
This article was downloaded by: [University of Warwick]
On: 19 December 2011, At: 04:51
Publisher: Routledge
Informa Ltd Registered in England and Wales Registered Number: 1072954
Registered office: Mortimer House, 37-41 Mortimer Street, London W1T 3JH,
UK

International Feminist Journal of
Politics
Publication details, including instructions for authors
and subscription information:
http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/rfjp20

Critically Examining UNSCR 1325
on Women, Peace and Security
Nicola Pratt a & Sophie Richter-Devroe b
a Department of Politics and International Studies,
University of Warwick, Coventry, CV4 7AL, UK
b Institute of Arab and Islamic Studies, University
of Exeter, Exeter, EX4 4ND, UK E-mail: S.Richter-
Devroe@exeter.ac.uk

Available online: 06 Dec 2011

To cite this article: Nicola Pratt & Sophie Richter-Devroe (2011): Critically Examining
UNSCR 1325 on Women, Peace and Security, International Feminist Journal of Politics,
13:4, 489-503

To link to this article:  http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14616742.2011.611658

PLEASE SCROLL DOWN FOR ARTICLE

Full terms and conditions of use: http://www.tandfonline.com/page/terms-
and-conditions

This article may be used for research, teaching, and private study purposes.
Any substantial or systematic reproduction, redistribution, reselling, loan, sub-
licensing, systematic supply, or distribution in any form to anyone is expressly
forbidden.

The publisher does not give any warranty express or implied or make any
representation that the contents will be complete or accurate or up to
date. The accuracy of any instructions, formulae, and drug doses should be
independently verified with primary sources. The publisher shall not be liable
for any loss, actions, claims, proceedings, demand, or costs or damages

http://www.tandfonline.com/loi/rfjp20
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14616742.2011.611658
http://www.tandfonline.com/page/terms-and-conditions
http://www.tandfonline.com/page/terms-and-conditions


whatsoever or howsoever caused arising directly or indirectly in connection
with or arising out of the use of this material.

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
W

ar
w

ic
k]

 a
t 0

4:
51

 1
9 

D
ec

em
be

r 
20

11
 



i n t r o d u c t i o n

Cri t ica l ly Examining UNSCR 1325 on
Women, Peace and Secur i ty

NICOLA PRATT AND SOPHIE RICHTER-DEVROE
University of Warwick, Coventry, UK and University of Exeter, Exeter, UK

Abstract -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Here, we introduce the articles that comprise this special issue of IFJP, entitled, ‘Criti-

cally Examining UNSCR 1325’. The aim of this special issue is to examine the

implementation of UNSCR 1325 and its implications for women’s activism and for

peace and security. Given that the articles in this volume approach UNSCR 1325

from various perspectives and in different contexts, our aim in this introduction is to

point out a number of conceptual, policy and practical issues that are crucial in the

debates around UNSCR 1325 specifically, and women, peace and security more

broadly. We do this in four parts: first, problematizing the resolution in relation to

changes in global governance; second, examining the Resolution’s assumptions

about (gendered) agency and structure; third, examining the Resolution’s assumptions

about the links between conflict and gender; and, fourth, comparing different contexts

in which 1325 is implemented. To some degree, differences between contributors

may be accounted for by different understandings of feminism(s) as a political project.

Different feminisms may underpin different visions of peace and, consequently, different

projects of peacebuilding. Ultimately, this volume, while answering the questions that we

originally posed, throws up new questions about transnational feminist praxis.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ Keywords
UNSCR 1325, gender, security, women, war, peace, participation, violence

INTRODUCTION

On 31 October 2000, the United Nations Security Council unanimously passed
Resolution 1325 on Women, Peace and Security (or, ‘1325’ for short), calling
for women’s increased participation in conflict prevention and resolution
initiatives, as well as their protection during conflict. The UN has heralded
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1325 as a landmark document that promises to protect women’s rights and
guarantee their equal participation in peace processes (for example, United
Nation Secretary General. (UNSG) 2008). The Resolution’s adoption is con-
sidered by many to be an historic milestone since it marked the first time
that the UN Security Council dealt specifically with gender issues and
women’s experiences in ‘conflict’ and ‘post-conflict’ situations and their
contribution to conflict resolution and prevention (Cohn 2008). Previous UN
resolutions had treated women as victims of war, in need of protection.
However, 1325 also recognized women as agents in building peace and
guaranteeing security.

Many feminist scholars and activists have lauded 1325 as highly significant
for women’s anti-war and peace activism.1 The Resolution appears to build on a
significant body of feminist scholarship highlighting men’s and women’s
differential experiences of war, conflict and post-conflict,2 redefining sexual
violence as a weapon of war, rather than an ‘unfortunate byproduct’ (Chinkin
1994; Seifert 1994; and others), and recognizing the significant role played
by women at the grassroots level in rebuilding the lives of their communities
after conflict (Sorensen 1998). UNSC Resolution 1325 also seems to draw on
feminist literature documenting the historic role of women’s/feminist groups
around the world in mobilizing against war, violence and militarism (Cockburn
1998, 2007; Waller and Rycenga 2001; among others).

The Resolution constructs a link between social (gender) change and
political (conflict) transformation in mainstream international policy and
has paved the way for new programs and measures at the international,
governmental and non-governmental level. At the time of writing, the
Resolution has been translated into more than 100 languages and 25 National
Action Plans have been drafted to assist implementation at the country level.3

Yet, the ways in which this link between social and political dynamics is
conceptualized, and whether and how this is applicable to widely diverging
conflict scenarios needs to be interrogated. Several authors have urged a
more critical engagement with UNSCR 1325, both in terms of its conceptual
foundations as well as policy-related practical impacts.4

The contributions to this volume (by academics, practitioners and activists)
critically examine UNSCR 1325 in terms of its implementation and relevance
to women’s activism in different parts of the world as well as its conceptual-
izations of approaches to gender, peacebuilding and conflict resolution.5

They provide both theoretical/analytical critiques of the resolution, as well
as examining the policy and implementation levels. More specifically, this
volume addresses the following questions:

. To what degree is Resolution 1325 actually being translated into programs
and measures on the ground and with what outcome for women’s lives
and for peace and security?

. What are the implications of the Resolution’s focus on armed conflict, as
opposed to other forms of structural violence, for peace and security?
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. How do women activists in conflict areas use UNSCR 1325? How do they
reconcile, if at all, the universality of the resolution with the particularity
of different conflict situations?

. Is the privileging of a universal gender identity in understanding women’s
experiences and responses to conflict, above other social categories –
such as, nationality, class, ethnicity or religion, among others – a useful
tool or an obstacle to women’s activism?

. What does the formulation, adoption and/or implementation of 1325 tell us
about the nature of post-Cold War global governance?

Given that the articles in this volumeapproach UNSCR1325 fromvarious per-
spectives and indifferent contexts, our aim in this introduction is not to present a
coherent theoretical framework. Rather we would like to point out a number of
conceptual, policy and practical issues that are crucial in the debates around
UNSCR 1325 specifically, and women, peace and security more broadly. We
attempt to summarize some of the answers to the above research questions as
presented by our contributors in four parts: first, problematizing the resolution
in relation to changes in global governance; second, examining the Resolution’s
assumptions about (gendered) agency and structure; third, examining the Res-
olution’s assumptions about the links between conflict and gender; and, fourth,
comparing different contexts in which 1325 is implemented.

THE PATH TO UNSCR 1325 AND CHANGES IN GLOBAL GOVERNANCE

The origins of 1325 lie in the UN world conferences on women and long-term
lobbying by women’s and civil society organizations concerned with gender,
development and conflict. The issue of women, conflict and peace received
intense debate at the Third World Conference on Women in Nairobi in 1985
(Cockburn 2007: 139). It was, however, only once Boutros Ghali’s Agenda
for Peace in 1992 had introduced a bottom-up approach of peacebuilding to
mainstream conflict resolution (to complement the dominant state-centric,
top-down approach of peacemaking) that women achieved a major break-
through with the Beijing Platform for Action adopted at the Fourth World Con-
ference on Women in 1995. The Platform emphasized the importance of a
gender perspective and women’s contributions for sustainable peacebuilding
and identified ‘[t]he effects of armed or other kinds of conflict on women,
including those living under foreign occupation’ (United Nations [UN] 1995)
as one of its 12 major areas of concern and urging governments, international
organizations and civil society to take strategic actions.

A review of the implementation of the Beijing Platform for Action at the 23rd
special session of the General Assembly on ‘Women 2000: gender equality,
development and peace for the twenty-first century’ (Beijing +5) found that
the critical area of concern ‘Women and Armed Conflict’ had not been suffi-
ciently addressed, let alone implemented. As a result, the NGO Working
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Group on Women and Armed Conflict (NGOWG) was founded to lobby the UN
for the passage of a UN security council resolution that would help ensure that
the issue of women, peace and security would be properly addressed. In October
2000, Namibia, which had earlier that same year passed the Windhoek Declara-
tion and the Namibia Plan of Action on Mainstreaming a Gender Perspective
in Multidimensional Peace Support Operations, took up the presidency of the
UN Security Council. It responded to the NGO Working Group’s lobbying by
agreeing to sponsor a session on Women, Peace and Security. In preparation
for this session, an Arria Formula meeting was held on 23 October 2000
giving civil society organizations and representatives the opportunity to present
their experiences and raise their concerns to Security Council members. A week
later, on 31 October 2000, UNSCR 1325 was passed unanimously.6

The increasing concern among activists for the impacts of conflict on
women and women’s participation in peacebuilding and conflict resolution
was mirrored in the theoretical shift in international relations (IR) theory
away from the (neo-)realist state-centerd to a more holistic, agent-centerd
conceptualization of security, proposed particularly in the field of critical
security studies (see e.g. Booth 2005) and feminist IR (e.g. Peterson 1992;
Tickner 1992). The need to take into consideration the human dimension of
security, and for rethinking security from a feminist perspective, was famously
called for by Ann Tickner already in the early 1990s:

Not until the hierarchical social relations, including gender relations, that have
been hidden by realism’s frequently depersonalised discourse are brought to
light can we begin to construct a language of national security that speaks out
of the multiple experiences of both women and men. (Tickner 1992: 66)

UNSCR Resolution 1325 opens with 10 pre-ambular paragraphs referring to
broad normative standards embraced by the international community through
legal principles, human rights and humanitarian law, as well as previous UN res-
olutions, declarations anddocuments, such as theBeijingPlatform forAction, the
United Nations Charter, the Windhoek Declaration and the Namibia Plan of
Action. Its 18 operational paragraphs cover 3 main themes. First, the resolution
recognizes women’s contribution to peacebuilding and conflict resolution and
calls for their increased participation at all decision-making levels in national,
regional and international conflict prevention and resolution initiatives.
Second, it highlights the gendered aspects of war and armed conflict demanding
the protection of women’s rights, including shielding women and girls from
gender-based violence and other violations of international law. Finally, the res-
olution calls upon local actors, member states, but also the UN system itself, to
adopt a gender perspective in peace operations, negotiations and agreements.

In terms of its recognition of women’s role in peacebuilding and conflict res-
olution and women’s differentiated experiences of war, 1325 appears to build
on feminist scholarship and activism. However, Carol Harrington’s article in
this volume questions celebratory accounts that view feminist/women’s
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activist lobbying inside and outside the UN as the main initiators of this shift in
conceptualizations of peace and security for

fail[ing] to analyze how the collapse of the Soviet Union transformed discourse
on both ‘women’ and ‘human rights’ as problems for international government.
In the post-Cold War order the US poses as leader of the democratic world and
defender of women and children against brutal men who instigate ‘new wars’
characterised by mass rape.

Yet, the increase in peacekeeping in response to these ‘new wars’ ‘creates
environments in which sexual violence, abuse and exploitation flourish’.
Resolution 1325, Harrington argues, ‘speaks to these tensions within contem-
porary peacekeeping operations, proposing the technical solution of gender
mainstreaming’ (Harrington this volume). What her article suggests is that
1325 constitutes a tool for dealing with the new realities of post-Cold War
international security rather than transforming them. This raises two questions
about the link between 1325 and feminism: (a) does feminist activism and
research really challenge the international security architecture? Or (b) does
1325 really build on feminist activism and research?

Sheri Gibbings’s article, based on ethnographic research among gender advo-
cates at the UN, including the Women’s International League for Peace and
Freedom (WILPF), demonstrates how 1325 and the discourses in support of it
have omitted some significant feminist aims. She finds that ‘[p]rior to the
passage of UNSCR 1325, WILPF-UN often portrayed women as agents of peace,
but also provided an explicit critique of militarism and masculinity’. Discursive
speech norms at the UN, however, later curtailed feminist critiques of militariza-
tion and militarized masculinities in conflict, instead requiring a unique focus on
the positive, ‘utopian’ representation of women as ‘bridge-builders’ and ‘peace-
makers’ (Gibbings this volume). One of the least studied aspects of the resolution
(including within this volume) is the tracing of what sort of feminism is rep-
resented in 1325 and, consequently, with what implications. One could argue
that, rather than transforming international security agendas, 1325 marginalizes
anti-militarist feminism in advocating for international peace and security. The
innovative conceptualizations of human security and the inter-relationship
between gender and war dynamics advanced in critical and feminist IR
scholarship thus have yet to be fully embraced by the mainstream international
agenda on women, peace and security (see also Väyrynen 2004).

CRITICALLY EXAMINING UNSCR 1325: GENDER, STRUCTURE
AND AGENCY

Several articles in this volume point to the tensions in the Resolution between
highlighting the significance of women’s agency in peace and security and
failing to address structural factors that may constrain women’s agency.
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Laura Shepherd’s contribution argues that a positive shift has taken place in the
Council’s language with regard to the ‘women, peace and security’ agenda:
while 1325 portrays women mainly as victims, the later Resolutions add a dis-
cursive representation of women as actors, agents or even ‘superheroines’.
Although these developments may give rise to optimism, Shepherd also
points out that structural causes (such as poverty) that inhibit women acting
as agents with truly transformative potential are still not included in the main-
stream international organizations’ analytical framework. She critiques the way
in which discourses around the ‘women, peace and security’ agenda equate
women’s agency with women’s capacity to act, warning that ‘this agency is
both a rupture in the familiar representation of women-as-victim and an
additional burden for (some) women to bear’ (Shepherd this volume). Neverthe-
less, she concludes that the move away from victimization to a more plural (yet
fragmented) representation of female subjectivity in conflict offers possibilities
for feminist critical engagement and perhaps even transformation. Indeed, Mar-
garet Owen of Widows for Peace for Democracy argues persuasively that 1325
and its subsequent resolutions have the potential to support a particularly vul-
nerable subset of women in post/conflict, that of widows. However, feminist and
other activists must lobby to ensure that widowhood issues are included within
the remit of the ‘women, peace and security’ agenda (Owen this volume).

This optimistic analysis is not necessarily shared by other contributors to
this volume. In the case of Palestinian women’s organizing (Farr this
volume), the overall structure of the so-called peace process marginalizes
women and civil society actors in general. This is despite a long history of
Palestinian women’s activism in resistance to Israeli occupation. As Vanessa
Farr argues, ‘Put starkly, no matter what instruments they use to help them
position their peacebuilding arguments, Palestinian women are trying to
organise a response to a process that clearly does not prioritize or value
women’s voices for peace’ (Farr this volume).

Although the earlier essentialist representations of women as victims or
peacebuilders might have been fragmented by later resolutions on ‘women,
peace and security’, nevertheless, women continue to be represented in
UNSCR 1325 and related mainstream policy documents solely in gendered
terms. An articulation of the intersections between gender and other social cat-
egories and structures along which oppression, marginalization and violence
occur (including nationality, class, ethnicity, religion, sexuality and age) is
completely absent and even actively prevented in such representations. This
has particular consequences for how women’s agency is perceived, as Sheri
Gibbings illustrates in her contribution to this volume. She describes a visit
of two Iraqi women activists to the UN in 2003, where they addressed an infor-
mal group of gender advisers, NGOs and government representatives. Rather
than speaking about ‘gender concerns’, the women condemned the US- and
UK-led invasion of Iraq and the lack of support from the UN. Despite 1325
calling for more women’s participation in peacebuilding and conflict resol-
ution initiatives, the 1325 advocates attending this meeting were embarrassed
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by the ‘angry comments’ made by the Iraqi women. The event ‘illustrated that
powerful norms exist around the Women, Peace and Security agenda, and that
certain performances could be anticipated and expected, while others were dis-
couraged’ (Gibbings, this volume). Gibbings’s conclusion thus is less optimistic
than that of Shepherd: as long as UN language continues to work with ‘utopian
visions’ (of women as peacemakers), transformative agency might remain
impossible. This suggests that the lack of recognition of structures of global
capitalism, imperialism and (neo-) colonialism (structures within which the
permanent UN Security Council members are deeply implicated) by advocates
of 1325 may contain women’s agency with regards to ending war and conflict.

CRITICALLY EXAMINING UNSCR 1325: DECONSTRUCTING THE LINKS
BETWEEN GENDER AND CONFLICT

Despite the fact that 1325 does not condemn war and conflict (Cohn 2008),
nonetheless, it does construct a link between gender violence and international
security (Shepherd 2008). Several contributions to this volume examine this
purported link and its implications for gender security and gender justice.
Laura McLeod’s contribution emphasizes the need to investigate the ways in
which different actors understand the interlinkages between (post-)conflict
and gender dynamics. Analysing the Serbian context (a case study generally
considered a ‘post-conflict’ scenario) she argues that ‘“post-conflict” is a dis-
course with contested temporal and spatial aspects [and, just as “conflict”,] a
state of existence crafted in particular highly politicized ways, where certain
ways are thrown into focus and others downplayed’ (see also Vaughan-Wil-
liams 2006; Zalewski 2006; McLeod this volume). She examines the ‘post-con-
flict’ and/or ‘gender security’ discourses offered by three different actors in
Serbia: the UN, the government and Women in Black. She finds that the con-
ceptualizations of the interlinkages between gender and (post-)conflict among
these three actors differ and have different political and policy implications:
from controlling small arms to critiquing militarism. Ultimately, McLeod
argues that this diversity of conceptualisations are productive ‘in opening
up spaces and choices for a variety of perceptions about what the achievement
of gender security means’ (McLeod this volume).

Sahla Aroussi’s analysis of gender justice and accountability for wartime
sexual violence problematizes the ways in which gender violence is conceptu-
alized and instrumentalized in the UN’s ‘women, peace and security’ agenda.
Finding that ‘a very narrow concept of justice focused on criminal prosecution
is employed’, which not only creates hierarchies of victims, but also glosses over
the links between (structural) inequality and vulnerability/insecurity, she calls
for ‘broaden[ing] the way we think about accountability and drawing on non-
legal remedies that deliver real justice for victims’. Moreover, she cautions us
‘to be careful that dispensing justice for women victims does not become a pol-
itical cover up for interventionist policies that have nothing to do with women’s
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well being’ (Aroussi this volume). A mission to eradicate gender-based violence
and ‘empower’ women may end up being a justification for foreign (military)
intervention, thereby maintaining global hierarchies (see also Harrington, this
volume). We must therefore continue to ask how gender-discriminatory prac-
tices (and more importantly their linkages with structural factors) in war-torn
countries can be addressed without falling into the traps of ‘colonial feminism’
(Ahmed 1992; Orford 2002; Al-Ali and Pratt 2009).

A critical feminist approach thus should not only demand that gender (rather
than women) becomes an integral part of conflict analysis and conflict resol-
ution, but also remain wary as to how ‘gender’ is used and with what political
implications. We might ask, for example, if – as has been the case in recent
developments in IR literature – the focus of study becomes ‘identity’ (such as,
‘ethnopolitics’), what role does a gender analysis play? Studies arguing that
‘states characterized by gender inequality are more likely to experience intras-
tate conflict’ (Caprioli 2005: 161) or finding that ‘domestic gender equality has a
pacifying effect on state behavior on the international level’ (Caprioli 2000: 51)
put gender at the center of their analyses while sidelining global structural
causes of war and/or the ways in which gender-discriminatory norms and prac-
tices may be a symptom, rather than a cause, of war and violence. As Yuval-
Davis and Anthias (1989) have shown, gender identity is often essentialized
and instrumentalized to demarcate ethnic (or other) boundaries and construct
conflict dynamics. There is a risk that conflict and peacebuilding analysis and
practice fall victim to neo-colonial, civilizationary stances claiming the need
to liberate women in other parts of the world from – what are often dubbed ‘cul-
tural’ or ‘traditional’ – gender-discriminatory norms and practices. With this
argument we do not want to downplay the crucial role that identity-related
factors play in conflict, but rather call for the need to look carefully at the
ways in which gender identities are constructed and politicized, and which
role these play in comparison with (and in intersection with) more structural,
material causes of war. This, of course, depends on context.

CRITICALLY EXAMINING UNSCR 1325 IN DIFFERENT CONTEXTS

Since its passing, the NGO Working Group on Women, Peace and Security and
international, governmental and local organization have striven to develop
strategies to implement 1325 (see, for example, Anderlini 2007).7 Several
empirical studies have been prepared by the UN and independent experts (e.g.
Rehn and Sirleaf 2002; UN 2002); the UN has drafted a System-wide Action
Plan (see UNSG 2008); a Peace Commission has been established in 2005
raising hopes it could support 1325 (see NGOWG/UNIFEM 2005; Ekiyor
2006); and subsequent resolutions dealing with gender and conflict have
been drafted (UNSCR 1820 [2008], 1888 [2009], 1889 [2009]).8 Nevertheless,
evaluations have largely criticised slow advances in the implementation of
1325 at country and UN levels.9

496 International Feminist Journal of Pol i t ics --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
W

ar
w

ic
k]

 a
t 0

4:
51

 1
9 

D
ec

em
be

r 
20

11
 



Contributions in this issue consider the implementation and usage of UNSCR
1325 as well as the outcomes that such political translations have for women’s
lives and for peace and security in different contexts. They look at different
policy levels, ranging from grassroots, to non-governmental, governmental
and supra-national actors, as well as different geographical areas, covering
Serbia, Palestine, Iraq, the UK and cross-country comparative cases.

McLeod’s study on Serbia, Farr’s study on Palestine and the interview with
Sundus Abass about Iraq, draw attention to the different contexts in which
local women activists use UNSCR 1325, with different implications. McLeod
analyses how Women in Black in Serbia use UNSCR 1325 to make visible
and try to implement their radical feminist (re-)conceptualization of security,
away from militarism toward a more human-focused conceptualization of
security involving reconciliation and deep structural changes. Such interpret-
ations are not mirrored in the governmental Serbian National Action Plan nor
in the agenda of the UNDP’s South-Eastern European Arms Clearinghouse.
Nevertheless, McLeod argues that the tensions between these different concep-
tualizations of gender security can pave the way for discussion and delibera-
tion over the meaning of gender security. However, different contexts may be
more or less amenable to such deliberations.

In Palestine, as Farr shows, although some women’s organizations find 1325
useful in their work on women’s security and empowerment and to get a
hearing in international circles, the asymmetry between Israel and the
Palestinians is so pronounced that 1325 has not yielded any tangible results.
Moreover, many ordinary Palestinians are understandably distrustful of the
UN and, consequently of 1325, as a path to justice (see also Richter-Devroe
2009, 2011; Farr this volume). Iraqi women’s rights activist Sundus Abbas
believes that 1325 does provide a framework for women’s peace and security
activism, and has helped women in framing their demands (successfully) for a
25 per cent quota in parliament. Yet, she argues that the UN has failed to
systematically implement the Resolution in the context of its mission in
Iraq, particularly with regards to the protection of women refugees and
women who are kidnapped and trafficked, which has become a huge problem
in the context of violent conflict, weakened state institutions and the limited
rule of law following the fall of the Ba‘th regime (Abbas this volume).

On the other hand, 1325 may actually become an obstacle to achieving
gender justice and security in some contexts. Aroussi’s study compares 112
peace agreements signed between the adoption of UNSCR 1325 and the end
of 2008, finding that only five of these include provisions linked to account-
ability for gender-based violence. In other words, even the UN’s narrow con-
ceptualization of (gender) justice for victims of sexual violence (mainly
through sanctions and prosecutions) has not been included in peace agree-
ments. However, even those five agreements that do include

significant gender sensitive provisions on transitional justice [. . .] have been
characterised by very high levels of international involvement and pressure
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and the presence of the ICC in the country. This international involvement, while
it may have facilitated the inclusion of model provisions on justice for gender
based violence, both in the cases of Uganda and Sudan has created significant
threats to the peace process and resulted in peace agreements that carry very
little hope of implementation.

(Aroussi this volume)

In these contexts, it is not only necessary to question the utility of 1325 as a
framework for gender justice for victims of sexual violence, but also to under-
stand the ways in which foreign intervention in the name of ‘gender justice’
may actually undermine peace and reconciliation.

Gibbings’ ethnographic study at the UN sheds light upon the discrepancies
between international and local agendas concerning women, peace and secur-
ity. Her article not only tells the story of the two Iraqi activists labeled ‘angry’
by the UN gender advocates, but also the contrasting story of Basma Fakri’s
address to the UN Arria Formula meeting in 2005, which followed the
speech norms of the UN. Gibbings demonstrates how 1325 risks constraining
some women’s agency, but also how the UN’s agenda on ‘women, peace and
security’ and its associated speech norms risks exacerbating divisions among
local women’s movements and between women’s movements in different
contexts. Resolution 1325, as Gibbings (this volume) argues,

is supplemented by a scalar logic where representatives of women who come to
speak to the Security Council are situated as local and connected to grassroots
organizations, while also being allied to the transcendental goals of the UN,
which is imagined as ‘above’.

When 1325 calls for empowering women and supporting so-called indigen-
ous women’s peace strategies, we thus need to ask critically which women and
which indigenous strategies? By selecting certain local actors and portraying
their forms of agency as legitimate and as ‘not tied to local politics, ethnic
or class divisions’ (Gibbings this volume), 1325 and the ‘women, peace and
security’ agenda render other actors and their forms of agency as deviant.
Yet, at the local level, the NGO-ized women’s groups that attempt to formulate
their demands using 1325 often fail to mobilize women at the grassroots. The
liberal peacebuilding agenda that is privileged by the UN and gender advocates
working at/through the UN represents a limited strategy for those women’s
movements engaged in a more radical agenda of social and political trans-
formation. Women’s ‘resistance’ to global capitalism and forms of colonialism
(rather than ‘peacebuilding’ per se), for example, is not supported by the 1325
agenda, although women might in fact find their involvement in such initiat-
ives ‘empowering’, perhaps even more so than their participation in the 1325
gendered peace agenda (see also Richter-Devroe 2009, 2011).

Interventions by the international community to ‘empower’ and ‘protect’
women (through providing technocratic, legalistic gender mainstreaming
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and humanitarian relief) are legitimized by 1325 and may replace the mobil-
ization of genuine political will and commitment, treating symptoms rather
than structural root causes of war. The case studies in this volume call into
question the purported universality of UNSCR 1325, but also the attempts to
make hegemonic the liberal ‘women, peace and security’ agenda.

CONCLUSION – BEYOND UNSCR 1325: TOWARD FEMINIST
PEACEBUILDING?

Returning to the questions regarding the implementation of UNSCR 1325 and
its implications for women’s activism and for peace and security that we orig-
inally posed for this volume, we find that the contributors provide different,
often contradictory, answers. Resolution 1325 is being translated into pro-
grams and measures on the ground in some places but with different conse-
quences for women in Serbia (McLeod) versus women in Sudan and Uganda
(Aroussi). In Palestine (Farr), Iraq (Abbas) and Nepal (Owen) women activists
are using 1325 to frame the demands specific to the contexts in which they
work, yet only in Nepal have activists yielded tangible results. The gender
focus of 1325 and the subsequent resolutions provide a strategic tool for fem-
inist engagement for some contributors (McLeod, Shepherd), while other con-
tributors illustrate how the ‘women, peace and security’ agenda delegitimizes
some women’s agency (Farr, Gibbings). Several contributors suggest that the
Resolution’s focus on armed conflict, as opposed to other forms of structural
violence, is problematic in that it marginalizes discussion of those structural
factors that are an obstacle to women’s agency (Shepherd) and may even
exclude consideration of violence against women that is not strictly a
‘weapon of war’, such as random rapes, trafficking and kidnap (Abass,
Aroussi). Nevertheless, other contributors to this volume do not regard the
focus on armed conflict per se as the problem but rather the essentialized
representation of women within the Resolution (Gibbings), the selective
implementation of the Resolution (Farr, Owen) and the way in which the Res-
olution may be instrumentalized to bolster US global hegemony (Harrington).
Contributors are divided over whether 1325 and the ‘women, peace and secur-
ity’ agenda represents a shift toward a more inclusive, gender-sensitive global
governance, whether it undermines women’s grassroots struggles for justice
and security or whether it is mere rhetoric that changes little in practice.

To some degree, differences between contributors may be accounted for by
different epistemological and ontological approaches. Some privilege women’s
agency while others privilege structures in evaluating the significance of 1325.
To a certain extent, these different approaches are, themselves, embedded
within different understandings of feminism(s) as a political project. The power
of 1325 and its associated discourse is, arguably, that it appropriates some key
concepts in feminist theorizings (namely, the gendered dimensions of war and
peace). However, the focus on gender as an analytical category (typical of
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liberal, radical and cultural feminisms) marginalizes discussion of ‘the intersec-
tionality of structural inequalities at the national, regional and transnational
levels’ (Al-Ali and Pratt 2009: 18) that are integral to other strands of feminist
thinking – namely, post-colonial and Marxist feminisms. Different feminisms
may underpin different visions of peace and, consequently, different projects
of peacebuilding. Ultimately, this volume, while answering the questions that
we originally posed, throws up new questions about feminist praxis:

. How can we mobilize, support and demand women’s active involvement in
conflict resolution and peacemaking without romanticizing, homogenizing
and/or essentializing their diverse experiences and forms of activism, or
providing a justification for foreign (military) intervention?

. How can we understand and support non-liberal forms of women’s political
agency?

. How can the political force of the international feminist peace/anti-war/
justice movement be maintained if difference is accounted for?

These questions are not necessarily new for transnational/international fem-
inists and women activists. However, Resolution 1325 and the ‘women, peace
and security’ agenda make it essential that we revisit these questions. The final
evaluation of 1325 may depend on how we answer them.

Nicola Pratt
Department of Politics and International Studies

University of Warwick
Coventry CV4 7AL, UK

E-mail: n.c.pratt@warwick.ac.uk
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Notes

1 While pointing out possible potentials of UNSCR 1325 authors, of course, also

highlight contradictions and/or shortcomings inherent in the resolution. See, for

example Hill (2002), Hill et al. (2003), Cohn (2004, 2008), Cohn et al. (2004),

Whitworth (2004), Cockburn (2007), Anderlini (2007).

2 See Enloe (1993, 2001), Cockburn (1998), Lorentzen and Turpin (1998), Sorensen

(1998), Jacobson (1999), Jacobs et al. (2000), Meintjes et al. (2001); among others.

3 These 25 countries are Austria, Belgium, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Canada, Chile, Cote

d’Ivoire, Denmark, DRC, Holland, Estonia, Finland, France, Iceland, Liberia, Nepal,

Norway, Philippines, Portugal, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,

Uganda and the United Kingdom. See http://www.peacewomen.org for updates.
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4 For such critical enquiries see, among others, Orford (2002), Otto (2009, 2010),

Chinkin and Charlesworth (2006), Shepherd (2008) and Cohn (2008).

5 This edited volume emerged from a series of panels organized at the international

joint meeting of the Brazilian Association of International Relations and the Inter-

national Studies Association, July 2009, in Rio de Janeiro. We would like to thank

all the participants in those panels for the stimulating discussions that led to this

special issue.

6 See Anderlini (2007), Whitworth (2004), Hill et al. (2003) and Cockburn (2007:

132–43) for a more detailed account on the build-up to the passing of UNSCR 1325.

7 See http://www.peacewomen.org for an up-to-date account of activities and strat-

egies developed to support and enforce the implementation of 1325 in different

country contexts.

8 For full details, see UNSC (2008, 2009a, 2009b).

9 For such critical evaluation see, for example, NGOWG (2004, 2005) as well as Abbas,

Aroussi, Farr and Owen in this volume.

References

Ahmed, L. 1992. Women and Gender in Islam: Historical Roots of a Modern Debate.

New Haven: Yale University Press.

Al-Ali, N. and Pratt, N. (eds). 2009. ‘Introduction’, Women and War in the Middle East,

pp. 1–31. London: Zed Books.

Anderlini, S. N. 2007. Women Building Peace: What They Do, Why it Matters. Boulder,

CO: Lynne Rienner.

Booth, K. (ed.). 2005. Critical Security Studies and World Politics. Boulder, CO: Lynne

Rienner.

Caprioli, M. 2000. ‘Gendered Conflict’, Journal of Peace Research 31 (1): 51–68.

Caprioli, M. 2005. ‘Primed for Violence: The Role of Gender Inequality in Predicting

Internal Conflict’, International Studies Quarterly 49 (2): 161–78.

Chinkin, C. 1994. ‘Rape and Sexual Abuse of Women in International Law’, European

Journal of International Law 5 (3): 326–41.

Chinkin, C. and Charlesworth, H. 2006. ‘Building Women into Peace: the International

Legal Framework’, Third World Quarterly 27 (5): 937–57.

Cockburn, C. 1998. The Space Between Us: Negotiating Gender and National Identities

in Conflict. London: Zed Books.

Cockburn, C. 2007. From Where We Stand: War, Women’s Activism and Feminist

Analysis. London: Zed Books.

Cohn, C. 2004. ‘Feminist Peacemaking’, The Women’s Review of Books 21 (5): 8–9.

Cohn, C. 2008. ‘Mainstreaming Gender in UN Security Policy: A Path to Political

Transformation?,’ in Rai, S. and Waylen, G. (eds) Global Governance: Feminist

Perspectives, pp. 185–206. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Cohn, C., Kinsella, H. and Gibbings, S. 2004. ‘Women, Peace and Security, Resolution

1325’, International Feminist Journal of Politics 6 (1): 130–40.

-------------------- Nicola Pratt and Sophie Richter-Devroe/Crit ical ly Examining UNSCR 1325 501

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
W

ar
w

ic
k]

 a
t 0

4:
51

 1
9 

D
ec

em
be

r 
20

11
 

http://www.peacewomen.org


Ekiyor, T. 2006. ‘Engendering Peace: How the Peacebuilding Commission Can Live Up

to the UN Security Council Resolution 1325’, FES Briefing Papers Dialogue on

Globalisation, New York: FES New York Office. Available at http://library.fes.de/

pdf-files/iez/global/50420.pdf (accessed 29 June 2011).

Enloe, C. 1993. The Morning After: Sexual Politics at the End of the Cold War. Berkeley:

University of California Press.

Enloe, C. 2001. Bananas, Beaches and Bases: Making Feminist Sense of International

Politics. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Hill, F. 2002. ‘NGO Perspectives: NGOs and the Security Council’, Disarmament Forum

1: 27–30. Available at: http://www.unidir.ch/pdf/articles/pdf-art9.pdf (accessed 29

June 2011).

Hill, F., Aboitiz, M. and Poehlman-Doumbouya, S. 2003. ‘Nongovernmental Organiz-

ations’ Role in the Buildup and Implementation of Security Council Resolution

1325’, Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society 28 (4): 1255–69.

Jacobs, S., Jacobson, R. and Marchbank, J. (eds). 2000. States of Conflict: Gender,

Violence and Resistance. London and New York: Zed Books.

Jacobson, R. 1999. ‘Complicating “Complexity”: Integrating Gender into the Analysis of

the Mozambican Conflict’, Third World Quarterly 20 (1): 175–87.

Lorentzen, L. and Turpin, J. (eds). 1998. The Women and War Reader. New York:

New York University Press.

Meintjes, S., Turshen, M. and Pillay, A. (eds). 2001. The Aftermath: Women in Post-

Conflict Transformation. London: Zed Books.

NGOWG. 2004. FourYearsOn:An AlternativeReport andProgressCheck on the Implemen-

tation of Security Council Resolution 1325. New York: NGOWG. Available at http://

www.un-ngls.org/orf/cso/cso5/FourYearsOnOct04.pdf (accessed 29 June 2011).

NGOWG. 2005. From Local to Global: Making Peace Work for Women. New York:

NGOWG. Available at http://womenpeacesecurity.org/media/pdf-NGOWG_5_

Years_On_Report_EN.pdf (accessed 29 June 2011).

NGOWG/UNIFEM. 2005. The UN Peacebuilding Commission: A Blueprint for

Amplifying Women ‘s Voices and Participation, Issue Brief. New York: UNIFEM

and NGOWG. Available at http://www.womenpeacesecurity.org/media/pdf-pbc_

amplifying_women_2006.pdf (accessed 29 June 2011).

Orford, A. 2002. ‘Feminism, Imperialism and the Mission of International Law’,

Nordic Journal of International Law 71 (2): 275–296.

Otto, D. 2009. ‘The Security Council’s Alliance of “Gender Legitimacy”: The Symbolic

Capital of Resolution 1325’, in Charlesworth, H. and Coicaud, J.-M. (eds)

Fault Lines of International Legitimacy, pp. 239–275. Cambridge: University Press

Cambridge.

Otto, D. 2010. ‘Power and Danger: Feminist Engagement with International Law

through the UN Security Council’, Australian Feminist Law Journal 32: 97–121.

Peterson, V. S. (ed.). 1992. Gendered States: Feminist (Re)Visions of International

Relations Theory. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner.

Rehn, E. and Sirleaf, E. J. 2002. Women, War, Peace: The Independent Expert’s Assess-

ment on the Impact of Armed Conflict. New York: UNIFEM. Available at http://

www.unifem.org/resources/item_detail.php?ProductID=17 (accessed 29 June2011).

502 International Feminist Journal of Pol i t ics --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f 
W

ar
w

ic
k]

 a
t 0

4:
51

 1
9 

D
ec

em
be

r 
20

11
 

http://library.fes.de/pdf-files/iez/global/50420.pdf
http://library.fes.de/pdf-files/iez/global/50420.pdf
http://www.unidir.ch/pdf/articles/pdf-art9.pdf
http://www.un-ngls.org/orf/cso/cso5/FourYearsOnOct04.pdf
http://www.un-ngls.org/orf/cso/cso5/FourYearsOnOct04.pdf
http://womenpeacesecurity.org/media/pdf-NGOWG_5_Years_On_Report_EN.pdf
http://womenpeacesecurity.org/media/pdf-NGOWG_5_Years_On_Report_EN.pdf
http://www.womenpeacesecurity.org/media/pdf-pbc_amplifying_women_2006.pdf
http://www.womenpeacesecurity.org/media/pdf-pbc_amplifying_women_2006.pdf
http://www.unifem.org/resources/item_detail.php?ProductID=17
http://www.unifem.org/resources/item_detail.php?ProductID=17


Richter-Devroe, S. 2009. ‘“Here, It’s Not about Conflict Resolution – We Can Only

Resist”: Palestinian Women’s Activism in Conflict Resolution and Non-Violent

Resistance’, in Al-Ali, N. and Pratt, N. (eds) Women and War in the Middle East,

pp. 158–90. London: Zed Books.

Richter-Devroe, S. 2011. Gender and Conflict Transformation in Palestine: Women’s

Political Activism between Local and International Agendas, PhD Thesis, Exeter

University.

Seifert, R. 1994. ‘War and Rape: A Preliminary Analysis’, in Stiglmayer, A. (ed.) Mass

Rape: The War against Women in Bosnia-Herzegovina, pp. 54–73. Lincoln:

University of Nebraska Press.

Shepherd, L. J. 2008. Gender, Violence and Security. London: Zed Books.

Sorensen, B. 1998. Women and Post-Conflict Reconstruction: Issues and Sources.

War-torn Societies Project. Geneva: UNRISD.

Tickner, J. A. 1992. Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on

Achieving Global Security. New York: Columbia University Press.

United Nations (UN). 1995. The United Nations Fourth World Conference on Women:

Platform for Action. Beijing: UN. Available at, Beijing September www.un.org/

womenwatch/daw/beijing/platform/plat1.htm#concern (accessed 29 June 2011).

United Nations (UN). 2002. Women, Peace and Security: Study submitted by the

Secretary-General pursuant to Security Council resolution 1325 (2000). New York:

UN. Available at http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/public/eWPS.pdf (accessed

29 June 2011).

United Nations Security Council (UNSC). 2008. ‘Resolution 1820’, S/RES/1820.

Available at http://www.un.org/Docs/sc/unsc_resolutions08.htm (accessed 29 June

2011).

UnitedNationsSecurityCouncil (UNSC). 2009a. ‘Resolution1888’, S/RES/1888.Available

at http://www.un.org/Docs/sc/unsc_resolutions09.htm (accessed 29 June 2011).

UnitedNationsSecurityCouncil (UNSC). 2009b. ‘Resolution1889’, S/RES/1889.Available

at http://www.un.org/Docs/sc/unsc_resolutions09.htm (accessed 29 June 2011).

United Nation Secretary General. (UNSG). 2008. Women and Peace and Security: Report

of the Secretary-General. New York: UN. Available at http://www.peacewomen.org/

assets/file/PWandUN/UNImplementation/Secretariat/DepartmentAndOffices/OSG/

osg_secgenreportwps_2008.pdf (accessed 29 June 2011).

Vaughan-Williams, N. 2006. ‘Towards a Problematisation of the Problematisations that

Reduce Northern Ireland to a “Problem”’, Critical Review of International Social and

Political Philosophy 9 (4): 513–26.
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