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Sexual domination is integral to military masculinity as is shown in the history of sexual violence against women that has been carried out by militaries historically and today (Brownmiller, 1975 Susan Brownmiller, Against our will. Men, women and rape, Secker and Warburg, London (1975).Brownmiller, 1975).
What has been less well addressed by feminist scholars is the sexual violence against women soldiers that is part and parcel of this military masculinity.
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April Carter also gives the phenomenon of sexual violence as a cogent reason why women cannot be said to be in an equal position to men when they are in the military, and why they do not benefit. It is this aspect that I will concentrate on in this article; the way in which the sexual violence women suffer from their own side can affect the argument that women should pursue equal opportunities in the military. I will focus on Iraq and will not be covering the rape of women prisoners in Iraqi jails though there is evidence of this form of torture. This form of sexual violence has not been much reported though ‘many Iraqis believe that sexual abuse of women in U.S. run jails was rampant’ (Wilkinson, 2004). In the jails entirely innocent women are detained in the hope of persuading male relatives to provide information and interrogators sometimes threatened to kill detainees (Wilkinson, 2004). The lack of reporting may be the result of the fact that women are unable to admit to having been raped in a culture where honour crimes take place i.e. they may be ostracized or even killed because they are seen as damaging family honour.

e masculinity of the military, however, goes beyond this masculine protection of their turf. Masculinity is central to the basic enterprise of the military in a way in which it is not for the fire service. Male soldiers are trained to kill on the basis that they are men and that women are the ‘other’ against whom they can recognize themselves. Women are also offered as the ‘other’ that male soldiers are to defend and die for. Even the motherland that they fight for is usually gendered female (Yuval-Davis, 1997 Nira Yuval-Davis, Gender and nation, Sage Publications, London (1997).Yuval-Davis, 1997). Masculinity and the othering of women and homosexuality, gendered female, are used in training as soldiers are insulted with female epithets.

This masculinity is deliberately created by militaries through the provision of prostitution and pornography which enable men to ‘other’ women and understand themselves as masculine.

The use of prostitution in its many forms to comfort and entertain soldiers, to pump them up, to maintain their military aggression, is pervasive across militaries and conflict zones. Pornography can be used in military training to encourage soldiers to distinguish themselves from women and develop their aggressive masculinity. Pornography was used, for instance, to encourage aggression when the Pakistani army invaded Bangladesh in 1971.

If the military is characterised by an inflated and coercive masculinity then this may help to explain why there is a serious problem of sexual violence in the US military from male soldiers towards their female counterparts.

Rapes of US military women

In 2004 the issue of the rape of women in the US military by male soldiers came to public attention as a result of the setting up of a feminist organization in the US dedicated to combatting the problem, the Miles Foundation. The rape of US servicewomen is being taken seriously by the US military too because it is recognized that it leads ‘highly trained women soldiers to leave the service’ (Lowther, 2004). The Miles Foundation collated 129 complaints of rape in the 18 months up to April 2004 (Editorial, 2004 Editorial, Enemy within the gates, The Baltimore Sun (2004, March 2).Editorial, 2004). They pointed out that women soldiers feared that reporting an attack would hurt their careers and that the rapists would face only nominal penalties. The US Defense Department became sufficiently concerned to carry out a report into the issue in 2004 which found more than 1000 cases of reported ‘sexual misconduct’ in the military in 2003 and 900 in 2002 (Editorial, 2004). The actual figure was likely to be considerably larger because reporting military rape was such a hazardous enterprise. A survey by the Veteran Affairs Medical Center in Iowa City in 2003 found that 30% of female veterans reported having been raped or suffering a rape attempt during their military service (Editorial 2004). More than three-quarters of the 506 women, aged 20–83, reported some sort of sexual harassment during their service. One-fifth believed that rape was to be expected in the military (Editorial, 2004). Twenty-four women reported to a local rape-crisis center that they were sexually assaulted in 2002 while training at Sheppard Air Force Base in Texas (Editorial, 2004).

Most importantly the way in which the sexual use of England was employed by male soldiers as one form of torture of the prisoners and captured on film, suggests severe difficulties with the equal opportunities approach to getting women into the military. Women soldiers were used in the torture of prisoners because this was expected to undermine them through severe humiliation. Thus England says that ‘One of the things that they wanted was females to be there. So they knew they were being humiliated by having females see them naked’ (Morrison, 2005 Morrison, Keith 2005: Lynndie England speaks about her role in abuse of prisoners in Iraq's Abu Ghraib prison. Dateline. NBC Transcripts. NBC. 2 October.Morrison, 2005). The sexual use of England was to send a message to the captives who were expected to react negatively to such a practice because of different cultural values. The media reported that ‘According to several accounts…England…was shown having apparently consensual sex with several partners and …in the presence of Iraqi detainees’ (Cornwell, 2004). Though there is no evidence that force was used on Lynndie to encourage her to agree to this multiple partner sexual use, it does seem likely that forms of powerful influence were exerted upon her. The extraction of sexual access to women through superior power, higher status, means which do not involve direct physical force or its threat, should be understood as ‘sexual exploitation’.

Interestingly, one significant form of torture at Abu Ghraib was turning the Iraqi male prisoners into women. One prisoner reported that ‘he was threatened with rape by a U.S. soldier. “He drew a picture of a woman on my back and made me stand in a shameful position holding my buttocks,” he said’ (Langton, 2004). In a workplace culture such as this military prison it is hard to see how women soldiers could achieve equal respect. When the prisoners were not being humiliated by being treated as women they were treated as dogs, an equally abased category. Thus one prisoner said, ‘they forced us to walk like dogs. We had to bark like a dog and if we didn't, they started hitting us’ (Langton, 2004).

Lynndie England reported one instance of prisoners being degraded by being treated as women, ‘Iraqi prisoners crawled over broken glass wearing only sanitary towels, shamed soldier Lynndie England said yesterday’(Crerar, 2004). Similar torture techniques, of humiliating Muslim prisoners with the uncleanliness of women, were employed at the Guantanamo Bay prison in Cuba in the same time period. An Australian prisoner, Mamdouh Habib reported that a prostitute was told to stand over him and menstruate on him (Habib, 2005).

The photos can be used to force her into obedience to the pimp who threatens to send copies to friends, family, a boyfriend at home or put them on the Internet. Similarly the photos taken of the humiliation of Iraqi prisoners were used to threaten them. They were told that the photos of them naked and at the sexual mercy of women would be sent to their family and friends so that they were publicly unmanned.

The Guardian columnist Katharine Viner argues, in an article on Abu Ghraib, that the soldiers were likely to have been inspired in their treatment of prisoners by the sheer ordinariness of sexual torture in mainstream pornography. To show the routine nature of sexual sadism in malestream pornography she uses the example of the treatment of Lara Roxx, an 18 year old Canadian who moved to California to take part in pornography and contracted HIV in the unprotected sex which is common to the industry (Viner, 2004 Katharine Viner, The sexual sadism of our culture, in peace and in war. The Abu Ghraib images have all the hallmarks of contemporary porn, Guardian (2004, 1 June).Viner, 2004). The act through which the HIV was contracted was a double anal into which she was pressured by the director after arriving at the studio. The double anal is now a staple of the mainstream industry and triple anals are carried out on women too.

She describes the photos as exposing the ‘unbelievably tangled strands of racism, misogyny, homophobia, national arrogance and hyper-masculinity that characterize the US military’ (Burnham, 2004). ‘Militarized sexual domination’ she argues, is a ‘daily practice’. She points out the irony of campaigning for women's right to equal opportunities in the military in this context ‘Iraqi prisoners made to wear women's underwear. Those who battled for women's equal right to serve should take heed. Degradation and weakness are still equated with the female in this man's army’ (Burnham, 2004). Burnham points out, as many feminist critics of military sexual violence have done in the last decade, the importance to the US military of the sexual domination of women in the form of military prostitution which has been seen as legitimate rest and recreation for the troops, ‘our military is built upon the daily subjugation of the sexual lives of thousands upon thousands of women to the sexual appetites of servicemen overseas’ (Burnham, 2004 Linda Burnham, Sexual domination in uniform: An American value, Counterpunch (2004, 25 June) Retrieved 4 August, 2004 from www.sisyphe.org/imprimer.php3?id_articles=1191.Burnham, 2004).

However, in the case of the military, there is little evidence so far of changed cultural attitudes towards women as a result of the entry of women.

In Iraq 15% of US soldiers are women (Leonard, 2004). The US military has been encouraging women's participation in the military because of a serious need for numbers. It is not equal opportunities that fuels this drive. But the numbers have not created greater safety for women. Indeed it is the large presence of women in the military that is being blamed by some for the sexually violent behaviour of the male soldiers. The fact that there are so many women and that a woman was in charge of the military prison at Abu Ghraib, has been used as evidence for the idea that women harm morale and order (Marquez, 2004). One newspaper article suggested that in the case of Abu Ghraib it was the presence of women in the military police that encouraged the ‘obscene misbehaviour that the photos reveal’ (Leonard, 2004 Mary Leonard, Abuse raises gender issues, Boston Globe (2004, May 16).Leonard, 2004).

The presence of women does not seem to have alleviated misogynist attitudes. It may be that it is the very presence of women that is creating the wave of rape of women soldiers with which the US military is now faced. The male soldiers may be acting out of resentment of the intrusion of women into their male enclave and against such unnatural situations as having women officers (Miller, 1997). The Miles Foundation sees its role as changing military culture to discourage the rape of women soldiers. They seek better definitions of rape in military justice systems, greater willingness to believe women when they report, and support for the women rather than hastened discharge. Their campaign is based on the assumption that it is possible to change the military. But this raises the question of whether it is possible to create an effective military, that is one in which soldiers are prepared to kill persons they do not know and with whom they have no quarrel, without masculinity. A military without masculinity may be unrecognizable and may not be capable of aggressive warfare where there is no reasonable cause. Equal opportunities for women right now, however, in militaries that are founded in the degradation of women, does not look like an achievable goal. If aggressive masculinity is the necessary foundation of the military rather than being an unfortunate hangover of patriarchy, then women cannot be equal in this institution.

