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International Workshop
Asian Gender Dialogues: Education on Gender and Sexuality in Asia
Saturday, November 20- Monday, November 22,2010

The Center for Gender Studies at International Christian University held a workshop entitled
“Asian Gender Dialogues: Education on Gender and Sexuality in Asia” for the two and a half
days in late November. The workshop focused on the three key words: Asia, Education, and
Dialogues.

First of all, as the word “Asia” clearly shows, this workshop is a sequel to international
workshop series “Human Security and Gender in Asia” held by CGS between 2004 and 2007.
The series invited various researchers and activists from Asian neighboring countries and
discuss security in Asia from gender perspectives under the headings of Social Science in 2004,
Humanities in 2005, Natural Science in 2006, and concluded with a sum-up workshop in 2007.
Through these events, the CGS attempted to establish a new perspective in Asia in the field of
Gender Studies. Up to this point, Gender Studies has been researched mainly in western
countries; therefore, we maintained a cautious and critical attitude toward the framework of
“Asia.“ Furthermore, this series of workshops aimed to set up the network of researchers related
to Gender Studies in Asia, crossing not only borders between countries but also the division
between researchers and activists.

While this workshop series yielded positive results, it also left some issues. First, despite the
fact that most participants were educators, we could not discuss the topic of education in a
straightforward way. In addition, although they were called workshops, we spent a great
amount of time on conference-style papers, and there were not enough dialogues among the
attendees. Other comments included: “The main discussions were about the positions of
(heterosexual) women, although the senes was entitled ‘gender;” there were few debates about
sexualities including male sexualities and those of sexual minorities” and “. . . There was little
reference to religions that greatly influence the education on gender and sexuality in Asia.”

Considering these reviews, this year's workshop invited nine panelists (six from Asian
neighbor countries and three from Japan) and engaged in close dialogues under the following

three objectives and programs:

1) To give an overview of both diverse and common situations (including challenges) that
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education on gender and sexuality in Asia are faced with today.
2) To explore the rich meaning and potential of education and teaching.
3) To critically explore both the effectiveness and the limitations of the category “Asia” when

discussing education on gender and sexuality.

In program, there were three themed sessions: “Religion,” “Grass-roots Movements,” and
“University Education.” In each session, first in Part 1, three researchers and activists practicing
education on gender and sexuality (two from overseas and one from Japan) reported their
challenges and achievements in their national situations. In the following Part Il, we had
dialogues between panelists for thirty minutes and free dialogues among the attendees for an

hour. The whole program was as follows:

First Day (Saturday, November 20)
Morning: Prologue [10:00-1200]
Keynote Speech: TANAKA, Kazuko (International Christian University)

“Japanese’ Situations Surrounding Education on Gender and Sexuality”

Afternoon: Religion and Education [13:30-16:45]

1) Part I: Individual Reports

- Thailand: SATHA-ANAND, Suwanna (Chulalongkorn University)

- Malaysia: SHUIB, Rashida (Universiti Sains Malaysia)

- Japan: KINUKAWA, Hisako (Center for Feminist Theology and Ministry in Japan)

2) Part II: Discussions

Evening: Reception [18:00-20:00]
Okinawan Dance and Music, Mini-Lecture (GILLAN, Matthew, International Christian

University)

Second Day (Sunday, November 21)

Morning: Grass-roots Movements and Education [9:30-12:15]
1) Part I: Individual Reports

- Indonesia: POERWANDARI, Kristi (University of Indonesia)
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- Vietnam: KHUAT, Thu Hong (Institute for Social Development Studies)
- Japan: MIYAJIMA, Kensuke (Kanagawa Rainbow Center SHIP)

2) Part Il: Discussions

Afternoon: University Education [13:45-12:15]

- Philippines: BATANGAN, Maria Theresa Datu Ujano (University of Philippines)
- Korea: KAWAK, Samgeun (Ewha Womans University, Korea)

- Japan: TANAHASHI, Satoshi (Ochanomizu University)

Third Day (Monday, November 22)
Morning: Epilogue: Summary Discussions [10:00-11:45]

In the following reports of the contents of each session, we would like to give an overview of
the achievements of the whole workshop.

First, there were many academic achievements. Through dialogues during the workshop'’s
two and a half days, the fact emerged that views about gender and sexuality and the contents
of education are greatly influenced by the framework of nations, since there are various kinds
of countries in Asia: those having strong political and religious power (e.g. Malaysia, Indonesia,
Thailand); those with a strong governmental ideology (Vietnam); countries where gender
equality policies are conducted under the leadership of the government (Korea); countries
where gender education has advanced through citizen’s initiatives due to a weak government
(Philippines); and place in which there are not many citizens’ movements despite the lack of
coercive power from religious institutions and the government (Japan). Thus, we cannot deem
any educational method to be “common and unique to Asia.” However, through exchanges of
knowledge and skills between researchers and activists, the current situation may be changed.
Active engagement and cooperation can combat the challenges for gender and sexuality
education such as patriarchy, governments, and mass media. They can also teaching younger
generations about positive aspects of gender and sexualities rather than focusing on inequality
and difficulties. Attendants from different countries and workplaces shared these views and
instilled courage in each other through dialogues.

It is of particular note that two out of three Japanese panelists at our workshop were male,

despite the fact that these workshops tend to be a congregating place for (heterosexual)
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women and organized by (heterosexual) women. Moreover, it should be noted that we covered
topics regarding sexual minorities. The participants of diverse ethnicities, genders, and
sexualities confirmed that “heterosexual masculinity” could constrain all people including
heterosexual men themselves.

Second, the workshop provided us with opportunities for education. As it brought together
researchers and activists who do not usually meet each other, they were able to exchanged
new ideasand energy and create networks. Furthermore, we had about thirty public participants
and twenty attendants from ICU including Japanese and international students as well as
faculty. They actively shared their comments and questions from the floor in every session with
assistance of simultaneous interpretation. We also had comments from public participants that
they were happy to join in such an international conference.

In order to question the borders of Japan as a nation, we need to be aware of a larger
framework as “Asia.” We enjoyed a performance of Okinawan dance and song accompanied
Shamisen, Koto, Kokyu, Hue, and Taiko with great appreciation. As they listened to Professor
Gillan’s lecture (Professor of music at ICU). Oversea guests were amazed to discover that the
performance was similar to their arts.

In September, a multi-purpose building equipped with international conference rooms and
accommodations, called Dialogue House, was opened on campus. | believe that holding the
workshop themed “Dialogues” in this facility successfully commemorated the opening of the

Dialogue House.



ERT—0YavTRE  TITTILIVA—%5ED —TITIKHIZIVIE— w227V 7 08EF— 131
International Workshop: Asian Gender Dialogues - Education on Gender and Sexuality in Asia
IV — 20217V T1HEZH<S THFH KR
AhrTF
EREEHAE (BF)

BED7 2 X LEEDFER

VIvB— w27 )T HEERRT BIIE. T0FERDOT -V ) TESHD SR
PREND D, FEREBICHD DS BAHROICE T, BRBEDERICEITTH
SprmEREE L) 7EEE. HADTIZIZ X MebITé>TORIAREH S TH S,
70 EROBFITIE ) TEFIRONZER > TV o e, SERFBMEVSEHTITIIZR
FRARED LT DBOEEICEE > T WEFEEDEFRZRILIDTH S, 5
LT, 70 FROBFICHRTORZERIFIRE 2T

BEDYV IV E— - 20217V T 1 BEOELHH

80 ENRLIRICRE LIEBADY T VA — - 2027 ) T4 HBIE. KRESRDESGH
HEE>TWVWD, TTWHIC. TEHLEICZEL Y 2—&ERII L. S OLEFHEESFHHE
LTWofz, TOEFENGHEBIE. VERIEZLHOSVETEHEICEEEREZ—7 v b
ELTHY, TERT I XL EFENT, BIIT. REOF ¥ V/RICBWTE, &H
F(VIVEAHRER 72T T HREEE) OuRIbIERIEICRENTE., RETIFHK
FEVWSTHEZEEI—ADFEEINTVBICEDIDDET, HUF215LELTHENRLT
WBRFEDEL TEFEEREMERDHEARFERSNTWND, BE=IT, JTIZX M
REIE. TOFHOEEF ¥V INZANTRD Tz, 70 EREEICRIISNELEFZEDHR T,
BALZMEZERE 0 ERICEFOMEEL Y JIV— bR LIClIL. FREMBBMLE
M—DFERTH D, Fle. 90 FREFLUE, SERDF COFRIRNLEBIENDLSIC
ToTWote,

BEDI IV H— 20217V T4 HEHERT HRE

Bl ARTEBLIY V42— - 20227V T RERIRE L. TNZEHET S
EDSBHTBTENTETCWGENT E, BT, JIZIZRLEBETHTITHNERETET
WiaWZ &, BEIL, TEFOWDS T4 SIF#ELNEVSBEEZBIT TSI L, TR
&0 722 ZRLDBBELEZLDABITEOEWNEDY D, FEIE%E L. HfR T 2Em%ZE)
RLTLEDTL S,



132

ICU TOEH

JI VAR Z—% 2004 FEITRIIL. 2005 TV T/ E— w7227 VT
RTOUSLEHEER L, RIISMIC3 DOITELBEX. XDEY., ORCKL S DIER%E
HET SZEHGERELNSHR L. HRICAIF TRBNICEBADERERET S L, @7I7
IZHENT, % - Bl - V1 VA —HRICEDDHBZANBEEDNZ Y FT—7DEEER
§T ¢, ZLT. OHASBREPARZRZF TR BARNEZERY LN ey = 54—/
EOMFEEZNIEL e, ICUDY TV Z—MRTOT S L pGSS ZXE/BIT BT & FEIT,
SED [7IT7TIIVE—%EB2) BRT—02ayv T w5l viE— w217 748
BOREDZEMB O, H#aTALRBREHE LD L TEHREDERERODTENTES
&5, KRRERDOHLGHSKWIFEY G,



ERT—0YavTRE  TITTILIVA—%5ED —TITIKBIZIIvE— w17 VT 8E— 133
International Workshop: Asian Gender Dialogues - Education on Gender and Sexuality in Asia
“Japanese” Situations Surrounding Education on Gender and Sexuality
Kazuko Tanaka

International Christian University, Japan

The Fundamental Standpoint of the Feminist Movement in Japan

In order to examine the development of gender/sexuality education in Japan, we need to
reflect on the UUMANRIBU movement (a Japanese term based on the English phrase “Women'’s
Liberation” movement; often abbreviated as RIBU). Many women in the New Leftist movements,
who had gained an awareness of sexual discrimination, banded together to express concerns
on various issues for the purpose of liberating themselves as women. This RIBU movement has
become the cornerstone of the feminist movement in Japan. In the late 1970s, the RIBU
movement lost much of its appeal for women. At the same time, feminist scholars in academia
gathered together under the name of JYOSEIGAKU (Women'’s Studies) and set up Women's
Studies Institutions nation-wide. Thus, the history of Women'’s Studies in Japan started in the
late 70s.

The Main Characteristics of Gender/Sexuality Education in Japan

Since the 1980s, gender/sexuality education has developed with the following main
characteristics. First, the national government and local governments led initiatives to build
women's centers across the country and provided numerous lectures in the field of women’s
studies. This bureaucrat-led education was aimed mainly at full-time housewives until the
1990s; the trend has thus been termed “housewife feminism.” Second, at college campuses, the
visibility of women'’s studies (including gender studies and sexuality studies) has been severely
limited. Fewer than five universities have institutionalized women'’s studies built into their
curriculums. Universities that have set up institutions on campus to further women's studies
are also limited, totaling at around twenty institutions in all of Japan. Third, feminist scholars
have been active mainly outside of the college system, organizing other academic institutions.
Among the institutions set up by scholars of women'’s studies in the 1970s is the Women's
Studies Association of Japan. It is the only institution to successfully recruit young scholars and
expand in size. Since the mid-1990s, institutions related to women’s studies have been allocated

to and organized within other various academic fields.
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Major Issues Regarding Gender/Sexuality Education in Japan

In Japan, gender and sexuality education has been stuck in the stage of employing the
academic achievements of gender/sexuality studies that were developed in the West. Second,
because of the troubled relationship between the feminist movement and academia, the two
cannot be bridged to work well together. Third, it has shied away from dealing with the issue of
“who are the ‘women’ addressed in ‘women’s studies” in Japan. Overall, gender/sexuality
education cannot reach the people who really need feminist ideas in order to free themselves
from the constraints of discrimination. Rather, it has aided in setting up boundaries to eliminate

“others.”

Efforts at ICU

The Center for Gender Studies (CGS) was set up in 2004, and the Program in Gender and
Sexuality Studies (pGSS) was integrated into the university-wide curriculum in 2005. The CGS
has three major goals. First, we make a clean break from the passive strategies of the past,
which relied mainly on absorbing information from the Western world. Instead, we intend to
work actively to collect and convey relevant information from Japan to the rest of the world.
Second, we will build networks with and among people in Asia who are interested in women's/
men’s/gender studies. Third, we provide support to ICU’s Program in Gender and Sexuality
Studies, which has launched a new phase of gender studies by including the natural sciences. |
think this International Workshop, “Asian Gender Dialogues,” is a practical place for us to
enhance our vision of gender/sexuality education. It is also a place to engage in dialogue about

its future by sharing experiences and increasing our mutual understanding.
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Session 1-2: Religion
(Chair: SIMONS, Christopher)

Panelists
SATHA-ANAND, Suwanna (Chulalongkorn University, Thailand)
“Spiritual Quest and the Family in Buddhism”

SHUIB, Rashidah (Universiti Sains Malaysia, Malaysia)
“Gender, Sexuality and Religion: What is at Stake in Malaysia? “

KINUKAWA, Hisako (Center for Feminist Theology and Ministry in Japan, Japan)

“Religion and Education in Japan”

The session began with three papers exploring issues in Thailand, Malaysia, and Japan.
Similar problems in all three countries include continuing power in the hands of patriarchal
religious authorities; a disjunction between progress in Asian universities and a lack of progress
in local communities; and a lack of optimism among educated women regarding the possibility
of progress towards gender and sexual equality over the next decade. The first question asked
how societies could preserve the best humanistic values of religious texts without bringing
their more negative and patriarchal values into modern society.

Professor Rashidah stressed the importance of creating free, open spaces for dialogue, and
stated that universities must take the lead. Since discussion of religious law is dominated by
male experts in Malaysia, people from other demographics cannot influence religious opinion,
and therefore cannot influence policies on gender and sexuality. Professor Rashidah pointed
out that feminist Islamic groups have recently made progress in advancing the debate on
women's issues. However, she stressed that universities have in recent years begun to fail in
their duty to serve as sources of well-informed activism in the local and global community.

Professor Kinukawa spoke about the problem of ancient texts created by patriarchal societies,
and focused on the need to clarify the difference between the text itself (as a historical
production) and its spirit or intention. She traced many of the problems of continuing patriarchy

in Christianity to the scriptures themselves, as the textual productions of a cabalistic male elite,
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operating through a number of patriarchal and kyriarchal social structures. She also described
how feminist theology had illuminated the Bible through interpretations free of patriarchal
influence.

Professor Satha-Anand described the power difference between a 2000-year-old religious
tradition and a 50-year-old tradition of feminist criticism, and stated that we should be
optimistic and persevere. She also pointed out that Buddhism presented a unique challenge, in
that it lacked the centralized institutions of Islam or Christianity—institutions which drive the
perpetuation of orthodox values. On one hand this gives Buddhism an advantage in adaptability
towards gender and sexual equality; on the other hand, it makes the historical patriarchal
orthodoxies inherent in Buddhism more difficult to change, given their strong roots in local
practice. In addition, in most cases, education is only available through the temples, which are
open only to male monks. Thailand needs opportunities for women to pursue education and
life as ordained monks. The establishment of Bhikkuni sangha is a high priority, but faces
entrenched opposition from Thai Buddhism’s orthodox beliefs, which are patriarchal, and
engrained on a local level.

The second question related to the difference between the spirit of openness found in
universities around the world, and the lack of openness or progressiveness in many local
communities. How can scholars and activists overcome local problems of religion and gender
& sexuality, while taking into account specific laws and practices in local communities?

Professor Satha-Anand replied that in the case of Thailand, ideology formed the main barrier
to change. Current patriarchal ‘tradition’ relegates all women to the supporting role of laity,
based on the story of the devotion of Buddha’s earthly mother. However, historical precedent
exists for the “Buddha to change his mind.” She pointed out a similar situation in the past, when
women could not receive enlightenment. After consultation and the agreement that “Buddha
had changed his mind,” the path to enlightenment became open equally to men and women.

In the case of Christianity, Professor Kinukawa noted that the feminist movement had made
good gains in recent decades; she mentioned the examples of the ordination of women priests,
and the ongoing debates on key issues such as sexuality and marriage.

Professor Rashidah agreed that political use of religion for political ends creates the most
serious threat to openness in communities, and to progress towards religions that enhance
modern society and support human rights. In Malaysia, a religious context is given to political

debate on all issues, and pushes the majority interpretation of all religious issues towards
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fundamentalism. However, she also stated her belief that institutions such as universities and
NGOs still had the power to translate rhetoric into positive action. She went on to mention the
opportunities created by the Internet, which offers a virtual space for dialogue and change in
societies where such space does not exist in reality.

The third and final question put to the panel requested their opinions about the future. Given
the increasing number of women in education in many developed and developing countries,
what are the immediate barriers, and what will the global situation look like in 10-15 years?

Professor Kinukawa questioned whether universities were truly becoming more equal,
despite increased female enrollment. For example, ICU had excellent gender equality among
students—but not among faculty and administrative staff. This difference represents the
difficulties faced by advocates of equal opportunities in Japan.

Professor Rashidah agreed with this view, and stated that, globally, funding itself was not
enough. The global financial crisis has demonstrated that, in times of economic hardship, much
of the advocating of gender equality by politicians and business leaders proves to be lip service.
In the open dialogue, one speaker raised the embarrassing problem of Japan’s global rank of
94th in gender equality. Professor lkoma of ICU described how Japanese feminism had
increasingly failed to attract support from the younger generations. Professor Rashidah added
that academics did not respond quickly enough—or at all—to global events. Gender equality
must become the responsibility of academics in all fields, not only those fields focused on
women and gender studies.

While the three panelists agreed that they remained skeptical about the possibility of rapid
movement towards gender and sexuality on an international level within their lifetimes, their

scholarship, energy and determination set an excellent example for the audience.
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Session 2-1: Grass-roots Movements
(Chair: MORIKI, Yoshie)

Panelists
POERWANDARI, Kristi (The Pulih Foundation and Universitas Indonesia, Indonesia)

“The scraping down of the grass-roots women’s movement in Indonesia”

KHUAT, Thu Hong (Institute for Social Development Studies, Vietnam)
“Joking about Sex: Yes, It's Funny! Teaching about Sex: No, It's Dirty!: How Education on

Sexuality Can Overcome this Double Standard?”

MIYAJIMA, Kensuke (Kanagawa Rainbow Center SHIP, Japan)

“Grass-roots Movements and Gender and Sexuality Education in Japan”

During this session held on the morning of the 2nd day of the workshop, which was entitled
“Grass-roots Movements and Gender and Sexuality Education,” we had active discussions.
There were three panelists, one from Indonesia, one from Vietnam, and one from Japan. Here, |
will summarize several common themes noted in the individual presentations and the following
dialogue sessions.

First, as educators involved in grass-roots movements, the panelists share similar difficulties
securing enough funding for their activities. The problems include a low likelihood of obtaining
stable financial support from international organizations, governments, or private companies.
Further, there are complications regarding the utilization of that funding, if and when it is
available, for the main purposes of their respective grass-roots organizations. For example, the
fund-receiving organizations may find themselves promoting the agendas of the funding
sources rather than that of their own. Moreover, the expected “output” of grass-roots activities
tends to be difficult to measure, such as “providing higher quality counseling,” and
“improvements in reproductive health.” Therefore, demonstrating the results of activities to the
general publicin an easily recognizable way is usually difficult. As a result, writing a competitive
funding proposal is not an easy task. In terms of securing funding, publishing academically-

oriented information to people in general was mentioned as a method of raising money, which
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is also perceived as an important activity for showing the social responsibilities of grass-roots
organizations.

We then discussed about the current condition of the field. People who are involved with
grass-roots movements or people who are associated with gender studies at large are no
longer considered to be “we.” In particular, it was pointed out that there is a structural tendency
towards young professionals who look for eventual positions at “high power” organizations,
such as international organizations, so convincing them to pursue a career at a grass-roots
organization is described as difficult. However, it was mentioned that, even at a macro level
organization, one can meaningfully make use of a locally-grounded viewpoint acquired
through working at a grass-roots organization, and in this way, grass-roots organizations are a
valuable workplace, even as a temporary one, for young professionals. Furthermore, it was
suggested that for the sustainability of grass-roots organizations, we should not rely only on a
particular figure for promoting a movement; instead, if a situation allows, it can be beneficial to
work closely with a larger institution, like a local administration. For this purpose, flexible
professionals who can bridge the work between micro- and macro-levels are useful and
urgently needed.

Lastly, there was a voice from the floor asking a general but yet fundamental question about
the future direction of the field. The inquiry seems to relate to such questions as “What is our
real problem, given that we are seeking a change?” and “What kind of society are we really
striving to achieve?” In fact, a comment like “there was no women's movement in our country
in pure meaning” indicates that it is a good time to re-think “our” agendas, beyond conventional
ones that, in a sense, have been given by various social systems, including patriarchy, socialism,
and tradition. For the future of this field, our dialogue emphasized the fact that long-term vision
and international cooperation are necessary. Therefore, this international workshop, which
created an opportunity for dialogue among Asian participants, should be positively evaluated

as an effort to focus on the values that come from and are based in Asia.
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Session 2-2, University
(Chair: IKOMA, Natsumi)

Panelists:
UJANO-BATANGAN, Maria Theresa Datu (University of the Philippines)

“Mainstreaming Gender and Sexuality in Tertiary Education: Lessons Learned and Challenges”

KWAK, Samgeun (Ewha Womans University)

“Gender & Sexuality Education at University in Korean Context”

TANAHASH]I, Satoshi (Ochanomizu University)
“Ochanomizu University and Gender Education: A Case Study Concerning its Past, Present and

Future”

The panelists’ reports revealed very different situations surrounding the university education
of gender and sexuality in each country. In the discussion section, the topics covered were on
the efforts of each university, and on the relationship of universities and the government in
respective countries.

First, Professor Tanahashi asked two other panelists for advice on how to generate social
change. Professor Kwak explained how women in Korea enticed the patronage of the
government by emphasizing their minority status, thus utilizing their paternalistic tendencies,
and that's why the name of Women’s Studies has been used primarily in Korea instead of
Gender Studies. She mentioned how the graduates of Ewha University have come to assume
important posts, causing a change in people’s perceptions, which in turn resulted in the
establishment of the Ministry of Gender Equality; much has improved (for instance, a woman
can be the head of the household, and children can assume their mother’s name, etc.), though
there still is much more to be done, since the percentage of female university faculty and
female executives in the society is still low, and many women still quit their job after marriage
or childbirth. Professor Ujano-Batangan demonstrated the opposite case: University of the
Philippines has achieved the freedom to build its curriculum and its influence on the

government through independence from the government. She also suggested the unique
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situation of the Philippines’ colonial history had some positive impact on gender sensitivity
among people, and that conflicts of ideologies of the church and the government cause
difficulties.

From the floor, it was pointed out that while the Philippines have a strong civil society and a
weak government, Korea has a strong civil society and a strong government, and Japan has a
weak civil society and a strong government. It was suggested that the difficulty peculiar to
Japan is the patriarchal ideology of the government conflicting with its global agenda.

Professor Kwak responded with the pros and cons of Korean society strongly influenced by
the top of the government: Kim Dae-jung, who hails from the western part of Korea where
patriarchy is not so strong, established the Ministry of Gender Equality, taking initiative in
running the country differently, but Roh Moo-hyun tried to demolish the ministry and added ’
family’ to the name of the ministry, thus decreasing its effectiveness.

A concern was voiced from the floor that the government may be using the women's agenda
to promote their own goals. The subtle relationships between the gender issues and the
government became apparent, as in the case of Japan whose already solid government does
not care much about women's issues.

The topic of women’s place in the society came up in the dialogue at the end. In Korea,
women'’s posts in society are still very limited, making students prioritize study for the benefit
of job hunting, leading to students’ loss of interest in Women's Studies. The students majoring
in Gender Studies are very rare in Japan, too. In Ochanomizu University, the gender related
courses are open to non-majors as well so that many students can learn something about
Gender. From the floor, the importance of cultivating women's leadership was pointed out.
Also, it was suggested that in order to avoid the disconnection of universities from society as a

whole, it is necessary to constantly review the curriculum on gender and sexuality studies.
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Session 3-1. Epilogue : Concluding Session
What Can We Say about Education on Gender and Sexuality in Asia Today?
(Chair: KATO, Etsuko)

In this final session, the participants shared critical points that had been raised during the
past two days, continued dialogues on newly discovered issues and questions, and discussed
the future of education on gender and sexuality. The Chairperson first presented the summary
of past discussions, and then raised the following new questions:

First, how do we educate ourselves? In particular: 1) Who are the “challenged” people from
whom we need to learn? Women, girls, sexual minorities, the sick, youth, and who else? 2) What
situations are challenging them/us? Confucianism, religious fundamentalism, patriarchy,
paternalism, and what else? 3) How should we build knowledge from the field? 4) What can
researchers and activists do to learn from each other?

Next, how can we educate others? Specifically: 1) Who needs to be educated? Students,
teachers, youth, government officials, and who else? 2) What needs to be taught? At present,
education on “sexuality” is limited to education on women'’s reproductive health and safety;
also “feminism, “ which is a beneficial concept/movement to any less-privileged social group,
but younger generations shy away from it. How do we overcome these situations? 3) How
should we teach?

The points that follow are those on which participants exchanged their views most
enthusiastically. First, men should be added to both the “challenged” groups and the groups
that need to be taught. Men have their own gender problems, and need to reflect on the social
constructiveness of their gender identity. Elderly people, ethnic minorities, and economic
minorities should be added to the lists as well.

Next, both “sexuality” and “gender” are delicate terms in all countries. Translation gives the
terms different nuances, often evoking a negative reaction. They can also be incorporated in
governmental terminology, or be labeled with simply radical images. It is necessary to keep
watch over the usages of this terminology, so that they will not lose their original and complex
meanings, which can be used for social justice. Furthermore, in order to attract younger
generations, educators need to use the terms in positive discourses, not just for pointing out

gender- and sexuality-related problems and risks.





