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The video did a great job. For we potential jurors gathered | ast
nonth in Sydney's crimnal courts, it was hel pful to see actors
playing typical jurists, showi ng us what we had in store. But
what was striking to nme about this educational video was that
the villain, the one person we were destined to hate, was nal e.
A male in a suit, to be precise. An arrogant, inpatient

busi nessman who irritated the hell out of everybody with his
pushy, obnoxi ous manner.

Today, nmen are the only standing target. It is no |onger

perm ssible to take potshots at wonen. A few decades of | obbying
by wonen activists has taken care of that. But nen are stil

fair game for television advertising showi ng them as bunbling
and inconpetent and scathing attacks in newspaper and nagazi ne
articles. Last year British novelist Doris Lessing spoke out
agai nst this continual, denmeaning humliation of nmen: "The nost
stupid, illeducated and nasty wonman can rubbi sh the nicest,

ki ndest and nost intelligent man and no one protests. Men seem
to be so cowed that they can't fight back, and it is tinme they
did," she pronounced.

In Australia, sonme nen are fighting back. The West Australian
Equal Opportunity Conm ssioner is considering a conplaint nade
by nmenbers of a local nen's group agai nst the Wnen's Policy
Ofice. At issue is the WO s "Freedom from Fear" canpai gn

agai nst donestic viol ence, which nenbers of Men's Confraternity
WA claimis discrimnatory and sexi st.

The Freedom from Fear canpaign is based on the presunption that
"the perpetrators of violence are al nbst exclusively nmale" a
presunption the conplainants see as hurtful, insulting and
wong. Their 102page conplaint |ists the substantial body of

i nternational evidence show ng donestic violence is by no neans
an exclusively mal e preserve.

A new book by New Zeal and academ ¢ Garth Fl etcher The New
Science of Intimate Relationships (Bl ackwell, 2002) sunms up the
evi dence fromnore than 70 studies involving nore than 60, 000
people in the US, Canada, New Zeal and, Britain, Australia, Korea
and Israel: "The rates of violent acts (both mnor and major)
reported by men and wonen in intimate relationships are roughly
equi val ent; however there is a slight tendency for both nen and
wonen to report that wonmen are nore likely to be initiators of
violent than nmen," Fletcher wites.
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The WA conplaint by Brett Kessner and |lan Cugley argues that the
refusal to acknow edge the extent to which wonen can be
perpetrators of violence neans nmale victins are frequently

deni ed hel p by donestic violence services and the police. "The



sad reality is that male victins are subject to a range of
social and political obstacles and prejudice when it comes to
donmestic viol ence. The Freedom from Fear canpai gn does not hi ng
to encourage male victins to cone forward,"” Kessner and Cugl ey
wite.

Last nonth, a date was set for a final hearing in an 1llyear
court battle over just such a case. A Canberra man, M K, is

cl ai m ng conpensati on and apol ogies for alleged discrimnatory
treatment by the ACT Donestic Violence Crisis Service. In 1990
he sought help fromthe DVSC, claimng he and his son had been
physi cal |y abused by his wife. DVSC staff refused to assist him
but instead counselled his wife and hel ped her to obtain court
orders for M K to be evicted.

M K s initial conplaint of discrimnation was di sm ssed by Sex
Di scrimnation Comm ssioner Sue Wal pole on the basis it fel
outside her jurisdiction, but an appeal to the Human Ri ghts and
Equal Opportunities Commission led to a determ nation that M
K's "less favourabl e" treatnment was not due to his gender but
resulted from "hopel essly ineffective, unprofessional and

i nadequat e procedures” and "seriously flawed policy". An appeal
to the Federal Court determ ned this second conmm ssioner to have
erred in law, and the matter was returned to the HRECC for
reconsi deration. Last nonth, M K finally |earned his case is to
be heard by the Federal Court in Septenber.

This is not to deny the great threat posed by nen's superior
size and strength, which neans nen are nore likely to use

viol ence to coerce and control their partners. But nmen are right
to object when portrayed as the only aggressors in intimte

rel ati onshi ps. Neither sex has a nonopoly on vice or virtue.

We nust consi der the consequences of denying men our trust. | am
rem nded of a conversation | had | ast year, after spending a
week ferrying children to and fromthe snowfields for

i nterschool conpetitions. Each day |I would offer lifts to young
mal e snowboarders hitching rides along the route. Another nother
was horrified. "They could be axenurderers,” she told ne.

True enough; axemurderers are nore likely to be nale. But as a
not her of two sons, | hate the idea of ny boys growing up in a
wor |l d which assunes themto be likely predators. Hence | feel
have no choice but to act on ny know edge that nost nen deserve
t he benefit of the doubt.

Yes, there may be sone sight risk in letting these scruffy big
boys into the famly car, but for ne the price of treating al

mal es with suspicion is far greater
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