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Drawing from the analysis of Fred Halliday’s (1988) seminal article ‘Hidden from International 

Relations: Women in international arena’, the paper contends that the theoretical advances made 

by feminist scholarship in social and political theory has still been largely relegated to the margins 

of the discipline of international relations and security studies. The invisibilization of women in 

the field of security studies has been more marked in practice. Despite the flurry of scholarship on 

feminist theory, security studies have largely remained a man’s world with intermittent 

appearances of women in privileged positions in military, diplomacy and politics. The main 

research question that the paper looks into is 'has the engagement between feminist security studies 

and security studies been a two-way engagement or has feminist security studies been largely 

talking to itself?' To answer this puzzle, the paper is organized into three parts: revisiting 

scholarship on feminist security studies; scrutinizing the global phenomena, actors, institutions 

and processes through feminist lens and deciphering the rationale behind and obstacles to the 

prevalent gender bias in security studies and its practice. 

 

The first part of the paper takes stock of the expansive literature on feminist encounters with 

International Relations theory. Since the mid-1980s, feminist scholars like Cynthia Enloe, Ann 

Tickner, Sylvester, Spike Peterson, Jill Steans, and others have explored the role that gender plays 

in areas such as war, security, peace, and conflict. By interrogating the androcentric worldview, 

Feminist Security Studies have not only challenged the epistemological basis, theoretical 

foundations and methodological orientation of IR in general and Security Studies in particular but 

have also vastly enriched it. Building on the earlier feminist works, scholars such as Sandra 

Whitworth, Katherine Moon, and Christine Chin have developed empirical cases where gender 

dynamics can be seen to be working simultaneously at local, national and global levels and with 

important political consequences for international relations. The later feminist writers center their 

attention on how gender is constructed at the global level in diplomatic practices and through the 

diffusion of institutional norms and regulations. 

 

Through engagements with IR theorists, feminist security studies have critiqued, expanded and 

enriched notions of security in at least three ways. First, IR feminist scholars have questioned what 

Ann Tickner has called ‘gender estrangement’ of IR that inhibits conversations between feminists 

and IR theorists. Second, specific international phenomena and processes have been studied by 

feminists to highlight the relevance of gender as a factor in understanding and addressing security 

matters such as victimization of female civilians, global environmental security, militarism, etc. 

Third, few works have also sought to underscore the glaring dominance of masculinist agenda, 

actors and processes in mainstream global arenas and practice at the cost of relegating gender 

hierarchies to the sideline. It is this aspect that merits academic attention ad research. 

 

It is pertinent to note that since gendered experiences vary across social and political context, there 

are multiple gendered perspectives of global politics. Therefore, the paper focuses on thematic 

areas and issues analyzed and evaluated by feminist scholars on a general level. After an exhaustive 

analysis of feminist literature on security issues and an empirical analysis of data pertaining to 



women leaders, military personnel and diplomats, the paper offers an explanation about the 

prevailing gender apathy of security studies. Despite an expansive and diverse feminist scholarship 

theory on the significance of taking gender as a critical analytical concept, why are gender issues 

still peripheral in the agenda of international relations and security studies?  The paper concludes 

with emphasizing the necessity for better showcasing of the gender dimension in global issues, 

processes and actors through a tactful combination of theoretical revisionism, empirical study and 

practical visibility. 
 


