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In February 2015, a report entitled ‘Review into recent allegations relat-
ing to conditions and circumstances at the Regional Processing Centre in 
Nauru’ was published, which inquired into allegations of rape and sex for 
favours of so-called ‘processees’ in one of Australia’s off-shore immigration 
processing centres on the island of Nauru (Moss 2015). Upon reception of 
the report the then prime minister of Australia, Tony Abbott, remarked: 
‘Occasionally, I daresay, things happen, because in any institution you get 
things that occasionally aren’t perfect’ (see Hurst 2015).

We disagree. That occurrences such as rape and sex for favours in insti-
tutions hosting refugees do not ‘simply happen’ is the subject of this edited 
volume. Its central contention is that instances of sexual and gender-based 
violence, as well as other forms of violence, emerge due to the particular 
conditions in refugee institutions and situations, and that analysing the 
underlying currents is a first and necessary step towards efforts to prevent 
them. What makes refugee situations particular is that individuals and 
communities are taken out of the everyday context in which their social 
lives follow certain norms and rules sedimented over time. These norms 
and rules are challenged and put into doubt by the new demands and limi-
tations encountered in displacement, where much of the social, economic 
and political world is externally formed and restrictively imposed. Often, 
refugees end up in a situation of dependency on institutions and people 
in powerful positions, rendering themselves vulnerable to abuse and ex-
ploitation – such as in the example of the Nauru processing centre above. 
While this does not necessarily, in and of itself, lead to violent behaviour, 
in some cases it might. And although this concerns all refugees, women, 
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men, girls and boys all experience it – and are affected by it – differently. 
These aspects will be covered in the present volume. 

Gender, Violence, Refugees provides nuanced accounts of how the social 
identity of men and women, the context of displacement, and the experi-
ence or manifestation of violence interact. It offers both conceptual analy-
sis and in-depth case studies to illustrate how gender relations are affected 
by displacement, encampment and return, and how this leads to various 
forms of direct, indirect and structural violence.

Gender, Violence, Refugees

Three intertwined notions are central to our volume: gender, violence and 
refugees. It is important to note that we use them in a wide sense and that 
while most contributions focus on all three aspects, some zoom in on just 
one or two. To elaborate in a slightly different order to our title, the term 
refugee broadly refers to a person who has had to leave their home for one 
or various reasons, even though ‘what reasons’ and ‘where to’ are some-
times contested, as apparent in contributions to this volume. In a narrow, 
legalistic sense the term is defined by the 1951 Convention Relating to 
the Status of Refugees and its 1967 Protocol where it refers to a person 
who ‘owing to a well-founded fear of being persecuted for reasons of race, 
religion, nationality, membership of a particular social group or political 
opinion, is outside the country of his nationality, and is unable to, or owing 
to such fear is unwilling to, avail himself of the protection of that country’. 
However, looking at the broad spectrum of people who are on the move 
involuntarily, refugees as defined by the convention constitute only one of 
several groups who are more generally called ‘forced migrants’. In addition 
to refugees, forced migration also includes ‘internally displaced persons’ 
(IDPs) who seek refuge in their country of origin, victims of trafficking 
as well as stateless persons. Each of these categories is based on a specific 
legal definition stipulated in a convention, or in the case of IDPs in the 
‘Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement’. While these categories may 
appear to be neutral – including gender neutral as discussed below – they 
are interpreted in the context of dynamically changing global norms and 
are thus highly politicized. It is this ‘politics of categorization’ that enables 
politicians to artificially separate people by means of imposing these cate-
gories (Castles 2007; Foster 2007: 5–21); they divide (forced) migrants from 
citizens of nation states and contribute to classifying members of categories 
through distinct legal privileges. Differentiations of (forced) migrants are 
often based on ‘push and pull’ factors (Castles 2003; Brubaker 2012), stipu-
lating distinctions between voluntary and forced migration and therefore 
between ‘good’ refugees as those deserving protection and ‘bad’ migrants 
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or ‘economic’ refugees as those unworthy of aid (Scheel and Squire 2014; 
Rosenberger and Stöckl 2016: 14). With a focus on refugees, debates about 
the ‘refugee label’ reveal economic, political and social exclusion and ‘oth-
ering’ processes of refugees, as well as identity constructions (Zetter 1991, 
2007; Ludwig 2013; Krause 2016a).

In order to draw attention to the fact that people also leave their homes 
for reasons that do not fall into the narrow definition of the 1951 refugee 
convention, the term ‘forced migration’ has replaced ‘refugee’ in discourse 
and practice. It acknowledges that poverty, ecological degradation, de-
velopment aid, disasters and crises are also legitimate causes for moving 
(de Wet 2006; Boano, Zetter and Morris 2008; McAdam 2014). Similar to 
IDPs, forced migrants who do not fall into the definition of what consti-
tutes a refugee thus do not qualify for assistance from the global refugee 
regime. Although we chose ‘refugees’ for the title of this volume to connect 
to an ongoing debate in refugee studies, some chapters consider wider 
causes for flight and explicitly situated themselves in the context of forced 
migration studies, such as Alexander Betts in Chapter 11.

Regarding gender, the volume includes the social categories men, 
women, boys and girls. An unfortunate lacuna are LGBTIs and their par-
ticular difficulties, which scholars have increasingly explored in recent 
years, pointing out their legal neglect yet also developments in refugee 
status determination processes (Markard 2013; Türk 2013; Berlit, Doerig 
and Storey 2015) as well as diverse security risks in countries of origin 
and of asylum (Forced Migration Review 2013; Spijkerboer 2013). Such 
academic debates and criticism did not remain unnoticed by central in-
stitutions such as the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 
(UNHCR) and also by non-governmental organizations (NGOs) who have 
developed guidelines and handbooks on how to treat cases and how to 
protect LGBTI people (see UNHCR 2008a, 2011a; ORAM 2012).

One important question to pose in the context of our volume is whether 
refugees have a gender at all. Legally, the 1951 refugee convention with its 
1967 protocol stipulates who qualifies as a refugee and who has access to 
refugee rights and protection. Yet, its description of refugees not only lacks 
any reference to gender (Valji 2001: 25; Fiddian-Qasmiyeh 2014: 398–400), 
losing sight of the fact that men and women experience refuge differently 
(Crawley 2001: 7), but it is based on a male paradigm with an androcentric 
framework (Greatbatch 1989: 518; Markard 2007: 377f.; Edwards 2010). 
The persistent separation of public and private spheres of action for men 
and women has found its way into international refugee law. It is, inter 
alia, based on the assumption that men are more active in politics and 
thus at higher risk of being persecuted, which explains why ‘dominant an-
drocentric male-as-norm paradigms’ (Edwards 2010: 22) stand in contrast 
to marginalized women in refugee law. The dichotomies – public/private, 
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political/apolitical, men/women – strongly informed the idea of the refugee 
figure at the time when legal frameworks were being drafted (Valji 2001: 
26; Edwards 2010), yet since the 1980s, feminist scholars have criticized the 
neglect of women in refugee policies (Indra 1987; Greatbatch 1989), stress-
ing the various yet also different forms of violence that women encounter 
(Callaway 1985; Ferris 1990). As a result, policies shifted in the early 1990s 
to include women’s protection as a key component of refugee protection 
and to mainstream ‘gender’, as further elaborated in by Susan Martin in 
Chapter 1 to this volume.

In spite of these development, recent studies still criticize the one-sided, 
legalistic and humanitarian image of refugees, and call for a more dif-
ferentiated understanding of refugees in general, and men and women in 
particular (Kebede 2010; Turner 2010: 43–64; Fiddian-Qasmiyeh 2014; 
Krause 2016b). They argued that flight, expulsion and forced migration 
should be seen as a gendered process (Hans 2008: 69), leading to an in-
crease in the number of academic contributions with an emphasis on gen-
dered experiences (see Hart 2008; Fiddian-Qasmiyeh 2014; Freedman 
2015). It is to this body of scholarship that this volume seeks to contribute.

By aiming to implement a gender-sensitive approach to refugee aid 
(UNHCR 1990, 1991, 2008b, 2011b), women’s needs are increasingly ac-
knowledged in protection and assistance measures. They are often treated 
as most vulnerable and therefore receive prioritized access to aid and 
awareness-building projects, and in many cases men are left behind. Elena 
Fiddian-Qasmiyeh, Chloé Lewis and Georgia Cole illustrate in Chapter 6 
how aid agencies frequently equate gender and women, and thus provide 
aid in manners that favour women to the detriment of men, directly affect-
ing gender relations. Such actions may translate into power imbalances 
between women and men, challenging the pre-flight relationship in which 
men were mostly breadwinners and decision makers. In some cases, men 
react with violence in order to maintain their social status as patriarchs 
(Lukunka 2011).

The notion of violence appears in various forms and with different mean-
ings in this volume. A number of chapters focus explicitly on sexual and 
gender-based violence. According to UNHCR, this refers to ‘violence that 
is directed against a person on the basis of her or his gender or sex. It in-
cludes acts that inflict physical, mental or sexual harm or suffering, threats 
of such acts, coercion, and other deprivations of liberty, whether occur-
ring in public or in private life’ (UNHCR 2008b: 201; see IASC 2015: 
5–13). It can take the form of, among others, ‘rape, forced impregnation, 
forced abortion, trafficking, sexual slavery, and the intentional spread of 
sexually transmitted infections, including HIV/AIDS’ (UNHCR 2008b: 
7, 10). In refugee camps, in particular, sexual and gender-based violence 
occurs particularly often in the forms of domestic violence, sexual abuse, 



Introduction    |    5

structural discrimination and forced recruitment into combatant groups. 
This is not a new phenomenon but has already been observed and criti-
cized by scholars in the 1980s (Callaway 1985; Harrell-Bond 1986: 155–59; 
Greatbatch 1989). Studies emphasize that these forms of violence occur 
repeatedly, perpetrated by fellow refugees as well as by people with an of-
ficial mandate to protect, such as security forces, government employees, 
staff of aid agencies and local residents of the home community, often 
exploiting their power and the dependency of their victims (Ferris 2007; 
Freedman 2015: 60–68).

Violence also occurs in urban centres. Although refugees may expe-
rience fewer restrictions by humanitarian organizations and have more 
freedom in choosing where to live and work, they can face structural vio-
lence in the form of social exclusion and discrimination ( Jaji 2009; Crisp, 
Morris and Refstie 2012). When refugees are not legally allowed to work 
in host countries, they often have to seek employment in informal sectors. 
For women, this often means being forced or having to engage in prostitu-
tion (Naggujja et al. 2014), exchanging sexual favours for food or shelter 
(Krause-Vilmar 2011) or facing sexual abuse by colleagues (Crisp, Morris 
and Refstie 2012).

A number of operational reports have been produced over the past years 
to shed light on the scope of sexual and gender-based violence against 
refugees. UN Women (2013), for instance, stresses the danger of early and 
forced marriage among Syrian refugee girls, while the UN special rap-
porteur on violence against women (UNGA 2012: 25–29) recently pointed 
out that female Somali refugees and IDPs, aged from eleven to eighty, 
face kidnapping, sexual exploitation and abuse, female genital mutilation 
and forced marriage by al-Shabaab militias, especially in overcrowded 
camps. ‘Women on the Run’, UNHCR (2015), emphasizes women’s mul-
tiple risk factors in South American countries, including threats by crimi-
nal armed groups, child recruitment, long-lasting domestic violence, rape 
and extortion. Moreover, Refugees International (1999) estimates that 
25 per cent of female refugees in Tanzania experience sexual violence, 
and emphasizes the continuity of violence before and after the flight for 
many Syrian women who seek to escape rape but end up being attacked in 
camps or suffer from an increase in domestic violence, including marital 
rape (Refugees International 2012). Similar experiences are reported in 
the context of the civil wars in Liberia and Sierra Leone, and ensuing 
refugee and displaced persons’ camps in Guinea, Liberia and Sierra Leone 
(Lindorfer 2009; Women’s Refugee Commission 2009: 3; Human Rights 
Watch 2011). Chapter 2 by Simon Turner critically engages with the nor-
mative assumptions of this body of literature.

Although the true scope of sexual and gender-based violence against 
refugees remains unknown (Freedman 2015: 79), because it is still a taboo 
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and often entails stigmatization and the danger of increased violence after 
reporting attacks (Martin 2004: 31, 116; Jansen 2011: 87; Krause 2015: 245), 
most studies continue to focus on violence against women. In this process, 
binary structures of female victims and male perpetrators are maintained 
and reproduced, while the scope and impact on male victims is neglected. 
In contrast, Chris Dolan’s (2014: 2) recent study on Congolese refugee 
men in Uganda shows that 13.4 per cent of male refugees had experienced 
an incident of sexual violence in the preceding year, and 38.5 per cent re-
ported assaults at some point in their lives.1 As few studies have focused on 
male victims of sexual and gender-based violence, there is a distinct need 
for further research. In this volume, Maria O. Ensor (Chapter 9) and Maja 
Janmyr (Chapter 10) seek to broaden the discussion by including boys and 
men, albeit mainly in terms of gender-based violence.

In addition to these direct forms of violence, structural violence is – ex-
plicitly and implicitly – central to a number of contributions to this book. 
Structural conditions during flight, in the place of refuge as well as upon 
return, may take on forms that harm women and men (often in different 
ways). In camps, it may be the result of camp structures and hierarchies, 
gender disparities or negative relations between host and refugee com-
munities. In most cases, refugees are not granted the same opportunities 
as nationals from the asylum or host countries, and are confronted with 
wide-scale discriminations in their everyday lives in exile ( Jansen 2011; 
Crisp, Morris and Refstie 2012). This may prevent refugees from meeting 
basic requirements necessary for a stable and secure life. Even without 
any direct assault, structural violence may be physically harming when 
it leads to poor nutrition or limited access to health facilities (for instance 
for victims of sexual violence). Dale Buscher (Chapter 7) looks at the eco-
nomic aspects of these types of indirect violence, and Melanie Hartmann 
(Chapter 5) at the structural. 

Violence may also take on a more conceptual form when it refers to 
what Michel Foucault calls ‘biopolitics’ (Foucault 2010). This concerns the 
practice of regulating subjects – in our case, male and female refugees 
– through numerous techniques that serve to subjugate and ultimately 
control them. Refugee or displaced persons’ camps but also aid institu-
tions assume this role when they determine what is right and wrong be-
haviour regarding gender roles. Importantly, this type of violence does not 
operate in the open; it is much more subtle since it is rooted in regulations 
and regulatory mechanisms. Chapter 4 by Emma Mc Cluskey contributes 
to this discussion.

In addition to the main themes of Gender, Violence, Refugees, chapters 
in this volume connect empirically. To begin, a number of settings are 
central to the case studies collected in our volume, including refugee and 
IDP camps. Temporally, various phases can be delineated – conflict, flight, 
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refuge, return – each of them providing their own particular circumstanc-
es, even though it has been argued that there is a continuum of sexual and 
gender-based violence against women and men (Ferris 1990; Cockburn 
2004). While Barbra Lukunka discusses conditions of Burundian return-
ees in Chapter 12, Ulrike Krause contributes to the continuum discussion 
in Chapter 8. Many authors moreover focus on the intervention of exter-
nal agents – humanitarian or aid agencies, development organizations, 
human rights NGOs, faith-based actors – who might, through their actions, 
provide services to ‘beneficiaries’. In doing so, they have an impact on the 
living conditions, both materially and socially and on gender relations.

Connecting Gender, Violence, Refugees

How do the experiences of displacement, be it in camps, settlements or in 
urban settings, have an effect on gender relations? To begin, many refugee 
situations are long term, thus affecting social relations for years and some-
times decades. Over time, it has transpired that camps exist much longer 
than anticipated, leading to so-called protracted refugee situations with 
an average duration of twenty-six years (UNHCR 2016: 20). Structurally, 
the conditions are very similar all over the world: initially established as 
short-term, interim solutions, they are confined to a designated space and 
adhere to organizational and administrative rules and regulations. In ad-
dition to UNHCR, national and international aid organizations as well as 
the national governments of host countries are involved in their adminis-
tration. This long duration of refugee situations affects the way refugees 
relate to each other, including along gender lines. Rules and regulations 
by administrative bodies, such as the command over resources, as well as 
control and decision-making processes, affect the lives of women and men 
significantly since they regulate living conditions and opportunities.

Refugee situations may also impact on gender relations since conflict 
and flight often destroy the fabric of communities and families (Turner 
1999; Martin 2004: 15; Carlson 2005), leading to a rearranging of the social 
relations under new and different conditions. Moreover, the experience of 
conflict and flight might affect individuals who find it difficult to cope with 
what they have encountered (Karunakara et al. 2004; Onyut et al. 2009; 
Lukunka 2011). Some studies point to an increase in drug and alcohol 
abuse and an associated increase in aggression and violence towards 
women in particular, including domestic violence (Barker and Ricardo 
2005; McCleary 2013). The daily life of refugees is moreover influenced by 
the labour market, or the lack of perspectives, which again has an impact 
on gender relations (Carlson 2005: 11; Krause 2015; see also Buscher in this 
volume). As illustrated by Tania Kaiser (2006), restrictive civil liberties and 
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work permits, coupled with the lack of economic livelihoods, and of access 
to resources and markets, often led to refugees not being able to perform 
their former gender roles. For instance, men might be unable to fulfil the 
role of the family provider, and women might have to take on additional re-
sponsibilities (Martin 2004: 15; UNHCR 2008b: 39–40; Buscher 2009: 90).

Many humanitarian agencies and refugee-supporting organizations 
recognize these changes in general and their impact on sexual and gender-
based violence in particular, and become entangled in the renegotiation 
of relations and the forging of new identities. They often launch specif-
ic projects to impact on gender relations, such as the empowerment of 
women (Martin 2004: 81f.), leading to new hierarchies and power struc-
tures (Hyndman 2004: 204; Ferris 2007: 586ff.; Gozdziak 2008: 186ff.). 
Mulumba’s study on Ugandan refugee settlements, for instance, illustrates 
that for some female refugees empowerment is a liberating process since 
they gained access to land which traditionally is passed on through the 
male line of the family (Mulumba 2005: 181). In this process, though, men 
may lose status, power and influence, rendering them unable to take care 
of their families. As already argued above, this is a significant shift, since 
in many cultures the role of the breadwinner is the most important form of 
recognition and respect a man can receive from his wife and family (Dolan 
2002: 60–67; Edward 2007: 140–41) so that the empowerment of women 
might lead to the disempowerment of men (Krause 2013: 193 ff., and 2014). 
The perceived loss of status and the related social degradation of men in 
camps is referred to as emasculation in the literature (Dolan 2009: 204; 
Grabska 2011; Lukunka 2011).

Importantly, people working for humanitarian aid agencies – both 
nationals and non-nationals – may themselves engage in sexual abuse. 
There is an increasing awareness, and increasing data, that people who 
are mandated with assisting and protecting refugees sometimes misuse 
their powerful position to exploit them sexually (Ferris 2007; Freedman 
2015: 64ff.). This might express itself in the form of direct attacks or sex 
for favours related to food and relief items, to performance at school or 
access to medical care. Even though boys and girls are affected, girls aged 
thirteen to eighteen seem to be most susceptible, in particular if they live 
in single-parent or child-headed households, are unaccompanied, or work 
as street traders (Ferris 2007).

What becomes apparent when connecting gender, violence and refu-
gees is that not only the gender or the biological sex of a person is of 
importance, but also other factors such as age, economic status, origin 
and education. In short, it highlights what is referred to as intersectional-
ity, pointing to the intersection of different social identities on multiple 
and often simultaneous levels (Crenshaw 1989). This is discussed in more 
detail by Melanie Hartmann in Chapter 5 to this volume.
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About the Volume

Part I of our edited volume is entitled Conceptualizing Gender, Violence, 
Refugees and provides various perspectives on distinct concepts and their 
connections. It begins with Susan F. Martin who, in Chapter 1, historically 
traces the more recent developments of UNHCR concerning a more gen-
der-sensitive approach to refugee assistance. In 1990, almost four decades 
after UNHCR was founded and acted upon its mandate to protect and 
assist refugees worldwide, it adopted its first Policy on Refugee Women. 
While the policy is understood to be a significant milestone in the refugee 
protection regime – especially for women – Martin questions how effec-
tive it has been and highlights various challenges. The chapter is based on 
her own role in the evolution of the Policy on Refugee Women – including 
in drafting the UNHCR Guidelines on Protection of Refugee Women of 
1991, which were meant to help to implement the policy – as well as on 
research about the application and impact of the policy.

In Chapter 2, Simon Turner challenges the core assumptions on which 
many studies and programmes on sexual violence are based. Situated in 
the analysis of grey literature, he provides a critical reading of current 
discourses and their dominating narratives. He argues that much of this 
literature relies on images of refugee societies as being morally in decline, 
with unbridled young men sexually assaulting women, and a degree of 
violence that is pathological. These images produce and reproduce orien-
talist and neocolonial representations of violence and refugees. Without 
belittling the scope and extent of violence in refugee contexts, Turner calls 
for an understanding of its occurrences that moves beyond these norma-
tive assumptions.

This criticism resonates with the argument of Elisabeth Olivius in 
Chapter 3, who examines how violence against refugee women is con-
ceptualized in humanitarian policy and practice. She argues that agencies 
often interpret this form of violence as a sign of underdevelopment and 
backwardness of refugee communities, and in response seek to engage 
in processes of social engineering in order to change social, cultural and 
religious patterns. Drawing on field research in Bangladesh and Thailand, 
she demonstrates how these practices can lead to conflict and resistance, 
at times obstructing rather than advancing the empowerment of women.

A somewhat different take on gender, violence and refugees is advanced 
by Emma Mc Cluskey who, in Chapter 4, explores the notion of violence 
not in terms of physical harm but as a subtle method through which the 
lives of refugees are ranked, assessed and criticized by their host commu-
nity. Based on in-depth field research in a small Swedish town in which 
a larger group of mainly Syrian refugees found a temporary home, she 
analyses how the local population evokes a discourse around decency and 



10    |    Susanne Buckley-Zistel and Ulrike Krause

gender equality as central to what constitutes gender relations in Sweden, 
in a sense degrading the refugees for having other concepts about the re-
lationship between men and women. In her case study, this turned against 
and thus further isolated mainly Syrian women, who were criticized for 
their dress codes, behaviour and poor childcare.

Taking a spatial turn, in Chapter 5 Melanie Hartmann assesses the 
structural conditions of German reception and accommodation centres 
where refugees who find their way to Germany first live while they wait 
for their asylum applications to be processed. She identifies the gendered 
inequalities enshrined in their structures, and how this affects women in 
particular. While sexual violence is only an extreme form of their reper-
cussions, their daily lives are affected by insecure situations due to the 
poor quality and inadequacy of the centres as well as the way they are 
governed. Importantly, though, (female) refugees have the possibility of 
appropriating these spaces through their everyday practise.

How to respond to and assess gender relations might be enshrined in a 
national culture, as the case of Sweden shows, yet it can also be an aspect 
of religious belief. In Chapter 6, Elena Fiddian-Qasmiyeh, Chloé Lewis 
and Georgia Cole examine how faith-based images of masculinity and 
femininity are employed by development and aid organizations with a 
religious background to affect gender relations in refugee communities 
in order to reduce the prevalence of sexual and gender-based violence. 
Based on extensive field research in Sahrawi refugee camps in South 
West Algeria and displacement contexts in the Democratic Republic of 
Congo, they argue that in the Sahrawi case, faith is rendered invisible by 
the dominating discourses in the camp which seek to portray an image 
to the outside that depicts the camps as secular. In this context, sexual 
violence is silenced, too. In contrast, in Congo the faith-based programme 
‘Transforming Masculinities’ addresses sexual violence directly and thus 
has the potential to lead to a transformation of gender relations.

In Chapter 7, Dale Buscher explores the intersectionality of forced mi-
gration, gender, violence and livelihoods. He argues that not only does 
displacement affect men and women differently, but that livelihoods, too, 
are gendered. Putting the notion of livelihood assets at the centre of his 
analysis he traces how assets drive conflicts and how, at the same time, 
their depletion as a consequence of conflict might force people to migrate. 
In displacement, negative economic copying strategies might lead to 
gender-based violence, in particular if they further disempower women 
and adolescent girls. Outside intervention, Buscher concludes, should thus 
provide equal access and opportunities for all.

Part II of the volume, Experiencing Gender, Violence, Refuge, zooms in on 
conditions and contexts affecting refugees in various settings. It begins in 
Chapter 8 with Ulrike Krause’s focus on the continuum of violence during 
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conflict, flight and encampment. Based on a case study of Congolese refu-
gees in a refugee camp in Uganda, she moves beyond the prevailing con-
text-focused research of either conflict or exile by understanding refugee 
camps as explicit post-conflict contexts. By means of that, she reveals 
how women especially are confronted with sexual and gender-based vio-
lence during the different phases of their flight, outlining a continuum of 
violence.

Next, in Chapter 9, Marisa O. Ensor analyses wartime displacement 
and its opportunities and challenges by zooming in on boys and girls. 
Drawing on field research amongst South Sudanese refugees in Uganda as 
well as returnees in South Sudan, she discusses the protracted cycle of war 
and displacement, and the gender-specific impacts on refugees in camps 
for both stayees and returnees. In spite of their challenging experiences, 
she emphasizes that boys and girls reveal a remarkable degree of agency 
and resourcefulness in their efforts to cope with the situations.

In Chapter 10, Maja Janmyr shifts the perspective towards refugee men 
and explores the military recruitment of Sudanese refugees by the Sudan 
People’s Liberation Army (SPLA) in refugee camps in Northern Uganda. 
She argues that the Ugandan government’s military and political interests 
in Sudan exacerbated the protection concerns for many Sudanese refu-
gees, as did the largely negligible approach taken by UNHCR. Based on 
her field research in Uganda, she discusses how Sudanese refugee men 
were under persistent pressure to join the SPLA, and that, coupled with 
the lack of security caused predominantly by the insurgency movement 
Lord’s Resistance Army, the threat of recruitment by the SPLA forced 
many individuals into a mode of recurrent flight to nearby towns or even 
to the capital Kampala. As such, these Sudanese refugees became effec-
tively ‘displaced’ within their country of asylum.

In contrast to the focus on refugees and the challenges to refugee protec-
tion, in Chapter 11 Alexander Betts explores how Angolan security forces 
treated Congolese survival migrants, a social group that falls outside of 
the refugee protection regime. Between 2003 and 2013, Angola carried out 
four waves of deportations of these migrants during which women, in par-
ticular, were confronted with serious levels of sexual abuse. Yet not only 
Angola but also the international community failed to establish protective 
measures for survival migrants, subjecting them to great security risks and 
leaving them in a state of limbo.

In the final chapter, Chapter 12, Barbra Lukunka analyses the situation 
of returnees to Burundi who face interpersonal violence over land. After 
years in exile due to the civil war, returning refugees find themselves in an 
environment where they encounter land scarcity, or their ancestral land 
is occupied by neighbours or strangers. Lukunka explores the challenges 
returnees face and how these affect social relations, leading to violence 
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and killings. She argues that a history and memory of violence, economic 
needs and structural and contextual issues, in combination with abject 
poverty, marginalization of the poor and corruption, contribute to the rise 
in interpersonal violence over land in Burundi.

As we draw this volume to a close in winter 2016, we witness a continuing 
uprooting of people from African countries such as South Sudan, Central 
African Republic and Burundi, yet also continued flight from countries 
such as Syria, Iraq and Yemen, some of whom seek to find their way to 
Europe. Those who have already arrived are confronted with serious chal-
lenges regarding status, shelter and protection, as well as in the longer 
run regarding employment and economic stability. We are observing this 
situation with much concern, not least since a number of incidences of vio-
lence have occurred, from individuals and groups of the host communities 
who do not want the refugees to be in their country, from amongst camp 
populations, as well as sexual attacks against refugees and host country 
women, the latter most visibly in Cologne on New Year’s Eve 2015. Some 
of the violence in the camps, we assume, may be largely due to condi-
tions of personal insecurity, overcrowded camps, absence of activities, 
burdening experiences during times of flight, animosities between iden-
tity groups, and many other challenges and conditions that are central to 
refugee institutions and situations. To return to the quote of the former 
Australian prime minister at the outset of this introduction, in this context 
violence is not an occasional occurrence that happens by chance. It is very 
much conditioned by the particular circumstances and living conditions of 
refugees. This is what we seek to highlight with this book.
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Note

1.	 Among others, Johnson et al. (2010) reveal that women carried out conflict-
related sexual violence. See also de Brouwer (2015) and Sjoberg (2016).
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