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Abstract  

A lot has been said about the theme already by scholars from various backgrounds, that how 

women becomes so much important in International Relations (IR). We would like to revisit 

and come out with a normative analysis in accordance with various variables. The „gender 

debate‟ is everywhere; as feminism itself is a loaded term. The implications of the peace 

approach or soft politics are quite genuine. But still there lies greater scope of theorization 

and normative analysis. The various grounds how women can be internationally projected 

and how the politics of modern day nation-state makes women discourse on terrorism and 

security altogether a different thing. We will be concentrating in theorizing the various 

arguments in a more guided way. The whole arguments sometimes get diverted when we add 

social variables into biological ones; and resulting in failure in accordance with that. We 

would like to go through the generations of feminism and their impact on IR along with 

dialogues debates and discourses of various scholars such as Cynthia Enloe, Charlotte 

Hooper, Spike V. Peterson, Christine Sylvester, J. A. Tickner and Gillian Youngs who have 

revolutionized the agenda. Lastly it would be worth problematizing the feminism and IR in a 

different paradigm.         

Keywords: Feminism & International Relations.  

 

1. Introducing an ‘Introduction’ 

„Feminism‟ the celebrated term needs no formal introduction so do the academic sub-

discipline of political science International Relations, popularly IR. But indeed the said title 

needs to be introduced in a fashion. The first question to any lay person can be; does 

feminism fit into the scope and subject matter of IR? Indeed it is a valid question the 

indication of gender in the international arena is a hot cake in intellectual community. 

The discipline of IR – conventionally devoted to the study of war
1
 – has been particularly 

reluctant to acknowledge, much less welcome, feminist interventions (Peterson 1998, 581). 
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Why the subject matter of IR is so distant from women's lived experiences?
2
 Those having a 

materialist frameworks cannot explain either the „endless variety‟ or the „monotonous 

similarity‟ in women's experience (Rhode 1994, 1183). 

 Why have women been conspicuous only by their absence in the worlds of diplomacy and 

military and foreign policy-making? The genuineness of the question asked from self before 

writing this paper was verified as all the scholars who have deliberated under this domain on 

earth have faced these fundamental questions which few formulated as Research Questions 

and others tried to answer without mentioning it directly. We are not going to restate 

scholarly people‟s judgement whether IR is or should be gendered. But to build upon 

theoretical structure. Which is not an easy task even for us. 

We need to explode the artificial distinctions between 'women's issues' and 'international 

politics' by making topics such as the social construction of gender identities and roles, the 

interconnectedness of militarism and sexism, and the complex relationship of colonialism, 

nationalism and feminism, integral parts of IR scholarship (Keyman 1995, 80). The paper 

would be elaborating the key issues and how it is articulated in dialogues of gender 

appropriation discourses and the debates hereinafter among the scholars. We would also be 

able to conclude that how women or female construct can be theorized being post-modern, 

social proletariat and other dynamic variables without having any conflict in harmony. 

2. The Biased Language 

We have got an interesting situation in which the concepts of politics are gendered. 

Conventionally we see political generalization
3
 absent from the lingual terms but here we 

need to have a specified understanding of gendered language. But, of course there will be 

                                                                                                                                                        
1 Conventional IR relies on generalized rationalist explanations of asocial states‟ behaviour in an anarchic 

international system. See, (Tickner and Sjoberg 2013, 207). Hegemonic masculinity is hegemonic not just in 

relation to other masculinities, but in relation to the gender order as a whole. It is an expression of the privilege 

men collectively have over women (Gender Relations Debate n.d.)n. The hierarchy of masculinities is an 

expression of the unequal shares in that privilege held by different groups of men. See (Connell 2000). 
2 Our understanding of life - political, philosophical and religious - have been predominantly male experiences. 

By and large, male experiences have been taken to be normative for all. The history of ideas in the past reflect 

very little influence of female experience. The experiences of women have not been incorporated into the 

reigning theories about life. And yet again, it is the history of ideas that influences the way we see the world 

around us. See (Lane 1985, 665). 
3 (Philosophy of Language 1998, 107) Generalizations contain a few grains of truth, at least if restricted to so-

called mainstream contemporary America or England. But they completely obscure the differences among 

women and among men and the varied forms of social relations so important to gender. One is never just a 

woman or a man: sexual classifications are inflected by age, class, race and much else. 
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some English grammar comedy too (emphasis supplied).
4
 The claims can be made that IR is a 

masculine construct.  

Without an empirical reverent, the study of gender has been characterized mainly by the 

development of an alternative research „language‟ (e.g., feminist research methods or 

gendered discourses). The adoption of such bilingualism has served to compartmentalize 

research agendas even further rather than integrate the gender concept with more 

conventional research, thus deepening and fortifying the division and distorting the meaning 

of the differences in fundamental perspectives (Marshall and Marshall 1999). Defining the 

conventions or going with the pen flow, perhaps that is in our blood veins to write „he or she‟, 

similarly the claims of gender less language is a utopia. The gendered understanding of 

political writings or legal writings‟ treatment is to be celebrated as being biased they were not 

thought biased until problematization of concept begun. Isn‟t it funny to really see things in 

different paradigm? The rhetoric of feminist approach is never going to be separated from 

language. 

Recapitulating the days when [P]
†
 was in 9

th
 or 10

th
 standard in high school and the textbook 

of Political Science (NCERT 2006-07), has addressed everywhere the president as she. As in 

where there was description of powers of a president etc. Everywhere it was replaced by the 

pronoun „she‟. It was quite fascinating because till that time there was no female president in 

India. So jokingly, while talking to friend, while discussing this topic of „she‟ in textbook 

declared that next president will be a female. The uncalled prophecy became true in next 

couple of years. Still that „she‟ makes an impression upon sensibility of people. Indeed [P] 

changed style of answering questions in examination. Without even knowing how teachers 

would have taken it as [P] was in a missionary boy‟s school and in answer sheet the 

indicative pronoun was always used to be „her‟. The operational level can be anything when 

we take language as a consideration. In the university, exams (irrespective of any subject) [P] 

avoids to write „he or she‟. 

Women have been defined in terms of men (Lane 1985, 664). The modern society too 

compels adopting the last name or the family name of fathers‟ and then of husband making 

                                                 
4 (Butler 2002, xviii-xix) Moreover, neither grammar nor style are politically neutral. Learning the rules that 

govern intelligible speech is an inculcation into normalized language, where the price of not conforming is the 

loss of intelligibility itself… If gender itself is naturalized through grammatical norms, as Monique Wittig has 

argued, then the alteration of gender at the most fundamental epistemic level will be conducted, in part, through 

contesting the grammar in which gender is given. 
† The [P] denotes Pradyumna (first author) in the paper to denote the personal pronoun for ourselves; as a 

secular approach Vasvi (second author) will be denoted by [V]. 
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them slave of the title itself, thereby drowning their identity for example Mr. and Mrs. 

„Bond‟. In early 1950‟s when electoral roll for first general election in India was prepared, it 

was rejected on the grounds of using the connotations of masculine dependent names such as 

Mr. Amit Sharma and Mrs. Amit Sharma. The Election Commission of India rejected the 

whole electoral rolls for being male hegemonic.
5
 

As a form of knowledge,
6
 international theory is a convention that may be likened to a 

language of politics. It is composed of systems of interrelated signs, ideas, and 

conventionalized idioms all intended to generate specific meanings and prescribe (or effect) 

identifiable courses of actions (Grovogui 1998, 505). But then language is the only tool 

available to us it was quite natural for us to lost in the limbo as we can‟t really disregard both 

the arguments and whereas we can‟t assimilate them into one. 

3. The Minor VOX and Major VOICE (Dialogue) 

Philosophy has hardly ever posed the question of the voice as an issue (Agamben 1993, 4), 

one of the reasons being its absence from women. The rhetoric of being dumb has been found 

naturally and supernaturally. Men insult and swear, women flatter and wheedle, women draw 

others out while men monopolize conversations, men are direct and women beat around the 

bush, women gossip whereas men lecture (Philosophy of Language 1998, 107). 

The claims about International Relations' inability to fully include or listen to the feminist 

voice within this field may be strong, but that does not make them invalid or without cause 

(Gentry 2003, 895). The voicing of what should already be obvious: women are in IR as 

scholars, academics and researchers and women are involved in the various levels of 

international politics, but that does not mean they necessarily have an equal voice or equal 

access to everything yet (Gentry 2003, 896). 

Feminism sets out to re-read history from a female point of view, to tell the story of women 

down through the ages. This re-reading of history shows that women have often played an 

important but forgotten or unrecorded role in society (Lane 1985, 665). Our past or history 

echoes of masculinity, the bravery, valour, gallantry within all the existing available history 

                                                 
5 Feminist define gender as a set of socially constructed characteristics what men and women ought to be. 

Characteristics such as strength, rationality, independence, protector and public are associated with masculinity 

while characteristics such as masculinity such as, weakness, emotional, relational, protected and private are 

associated with femininity... it is possible for women to display masculine characteristics or vice versa. Rather, 

they are ideal types; the ideal masculine type (in the West – White and heterosexual) is sometimes referred to as 

„hegemonic masculinity‟ See (Tickner and Sjoberg 2013, 206).  
6 The essential strive is for emancipatory knowledge. 
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the women often associated with cultural past are missing. We don‟t have a female voice in 

existing domain of any nationalistic history.
7
 What we does have is world where pronoun 

gets more importance than noun. The whole gender discourse is fallen prey to. The debates 

being victimized and dialogues being biased in support of self-assessed form of truth. 

Mega Discourse I 

The liberal feminism operates with the positivist framework. Which in our opinion is the 

obsession of U.S.A. based studies they have made knowledge objectification
8
 so precise that 

one can even measure the pleasure of Wordsworth‟s poetry on a scale. It is hard criticism but 

there has been so much of positive to take from the stream as the contribution to discipline. 

The Liberal feminist believe that if the institutional blockage or the opportunities which were 

denied in public sphere, the same legal rights which the men enjoy. The contributions or the 

various studies taken up by Cynthia Enloe regarding Iraqi women and many other 

participatory experience of women in public and private domain. She also very well broke the 

ice of personal and public space with respect politics. 

How women can become men? This is what [V] was wondering and the answer was equality. 

Understanding in relation to men to say in manner as [V] said “She is he” is that what the 

liberal demands? Being critical there has been lot many buzz of women‟s reservation in local 

self-governing body. The implications of that are in front of everyone. Even a naked eye 

observation reveals that women is puppet in hands of their male dominant person and 

discharging a customary function and the power rests in the hand of superior sex.  

Though liberals have scientifically used various mainstream methodology of social sciences 

to equate the variable of gender into various paradigms. Some scholars like Mary Caprioli 

and others has devised specialized quantification techniques for ascertaining the gender 

sensitivity. Barring the critics the explanation being that „Quantitative‟ methodology and 

feminism are not mutually exclusive. So why do feminists and why does feminism appear to 

define and defend feminist scholarship based on methodology? In so doing, feminists 

                                                 
7 It is a long analysis that how feminine voice have been absent from international arena even from politics. It is 

not been dealt here because it could sway the flow or arguments will be diverted or will not move ahead as it 

would a bulky historical analysis of various continental past. 
8 Feminist research is not a form of empiricism since feminist scholars need conceptual clarity and thus to 

engage in theoretical debates about the ontology of gender and international relations in order to conduct 

empirical research. For instance, to make abstract concepts and relationship amenable to empirical exploration 

the feminist researcher must identify those which can be seen to exist are the most important for closer study, 

while also developing a research methodology for translating them and analyzing them empirically. See, 

(Caprioli 2004).      
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marginalize and devalue the applicability of quantitative research for furthering feminist 

goals and, ultimately, themselves as well (Caprioli 2004, 253). The argument without doubt 

is tough to buy. 

Taking liberal feminism further we have critical feminism it goes beyond the use of gender as 

variable, basing upon there categories of reciprocal interacting forces: material conditions, 

ideas and institutions.
9
 One of the major studies in digging out the possibility with 

international institutions such as UN based gender initiative is form or construction upon 

basic critical feminism by Sandra Whitworth.
10

 

Taking the debate ahead of constructivism the understanding of them is by adding a social 

values or infusing into biological norm. Their understanding has been about the processes 

how gender influences global politics and the way global politics shapes the ideas about 

gender. We believe that a dialogue between feminism and constructivism is important 

because the two approaches add to each other and in combination can yield better theoretical 

and empirical understandings of the world. (Locher and Prügl 2001, 113). Further moving to 

the argument of poststructuralist is that based upon dichotomy of language. Charolette 

Hooper in her book
11

 that how masculinities hold the place value in real world. It is 

considered that the tool which to have dialogue or the running sphere is „the process by which 

meanings are circulated between texts through the use of various visuals and codes and 

conventions‟ (Hooper 2001, 122). 

 The postcolonial debate of challenging even the image formation of third world nation‟s 

women as poor, undereducated and victimized. The voice which echoes from this side is 

likely to be that they should not be equated with the universal understanding of women let 

they remain in their own domain. 

Difference feminism in its virtue of distinction valorizing the feminine – that is they value the 

unique contribution of women as women. The claims of difference feminism is criticized by 

                                                 
9 Critical feminists insists also that the assumptions that exist around women and men/masculinity and 

femininity take place not just at the level of discourse. Gender depends in part on the real, material, lived 

condition of women and men in particular times and places, which includes but is not limited to the lived 

conditions of race, class, sexuality, ethnicity, and religion. See (Whitworth 2010, 395)    
10 (Whitworth 2010), Sandra Whitworth‟s book Feminism and International Relations is that she rescues 

international relations from the isolated war rooms and parlour rooms of diplomats by situating international 

relations in our bedrooms and workplaces (Ward 1998, 422). This is something beyond postmodernity. 
11 (Hooper 2001) In her book she aims to show that gender politics pervades world politics and that gender is a 

social construction that results from practices that connect arguments at all levels of politics and that includes 

international society. 
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liberal feminists they tend to see women as in the existing IR system as women as subject of 

study – such as women state leaders, women soldiers, and other women operating outside the 

traditional gender roles in IR. 

There is a sense, throughout most of the essays, that the contributors are tackling, by naming 

and engaging, in new, or newly recognized, problematics of 'difference' and 'others' or 

'othering' in IR. Different angles are differently explored,
12

 depending on the author's work 

on theory, gender development, war, feminisms and/or IR. All these differences are 

appropriate in a collection united by a preoccupation with 'difference' (Jabri 1995, 837). 

We take another approach of post modernism which rejects the claims of both difference and 

liberal feminists.
13

 On the one hand, feminism allies with postmodernism in its critique of and 

its voiced scepticism toward the essentialist character of modernity. On the other hand, 

however, despite this similarity, feminist discourse differs from postmodemism, for the 

feminist critique of modernity does not involve a postmodern announcement of the death of 

the subject. Instead such a critique is designated around the central feminist concern with the 

question of the emancipation of women from existing power and domination relations. 

(Keyman 1995, 80). 

4. Post modernism (Discourse II) 

What does the postmodernism attempt to do? This is the base from where we initiate the 

discourse, it seeks to hear the silent, see the invisible, and speak from an „other‟ reality. It 

calls into question the unspoken core assumptions of dominant paradigms (Goldstein 1995, 

168). But, the question lies that how far it has been successful in the attempt? The dialogue is 

due from a long time. Postmodern feminism also criticize difference feminism for valorising 

the traditional feminine virtues and liberal feminism on grounds that they try to integrate 

women into traditional knowledge structure of war and policy. 

Postmodern feminism recognizes that patriarchy is historically variable in the context of 

geography, ethnicity and class. It is a defining characteristic of feminist theory that gender 

relations are a variant but constituent element of all experience (Raphael 1994, 512) which in 

                                                 
12 Difference feminism believe there are real differences between the genders that are not just social 

constructions and cultural indoctrination. In essence they believe that it is more of cultural than biological. 

Parameters that we need to analyze, and criticize the traditional perspective of IR. See (Goldstein and 

Pevehouse, International Relations 2009, 107) 
13 Where difference feminists consider gender differences important and fixed, and liberal feminists consider 

those differences trivial, postmodernists find them important but arbitrary and flexible. (Goldstein and 

Pevehouse, International Relations 2009, 107) 
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a way implies that What postmodern discourse does not do is to revise international relations 

theory through an 'explicit investigation of gender issues', for this would contradict its 

critique of totality and its denial of the possibility of constructing a systemic alternative 

(Keyman 1995, 80). 

Postmodernism‟s relation to feminism is based upon sympathy as a 'more distanced, socially 

correct response' rather than empathy as 'the capacity to participate in another's ideas and 

feelings', which results in the refusal by postmodernism of attempting 'to apply insights from 

contemporary feminist theory directly to the theory of international relations'. It is for these 

reasons, feminist discourse attempts to move beyond postmodern deconstruction to develop 

gender-sensitive theory as a means by which to problematize and decentre political identity. 

5. Women Proletariat (Discourse III) 

What is feminism is it a scientific exercise? Is that a „work‟? How Marxist understanding or 

critical understanding of the concept in light of IR. The argument here seldom gets rhetoric as 

the ears stands the very word Marxist. We would engage with the razor edge of as per 

Catharine A. MacKinnon with our disagreements and also unfold the debate of Hodee 

Edwards and Carol Anee Douglas in substantiating the claim. 

Sexuality is to feminism what work is to Marxism
14

 to understand the said asserton it is 

important to get under the line of fire by Edwards and Douglas (Edwards and Douglas 1979). 

Edwards makes the point that feminism is not a work
15

 and it is not also a science. Because of 

the definition of work. Work as per Edwards is scientific and has specific definition and also 

the work as defined by Marx has sense of production and selling something tangible. In reply 

Douglas pointed that if a person participating in movement to change the existing system, let 

say against apartheid. Is that not work? Furthermore intangible property too.
16

 They discussed 

about most essential feature of alienation for that we need to take Catharine into the loop. 

                                                 
14 Sexuality is to feminism what work is to Marxism: that which is one‟s own yet most taken away. Marxist 

theory argues that society is fundamentally constructed of the relations people form as they do and make things 

needed to survive humanly. Work is the social process of shaping and transforming the material and social 

worlds, creating people as social beings as they create value. It is that activity by which people who become 

who they are. Class is its structure, production its consequence, capital its congealed form, and control its issue 

(MacKinnon 2007, 5). 
15 Work is only that effort that produces something; some material thing for sale. If we wish to use the word in 

any other way, it must be made clear that it is a literary, not a scientific, exercise. (Edwards and Douglas 1979) 
16 The products of work include not only widgets created on the assembly line but also new thoughts in the 

minds of people reading articles, renewed ability to work together among workers who have just had an honest 

collective discussion, etc. (Edwards and Douglas, Response to "feminism is work": is feminism work? 1979)    
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Catharine categorically disagree with Edwards and critiques the social-feminism
17

 approach 

of Douglas. Also that of difference feminism where women as women is considered as 

already discussed. For her in rhetoric always be separated by hyphen one makes or derive as 

per the selfish advantages
18

 or flexibility which theory provides with. [V] makes quite a valid 

point that women is minority within minority
19

 which eventually reminds us of Spivak
20

 Can 

Subaltern really speak?  

Now, we now that Marxist method is not monolithic. Synthesis of socialism and feminism is 

theoretical absurdity for Catharine but we tend to differ. Is there a Marxist method without 

work? A feminist method without sex? This is how reversely we can plant into our head to 

have answers in a fashion. The discussion seemed rhetoric when one reads Catharine 

(MacKinnon 2007) but at figments of she gives beautiful analogies. Feminism stands in 

relation to Marxism as Marxism to classical political economy: its final conclusion and 

ultimate critique. Compared with Marxism, the place of thought and things in method and 

reality are reversed in a seizure of power that penetrates subject with object and theory with 

practice. 

6. Soft Politics (Discourse IV) 

After the discussion of middle ground and various approaches to the core the effect of women 

in political cause to effect and then to consequences is relatively absurd. But the hard of talks 

of security very well be assimilated.  

If chauvinistic tendencies mark the term as soft or inferior or „second‟ in nature it is 

derogating the idea of being vocal constructively. Soft Politics has also been synonymously 

used with peace approach. They contribute to the de-legitimisation of peace which is often 

associated with feminine characteristics such as weakness, concession, and idealism. Looking 

                                                 
17 Socialist-feminists, and that our vision of „a total transformation of society', is not a change from patriarchy to 

matriarchy, but a transformation to a socialist society where all forms of exploitation and oppression have 

ceased (Jayawardena and Kelkar 1989). 
18 Feminism was a bourgeois deviation from the primary focus of the class struggle. This sequencing of 

demands was justified by some Marxists on the grounds that sexism could not be eliminated without the 

overthrow of capitalism. Other Marxists argued, however, that capitalism was gender neutral and could 

theoretically concede gender equality as a result of its pursuit of cheap labour and profits while still leaving 

exploitation on the basis of class intact (Chinchilla 1991, 295). 
19 Catharine counters Luxemburg when pointed that bourgeoisie women is parasites of parasites but forget to 

even think that of proletariat women as being „slaves of slaves‟.   
20 No solution lie in the positivist inclusion of a monolithic collectivity of 'women' in the list of the oppressed 

whose unfractured subjectivity allows them to speak for themselves against an equally monolithic 'same system'. 

(Spivak 2010, 73). The said argument took care of voice as an issue also the attempts of liberal feminism. 
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at these gendered constructions may deepen our understanding of the causes of war and allow 

us to see how certain ways of security have been legitimized and others silenced (J. A. 

Tickner 2008, 271). However, what IR feminists have argued for is getting rid of idealistic 

associations of women with peace. Associations of women with peace, idealism, and 

impracticality have long served to disempower women and keep them in their place, which is 

out of the “real world” of international politics. (J. A. Tickner 1997, 8) 

To add to the already existing gender woes, although women are particularly affected by 

gender specific forms of violence and tend to contribute considerably to conflict 

transformation and reconciliation on the ground, they are largely excluded from high level 

negotiations and the decision making processes leading to peace.
21

 

There is a need for peacebuilding to incorporate policies that address women's specific health 

and economic needs. Moreover, measures that help women working together who have very 

different experiences could potentially strengthen peacebuilding enormously, but they are 

rarely given any attention or priority.
22

 

For example it can be seen that although the commitments to gender equality and women‟s 

human rights were established in the early years of United Nations, and built upon in 

subsequent documents ad structures, these issues remained side-lined from the security realm. 

By the 1990‟s it was recognized that women bore the brunt of armed conflict as civilians 

experiencing gender based violence and displacement disproportionately in these situations 

(O'Connor 2010, 308). 

Instead of turning women‟s empowerment in politics into a zero sum game, it is desirable to 

increase the number of positions in power while also sensitizing men to share power with 

women and work as equal partners in the leadership roles. Women‟s equal representations in 

the political elite would transform relationships between men and women in the private 

sphere as well. In a popular tone Sociology high school teacher of [P] used to say 70‟s for 

upliftment, 80‟s for development and 90‟s for the empowerment of women.  

Now, the changes would have far reaching implications for rectifying social and economic 

inequalities. When women emerge as leaders, in each field in equal numbers with men, the 

phenomenon will gradually transform patriarchal values that are at the root of gender based 

                                                 
21 (Pankhurst and Anderlini 1998) 
22 Ibid. 
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discrimination as well as violence such as female feticide, dowry deaths and sexual 

harassment. Gender based violence is the violence inflicted upon the powerless. In the 

transformed scenario, women will no longer be powerless and their voices and visions would 

free our societies from all forms of violence against women (O'Connor 2010, 302). But when 

it comes to application this idea crumble, there are various schemes through which women 

has been given reservations in public field but the folks operate under sham of their male 

protectors. 

If we suggest an international system based on feminine principles might give greater 

importance to interdependence of state than to their autonomy, stressing the responsibility of 

people to care for each other with less regard or states and borders. In the struggle between 

human rights and of sovereignty, human rights will receive priority. In the choice of forms of 

leverage when conflict arise between states, violence might be less prevalent (Goldstein and 

Pevehouse 2009, 108). 

Gender codification as to that male represents war and the female peace. It suits the better 

sign but if we plunge into history the peace accord were signed or marked in world through 

marriages. The exchange of women folk stood for peace. This is something of which we are 

quite critical. The leverage here was women itself, the same stereotypical feminine figure 

whose sexuality being traded to end the war. Although there are chock full of instances in 

Indian history and European history that war being fought in honor of women folk. 

But the above notions is rejected by liberals as they think that women are equally capable of 

becoming equal to men in international system of realism and can work traditionally and 

produce similar war results. When the situation demands women leaders become equally 

equipped with antagonist mode. Many women as head of government and state have led into 

war victories by blood bath. Female leaders till date have not appeared peaceful.  

7. Debates and Discourse Conclude not Dialogue.  

Popularly the two wave of feminism has dominated the IR theory in a typical way. Both have 

their own impact as the first generation restricting on theory formulation
23

 whereas second 

                                                 
23 International theorists, like most social theorists, have been inclined to view "Theory" as one of the only 

appropriate forms of social knowledge, as they have also considered their own form as an exclusively valid 

mode of signification. Accordingly, modern theory has excluded countless forms of knowledge from 

examination. (Grovogui 1998, 507) 
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generation approach being quite empirical through gendered lenses.
24

 (Tickner and Sjoberg 

2013, 208) The debate is on among the typology of theories among the liberals, critical, 

constructivism, poststructuralism, postcolonialism and difference feminism. 

One of the most important and most difficult enterprises in the social sciences is to build 

bridges from one research community to another, translating ideas across paradigms divided 

by language, epistemology, method, and criteria (Goldstein 1995, 167). The emergence of 

separate stream or discipline of women discourse in IR is faced with astounded welcome and 

criticism both. The politics of inclusion and exclusion and violence of method over the 

knowledge itself is again essentially contested.  

How do we come out of the stereotypical rhetoric of theorization? Tickner very well answers 

the question in a manner that seeking greater understanding across theoretical divides, and the 

scientific and political cultures that sustain them, might be the best model if feminist 

international theory is to have a future within the discipline (J. A. Tickner 1997, 630). 

Moreover re-examining from all the angles
25

 of methodology with feminist perspective 

(Goldstein 1995, 167) will give a more secular approach to the discipline.  

Christine Sylvester makes a self-reflexive
26

 attempt of what is especially intriguing about 

feminists‟ writings in international relations is that we do not do what we are supposed to do 

to be mainstream. We are supposed to cite the authorities in the field as we elaborate our 

angles on their puzzles (Sylvester 1993, 2). We land into the trap of being engaged or in 

radicalism or nihilism of the material mainstream. Although it‟s a fact that nothing can come 

out of vacuum or the existence is not in isolation. Getting lost or trapped in the lenses of 

mainstream and then justifying through the existing established method through various 

epistemic reasoning sometimes reduces growth of the discipline. The debate is not a 

constructive one. On the contrary feminism can beat the dominant approaches at their own 

game of trying to explain international political reality (Linklater 2004, 89). The 

                                                 
24 See (Stephens Spring 2010) The 'affective turn' in cultural and critical theory is evident in recent attempts to 

theorise the way emotion works to 'inform and inspire action' Also See, (Keyman 1995, 79) The feminist 

critique of modern grand narratives and its call for the recognition of difference rests upon an attempt to 

perceive history from 'the lenses of women' in such a way as to articulate theoretically the emancipatory 

aspirations of women. 
25 All the angles in the above context refers to three essential debates in IR theory. Firstly, the idealism-realism 

secondly, scientific-modern and thirdly, behavioural-postmodern.  
26 It is indeed an ethical commitments to inclusivity and self-reflexivity, and attentiveness to relational power, 

that distinguish most feminist perspective on International Relations (Burchill, et al. 2013, 248). 
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methodology of "empathetically cooperative conversation" (Goldstein 1995, 167) may be 

adopted of having the middle grounds of academic discourse. 

But while making the room the interaction is the most important element of growth of 

knowledge system; no concept will ever be sufficient, will ever do justice to the object it is 

trying to capture. The objective then becomes to conceptualize thoughts so that they do not 

silence other voices, but coexist and interact with them. Various authors have suggested 

methods for this purpose, methods that will always remain attempts without ever reaching the 

ideal state that they aspire to (Bleiker 1997, 70). If we take democracy and other subtle forms 

of western hegemony over others it is important that the contextual nature or specificity of 

inequality, considering how a contextual or relational ethics might form the basis for a more 

inclusive participatory democracy based on principles of respect, responsibility and the 

recognition of difference (McDowell 2004). 

In end it is quite over to say for us that dialogue has been started wheels are in motion. What 

all need is to get a focussed path. Even today everyone has taken its own way of normative 

analysis. But I can‟t just agree with Catharine A. MacKnnon as in words “feminism has not 

been perceived as having a method, or even a central argument, with which to contend. It has 

been perceived not as a systematic analysis but as a loose collection of factors, complaints 

and issues which, taken together, describe rather than explain the misfortune of female sex” 

(MacKinnon 2007, 528). 

The dialogue of method and means and that of knowledge, though emancipatory will develop 

sharp as time progresses as more and more human mind will be applied, perhaps some will 

change lens. Some will make effort to write a paper like this and influence other for 

constructive thinking of „Other‟. 
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