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Examining Feminist and Social Movements

Examining the Women's Movement

Summarised by Earnest Mangalubnan-Zabala

s part of the its 30th year anniversary,
Isis International Manila partnered

with several global, regional and local
women’s networks for g series of feminist de-

bates on issues of critical concern to the wom-
en’s movement,

Earlier this year, Isis Manila collaborated with De-

velopment Alternatives with Women for a N
ew Era
(DAWN), The African Women’s Development and

Communication Network (FEMNET), Women’s Inter-

national Coalition for Economic Justice(WICEJ),

among others, for the international Feminist Dia-
logues (FD) that took place on 14-15 January 2004 in
Mumbal, India. Held ip conjunction with the World
Social Forum, FD Was an opportunity for women from
a br‘o.ad spectrum of polit;
positions to meet and discuss on four thematic areas:

Reproductive Rights Sexuality, 1 :
? 5 u
Local and Global Movements_ly man Rights, and

This was followed 4 few
forum entitled “At the
Critical Advocacies of t
April 2004, Tsis Manila
Institute (WAGI) of Mir

months later by a one-day
Crossroads: Rethinking the
he Women’s Movement.” In
and the Women and Gender
1am College, Philippines, co-
sponsored a forum that examined and evaluated two
advocacy agendas important to the women’s move-

ment: Violence Against Women (VAW) and Gender
Mainstreaming.

Building on the momentum from these two events,
Isis Manila invited feminist from different regions to
an online discussion entitled “Examining Feminist
and Social Movements” last August. The discussion
revolved around the following topics:

s How are the women’s or feminist movements faring
in the social movements, and how does this relate to
movement building?
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= How do we push our agenda amongst social move-
ments? _ -
s How do we build stronger alliances with social mo
ments? al
b

s What is our analysis of global women’s and socia
movements?, and

. 5 en_
= What are some possible strategies and recomm
dations for future action?

i : eorge
The discussion was moderated by Sgsanna George,
former executive director of Isis Manila.

Participants .
susan1?a1911: Hi everyone! We are just waiting for
three more people to join the list. We. can au ln'ﬁé‘;-
duce ourselves to each other for the time bemf};{. h e
are waiting for Marilee Karl, Sharon Bhggwan olls,
Raijeli Nicole and Gigi Francisco. Annle,.Vanc.assa,
Bina, would you like to give each other a little intro
of where you are from your past work, areas of activ-
ism, etc.

annieserrano2003: Annie Serrano: Am a Filipina.
Used to work for United Nations Development Prp-
gramme (UNDP), national commission on women 1l
the Philippines, and an NGO on developmfsnt com-
munication—all Philippine-based. I just ﬁn1shgd co-
ordinating the Asia-Pacific NGO Forum on Beijing +
10. Getting ready for the High-Level Intergovernmen-
tal Meeting next week.

vangrif: Vanessa Griffen: formerly in Asia Pacific De-
velopment Centre, Gender and Development Prp-
gramme. Born in Fiji, educated and active here in
women’s, nuclear-free Pacific and anti-colonial move-
ments. Now, at home here in Fiji, [ want to write and
reflect on our work as a movement.

(clockwise starting on top left) Fiery feminists: Raijeli
Nicole, Bina Srinavasan, Susanna George, Marilee
Karl, Vanessa Griffen, and Annie Serrano.
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Examining Feminist and Social Movements

' “I think one thing missing from

~ the women’'s movement today
is that sense of anger and
passion that propelled us to
take action...the situation has
changed very much, but | think
that our strategies in those
t[@e were what brought
N aboutthat change!
@ The obvious thing
i ”;’ % 'S that we formed
—2_+ _¥strong women's

compromise when we were

told we were dividing the

struggle.” - Marilee Karl

binasr2001: Bina Srinivasan: I'm a writer and re-
searcher, and have been involved with women’s move-
ments in India and South Asia. I have worked on dis-
placement, conflict, violence against women and reli-
gious fundamentalism. Right now, am also involved
with something called the Feminist Dialogues, a

transnational meeting of feminists, usually before the
World Social forum

susannal911: Susanna George: Formerly with Isis
International-Manila, and before that with UNDP and
Asia Pacific Development Centre. I've been active in
the women’s movement for the past 15 years...

Marilee Karl has joined the conference.

marilee_karl: Marilee Karl here, the co-founder of
Isis International in 1974 and served as Coordinator
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organisations and refused to

of Isis for its first 20 years. I am currently Hono.rary
Chairperson of Isis Internatonal-Manila and continue
my activism in the women’s movement and other
movements for social justice.

susannal911: All right. We have just managed to con-
tact Sharon Bhagwan Rolls of femLINKpaciﬁc_ in Fiji
and she tells us that she will not be able to join us
today because of some urgent work that she needs' to
take care of. Gigi Francisco of DAWN has also In-
formed us that she will be late and Raijeli seems to
not be able to get online for some reason. Shall we get
formally started?

Introductions ,
susannal911: The second wave of the women’'s move-
ment has, in over three decades of efforts agd
strategising, managed to make significant inroads in
influencing governance processes, and affecting at sgII}e
deep level societal conscience regarding women, t 81(11'
roles and rights, and relationships between menban
women in society. The results have in many cases been
not what we anticipated or desired, and over yez;{s,
many feminists have called for the need to review, take
stock and renew the movement taking into co:‘;’-'msaclll_Ce
new societal and global realities. One of the key dis-
cussions revolving within different feminist 01r'cles 13
how we relate to other social movements, and 1nde¢t3_
given the growing strength of the wide-spread anti-
WTO, anti-corporate globalisation movements, this1s
a crucial point of reflection and action. Once we have
identified the linkages between the women’s moverrfellt
and other social movements, on what basis, premises
and ideological commonalities these linkages are
formed, and the tensions, differences and chal_lengeS.
we face in forging linkages we will move on to discuss:
a) how we push for our agenda amongst other social
movements; b) how we build stronger alliances with
other social movements even as we work to strengthen
the global women’s movement and c) strategies and
recommendations for future action.

Raijeli Drodrolagi has joined the conference.

raijeli_drodrolagi: Good afternoon, everyone. Sorry
we'’re late. Some unexpected tech glitches at the of-
fice. This is Raijeli Nicole, and with me are Mari San-
tiago and Necta Rocas, also from the Isis Team.



vangrif: Re Susanna’s intro, I was wondering about
your opinions on the effect of feminist perspectives
on other movements, e.g., the ones cited. I don’t have
the experience to judge. In other movements here,
despite women’s leadership on the ground, the “lead
in action” and other such strategies are not influenced
much by women. Any comments?

binasr2001: I feel that it is often a love-hate rela-
tionship between the women’s movement and other
social movements. Some tensions are inevitable, and
it is usually around issues of women participating
equally in decision making, issues of violence against
women and so on. While most movements will not
deny the importance of feminist perspectives, there
is often a gap in understanding these theoretically
and putting them in practice.

annieserrano2003: So far, my engagement with
other social movements have been as ‘resource per-
son’ of their gender sessions. Because I was formally
employed by the government and UN, that was the
opportunity available to me. As I mentioned, I was
recently with the labour unions—the Brotherhood of
Asian Trade Unions (BATU). The national presidents
or executive secretaries of national workers’ con-
gresses were there. Because [the event] was high level,
I decided to do a dialogue approach...

vangrif: Annie’s comment is interesting in itself. Is
everything still along the lines of “adding a gender
session”?

The Women'’s Movement So Far

susannal911: Perhaps we can start by reflecting on
the women’s movement thus far, and what realities
need to be taken into account today.

marilee_karl: Most of us older feminist were activ-
ists in political parties, liberation struggles or activ-
ist groups of some kind. We all know the story. Ex-
cept for a few exceptionally strong women, we made
the tea and coffee, did the cyclo-styling, and belittled
so-called “women’s issues.”

vangrif: My experience is similar to Marilee’s, ex-
cept not parties. And the movements then (which were
anti-colonial, anti-nuclear, etc) were not feminism-
savvy, but we did not have a perspective for action to
add. Do we now?

raijeli_drodrolagi: We agree with Marilee. The
women’s movement as it is right now has to do with
our involvement in colonial resistance/national lib-
eration movements 20-30 years ago. And in these
struggles, women found that they were not only fight-
ing the imperialist/colonial powers but patriarchy as
well.

binasr2001: Yes, Marilee, that is where we as femi-
nists bring in a richness, and perspectives that are
much broader than most other groups, because ulti-
mately, we also place feminist perspectives at the cen-
tre, while other movements might not.

marilee_karl: Can we reflect on what strategies we
used to change that situation 20 or 30 years ago, be-
cause I think we learned lessons that are still valid
today?

susannal911: Marilee, would you start with some
strategies that were employed?

vangrif: In response to Marilee, has the situation

changed much since 20 years ago? Do let us know what
you feel is different.

marilee_karl: Well, for one thing, we got angry! I
think one thing missing from the women’s movement
today is that sense of anger and passion that propelled
us to take action. And yes, Vanessa, the situation has
changed very much, but I think that our strategies in
those times were what brought about that change!
The obvious thing is that we formed strong women’s
organisations and refused to compromise when we
were told we were dividing the struggle. It was the
strength of those women’s organisations that enabled
us to make our demands heard and accepted. The
issue of mainstreaming is important here.

annieserrano2003: My activism was developed in
the dictatorship years in the Philippines. I was part
of the movement led by the Church! So it’s hard for
me to get angry at the Church! Whether it is that
history or it’s just me (hopefully not a pacifist by
heart!). But I have indeed kept the lines open with

church-based groups. I keep my anger in check in the
hope of influencing them.
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marilee_karl: Annie, by anger, I do not necessarily
mean closing lines to any group. I mean anger at the
patriarchal system and a passion to change it.

raijeli_drodrolagi: Yes, that’s right. That “sense of
anger and passion” has been transformed, appropri-
ated and institutionalised. For instance, now, we have
gender experts who do not carry the feminist
transformative agenda.

binasr2001: Along with the anger and passion was
the sense of solidarity. Now things have changed in
the sense that it has become a much more complex
and ‘specialised’ world, our understanding of the world
and our organisations have also changed to become
much more complex and in that sense just by being a
woman today, you cannot automatically claim soli-
darity. Women are part of so many interrelated com-
munities

“..what has been
. the experience of
1 women activists
~ there in the un-
. .. lon movements?
Do those movements come
out in support of women’s or-
ganisations and actions when
their support would be helpful?
| see the opposite is more of-
ten the case—the women sup-

port other movements more

than those movements sSup-
port women's issues (to use

that correctly, not to belittle).”
- Vanessa Griffen
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vangrif: I also agree with Rajieli that gender experts
today, or perhaps, interventions and gender implica-
tions, are very different from direct passionate involve-
ment with the issues and being committed to pres-
suring for social change, rather than just voicing gen-
der concerns for example.

marilee_karl: But then we gained the strength to
make alliances with other social movements on our
terms. Now we talk about gender mainstreaming an'd
as Raij says, many gender experts are not even femi-
nist. Gender mainstreaming often seems to be about
gender equality without questioning patriarchy or so-
cial injustice. It often seems like just trying to get a
bigger piece of the male-determined pie without
changing the system. Or am I wrong?

susannal911: So, that’s one very concrete strategy
that Marilee has identified: we pulled out of the ger-
eral social movements and formed separate Women’S
organisation to fight for and give focus to womens
rights. And now it seems as if, after having pull'ed
away from the broader social movements base, to 81V¢
a distinct identity to women’s issues, we el GRme
full circle to see how we can influence those move”
ments to take up feminist agendas. Would that L
one way of looking at it?

annieserrano2003: The other strategy is indeed
about the availability of “gender experts” to g
movements for dialogue. Back to BATU or the labor
unions, I meant to say two things: tapping into th
so-called principles of their movement, e.g. partict-
pation, safeguarding the rights and interests of W(.)rk_
ers, etc., led them to see how discrimination against
women, in the bigger society, workplace, and homes,
is preventing them from participating in the unions.

binasr2001: Re. Gender experts... I feel that there
is a certain conceptual value in gender as a term, but
what has happened is that it has become completely
co-opted and stripped of its meaning. Yes, it is true
that many feminists have become gender experts and
that they try to infuse the work of gender
mainstreaming with more meaning. However, Weé
cannot ignore the ‘larger domains’ of power, the struc-
ture and institutions of power. And that is what ulti-
mately sets the agenda. The issue of funding is also
important. Why is it that only mainstreaming gets



so much money when small organisations working in
villages on domestic violence do not get funding? Yet,
the issue was of questioning patriarchy within move-
ments and division of labour and inequality inside
the home and so on, or even violence against women
in these organisations. And that was where the ten-
sions arose and often just ossified.

annieserrano2003: Certainly, some can accept it con-
ceptually. But the deep-seated patriarchal beliefs re-
veal themselves at the end. I refer to some of the lead-
ership on the labour movement, for example. Despite
the problem of éntrenched leaders and other issues
in the labour movement, it is a movement that we
need to interact with, especially in terms of globali-
sation and the much stronger power of capitalists.

raijeli_drodrolagi: We agree with Bina and Marilee.
On Susanna’s point on strategies, what was working
then was that patriarchy was at the core of our strug-
gles. That was what united us.in the past. But right
now, these gender experts have taken the concepts
but left the transformational elements for the femi-
nists from the outside to work on.

susannal911: I want to identify another strategy that
Raijeli and Marilee have pointed to: In the early days
of the women’s movement, there was a greater at-
tempt to root out patriarchy and address the broader
framework of social injustice. This seems to have dis-
sipated over time, particularly with the institution-
alised way in which gender has been interpreted.

annieserrano2003: Back on the gender experts.
There is a need for a dialogue among us, we being the
gender experts and the feminists. Indeed, there are
those who have taken this as a career with insuffi-
cient grounding in feminist analysis and values.

vangrif: Annie, I agree with you, but what has been
the experience of women activists there in the union
movements? Do those movements come out in sup-
port of women’s organisations and actions when their
support would be helpful? I see the opposite is more
often the case—the women support other movements
more than those movements support women’s issues
(to use that correctly, not to belittle).

Solidarity With Other Social Movements
susannal911: Before we get into a discussion on
mainstreaming and gender experts, we may need to
establish where we were in relation to other social
movements before these terms were set in place? Can
we go back a little to how solidarity was expressed in
the pre-gender mainstreaming days?

marilee_karl: My experience is that many feminists
continued to work within other social movements,
trade unions, etc., but were strengthened by the sup-
port and solidarity they got from being part of strong
feminist organisations as well. I loved what the In-
dian women did for the World Social Forum (WSF)—
their insistence that gender parity at all WSF-organ-
ised panels. We need to demand that women form at
least 50 percent of all leadership of social movements.

binasr2001: Speaking of India, women’s movements
were always part of civil liberties groups or networks
of environment groups. We were always and still are
involved with trade unions and movements for self-
determination.

raijeli_drodrolagi: Women have always been part
of the social justice movements even before the so-
called second wave. We never really left them.

susannal911: We seem to agree here on two things:
one, that we have always expressed solidarity with
the issues raised by a host of other social movements,
and two, that we have more often found ourselves sup-
porting the agendas of other movements, without ac-
tually being able to transform the norms of these
movements from within. To a vast extent, these move-
ments have remained patriarchal in nature. Would
you all agree?

binasr2001: Increasingly though, I think there is a
realisation that no social movement can be an island
unto itself and there has been greater emphasis on
building linkages with other movements. Because we
are up against some rather grim realities, and if move-

ments have to survive, we need each other like we
never did before.

mayilee_kgrl: Bina, how do you think we could “un-
ossify” the issues of division of labour, work in the
household, etc. in these movements today?
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binasr2001: Marilee, the only way these tensions can
be un-ossified is through a process of dialogue and
through a process of working together on campaigns
and issues. For example, we have had discussions
around patriarchy within labour unions, or violence
against women. Again, through the years, despite ten-
sions and so on, certain events have thrown different

kinds o f movements together. The Gujarat violence,
for instance, shook us all up.?

raijeli_drodrolagi: There was just a period when the
women’s movement seemed to form a separate move-
ment, but it was just essentially defining itself, a pe-
riod of consolidation, Now, as Susanna said, we've
come full circle, seeing the intersectionality of our

struggles. and integrating with the struggles of the
other social movements,

annieserrano2003;

ann The other thing that we in the
mainstream women’

about 1 S movement” should be conscious
18 support to the women in other social move-

ments who are trying to change from within. Back to

BATU, the women there i
deli ’ re co
sidelined i troub mplained that they felt

:;gfhfdmdmlagi:’ Annie, what do you mean by
nstream women’s movement?” Do you mean the
Women's movement working in the mainstream?

annle;erranq2003: No, I mean the women’s move-
ment. ’eople 1.1ke. us—full-time living and working in
women’s discrimination and human rights issues.

vangrif: Susanna, everyone, I am really sorry but I

hav.e just been interrupted at home and have to go
offline. My apologies.

susannal911: All right, thank you, Vanessa.

Vanessa Griffen has left the conference.

Women’s Movement: The Agenda

susannal9ll: Okay, let us continue. I think both Bina
and Annie have made important points about the
kinds of work that we need to do within other social
movements: first, we need to close ranks with other
movements because of the new global realities we face,
and second, we need to more actively support women
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working in other social movements as they meet pa-
triarchal norms and attitudes within these move-
ments.

annieserrano2003: How about feminist di.alogues
with women in other social movements? That is some-
thing that we can organise?

susannal911: Annie, I feel the women’s movement
has so many different groupings—particularly those
who work strictly in a local environment compared
with those who choose to intervene in global and UN
processes. There is a vast difference between the pri-
orities of women working locally and those working
in the corridors of the UN.

annieserrano2003: I understand. There are the ferm(i
nist academicians, too, many of whom have hfelpe
articulate the analysis and insights of the pr?ct1t10n-
ers. Everyone has a role, something to contribute.

binasr2001: Annie, I think that is very important.
At the WSF, we had what was called the inter-
movement dialogues. These were b.et.ween
representatives of trade unions and fem'lmst};—;
another example [of how to un-ossify the tension]. u
we could also have a similar process with women H;
other movements that do not necessarily cal
themselves feminists.

marilee_karl: Perhaps we need to work toward a new
convergence among parts of the women’s movemenf-
One the one hand, it was great when the womens
movement became so big that we were able to spe-
cialise, but this has also led to fragmentation and lack
of communication and interaction.

binasr2001: Very true, Marilee. In a way, t’his spe-
cialisation is in itself a problem. [The women’s move-
ment] ended up losing political “rooted-ness.

susannal911: Marilee, didn’t we becorpe frag.ment(.ed
because there were essentially some ideological dif-
ferences that pulled groups apart?

marilee_karl: Partly, but we also became specialised
in human rights, environment, peace, etc., not neces-
sarily “ideological differences.” Besides, we can also
have unity in diversity, no?
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“Gender mainstreaming has to
be de-institutionalised, if it has
to have any feminist dynamism.
For one, it has to be removed
from the clutches of the sort
of institutional-
. ised discourse
o' that we now see.
This is difficult to
i explain, but bring-
ing [the women’'s movement]
back to centre stage [the
project against] patriarchy, in-
equality, social justice and all
these concepts that gave us
the cutting edge Is important.”

- Bina Srinavasan

binasr2001: There are many reasons for the fragmen-
t_ation, not just ideological differences. The world we
live in has also become pretty fragmented, and this is
reflected in our organisations, our styles of working.
For many people, feminism has become a career, and
when that happens, obviously, there will be an ero-
sion of political content. We need to find ways through
which we can negotiate the diversities and the differ-
ences while still maintaining that the bottom line is
to stand together in solidarity. Does that sound very
romantic!!!

susannal911: I agree, Marilee. We are now at a point
vs{here unity in diversity has become ever more cru-
cial. even as we recognise that we need to be clear
about what we agree and disagree on.

annieserrano2003: About specialising without los-
ing our political rooted-ness, what can we do to facili-
tate that? Any suggestions, Bina? What about the
Feminist Dialogue approach, can that be expanded?
Who are involved there?

raijeli_drodrolagi: The FDs represent a space cre-
ated by feminists in the anti-globalisation struggle,
mainly at the WSF, for a venue to discuss and
strategise our work on these issues and our relation-
ships with other social movements.

binasr2001: I think we need to set for ourselves very
clear goals. Specialisation is needed; we need to un-
derstand law, so we need feminist lawyers. But we
have to be linked constantly with communities of
women—younger feminists, for example

raijeli_drodrolagi: Even though we have already
debunked the myth that «gisterhood is global,” we
should keep looking for commonalities, continue to
dialogue, etec. like we did at the FDs/WSF.

marilee_karl: Raijeli, I agree, we have debunked the
«gisterhood is global” myth and we have analysed
intersectionalities—which I prefer to call inter-
wovenness and this makes it in many ways easier to
stand together in solidarity, because we are aware of

[our] diversity.

Do we really want to say the principle/position that
‘sisterhood is global’ is a myth? Elsewhere in the dis-
cussion, the participants acknowledge “unity in di-
versity,” which suggest, however limited its context,
some common ground. If you want, you could just de-
lete the two pars. above by Raejeli and Marilee.

susannal911: Let me try to summarise so far: we
more or less agreed that the women’s movement, in
the past and up to now, engages with other social
movements, in solidarity and in various alliances for
social justice. We have also said that we do not feel
that there has been equal support for feminist issues
from other social movements, and this indicates where
patriarchal norms refuse to budge, and that we actu-
ally have not been able to make much headway. We
have been speaking about gender mainstreaming, and
women who work at different levels for the women’s
cause. But more often these days, we find gender ex-
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“Indeed, some of us should fo-
CUS our energies on engaging
the anti-globalisation and other
social movements. These
MOovements are counterpoints
to the well entrenched institu-
tions and powerful interest
groups that -
certainly do not |4 %
value the same
things that we
feminists valye. |
We are better off working with
them angd influencing them as

they also seek tg change the
course of eventsg ”

- Annie Serrano

perts that are not grounded in the feminist experi-
énce, nor rooted in the women’s movement.

Gender Mainstreaming: Still a Viable Tool?

susannal911: Can we try now to discuss in more de-
tail the concept of mainstreaming, and what this
means in relation to our solidarity work with other
social movements? Do we feel that the concept of gen-
der mainstreaming has been so removed from the
feminist reality that it is no longer useful?

annieserrano2003: I think one culprit is the gender
experts who are “not rooted in the feminist experi-
ence,” as you put it, Susanna.

binasr2001: Gender mainstreaming has to be Qe-
institutionalised, if it has to have any feminist
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dynamism. For one, it has to be remoYed fromt}tlh:
clutches of the sort of institutionalised dlscourge ha
we now see. This is difficult to explain, but brlng[zﬁg
[the women’s movement] back to c‘entre s_tag_e ticz
project against] patriarchy, inequality, soc1ql Ju'zd 3
and all these concepts that gave us t.he cuttl?ngtifés
is important. To re-infuse gender with comple

is what is required.

marilee_karl: We need to change the mamstljzalil-
We need to question and analyse \_rvhat genflerslome_
ing mainstreamed into. Gender malnstream“l.n{,; et
times sounds like a new version of the‘ old 111:1O e
ing women into development.” We salg nolopment.
integrated into the male stru.ctures ‘of eve i
Mainstreaming is only meaningful if we ar
enough to change that mainstream.

binasr2001: Exactly, Marilee. This is what I ha(i S::g
at the Manila meeting—that we have lc()is.t 0151 e
tique of the state and development para}l1 15‘171; r,y .
are now busy trying to get women into tha
velopment project that we had rejected.

e I'Oc-
annieserrano2003: The current Bel.]lr'lgf -ilsl(())fpgen-
ess could be an occasion to reveal the pitia
der mainstreaming.*

’ - eds to
raijeli_drodrolagi: Gender mainstreaming r\l:ant o
be re-evaluated. Yes, Marilee is right, dOt“;Z e
be “mainstreamed” or change the mainstr

iect the
binasr2001: Yes, we have to say that we rejec
mainstream.

susannal911: I have always tho‘?ght o gejn?si:
mainstreaming as a very political p roj.eCt 9f femu:] re-
that got hijacked by development institutions an .
turned to us minus the direct call to dismantle pat it
archy. It was reshaped and trimmed down so tha

basically does not unsettle anything that meant any-
thing.

annieserrano2003: Well put, Susanna! B‘_Jt dor}’f fm,'-
get, we pushed it into the official agenda in Beijing:

raijeli_drodrolagi: In changing the mainstream, Wita
have to link with other social justice movements [tha
seek] to change the mainstream. Gender



mainstreaming has also become a donor-driven
agenda.

annieserrano2003: The trouble is there is just so
much to do and too few of us! So when the gender
mainstreaming approach was institutionalised, we
sort of forgot about it, to be hijacked by others!

susannal911: But precisely, we keep pushing for gen-
der to be mainstreamed and less and less do we have
the ability to question that mainstream that we are
insisting that gender be [assimilated] into. This is the
reason I think that the anti-globalisation movement
has gained power—because it has consistently at-
tacked the mainstream and refused to back down.

marilee_karl: But is the anti-globalisation movement
male-dominated?

annieserrano2003: That’s right, Susanna. But don’t
you think we need to be realistic, too? The mainstream
is THE mainstream. We need to engage it! Not reject
it totally! Governments, businesses, churches — they
define the agenda. We need to engage some of them,
to help transform the mainstream. Is that realistic?

susannal911: One of the reasons I think that the
Feminist Dialogue organisers wanted to keep that dis-
cussion located within the broader anti-globalisation
movement is precisely because there is a platform for
broad-based critique of the mainstream and a direct
[interrogation] of the roots of social injustice. What
do others feel about this?

raijeli_drodrolagi: The mainstream today is the
globalised, capitalist corporatised system and this is
not the stream we want to be integrated into.

marilee_karl: Can we engage the mainstream on our
terms? And how do we challenge the patriarchal as-
pects of the anti-globalisation movement?

susannal911: I would like to hear what others have
to say about Annie’s proposition that we need to con-
tinue engaging the mainstream, and Raijeli’s sugges-
tion that this is not the stream we want to be
mainstreamed into. Where does that leave us?

binasr2001: In a way, we are all part of the main-
stream, whether we like it or not. We all live with our
contradictions and our politics. The point is not to lose
sight of our politics as we become more and more
sucked into the mainstream. Yes, the anti-
globalisation movements are largely male-dominated
and patriarchal, and this includes the women in [the
leadership] too sometimes. But we have to link up
with them, and we have to ensure that feminist per-
spectives become an integral part of these movements.
This is also part of the struggle, our feminist strug-
gle.

raijeli_drodrolagi: The challenge of the feminist
movement is working within the anti-globalisation
movement because we are trying to transform the
mainstream and work for alternatives.

susannal911: I agree with you, Marilee, that the anti-
globalisation movement is very male at some level.
This is precisely why certain feminist formations have
kept steady in that space, to try to influence it. We
saw that influence clearly in the last WSF, don’t you
think?

marilee_karl: Definitely, Susanna. That’s why I con-
gratulate all those who worked to bring a feminist
influence in determining how the WSF was carried
out in Mumbai. We need to continue and strengthen
this for the next WSF and all such gatherings.

annieserrano2003: Male-dominated—that is true for
most social movements, no? This only reminds us the
work is cut out for us: whether we walk the corridors
of the UN, in government, or in business, church, anti-
globalisation or labour movements, [we should raise]
the feminist voice.

susannal911: So, we seem to agree that we need _to
try to work on both changing the mainstream while
transforming the patriarchal norms within other so-
cial movements. But what tools do we have for this?
Is Gender Mainstreaming a viable tool or is this some-
thing that we should boot out, and start over again?

binasr2001: Not necessarily. In India the most cel-

ebrated environment and anti-dam movements are
dominated by women. There are women in almost all
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leadership positions in these movements. We have our
Medha Patkars® and Vandana Shivas®. Ironically, they
are not necessarily feminist though I would still like
to understand what precisely being feminist is!!! But
that is another discussion.

Dismantling Patriarchy

susannal911: What are the feminist ways of disman-
tling patri.archy, in the final instance? Do you all feel
that we still have that goal at the core of our work, or

is that concept too archaic to frame in such a manner
in this day and age?

binasr2001: Of course, Susanna, we have to keep our
eyes on patriarchy and continue to look for ways that
we can dismantle it. A new kind of gender
mainstreaming would only be one of the tools.

raijeli_drodrolagi: Gender mainstreaming is still a
valuable t9ol, but we need to bring out its
transformative, radical elements that look at chang-

ing power relations and patriarchal systems and
structures.

susannal911: How do we bring out its radical ele-

ments, Raijeli? In concrete terms, within the UN,
how can we do this?

marilee_karl: My question is: are we focusing too
much on the UN? Maybe we should direct more of
our energies to influencing the anti-globalisation
movement? Don’t get me wrong. I think the wom-
en’s movement did a tremendous job and made enor-
mous progress in influencing the UN agendas in the
wgrld conferences of the 1990s, but is this where we
still need to be? To answer my own question, yes,

we still need to be there, but maybe not to the same
extent. Times have changed.

annljegenan02003: First: it is about clarity of our
analysis. and goals. I just erased what I tried to

write: a confession that I have be i

f‘patriarchy’ when faced with the dailye:l}g(f)g]s:‘%?ﬁ:)riﬁ
in the UN. But going back to Marilee’s point: Indeed
some of us should focus our energies on engaging’
the anti-globalisation and other social movements.
These movements are counterpoints to the well
entrenched institutions and powerful interest groups

that certainly do not value the same things that we
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feminists value. We are better off working with them
and influencing them as they also seek to change the
course of events.

binasr2001: Yes, the UN has been the focus of so
much feminist work. And what I find disappointing
is that there is very little critique of the UN as an
institution and as a system. Even as we work with
the UN, it is important to continue our work with anti-
globalisation movements.

annieserrano2003: Bina, that is what I probably
meant when I talked about taking the opportunity of
the Beijing + 10 process.

binasr2001: Ok, everybody, I will have to leave in
five minutes. Was great to be part of this discussion.
Hope we continue with this.

“We have to
-« bring back

. the radical
“ elements—
k=~ which were
always there—[our take] of the
different levels of discrimina-
tion experienced by women
(race, class, ethnicity, sexuality,
etc.) and not just gender itself.
This is what gender main-
streaming is about and when

we work with other social

justice movements, this is what

~ we feminists bring in.”

- Raijeli Nicole




susannal911: Bina, would you have some final state-
ment on the direction you think the women’s move-
ment should be heading for?

binasr2001: A final statement... sounds a bit daunt-
ing. I personally feel that women’s movements have
to do some very honest and critical re-thinking and
assessment. This can be done through discussions
among each other, and through [soliciting] feedback
from others, people outside the movement. We need
to see how others see us, what the view from outside
is. Secondly, all that we said about being a “live part”
of other social movements. I agree with Marilee that
we need to start easing out of the UN, at least to some
extent. And of course, continue to organise more and
more FDs!!!

susannal911: Thank you so much, Bina, for your time
on such short notice.

Bina Srinivasanhas left the conference.

raijeli_drodrolagi: Yes, gender mainstreaming has
been tied to the UN so much that we need to critique
it, too, but we [should also undertake ] some critical
evaluation of how we in the women’s movement have
been engaging in those spaces.

susannal911: Annie, could you elaborate on what you
mean by the opportunity of the Beijing +10 process?

annieserrano2003: Re Beijing + 10, to call the UN
to account for what it has done to implement the BPFA
and gender mainstreaming.

marilee_karl: What about the governments supposed
to be implementing the platform?

annieserrano2003: Banging our heads on the con-
crete wall: that’s my imagery about working with gov-
ernment! The National Commission on the Roleof Fili-
pino Women (NCRFW) in the Philippines has been at
it for close to 20 years now! What have we achieved?
The secretary for health just said that family plan-
ning is not his responsibility! Uugh.

susannal911: I agree with Annie, and Marilee, that
we need to keep a strong presence [in the anti-
globalisation and other social movements], work to-

gether with, and mutually strengthen each others’
fronts of activism, but [this means] getting these so-
cial movements to understand feminist perspectives
at a deeper level, and not at the level that gender
mainstreaming has put forward women’s issues.
Strengthening our presence in these other social move-
ments is about actually being there in those discus-
sions, and not in a diluted, compromised way. Too of-
ten, we curb ourselves from getting to our core agenda
because we do not want to sound too strident. I agree
with Bina that we should be a “live part” of these
movements.

raijeli_drodrolagi: We have to bring back the radi-
cal elements—which were always there—[our take]
of the different levels of discrimination experienced
by women (race, class, ethnicity, sexuality, etc.) and
not just gender itself. This is what gender
mainstreaming is about and when we work with other
social justice movements, this is what we feminists
bring in.

susannal911: Yes, I fully agree Raijeli that we need
to bring back into the discussion of the mainstream
the issues that got cut out because they were too con-
troversial for the level of governments and the UN.
We need to not back down because we have seen in
the past 20 years what gender mainstreaming has
NOT gotten us.

marilee_karl: To take the example of the WSF in
Mumbai, it was great to see strong women speakers
on all the main panels, to have major events devoted
to women and war, etc., but there were many, many
smaller panels and events where there were few or
no women speakers. Can we organise ourselves to
have a strong presence and to speak up at many more
events and panels?

Next Steps

susannal911: Alright, we are getting close to the end.
Let me try to summarise again: we have agreed that
we need to bring back more radical feminist politics
into the work that we do, our lobbying, be it at the
UN or with governments or within other social move-
ments. We have also said that mainstreaming needs
to be radicalised to include not just gender but the
other ways in which women are discriminated. We
have also said that we perhaps need to pull away from
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“..we need to
expand our
ranks as an
important
strategy, not | \
just among the younger
women of our own class, but
more so with poor and
marginalised groups of
women, and getting them in-
volved in a feminist struggle,
which works in synch with their
other struggles against other
social injustices they experi-
2Nce.

- Susanna George

UN-determined frame of work, and to look at how
0 dismantle patriarchy in all its manifestations, and
in all institutions and groupings. We have also said
that the best way to move forward is to continue to
dialogue among ourselves and among other groupings,
and the best way to influence and radicalise these
institutions and movements is to stay engaged. What
else can we say about our strategies forward? What
other thoughts would you like to add to this discus-
sion?

marilee_karl: That we share examples of how we
women have succeeded in carrying out dialogue, in
pressuring, influencing or otherwise changing other
social movements to question and change male domi-
nation and patriarchal attitudes.

raijeli_drodrolagi: Yes, dialogue, but also the rec-
ognition that we use different frameworks in apply-
ing gender mainstreaming.
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annieserrano2003: That dialogues among feminists
and gender experts be encouraged. How do we ex-
pand the ranks? I mean, I don’t know how well we
are reaching out to the young women who will con-
tinue our work.

marilee_karl: Off the top of my head, Annie, w01_11d
the “old-fashioned” consciousness raising groups with
young women work?

annieserrano2003: That we tap the women’s stud-
ies groups because they are better able to reach the
youth. Then, we have to think about the out-of-school.
How do we reach them? I agree, Marilee.

susannal911: I agree with Annie, that we neec.i to
expand our ranks as an important strategy, not just
among the younger women of our own class, but more
so with poor and marginalised groups of women, al'nd
getting them involved in a feminist struggle, w}}lch
works in synch with their other struggles agalpst
other social injustices they experience. Sharing
examples continues to be a very important strat_egy
but I think we really need to look for feminist-inspired
activism in unusual places. Feminist activism seems
to very much be taking places in anti-establishment
spaces these days. I feel there are now women,
particularly young women, in communities that are
staging rebellious acts, and anti-patriarchal acts that
cannot easily be framed as activism. For example, the
underground “zine movement” among young, angry
women who are very much against the norms of society
but do not feel comfortable in the more cautious spaces
of the women’s movement. There are groups of
workers, for example, here in the Philippines, lesbians
in local government, that have organised for greater
visibility of lesbians in government, but again, they
are not a part as such of the women’s movement.

I"'Jli.ieli_drodrolagvi: Agree, Susanna. You refer to ar-
eas that the women’s movement has given space to—
VAW, reproductive rights, poverty. But we have not
focused consistently on fundamental survival issues
such land, water and food security.

marilee_karl: To reiterate an old feminist slogan:
land, water and food are feminist issues!



susannal911: Yes, I agree, feminist struggles are all
those things, Marilee and Raijeli. I think we should
disabuse other social activists of the simplistic notion
that feminists are interested only in VAW or repro-
ductive rights. About the forming of an informal net-
work, I think the Feminist Dialogue process is one in-
formal network and I agree with Annie that we should
start more of our own dialogues-—for example, femi-
nists with the gender experts within the UN, or femi-
nists with women in other social movements. Clarify-
ing these issues and giving time to clear thinking and
analysis will help us put the fight against patriarchy
back at the core of our activism.

annieserrano2003: I like that, including, interacting
with other feminists in unusual spaces.

marilee_karl: I am going to have to run to my
“straight” job as consultant to FAO! It was great being
part of this discussion. A real inspiration!

susannal911: Alright, I think we should wind up here.
Marilee, could you make a last statement on where
you think we should be headed? Annie, Raijeli, Mari
and Necta, could you also give your last statements
before we conclude?

raijeli_drodrolagi: Continue to create spaces for
analysis and dialogue. For example, at WSF2005, we
plan a series of dialogues (and not just one workshop)
with other players (usual and unusual) in the social
justice movement. This online discussion is one of these
dialogues.

susannal911: I think Marilee has left the discussion
now...

annieserrano2003: We are just but part of the broader
movements for social transformation... fighting social
injustice in its many forms. We do our share and we
should try to do our best. One way is to strengthen our
ranks and the support system, and maintain solidar-
ity with women in the other movements.

susannal911: Yes, good! I think that we can bring
this discussion to a close. I just want to thank you all

for your participation, especially Annie, on such short
notice!

Footnotes

1 The Feminist Dialogues (FD) refer to an initiative of
several feminist organisations that was held for the
first time in conjunction with the World Social Fo-
rum (WSF) in January 2004. FD was designed to be
space for feminist organisations, as well as feminists
working with non-feminist organisations, to express
their support to feminist principles, processes and
actions. Another such event is planned for January
2005 in conjunction with WSF in Porto Alegre, Bra-
zil.

2 This refers to the spiral of violence and recriminations
triggered by the Hindutva fundamentalist attempt
to demolish the Babri Masjid mosque in Gujarat, In-
dia, since 1990. The mosque was successfully demol-
ished two years after by a crowd of fundamentalists
that resulted in riots and more than 1,000 fatalities.
The fundamentalist agenda to build a temple in place
of the mosque has become more and more aggressive,
claiming lives and property from all sides of the con-
flict.

3 This refers to the NGO Forum in Huairou held in con-
junction with the Fourth World Conference on Women
in 1995 in Beijing, China.

¢ The Beijing +10 global review process refers to a se-
ries of regional and global processes to review the im-
plementation of the Beijing Platform for Action, signed
by 189 governments at the United Nations Fourth
World Conference on Women in Beijing, China, in
1995. Coordinated by the UN Division for the Ad-
vancement of Women (UNDAW), this review process
will culminate at the next UN Commission on the
Status of Women meeting in March 2005.

5 Medha Patkar is an awarded and well-known envi-
ronmental activist who founded and leads the
Narmada Bachao Andolan (NBA), a people’s move-
ment organised to stop a series of dams planned for
India’s largest westward flowing river, the Narmada.
Patkar also helped establish the National Alliance of
People’s Movements, a network of more than 150 po-
litical organisations across India.

®Dr. Vandana Shiva is a well-known physicist, philoso-
pher, ecofeminist, environmental activist and writer.
She has led a movement to protect the diversity and
integrity of living resources, especially native seeds,
and is globally recognised for her contributions to the
fields of women and environment, biodiversity, bio-
technology and intellectual property rights, and eco-
logical issues related to agriculture.
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