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I.     INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT


In an attempt to grapple with the problem of domestic violence, the California legislature implemented laws such as Government Code § 11139, which best effectuate meaningful legal protections and services for women, who are 85%-95% of all victims of domestic violence.  The trial court’s ruling in favor of Respondents should be affirmed because women-only shelters are lawful, practical and effective methods of assisting battered women and their children in need and do not violate men’s equal protection rights.  

Taking away public funding for battered women’s programs and admitting men into shelters set up to house women only will negatively impact the availability and effectiveness of services which could be offered to battered women and their children.  Diverting funds from the already budget-strapped shelters would result in far greater numbers of women (especially poor women) and their children being denied services, which would likely mean that many of them will be left with no alternative but to remain with their batterers and endure further abuse.  

When male victims seek shelter services, they are accommodated within the context of available resources.  Women’s shelters offer services to men in the form of hotel vouchers, counseling and referrals to facilities that are set up to admit men.  Moreover, Section 11139 does not preclude men from obtaining public funding to operate men-only domestic violence shelters, which would cater to their unique needs and viewpoints.  

It is vital that battered women be housed separately from men and be allowed to receive specialized treatment to help them overcome their emotional and physical injuries.  If the status quo is not maintained, women will be strongly deterred from going to a shelter because they will no longer have the same level of safety, privacy and comfort and may fear for the safety of themselves and their young children in the presence of strange men.  The shelters are often in secret locations to protect women from their abusers and, if the shelters are opened to both men and women, this would make it more difficult to prevent a man from going to a shelter to locate his partner and subject her to further assaults or even death.  Ultimately, this would likely cause many women to stay with and/or return to their batterers prematurely.  

Amici agree that both men and women have the right to be free from violence and are deserving of assistance in escaping from violence.  Mr. Blumhort’s legal challenge, however, is the wrong approach to obtaining additional services for male victims of domestic violence.  It ignores the fact that women-only shelters were opened in order to give the majority of the victims of domestic violence – who are overwhelmingly women – a safe haven away from  men.        

Therefore, it is appropriate to continue to address domestic violence by providing funding battered women’s programs and shelters.  Amici curiae respectfully request that the trial court’s decision be affirmed in its entirety.     
II.   HISTORICALLY, DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN BY THEIR HUSBANDS WAS ACCEPTED BY OUR SOCIETY. 

The disproportionate impact of domestic violence stems in part from the fact that, until the relatively recent passage of criminal laws in the United States prohibiting domestic violence, assault against a wife by her husband was neither outlawed nor discouraged.  Women-only shelters were opened and began to receive grants after decades of hard work and lobbying by individuals who fought against the historical acceptance of violence against women.  These shelters were a necessary solution to the problem because, by tradition, law, and religious prescription, men in most societies throughout most of recorded history have been entitled to discipline their wives and to inflict physical punishment.  

The earliest known civil laws allowing domestic violence against women by their husbands were established by the Roman civil law, which authorized a husband to beat his wife with a whip or rod for “divorceable offenses” (e.g. withholding information from him about a plot against the government, adultery, plotting against his life, remaining away from his house without his consent, attending banquets or bathing with strangers against his wishes, or attending circuses, theaters, or other public exhibitions without his knowledge or against his wishes).  

In our country, men were also historically permitted to use physical force as a means to subjugate, control and discipline their wives.  Under our common laws, women were treated like chattel; a woman’s identity and autonomy were subsumed to her husband’s once they married.  That some men routinely beat their wives or girlfriends for "bad" behavior was regarded as a fact of life. 

Despite the criminalization of domestic violence and other significant gains in legal reforms which have benefited battered women, a great disparity in the severity of the injuries suffered and the need for services between men and women still exists.  The State of California had ample reasons for implementing the laws which Appellant challenges in his lawsuit (Government Code §11139 and the applicable sections of the Health & Safety Code), in order to legally protect and best serve female victims of domestic violence.  These laws should thus be upheld in order to prevent a situation where California’s progress in combating domestic violence and assisting battered women is severely impeded.  

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE IS OVERWHELMINGLY A 

     CRIME AGAINST WOMEN.

A.  Methodological Studies Consistently Demonstrate That                     Over 85% Of All Domestic Violence Victims Are Women.

Battering may be the single most common source of serious injury to women.  The Legislature implicitly recognized, by enacting Section 11139 as an exemption from the provisions of Section 11135, that domestic violence is predominantly a crime against women which justifies providing abused women with emergency housing apart from men.  This does not mean - as Appellant insinuates - that the shelters are discriminating against men based upon their gender.

The following statistics evidence that domestic violence against women remains a widespread and troubling problem (the statistics are nationwide, unless otherwise noted):

85%-95% of all domestic violence victims are female.

Domestic violence is the leading cause of injury to women and was more common among women between the ages of 15 to 44 than automobile accidents, rapes, muggings and cancer deaths combined.                        

Over 70% of those murdered by their intimate partners are women. 

The costs of treating women who are raped, stalked and physically abused exceed $5.8 billion annually, of which $4.1 billion are for medical and mental health care services.  

An estimated 5.3 million intimate partner violence victimizations occur among U.S. women ages 18 and older each year.

In 1998, women were victims of intimate partner violence around five times more often than males, and there were 767 female victims of intimate partner violence per 100,000 women, compared to 146 male victims.

In a twelve month period, almost 6% of California’s women suffered physical injuries due to domestic violence.  

Although women are less likely than men to be victims of violent crimes overall, women are five to eight times more likely than men to be victimized by an intimate partner.    

In 1998, females were raped or sexually assaulted at a rate that was 14 times that of males. 

In 1996, among all female murder victims in America, 30% were murdered by their husbands or boyfriends.  

In 2002, 128 women in California were killed by their husbands, ex-husbands or boyfriends. In the U.S. in 2000, 1,247 women were killed by an intimate partner in comparison with 440 men. 

Violence against women is significant enough that the National Violence Against Women Survey concluded that medical personnel in this country should receive comprehensive training about the medical needs of female victims of crime.  

   In an attempt to dispute the findings that women are victimized by domestic violence in far greater proportions than are men, several men’s rights groups claim that men often choose not to report their partner’s violence and that this explains the disparity in the numbers of assaults on men vs. women.  The evidence does not support such an argument.  An analysis of nine years of U.S. National Crime Survey data found that 67.2% of men and 56.8% of women called the police after an assault by their spouse.  This data indicates that women, not men, are less likely to report incidents of domestic violence.  


Furthermore, Appellant states that men are “frequently” victims of domestic violence, citing one statistic from the California Attorney General’s Report on Arrests for Domestic Violence in California that female arrests for domestic violence in California between 1988 and 1998 rose 318.7% while male arrests rose 33.7%. (Reply at 13.)  The statistics from the same Attorney General’s Report, however, actually belie the claim that men are “frequently” battered.  The report indicates that in 1998, 83.5% men were arrested for committing domestic violence, contrasted with 16.5% women.  

With regard to Appellant’s inference in his Reply that men seek shelter services more often than do women, in The Prevalence of Domestic Violence in California it was reported that only 9% of domestic violence victims who seek shelter services are men.  One Los Angeles shelter which has a significant number of gay and lesbian domestic violence clients did receive more calls for services from male victims.  It does not follow, however – as Appellant appears to be arguing - that other shelters in California experience a similar number of  calls from men.  In fact, Appellant has not cited any studies which would support such an erroneous contention and the statistics set forth about dispute this.

B.    Women Are Likely To Suffer More Serious Physical and    Psychological Injuries Than Men As A Result of Domestic Violence.

          Men’s and women’s experiences as victims of domestic violence differ significantly.  Men can do a lot more harm for obvious reasons.  Women reported a greater frequency and duration of violence perpetrated by their partners then men.  As set forth above, studies show that men have higher rates of inflicting the most dangerous and injurious forms of violence (e.g. women are more likely to be killed by domestic violence than men).  

This is borne out by an analysis of police reports in Santa Barbara, California, which indicate that in 90% of the cases of domestic violence where injuries occurred, the injuries were to the women only.  As for the remaining 10% cases where both parties were injured, the woman’s injuries were more severe than the man’s.  Id.  Furthermore, women are more likely to be injured and receive medical treatments as a result of the abuse of their batterers.

Men’s violent acts are repeated more often and men are also less likely to fear for their own safety if assaulted by women.   While women were two to three times more likely than men to report that an intimate partner threw something that could hurt or grabbed, pushed or shoved them, they were seven to 14 times more likely to report that an intimate partner beat them, choked and strangled them, attempted to drown them, or threatened or actually used a gun on them.  

  
The experience of those working with battered women and abusers is that male batterers tend to minimize their violence and that battered women usually downplay the extent of their partners' violence or blame themselves.  Given the pervasiveness of rape, physical assaults and homicides of women by their male intimate partners, it is imperative that violence against women continue to be treated as a major criminal justice and public health concern.  

C.    Violence Against Men is Often Retaliatory.

  
Since the 1970s, there has been an attempt to make the phenomenon of abuse generic by insisting that women are as violent as men and that the proper focus of our study should be "spouse abuse" rather than violence against women.     The lack of symmetry in the nature and occurrence of assaults between men and women in the home and use of generic terms to describe domestic violence against men and women overlook the context of the violence, its nature, and consequences.

In the majority of cases of women inflicting violence, the women act in response to physical or psychological provocation or threats.  Women may use violence as a defensive reaction to violence, because they know or believe that they are about to be attacked, or, in the case of a smaller number of women, are seeking vengeance against a brutal partner after prolonged abuse.  Because of the size and strength differences between most men and women, women typically do not inflict the same degree of harm that men do.  
In addition to ignoring the wealth of reliable statistics, studies and data which show that women are more frequently victimized by domestic violence than men, Appellant relies upon studies which are flawed and/or contorts facts and data in order to suit his position.  For example, Murray Straus’ and Richard Gelles’ Conflict Tactics Scale (“CTS”) is being misused when it is employed as a comparative measure of male and female rates of victimization.  In fact, even the scale’s creators do not endorse men’s rights’ group’s use of their statistics to show equal victimization rates between men and women.  A sampling bias also exists since the CTS does not measure the worst cases of violence against women.  

Further, Appellant’s arguments fail to acknowledge that domestic violence is an established pattern of behavior from the abuser which seeks to dehumanize and control the victim.  “Hits” by a female should not be characterized as domestic violence, without taking into account the context of the event and the history of the relationship (e.g. was the woman defending herself against an assault by her husband?).  Regardless of the rates of hitting, women suffer greater physical, financial, and emotional injury from domestic violence, and even researchers studying violence against men state that women should continue to receive first priority in services and prevention.

IV.    PROVIDING PUBLIC FUNDING TO WOMEN-ONLY                                   DOMESTIC VIOLENCE SHELTERS IS AN EFFECTIVE AND PRACTICAL METHOD FOR COMBATING ONE OF AMERICA’S MOST PERVASIVE SOCIAL PROBLEMS.

  
In order to fully comprehend why women are deserving of specialized services apart from men, one must appreciate and understand the impact that violence has on a woman.  Battered woman have a more difficult time then men in escaping their situations for many reasons.  One major factor is fear, especially fear for her personal safety and that of her children.  

The initial separation of the victim from the batterer is often the time when the victim is at the greatest risk of physical violence from the batterer.   This well-documented phenomenon is referred to as “separation assault.”   In fact, at least one study found that about 75% of victims were divorced or in the process of divorcing their abusers when they were battered.  In the Chicago Women’s Health Risk Study, researchers found that a woman’s departure or attempt to end the relationship, was an immediate precipitating factor in 40% of intimate partner homicides of women. 

  
Another consideration for many women is a lack of a social support network resulting from the isolation imposed by her batterer.  A battered woman’s family ties and friendships are often destroyed by her batterer, leaving her psychologically and financially dependent on the abusive partner.  Other considerations include economic dependence, feelings of guilt and promises of reform, religious beliefs and values that reinforce the commitment to marriage, love for her spouse and social acceptance of violence against women.  


Battered women’s shelters have a duty to provide an environment that is as safe and as comfortable for battered women as possible so they can break the web of control which a perpetrator exerts over his victim.  If the shelters are made co-ed, this will dramatically change their environment and they will almost certainly no longer be the safe havens that traumatized women need.  

V.     ADMITTING MEN TO BATTERED WOMEN’S SHELTERS WOULD BE EXTREMELY DETRIMENTAL TO FEMALE VICTIMS OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE.  

A.    Even With Public Financial Assistance, Battered Women’s Shelters Are Forced to Turn Away Numerous Women and Their Children Each Year.


Appellant erroneously contends that it would not be a hardship for battered women’s shelters to accommodate men.  This is simply not the case.  Without funding from the State of California, battered women’s shelters will encounter even greater problems in meeting the needs of battered women and children due to a demand that usually exceeds the number of beds available.  This would negatively impact women and children in life-threatening situations and would also be grossly disproportionate to the actual numbers of men that would be served by such a policy.  

  
During the fiscal year 2000-2001, shelters that received funding from the California Department of Health Services served approximately 80,000 women and 20,000 children.  Despite this government funding, more than 23,000 battered women and their children were turned away from overcrowded shelters in California.   As of 1997, statistics showed approximately one domestic violence program for every 2,170 battered women nationwide, and one shelter bed for every 160 battered women.  Three rural counties in California, Alpine, Amador and Sierra, have no shelter programs according to the Department of Health Services’ Domestic Violence Section.  

There are an estimated 120 to 125 shelters in California.  Most shelters exist on a shoestring budget consisting of public and private funding and are hard pressed to provide legal services, transitional housing and job-placement assistance for survivors.  Most agency resources are exhausted meeting these emergency needs, and few are able to go the next step and fund prevention programs.  

     Under such circumstances, requiring that shelters accommodate men, even in small numbers, means that shelters would turn away even more battered women.  This would have a particularly detrimental impact on women, who are less likely than men to be financially independent and have other options for escaping their dangerous situations.  
        On top of the extra costs associated with renovating shelters to make them clinically appropriate for housing both sexes, shelters would also incur increased operational costs associated with paying staff members to stay overnight in order to ensure the safety and security of the women and children.  This would result in a large labor cost increase that few shelters could absorb.  

Finally, avoiding the devastating impact this will have on numerous victimized women and their children greatly outweighs the negligible benefit that men will derive from being admitted to women’s shelters.  Since over 85% of domestic violence victims are women, these expensive changes would be made for a small population that is unlikely to have their unique needs as male victims of domestic violence met by a battered women’s shelter.  

The Effectiveness of Services for Battered Women Will Decrease If Shelters Admit Male Residents and the Physical Safety of Women Could Be Compromised.

1.    A gender-based distinction is helpful to battered women

because female victims of domestic violence need a safe haven.  

  
It is always important to question the value of distinctions made on the basis of gender.  Yet society has embraced gender distinctions in particular situations, especially those involving certain living arrangements and atmospheres invoking notions of sexuality – without classifying these arrangements as “discriminatory.”  Women’s bathrooms, women’s locker rooms, separate sex dormitories at universities, women’s rape crisis centers, and battered women’s shelters are examples of the limited circumstances in which gender and sex classifications are significant, important, and deserving of deference.  


Male batterers abuse their wives or partners in ways that are closely related to their status, identity, and roles as women.  As the statistics set forth above reveal, being female is the strongest risk factor for whether an individual will be a victim of domestic violence.  Prohibiting women-only domestic violence shelters will not promote gender equality.  It is an attempt to be gender neutral that fails because of the unique circumstances of these victims and the societal pressures that they face as women.   

Admitting men into battered women’s shelters would undermine the core purpose of the shelters – to provide a safe haven for emotionally traumatized and physically abused women and their children.  Women quickly lose their support system and thus frequently have no one to help guide them through their troubled relationships.  Victims of domestic violence need to rebuild a support system after they have been subjected to domestic violence. Women’s groups and spaces provide a support system by allowing members to discuss their experiences and comfort one another.  If men are admitted, this will not only open up the possibility that women may be raped or physically assaulted at the shelters – the very problems women are trying to escape from – but will also inhibit women from freely sharing their experiences.  

Shelters are usually in secret locations in order to protect the clients and staff.  It goes without saying that it would be extremely difficult to protect women if the shelters are co-ed.  As a result of the potential threat that a batterer would pose as a victim to gain access to his wife, ex-wife or girlfriend, shelters would be required to increase their staffing in order to adequately screen shelter applicants.  Shelter staff would be placed in the unenviable position of trying to judge the credibility of a potential male client to determine whether the individual is truly a victim of violence, or a batterer using a ruse in order to find his partner.  

The men would constantly have to be evaluated to determine the legitimacy of their claims.  Thus, providing shelter to men would result in a sense of alienation in the man and an increased risk to the physical safety of the battered women and staff at the shelter, all while substantially increasing the operational costs of the already financially strapped centers.  


Amici agree that male victims of domestic violence should have avenues for assistance regardless of their low numbers.  Rather than seeking access to shelters with cultures established by three decades of the women’s movement, men should establish more programs specifically tailored to help male victims of domestic violence.  

                      2.    Poor women will be disproportionately affected.

Although all battered women and their children suffer when turned away from a shelter due to lack of capacity, there would be a disproportionate impact on poor women if they are turned away from the shelters in even greater numbers.  

A recent study concluded that violence against women in intimate relationships occurred more than twice as often and was more severe in economically disadvantaged neighborhoods.  Domestic violence leads to many cases of homelessness.  Poor women not only have fewer resources than other women, they are also less likely to have friends or family able to assist them financially.  
Accordingly, poor women are more likely to be controlled by their batterer’s hold on economic resources and face additional complications in obtaining assistance with childcare.  A study of 800 women using Texas battered women's shelters found that access to independent income, child care, and transportation were primary considerations in a battered woman’s decision to leave her batterer.  Only 16% of the women in the study with their own income planned to return to their batterers.    
A shelter’s denial of services can therefore have a devastating impact on a woman without adequate independent resources.  It may mean that her only choices are to stay with her abuser or live on the streets – neither of which are helpful solutions to her problems.  If she returns to her batterer, the woman and her children face additional abuse and, potentially, an escalation of violence.  And if she is on the streets, she also faces great danger, malnutrition, and the certainty that her children will be removed by child protective services.  

IF SHELTERS ADMIT MEN, BATTERED WOMEN WILL 

BE DISCOURAGED FROM SEEKING EMERGENCY HOUSING.   

The women at battered women’s shelters are a unique and especially vulnerable population. The psychological and emotional impact of domestic violence on women is well documented.   Most women come to shelters so battered and so alienated from the men whom they have known that they were unable to share their new residence with men.

In order to provide services targeted to battered women, shelters must be careful to recognize the trauma the women experienced and provide as comfortable accommodations as possible under the circumstances.  A common element of domestic violence is isolation, and the batterer may be the only man with whom the battered woman had frequent contact.  As a result, living in close quarters with unfamiliar men could be extremely traumatic.  

Many battered women bring their children with them to the shelter.  These mothers are much more likely to leave the shelter if they fear that their children’s safety is jeopardized by men at the shelter.  Many of these children have already been abused by the man that beat their mother and thus are also particularly vulnerable to trauma from further abuse.  

Battered women are also oftentimes sexually assaulted by their batterers, further compounding this fear and discomfort.  More than 40% of the women who experience partner rapes and physical assault sustain a physical injury.  Women who are raped frequently suffer from “Rape Trauma Syndrome”, where they have severe adverse reactions to men.  Thus, housing battered women and men together could result in a volatile and potentially dangerous situation for both.  

In “Safety Planning with Battered Women: Complex Lives/Difficult Choices”, the authors identify two types of risks that battered women face: batterer-generated risks and life-generated risks.  Risks from a batterer include physical injury, threats, the loss of security, housing, income and, potentially, children.  Life-generated risks involve economic, social, and individual circumstances and for poor women include poverty, lack of health benefits and/or health care, racism, dangerous neighborhoods, and poor schools for their children.  

If batterer-generated and life-generated risks are considered together - as abused women consider them - it becomes easier to understand why the decision to leave is so difficult.  A battered woman’s decision to go to a shelter is often a fragile one because of the life-generated risks that result from leaving her batterer.

Most battered women leave and return to their batterers multiple times before leaving permanently.  If the battered woman feels physically unsafe or emotionally or psychologically threatened in a shelter by living in close proximity with men, even if those men are also victims of domestic violence and the risk is perceived rather than real, the scale may tip and the battered woman may choose to return to her batterer.

VII.   CUTTING PUBLIC FUNDING TO BATTERED WOMEN’S SHELTERS AND/OR ADMITTING MEN WILL ALSO ADVERSELY AFFECT THE CHILDREN OF BATTERED WOMEN. 

Since women are still by and large the primary caregivers for their children, they frequently take their children with them when they flee to shelters.  If battered women’s services are cut back, this will also negatively impact the children of domestic violence victims.  

The following statistics concern the effects of domestic violence on children and society:

An estimated three million children in the United States are exposed to domestic violence in their homes each year.  

Studies show that children are being physically abused in about half of the families where the mother is a known victim of domestic assaults.

Children from homes where domestic violence occurs are physically or sexually abused and/or seriously neglected at a rate 15 times the national average.  

90% of battered women reported that their children were present when they were beaten. 

Children comprise two-thirds of any domestic violence shelter population in the U.S., yet this group of domestic violence victims has been historically underserved.  

Family violence costs the U.S. between $5 and $10 billion annually in medical expenses, police and court costs, shelters and foster care, sick leave, absenteeism from work and non-productivity.    

Children are more likely to exhibit behavioral and physical health problems, including depression, anxiety, and violence towards peers.  Without treatment, these children are at an increased risk for delinquency, substance abuse, adult criminal behavior, physical health problems, violent behavior, drug abuse and prostitution, difficulties in their own relationships and are more likely to drop out of school.  Children from homes where domestic violence occurs feel lonely, isolated, depressed, confused and powerless.  Ironically, as adults, men who have observed domestic violence are three times more likely to abuse their own wives than children of nonviolent parents, with sons of the most violent parents being 1,000 times more likely to continue the cycle of abuse.   Therefore, if women and their children are forced to stay with their batterers because there are fewer emergency shelters and available services, this is likely to perpetuate the cycle of abuse which is passed down from generation to generation.  
  
VIII.    CONCLUSION


Appellant’s use of the legal system as a weapon to deprive battered women and their children of emergency services should not be tolerated.  The best way to serve male victims of domestic violence is to organize a grassroots lobbying campaign to obtain public funding for the operation of male-only shelters and additional services for these men, not to deprive women’s shelters of their State funding.  Therefore, amici curiae urge this Court to affirm the trial court’s ruling and uphold the California legislation which is aimed at helping the vast majority of domestic violence victims. 
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APPENDIX A

STATEMENTS OF INTEREST OF AMICI CURIAE
QUEEN’S BENCH BAR ASSOCIATION OF THE

SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA

Founded in 1921, Queen’s Bench Bar Association of the San Francisco Bay Area (“QB”) is a non-profit voluntary membership organization whose members are women attorneys, judges and law students.  QB’s mission is to promote and ensure equal rights and opportunities for all women through the promotion of  collective action in issues of importance to women and their children, and to further the adoption of legislative and judicial reforms fostering the full and equal participation of women in society and the work place.  

QB has a recognized history of working to protect the rights of both women and minors.  This year, QB’s Domestic Violence Committee sponsored a seminar to educate and disseminate information about domestic violence and the law.  QB also supported the efforts of CORA (the Community Overcoming Relationship Abuse, San Mateo’s only domestic violence nonprofit) to increase private funding for CORA and achieve their goal of helping women and their children escape from domestic violence and end the cycle of abuse. 

QB has a history of supporting the rights of women and has fought continuously for gender equality in employment, health care and other areas, for more than eighty years.  QB has participated as amicus curiae in many cases, including in support of the freedom of custodial families, the majority of which are headed by women, to pursue opportunities for improving their circumstances and relocate to other areas to seek safety from domestic violence; in a case concerning the rights of a biological mother during the legal waiting period for the adoption of her child; and in favor of reaffirming the privacy rights of minor women in California. 

CALIFORNIA ALLIANCE AGAINST DOMESTIC VIOLENCE


The California Alliance Against Domestic Violence (CAADV) is the federally recognized domestic violence state coalition.  Its members include domestic violence service organizations, supportive organizations, survivors of domestic violence, and other concerned individuals.  CAADV works to end domestic violence through public education, partnerships, advocacy, public policy, and direct services and is member driven.  

CALIFORNIA COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN
BREAK THE CYCLE

NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR MEN AGAINST SEXISM

The National Organization for Men Against Sexism (“NOMAS”) is an activist organization of men and women supporting positive changes for men. NOMAS advocates a perspective for enhancing men's lives that is pro-feminist, gay-affirmative, anti-racist, and committed to justice on a broad range of social issues including class, age, religion, and physical abilities. 

We affirm that working to make this nation's ideals of equality a reality is the finest expression of what it means to be men. 

We believe that the new opportunities becoming available to women and men through the feminist movement will be beneficial to both. Men can become happier and more fulfilled human beings by challenging the old-fashioned rules of masculinity that embody the assumption of male superiority.

Traditional masculinity includes many positive characteristics in which we take pride and find strength, but it also contains qualities that have limited and harmed us.  We are deeply supportive of men who are struggling with the issues of traditional masculinity.  As an organization dedicated to changing men, we care about men and are especially concerned with men's problems, as well as the difficult issues in most men's lives. 

As an organization for changing men, we strongly support the continuing struggle of women for full equality. We applaud and support the insights and positive social changes that feminism has stimulated for both women and men. We oppose such injustices to women as economic and legal discrimination, rape, domestic violence, sexual harassment, and many others. Women and men can and do work together as allies to change the injustices that have so often made them see one another as enemies. 

One of the strongest and deepest anxieties of many American men is their fear of homosexuality. This homophobia contributes directly to the many injustices experienced by gay, lesbian and bisexual persons, and is a debilitating restriction for many heterosexual men.  We call for an end to all forms of discrimination based on sexual-affectional orientation, and for the creation of a gay affirmative society. 

The enduring injustice of racism, which like sexism has long divided humankind into unequal and isolated groups, is of particular concern to us. Racism touches all of us and remains a primary source of inequality and oppression in our society. NOMAS members are committed to examining and challenging racism in ourselves, our organizations, and our communities. 

We also acknowledge that many people are oppressed today because of their class, age, religion, and physical condition. We believe that such injustices are vitally connected to sexism, with its fundamental premise of unequal distribution of power. 

Our goal is to change not just ourselves and other men, but also the institutions that create inequality. We welcome any person who agrees in substance with these principles to membership in the National Organization for Men Against Sexism.
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STUDENTS OPPOSING DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

The mission of Students Opposing Domestic Violence (STOP DV) is to raise awareness and foster education about the cycles of domestic violence and the legal contexts that surround intimate partner abuse. STOP DV is committed to working within and beyond our legal community in order to challenge current conceptions and to define domestic violence as unacceptable in our society.
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