie identity. 

In other words, woman is positioned as the ultimate enemy of man In war, men faced the 

threat of mutilation and death at the hands of a physicai, visible enemy. Yet patriarchy still 

managed to ensure that the ultùnate threat that all men feared and despised lay in the fom 

of women. 

Prostitu tioa 

Another facet of rnilitarism and war which was examinai in Chapter Two was 

prostitution. The organization of prostitution was an activity M y  acknowledged in the 

accounts of Vietnam veterans. As elaborated in Chapter Two, its organization centres 

around the idea of men's sexual need. Militarism supports the patriarchal ideal which 

ctaims that men cannot fùnction in the absence of a sexuai outiet. Inherent in this 

patriarchal model of semality is the sexual objectifkation of women. In other words, the 

organization of war is closely and autornatically bound up with the reduction of women to 

mere sexual objects. A woman's worth is solely a reflection of her capacity to please and 

service men. 

The organization of sexuality and a soldiers reaction to such organization are 

facets of rnilitarism and war which occur in degrees. Yet the one factor which is inevitably 

present is the male demand for female objectified sex. The patriarchal model of se>aiality 

requires that men dominate and conquer women as a means of proving their manlihood. 

Sexual conquests fùnction as an affinnation of manhood. Due to the strong Link between 



soldiering and masculinity, this proof of manhood is one which e v q  ooldier feels 

compelied to display. As one veteran stated: 

"It was a big thing to be a man in Vietnam. They went out and 
they got laid, and they used to brag about how many times they 
got the clap. WeU7 hey, you are a man ifyou got the clap. The more 
t h e s  you got if weü, even better."" 

The ffequency with which one caught 'the clap' was a measure of one's sexual prowess 

and, t herefore, one's manhood- 

The satisfaction of sexud needs was a pursuit of most soldiers. Personai accounts 

reveal that upon coming out of the field, soldiers were looking for good food, good drink, 

and lots of sex. They equated the satisfaction of sema1 needs with physiological 

necessities such as food and drïnk. Base camps were deficient ifthey did not cater to these 

widely felt needs of soldiers. Men would cornplain of " the lack of cold beer and hot 

b r o a d ~ . " ~ ~  This is illustrated in the following quote: 

"..-when we would corne out of the field, we'd want some boom 
boom, a piece of taii. You had to have a littie bit of those things 
that made you feel good. We got some hot slop, something to 
drink, we got some boom boom(sex). Redy man, those were 
the only things that you lived for. That was the only thing that 
kept you going in the field."" 

2 g ~ a r k  Baker. NAM: The Vietnam War in the Wor& of the Men und Women Who Fought 
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The military's o r g h t i o n  of prostitution hinges upon a number of factors. It 

must recognize that soldiers need access to a s e d  outlet merely by virtue of behg men. 

Tt must aiso recognize that soldiers earn the nght to that sex through displays of 'courage' 

and 'honour' in the arena of combat. Such a notion is evident in the foilowing quote: 

". . . they know that they can't stick your ass over here for a year 
and not expect you to fùck something, so they must have decided 
that since they couldn't stop it, the least they could do was 
control it."32 

These accounts reveal that the organization of prostitution took a variety of forms. 

The one constant factor in this organization was the acknowledgement that sex was a 

service critical to the maintenance of rnilitary efficiency. In other words, sex was a 

mechanism for relieving the stress and main of combat for the purpose of keeping soldiers 

in prime fighting form. A sexual outlet for soldiers provided entertainment, relaxation, 

rehabilitation, and rewards. Military bases in V~etnam were one area where prostitution 

was organized. These bases were regularly used by various rniiitary units. Soldiers were 

either on their way to the field, or on their way back. Given this fact, there was a constant 

need for sexual servicing. 

Laundry girls provided one outlet of sexual servicing. Their recruitment requird 

minimal bureaucratic effort. These women fùlfilled a double function, as servant and as 

whore. Nurses stationed on military bases also provided some sexual satisfaction, when 

they could be convinced or coerced. To servicemen, nurses were commonly referred to as 

'?Frederick Doms. The Kiiiing Zone: My Life In me Vietnam Wm. New York: Berkley 
Books, 1983, 7. 



"round eyed tail."" To sat ie  soldiers cravings, the rnilitaq also engaged in the 

organization of weekly US0 shows. Here "a pair of leggy and busty Austfajians teased the 

troops with miniskirts and a few kis~es."~ 

Military bases were also the site of stand downs. This was a tirne when units had 

the chance to relax in a secure a r a  away fiom the strains of combat. Here they were given 

access to the goodies unknown in the field: hot food and unlùnited druiks. Ifthey were 

lucky, "dependhg on what local queens the first sergeant could line up, they might even 

get laid."35 As one veteran fondly remembered: 

"...we had at this particular base camp a ni* set up. We had 
this barbed wire that we could move away and let the whores 
corne in and fuck everybody in the  bunker^."^ 

Men's reactions to the organization of prostitution in the V~etnam War varied. 

Some were disgusted, some were indifferent. The majority of men perceived of sexual 

servicing as a reward they earned and deserved. For those men, it was only niftural that 

prostitution be a regular part of war. The "rest and recreation" industry was a critical 

rnechanism in the organization of prostitution. For the Mlitary, it served a variety of 

purposes. R&R was used by military elites as a system of rewards and punishrnents. For 

3 3 ~ a r k  Baker. NAM. The Vieinam War in the Work of the Men und Women Who Fought 
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those soldiers exceUing in war, R&R was their reward. Soldiers were "rewarded for good 

body counts and kiu rations with in country RB~R's."~' For those soldiers who were 

deficient killers, R&R was the benefit they nsked loosing. R&R also semed military 

purposes by allowing men to escape the drudgery and horror of waï for a short penod. 

Once away, soldiers could once again live like men. This required that they have unlùnited 

access to women and to sex. In this respect, R&R was the only way to ensure that men 

maintained the proper m e  of mind needed to mintain th& efficient military service. 

Among soldiers, R&R was more cornrnonly referred to as "I&l", for ccintoxication and 

intercourse", which composed the usual program." The military maintained and 

coordinated various R&R sites. In country R&R was usually scheduled in Saigon, while 

out of country sites were located in areas such as Bangkok, Hong Kong, Tai Pei, 

Singapore, and the Philippines. AU were weil known for their unlimited access to women. 

Personal accounts indicate that the rest and recreation expenence was one which 

varied for individual soldiers. For the major*, it was the opportunity to have completely 

objectified sex and calrn fiaying nerves. For these men, wornen did not have a narne or a 

face. They merely provided a means to ccclean the old pipes out."3g 

The sexuai services of women were also available to men in a number of forms. 

There were hotels which fùnctioned as official whorehouses and bars where a soldier 

37Peter Goldman and Tony Fuller. C M e  Company: W h f  Vïetruznz Did To Us. New 
York: Bailanthe Books, 1983, 77. 
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could have his pick of women to rent. Women of ai i  ages were available for a &y or a 

week, dependiig on how much a soldier was willuzg to pay. Accounts reveal that many 

sotdiers describe this time as "the sweetest in a lifetime."'O As one veteran rernembered: 

". . -1 had a beautifid broad, nineteen years old- Sucking and 
fiicking aü night long. I was having bacon and eggs and 
pussy for breWa~t."~' 

This short period of rest and recreation is one aspect of the military experience which most 

men remembered with pleasure. This veteran described his fond mernories: 

"The place where 1 spent many an evening when 1 codd get 
away fiom the war was in the Hung Dao Hotel, a three story 
dilapidated shack in the middle of Tu Do Street in Saigon The 
first floor was atmost like a hospital ward, they had roUed 
about ten beds into it, The second floor was the kinkier a 
so they had little rooms. That was for officers or people who 
wanted to fùck alone. The whores cooked and lived on the third 
floor. We had some hot times with the whores of Hung ~ao."" 

Several accounts also indicate the casuai rnanner in which many soldiers 

approached prostitution. For these men, sex was not a reward, it was rather a natural 

aspect of being a man and a soldier. Prostitution was a right, not a privilege. This is 

illustrated in the foUowing quote: 

'OS tanley Goff, Robert Sanders, and Clark Smith. Brothers: Bhck Soldiers In The N m .  
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"We would get a bunch of the men together and go to Vung Tau or 
Saigon 1 would have a whore blowing me and 1 would reach over 
and hit the squelch button a couple of times and roll ba~k."'~ 

The idea that women are beings whose purpose was to please and seMce men is an 

inevitable assumption which arises from patriarchal notions of sexuaiity. Her capacity to 

do this is a measure of her worth. This veteran spoke of prostitution in the foilowing 

"1 didn7t care. 1 didn't want the hassle of establishing a 
relationship. 1 just wanted to get it on. There would be a 
dozen of us in the Hung Dao Hotel. Somebody would yell 
"One, Two, Three, Switch", and everybody would jump up 
and run into somebody else's room and start fùcking 
whoever was in there. The whores were so non-chalant; 
they'd be smoking a cigarette while you were fucking them.''u 

For other men, their experience with prostitution took on a much deeper meaning. 

Depraved of all sense of humanity in combat, "the fleshpots of Bangkok and other areas', 

prornised soldiers the opportunity of finding love, security, and fidfih~ent.*~ For these men, 

the availability of prostitution was "the perfect medicine for the lonely Marine" in 

desperate need of love.' Persona1 accounts indicate that many soldiers fell in love with 

"Mark Baker. NAM: me fieinam Wor in the Words of the Men and Women Who Fmghr 
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theû prostitutes. Lt. Stan Goff remembered the prostitute he met and feu in love with in 

Hong Kong: 

"1 waIked into the Old Savoy Club. Upstairs they had a lot 
of entertainment, downstairs at the bar was where the girls were. 
So 1 went downstairs. 1 was sitting there having a dnnk, when 
marna-san approached me7 "Hi GI, You want a girl GI?" 1 said 
"Yeah, that's a good possibility." She say "Ob., 1 got a girl for 
you GI.". . . . . Suzanne appeared afîer about five minutes.. . . S he said 
"OK, 1 go with you and we talk p r i e  in your room. You have to 
pay mama-san to take me out." So 1 paid her five bucks just to get 
Suanne out of the place. She sat over on one side of the room 
which pleased me. 1 sat back on the other side, watchùig her 
crossing and uncrossing her legs, letring me see what 1 wanted. 
We started talking price- M e r  much dickering, we agreed on 
thirty dollars a night for the whole week.. . . .It was gentle love 
making, though it was al1 night long 1 wanted it to  be good, to 
myself, as well as to her. It was a great experience. 1 heard ail 
kinds of stories about prostitutes myse& that they had no feeling 
and stuff, and that was ail bullshit.. .. She stayed with me ali the 
rest of the t h e  and 1 was very sad about leaving her. 1 even 
thought about going AwOL."~' 

Captain Jim Gabbe also spoke of a similar expenence in his writïngs to family 

members during the war. He wrote: 

"...have fallen spectacularly in love with Kim, rny Little Vetnamese 
whore. She is very beaufil  in that tight-skimed, exotic, Orientai 
way. S he is very quick, cheerfbl, and affectionate."" 

Personal accounts of this nature indicate a failure on the part of soldiers to 

'7Stanley Goff, Robert Sanders, and Clark Smith. Brothers: BBlack Soldiers In The Nm. 
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recognize the vue purpose of prostitution. What we witness is the objectincation of 

women being confused for authentic love. Many soldiers were biinded by this conftsion 

and captivated by the women they encountered. However, these accounts indicate that the 

objectification of women was a factor always present. Women were understd as 

something exotic and unique to be experrienced. Observe the foiiowing quote: 

"The young girls are sometimes so beautifid that you don't 
think they are reai. There are more good looking women in 
Saigon than in any other city 17ve ever been in Peasant girls 
with perféct complexions, black eyes, long shiny black 
hair, and incredible figures. They cm be teases, but more often 
than not, they're attractively shy, soft, and extremely ferninine, 
they're easily the cream of Southeast AUa7'49 

These women held an appeal for men due to a number of factors. Not only did they 

embody the ideal of femininity, but their semal availabiiity presented men with the 

opportunity to be completely uninhibiteci. This sexual availability also preserved the 

dynamic of male sexual subject and fernale sexual object, a dynamic which confinneci the 

soldier's masculine identity. 

Condusion 

The perspectives of Vietnam veterans provide an in-depth look h o  militarism and 

war and their intimate relationship with patriarchy. War is the context in which ideals of 

")Bernard Edelman, ed. Dear America: Lefters Horne Front Vieînum. New York: Pocket 
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masculinity and fernininity are played out and strengthened. That is, war solidifies 

patriarchal ideals. It confines women to the feminine sphere and provides the opportunity 

for men to aflCirm their masculinity. An examination of the inseparable link between war 

and patriarchal sexuality is particularly rwealing. It hdicates the startiing momentun 

behind men's drive to master wornen sexually. It also reveals the critical role such 

patriarchal notions of sexuality play within the context of militarism and war. Through 

semal conquests, men rernain manly both in their own eyes, aj weii as in the eyes of other 

men. This expression of masculïnity is a critical facet of militarism The intimate 

relationship between patriarchy and war aliows notions of sexuality to take on a concrete 

form. As a result, we see the institutionalized management of women's sexuality and the 

use of a rape as a military strategy. 



Conclusion 

It has been the purpose of this thesis to gain insight h o  the forces which shape 

militarism and war. In particular, our task has been to determine what precipitates the 

inclusion of prostitution and rape as strategies for success within the context of war. 

These acts are understood as natural and inevitable facets of war. Evidence of this may be 

found in the words of soldiers themselves. Rape and prostitution are viewed with a 

resignation and acceptance. Men speak of sex with women as ifit were a right, something 

which they have earned. Patriarchy accords this right to men merely by v h e  of their 

being men. Veterans casually speak of their unending search for "pussy" and 

boom7'. They speak of whorehouses and brothels which offered ccwomen's sensual services 

for a truly modest fee."' In some areas, " a good fuck would only coa one carton of 

 cigarette^."^ 

These were the things that made men feel like men. Soldiers spoke fondly of the 

marna-sans and hootch girls who rightfblly catered to their sexual needs. They 

rernembered the women who "followed them up Highway 13 on bicycles and serviced 

them in the bushes at $3.00 a ten minute trick."' Veterans also spoke of the prostitutes 

who where particularly attuned to the way of the soldier. They b e w  that a Nght of 
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drinking and relaxation also required " an uninhiibied tumble with one or more of the 

girls? Men remembered the rest and recreation experience as weii. They remember 

"hiring girls at $12 a day and a cabbie at $40 for the whole week. They bunked at the no 

questions asked codort of the Imperia1 Hotel, screwing ail night and l o b g  in the pool all 

The words of soldiers indicate that prostitution is as commonplace to war as 

weapons. Here prostitution serves a fùnction that is rarely recognized in the Literature on 

war. It is not only a way in which soldiers blow off steam and calm fiaying nerves. It is 

rather the primary means by which a man a a m i s  his masculine identity. 

Rape is another method by which men achieve these enas. Personal accounts of 

Vietnam veterans are also replete with mernories of raping and injuring wornen. Soldiers 

spoke of patrolling villages as they engaged in the military tactic of the village sweep. As 

one soldier stated, " we wallced through the villages al1 the time dnink and stoned, ready 

to have a good time and screw all the ~ornen."~ Rape in this context was considered a 

coveted skiil, and a measure of physical prowess and prestige.' It was an act which 

functioned as an expression of masculinity and a means of uniting men. This was 

particularly evident in the dimirbing act of double veternaning an act very popular in 

'Lt. Col. L.H. Bumiss. Mike Force. New York: Pocket Books, 1989,60-61. 
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Vietnam. Double veteraning required that a soldier first rape and then kiil a woman- 

Testirnonids reveal that men oRen engaged in this crime, because it meant they would 

retain theû status as manly men Once men had rapt?d a woman, they would murder her 

and mutilate her dead body. Oten bines they would cut off her breasts and beat her face 

with guns and knives. 

In the context of the military there is a strong sense that these acts are not only 

encouraged, but required. As one soldier admits, "we were encouraged to do these things. 

The officer expected you to do it or something was wrong with you."' This indicates that 

rape is widely used as a conventional military strategy, as we see now in Yugoslavia. 

This thesis has not only been concemed with the pivotal role which prostitution 

and rape play within militarimi and war. It suggests that there is a certain banality which 

characterizes these crimes within war. Such depraved acts are cast aside as trivial and 

unimportant. There is a casual approach to the predatory behaviour of soldiers towards 

women. The presence of rape and prostitution within war are understood as naturai and 

inevitable. These acts are assigned a nomality that compels us to explain them. From the 

perspective of this thesis, the most revealuig explanation may be found by examuiùig the 

understanding of patriarchal sexuality and the soldier. 

There is, however, more to this explanation. We see through o w  examination that 

patriarchal sexuality infoms and cradles men's basic understanding of war itself This 

suggests something much more sinister. War appears to be critical to the basic 
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reproduction of patriarchy. It draws upon basic patriarchal understandings and, in the 

process of doing this, afErms and strengthens them. 

Susan Gubar has written on this fbction of war. Her work centres around one 

tiindamentai thesis: that war is a critical moment in the reproduction of patriarchy. The 

close relationship we witness between patriarchai sexuality and war provides a glimpse 

into this general truth. Gubar's work reveds the extent of women's vulnerability under 

patriarchy. She indicates that women are fist and foremost the perpetual victims of war. 

Gubar observes that " what women face in wartime is not only the unleashed violence of 

sex starved men, but also the elaborate images such men constnict as a compensation for 

and retaliation against the sex they are presumably fighting to preserve, but that they are 

really presewing themselves to figl~t."~ What Gubar observes is that women face a far 

greater threat fiom the men defending them than they do fiom the enemy.I0 She exposes 

war as a blatant attack on ail aspects of womanliness, and therefore on women themselves. 

Gubar speaks of 'koman's sense that the war was a blitz on them-"" She e t e s  that a 

"women's literary works depict the min of  the war as the site for the niin of women's Lives 

or cornmunitie~."~~ 

As Gubar writes and this thesis confirms, war is responsible for the reproduction of 

'Susan Gubar. "This 1s My Rifle, This 1s My Gun: WWII and the Blitz On Women," in 
Margaret Randolph Higgonet et al, eds. Behind The Lines: Gender and the Two Wodd 
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patriarchy. Patriarchy plays a critical role in shaping aii aspects of war which in tum 

reproduces patriarchd understandings. These relationships ensure that both patriarchy and 

war are inthately and autornaticaiiy bound up with a loathing and hatred of  the ferninine. 

Patriarchy generally and war in particular involves an attack on ali things womanfy. Both 

of these entities revolve around the aim of overcoming womanliness and controlling 

women. War is to its very core a practice deeply misogynistic in nature. 
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