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As our colleague Nebahat said, ‘Honor killing’ is not just a Kurdish problem. In the same way, the killing of women for exercising sexual autonomy, and not just sexual autonomy but autonomy itself, is also not problem found only in Muslim contexts. When we had the one minute silence, in fact some of the people who have died are not Muslims at all. I did a little search and I just want to share a few slides with you. 
First in the Jewish Torah, from the book of Deuteronomy, in Chapter 22 it mentions quite clearly about stoning women who are found out not to be virgins. It says if a woman is raped by a man, it doesn't use the word ‘rape’, but basically if a man forces himself on a woman in the city then she is to be stoned because she could have cried out. But if this happens in the countryside, then only the man is to be stoned because “…the betrothed damsel cried, and there was none to save her.” This was found in the Jewish Torah and the Special Rapporteur on Violence Against Woman already mentioned this, so you see this is very old concept. Deuteronomy was at the time of Moses, so even before Christianity. 

Then we look at the Mormons. Mormonism is a new religion, invented in America in 19th century. Then you can see this part where “God is speaking”. God says that a man cannot commit adultery because these women, these virgins are given to him, so he cannot commit adultery with that which belongs to him.  "But if one or either of the ten virgins, after she is espoused, shall be with another man, she has committed adultery, and shall be destroyed.” This is Mormons, 19th century, USA. 

Those are all examples from the Judeo-Christian and Muslim contexts. Now let’s go to the land of Confucius. This is something from the 12th to 13th century. Military men often went to war for long periods of time. If these military men found that their wives have not remained chaste they could punish the women very severely. One case is cited in this paper, where a lower ranking officer killed his wife by burning her after he found out that she had committed adultery.  Clearly, this was defended by the government, for this man was freed from legal punishment of any kind. 

Then from Hindu texts, you have the Manu-smrti, which is the most authoritative of Indo-Aryan law books. It states that if a woman deceives her husband, then the king should ensure that she is torn apart by dogs in a place much frequented by people. So these are not just stones. Stones are means for killing, but dogs can kill woman too.

You can see then, that the contexts are very different and cover such a wide range of time. Spanning from several thousands of years ago to the 19th century, and today we are talking about the situation that is happening right now. 

So what these have in common is that they are all patriarchies. This is a persistence of patriarchy over time and place, which is being expressed in so many different ways. Let us not get confused and think that when it happens in this case, that is unique only to this particular context. As the Special Rapporteur on Violence Against Women said, it's a human rights issue, it's a human rights problem. So when you have human rights problem, it's a problem of human society. So it’s not a problem of Muslims and it’s not even a problem only of woman. I’m so glad that in the audience I see so many men because at the end of the day, what the problem is, is what kind of society do we want? Do we want a society where everyone has equal rights to choose; to choose whom to marry, to choose whether to divorce, to choose whom to have sex with? Or do we want a society where only some people in power, like the patriarchs, or those benefitting from the patriarchy like mothers-in-law and sisters-in-law, get to choose? It is not just a problem of men versus women, let me make that quite clear. It’s the people who are benefitting from a particular power structure. Are these the people who should make the choices, so then all the rest are powerless, victims, waiting to have their lives decided for them? That's the kind of choice we all have to make, and it’s not just the problem of the victims. Thank you. 
