
Abstract: The Systematic Victimisation of Women in Wartime
By Inaya Huda for the Faculty of Art and Social Sciences at Carleton University (2024)

In times of conflict, women are disproportionately affected by targeted violence and
historically used as tools of war to assert dominance, control, and inflict long-lasting trauma.
Whilst mainstream literature has extensively documented the gendered dimensions of this issue,
the intersectional complexities have yet to be fully explored. My research aimed to utilise a
multidisciplinary approach incorporating the legal, sociological, and philosophical perspectives
to examine violence against women in wartime, including its underlying societal drivers and its
long-term impact on survivors and communities.

The study:My initial proposal focused on analysing systematic campaigns targeting
women in conflict scenarios through legal, feminist, and sociological frameworks. The primary
focus of my proposal was to include women’s lived experiences through interviews with
survivors of conflict. I planned to collaborate with Carty House, an Ottawa-based NGO that
supports female refugees, to recruit participants for 5-10 virtual interviews. However, the process
of obtaining ethics clearance took much longer than anticipated, leaving insufficient time to
generate interest and recruit participants for interviews within Carty House. I was recently able
to complete one survivor interview, and am currently finalising an interview with another
participant from Carty House. I also requested to change my protocol to include Carty House
employees as participants, aiming to gather a more comprehensive perspective on the
experiences within the organisation. In the meantime, I narrowed my legal analysis down to two
landmark cases: Prosecutor v. Jean-Paul Akayesu and Prosecutor v. Dragoljub Kunarac,
Radomir Kovac, and Zoran Vukovic. Both cases were pivotal in establishing weaponised rape as
a crime against humanity and war crime. Alongside this, I conducted a comparative analysis
using Allan Johnson’s The Gender Knot: Unraveling Our Patriarchal Legacy to examine how
patriarchal structures underlie the systemic nature of violence against women in conflicts.

The findings: The comparative analysis revealed a consistent theme of female
objectification within a global patriarchal system, demonstrating how systematic campaigns
against women have broader societal implications that extend beyond the immediate victims —
reflecting the strategic intent of perpetrators. The appeals chamber in Prosecutor v. Dragoljub
Kunarac et al. asserted women were ‘easy targets’ (106), affirming that female victimisation is
efficient for perpetrators. Similarly, Prosecutor v. Jean-Paul Akayesu found that genocidal
campaigns target women as ‘group’ members, not as individuals; women are symbolic vessels
for their society’s future. The Gender Knot also posits that rape not only assaults a woman but
also undermines the men linked to her, and violates male ‘proprietary rights’ (133). There is also
evidence of misogyny as a continuum; in Canada, women earn 17.1% less than men annually
(OECD, 2024) and experience sexual assault victimisation at rates over five times higher than
men (Statistics Canada, 2021). The groundwork for such atrocities against women is often
normalised outside of conflict. The difference between genocidal rape and casual sexism thus
lies in the degree of violence and the context, not in the underlying logic that devalues women.


