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GENDER IN IR: SOVEREIGNITY, SECURITY, AND MILITARISM

Lecturer: Paul Roe

Course Description

This course is concerned with gender ‘in’ International Relations. More specifically, it is
concerned with how the sovereign state, the primary function of the sovereign state, security, and
the most visible manifestation of state security, militarism, both construct and are sustained by
specific masculinities and femininities, and how these particular gender constructions impact on
the lives of particular groups of men and women.

Since the late 1980s, feminist critiques of so-called ‘Traditional’ International Relations (IR)
have been some of the most sustained, accusing the discipline not only of having maintained an
almost total gender blindness, but also of an active resistance on the part of many IR scholars to
the import of feminist works. And nowhere has such resistance been strongest than in the field of
Security, or more accurately, Strategic Studies. This course explores some of the main areas of
contention. Its aim is not only to introduce the student to how the discipline has traditionally
thought about war, peace, and security, but, more importantly, to evaluate the specific
contribution that feminist critiques have made as part of the so-called ‘Critical Turn’ in IR.
Firstly, the general context of the debate is established, before, secondly, going on to look at how
the discipline of IR has been constituted and sustained by a number of so-called ‘hegemonic’
masculinities’. Although for some an initial focus on masculinity may well represent an
unwanted move away from the feminist project, for others, because International Relations is
constructed around men and masculinity, destabilising the subject of ‘man’ necessarily also
destabilises the IR field in ways that the so-called ‘add women’ approach perhaps cannot. In the
third section, though, the focus indeed shifts to how IR has excluded certain femininities. In
particular, it looks at how women can be both the agents and the victims of militarisation and the
practices of security, and also at possible resistances to such practices. Finally, the course
addresses the question as to whether feminist concerns and gender scholarship can sit
comfortably within the more critical body of IR works.

Teaching and Course Structure

For this course, there are no lectures. Instead, students will participate in seminars where they are
expected to form their own opinions through ‘critical’ evaluation of the readings. At the post-
graduate level, it is up to students to do most of the work. Seminar discussion will be structured
around a short presentation of the topic, in which students will (briefly) summarise and then
critique the readings. For each seminar, there will be one or two key texts (which are in the
course reader). The purpose of the seminar is to ‘analyse’ and ‘evaluate’ ideas. Seminar
discussion depends on serious preparation by students. It is therefore crucial that you do all of
the reading required and come into the seminar fully prepared to actively take part in the
discussion. For the topics discussed, there is not necessarily a right answer. What is important is
to focus on the way that people think.



Method of Assessment

Each student will be assessed through a combination of seminar contribution, oral presentation,
and written work. In terms of written work, one literature review and one term paper is required.
The literature review should be 1,500-2,000 words long, and should be written on a topic
different to both the student’s oral presentation(s) and term paper. The topic of the term paper,
approximately 4,000 words in length, is of the students own choosing, although again it should
be written on something different to the oral presentation and literature review. The number of
oral presentations is dependent on the number of students taking the class, but is likely to be
either one (relatively high number) or two (relatively low number).

For the final grade, should there be one oral presentation, then: 45% is given to the term paper,
25% to the literature review, 20% to the oral presentation, with the final 10% being allotted to
seminar attendance and contribution. Should there be two oral presentations, then: 40% is given
to the term paper, 20% to the literature review, 15% to each oral presentation (total 30%), and
10% to seminar attendance and contribution.

* Please Note: Any written work submitted after the agreed deadline without the prior consent of
the professor will be subject to downgrading in accordance with departmental policy: one day
late, one-third of a letter grade reduction; then every two further days late, one-third of a letter
grade reduction.

Week 1/Seminar 1. Introduction

This first seminar will act as a brief introductory class where the nature of the course is
discussed, together with the expectations of both the professor and students. Here, initial oral
presentations will be assigned.

Week 1/Seminar 2. No Class

I. What’s at Stake? The Nature of the Debate

Week 2/Seminar 3. IR and Gender/Gender and IR (?)

Key Texts:

Adam Jones, ‘Does ‘Gender’ Make the World Go Round? Feminist Critiques of International
Relations’, Review of International Studies, vol.22, no.?, 1996.

J. Ann Tickner, “You Just Don’t Understand: Troubled Engagements Between Feminists and IR
Theorists’, International Studies Quarterly, vol.41, no.4, 1997.

Week 2/Seminar 4. Gender and the ‘Traditionalists’: Sovereignty, Security, and Militarism
Key Text:

Tickner, Gendering World Politics (New York: Columbia University Press, 2001), Chapter 2:
‘Gendered Dimensions of War, Peace, and Security’.

Further Reading:

Jan Jindy Pettman, Worlding Women: A Feminist International Politics (New York: Routledge,
1996), Chapter 1: “Women, Gender, and State’.

V. Spike Peterson & Anne Sisson Runyan, Global Gender Issues (Boulder: Westview Press,
1993), Chapter 2: ‘Gender as a Lens on World Politics’; Chapter 3: ‘Gendered Divisions of
Power’.

Tickner, Gendering World Politics, Chapter 1: Troubled Encounters: Feminism Meets IR’.
Tickner, Gender in International Relations (New York: Columbia University Press, 1992),



Chapter 2: ‘Man, the State, and War: Gendered Perspectives on National Security’.

Terry Terriff et al., Security Studies Today (London: Polity Press, 2001), Chapter 4: ‘The Impact
of Gender on Security’.

Vivienne Jabri & Eleanor O’Gorman (eds.), Women, Culture, and International Relations
(Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 1999), Chapter 1: O’Gorman & Jabri, ‘Locating Difference in
Feminist International Relations’.

Christine Sylvester, Feminist International Relations (Cambridge: CUP, 2002), Chapter 2:
‘Introducing Elshtain, Enloe, and Tickner: Looking at Key Feminist Efforts Before Journeying
On’.

Peterson (ed.), Gendered States (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 1992), Chapter 1: Peterson, ‘Security
and Sovereign States: What Is at Stake in Taking Feminism Seriously?’; Chapter 3: Rebecca
Grant, ‘The Quagmire of Gender and International Security’.

Jill Steans, Gender and International Relations (Oxford: Polity Press, 1998), Chapter 1: ‘Gender,
Feminism and International Relations’; Chapter 2: ‘Feminism and Critiques of the ‘Orthodoxy’’;
Chapter 5: ‘Feminist Perspectives on Security’.

Rebecca Grant & Kathleen Newland (eds.), Gender and International Relations (Milton Keynes:
OUP, 1991), Chapter 2: Grant, ‘The Sources of Gender Bias in International Relations Theory’;
Chapter 3: Tickner, ‘Hans Morgenthau’s Principles of Political Realism: A Feminist
Reformulation’; Chapter 4: Robert O. Keohane, ‘International Relations Theory: Contributions
of a Feminist Standpoint’.

Sandra Whitworth, Feminism and International Relations (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 19940,
Chapter 1: ‘Feminist Theories and International Relations’; Chapter 2: ‘Gender in International
Relations Theory’.

Gillian Youngs, ‘Feminist International Relations: A Contradiction in Terms? Or: Why Women
and Gender are Essential to Understanding the World We Live In’, International Affairs, vol.80,
no.l1, 2004.

Robert O. Keohane, ‘Beyond Dichotomy: Conversations Between International Relations and
Feminist Theory’, International Studies Quarterly, vol.42, no.1, 1998.

Craig N. Murphy, ‘Seeing Women, Recognizing Gender, Recasting International Relations’,
International Organization, vol.50, no.3, 1996.

Cynthia Weber, ‘IR: The Resurrection of New Frontiers of Incorporation’, European Journal of
International Relations, vol.5, no.4, 1999.

I1. Hegemonic Masculinities in International Relations

Week 3/Seminar 5. A Question of Men? Masculinities in IR

Key Texts:

Marysia Zalweski & Jane Papart (eds.), The “Man” Question in International Relations (Boulder:
Westview Press, 1998), Chapter 3: Steve Smith, ‘“Unacceptable Conclusions” and the “Man”
Question: Masculinity, Gender, and International Relations’.

Charlotte Hooper, ‘Masculinities, IR and the ‘Gender Variable: A Cost-Benefit Analysis for
(Sympathetic) Gender Sceptics’, Review of International Studies, vol.25, no.?, 1999.

Further Reading:

Pettman, Worlding Women, Chapter 5: ‘Men, Masculinities and War’.

Paul R. Highgate (ed.), Military Masculinities (London: Praeger, 2003), Chapter 1: Marcia
Kovitz, ‘“The Roots of Military Masculinity’.

Zalewski & Papart (eds.), The “Man Question in International Relations, Chapter 2: Charlotte



Hooper, ‘Masculinist Practices and Gender Politics: The Operation of Multiple Masculinities in
International Relations’; Chapter 5: Craig N. Murphy, ‘Six Masculine Roles in International
Relations and their Interconnection: A Personal Investigation’.

Cynthia Cockburn & Dubravka Zarkov (eds.), The Postwar Moment: Militaries, Masculinities
and International Peacekeeping Bosnia and the Netherlands (London: Lawrence & Wishart,
2002), Chapter 2: R. W. Connell, ‘Masculinities, the Reduction of Violence and the Pursuit of
Peace’.

Hooper, Manly States: Masculinities, International Relations, and Gender Politics (New York:
Columbia University Press, 2001), Chapter 1; ‘The Construction of Gender Identity’; Chapter 2,
‘Masculinities and Masculinism’; Chapter 3: ‘Masculinities in International Relations’.

Stefan Dudink, Karen Hagerman, & John Tosh (eds.), Masculinities in Politics and War
(Manchester: MUP, 2004), Chapter 3: Tosh, ‘Hegemonic Masculinity and the History of
Gender’.

Week 3/Seminar 6. Masculinity and the States’man’

Key Text:

Stephen J. Ducat, The Wimp Factor: Gender Gaps, Holy Wars, and the Politics of Anxious
Masculinity (Boston: Beacon Press, 20040, Chapter 3: ‘The Wimp Factor: Performing
Masculinity in the Presidential Career of George Herbert Walker Bush’.

Week 4/Seminar 7. Militarised Masculinity: The Politics of Soldiering

Key Text:

Cynthia Enloe, The Morning After: Sexual Politics at the End of the Cold War (Berkely:
University of California Press, 1993), Chapter 3: ‘Beyond Steve Canyon and Rambo: Histories
of Militarized Masculinity’.

Week 4/Seminar 8. Militarised Masculinity(?): Men at War

Key Text:

Joanna Bourke, Dismembering the Male: Men’s Bodies and the Great War (London: Reaktion
Books, 1996), Introduction: ‘Embodiment’; Chapter 3: ‘Bonding’.

Week 5/Seminar 9. Militarised Masculinity(?): Gays in the Military

Key Text:

Elizabeth Kier, ‘Homosexuals in the U.S. Military: Open Integration and Combat Effectiveness’,
International Security, vol.23, no.2, 1998.

Week 5/Seminar 10. Militarised Masculinity(?): The Politics of Peacekeeping

Key Text:

Ken Booth (ed.), Critical Security Studies and World Politics (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 2005),
Chapter 4: Sandra Whitworth, ‘Militarized Masculinities and the Politics of Peacekeeping’.

Week 6/Seminar 11. Masculinity and ‘Defence Intellectuals’

Key Text:

Carol Cohn, ‘Sex and Death in the Rational World of Defence Intellectuals’, Signs, vol.12, no.4,
1987.

Week 6/Seminar 12. Gender and the Revolution in Military Affairs: Cyborg Soldiers
Key Text:



Cristina Masters, ‘Bodies of Technology: Cyborg Soldiers and Militarized Masculinities’,
International Feminist Journal of Politics, vol.7, no.1, 2005.

Further Reading:

Whitworth, Men, Militarism, and UN Peacekeeping (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 2004), Chapter 4:
‘Canada: Peacekeeping Country Par Excellence?’; Chapter 5: ‘When the UN Responds: A
Critique of Gender Mainstreaming’; Chapter 6: ‘Militarized Masculinities and Blue Berets’;
Chapter 7: ‘Conclusion: Do Warriors Make the Best Peacekeepers?’.

Highgate (ed.), Military Masculinities, Chapter 2: John Hockey, ‘No More Heroes: Masculinity
in the Infantry’; Chapter 4: ‘Locating Military Masculinities: Space, Place, and the Formation of
Gender Identity and the British Army’.

Jean Bethke Elshtain, Women and War (Brighton: Harvester Press, 1987), Chapter 6: ‘Men: The
Militant Many/The Pacific Few’.

Miriam Cooke & Angela Woollacott (eds.), Gendering War Talk (Princeton: PUP, 1993),
Chapter 4: Lynda E. Boose, ‘Techno-Muscularity and the “Boy Eternal”: From the Quagmire to
the Gulf’; Chapter 10: Carol Cohn, ‘Wars, Wimps, and Women: Talking Gender and Thinking
War’.

Sylvester, Feminist International Relations, Chapter 3: ‘Handmaids’ Tales of Washington Power:
The Abject and the Real Kennedy Whitehouse’.

Zalewski & Papart (eds.), The “Man” Question in International Relations, Chapter 6: Steve Niva,
‘Tough and Tender: New World Order Masculinity and the Gulf War’; Chapter 8: Cynthia
Weber, ‘Something’s Missing: Male Hysteria and the U.S. Invasion of Panama’.

Cockburn & Zarkov (eds.), The Postwar Moment, Chapter 3: Dyan Mazurana, ‘International
Peacekeeping Operations: To Neglect Gender is to Risk Peacekeeping Failure’; Chapter 11:
Zarkov, ‘Srebrenica Trauma: Masculinity, Military, and National Self-Image in Dutch Daily
Newspapers’.

Ducat, The Wimp Factor, Chapter 5: ‘Permutations of the Presidential Phallus: Representations
of Bill Clinton, from Emasculated Househusband to Envied Stud Muffin’.

Dudink et al. (eds.), Masculinities in Politic and War, Chapter 10: Sonya O. Rose, ‘Temperate
Heroes: Concepts of Masculinities in Second World War Britain’.

Aaron Belkin & Melissa Sheridan Embser-Herbert, ‘A Modest Proposal: Privacy as a Flawed
Rationale for the Exclusion of Gays and Lesbians from the U.S. Military’, International Security,
vol.27, no.2, 2002.

Tarak Barkawi & Christopher Dandeker, Melissa Wells Petry, Elizabeth Kier, ‘Rights and
Fights: Sexual Orientation and Military Effectivess’, International Security, vol.24, no.1, 1999.
Paul Higate & Marsha Henry, ‘Engendering (In)security in Peace Support Operations’, Security
Dialogue, vol.35, no.4, 2004.

Chris Hables Gray (ed.), The Cyborg Handbook (New York: Routledge, 1995), Chapter 2.7: Ken
Robins & Les Levidon, ‘Socializing the Cyborg Self: The Gulf War and Beyond’; Chapter 6.6:
Hables Gray & Steve Mentor, ‘The Cyborg Body Politic’.

Enloe, The Morning After, Chapter 1: ‘Are UN Peacekeepers Real Men? And Other Cold-War
Puzzles’.

Week 7/Seminar 13. No Class

IT1. Where are the Women?
Week 7/Seminar 14. A Question of Women? Femininities (not) in IR



Key Texts:

Enloe, Bananas, Beaches, and Bases: Making Feminist Sense of International Politics (Berkely:
University of California Press, 1990), Chapter 1: ‘Gender Makes the World Go Round’.

Grant & Newland (eds.), Gender and International Relations, Chapter 10: Fred Halliday, ‘Hidden
from International Relations: Women and the International Arena’.

Week 8/Seminar 15. Women in Peace Movements

Key Text:

Peterson & Runyan, Global Gender Issues, Chapter 5: ‘The Politics of Resistance: Women as
Nonstate, Antistate, and Transstate Actors’.

Further Reading:

Pettman, Worlding Women, Chapter 6: ‘Women Making Peace’.

Lois Ann Lorentzen & Jennifer Turpin (eds.), The Women and War Reader (New York: NYUP,
1998); Chapter 2: Jodi York, ‘The Truth About Women and Peace’; Chapter 23: Sara Ruddick,
““Woman of Peace”: A Feminist Construction’.

Cook & Woollacott (eds.), Gendering War Talk, Chapter 5, Sara Ruddick, Notes Towards a
Feminist Peace Politics’.

Sylvester, Feminist International Relations, Chapter 10: ‘Some Dangers in Merging Feminist and
Peace Projects’.

Inger Skjelsback & Dan Smith (eds.), Gender, Peace and Conflict (London: Sage, 2001), Chapter
3: Skjelsbaek, ‘Is Femininity Inherently Peaceful? The Construction of Femininity in the War’;
Chapter 4: Michael Salla, ‘Women & War, Men & Pacifism’.

Richard C. Eichenberg, ‘Gender Differences in Public Attitudes Toward the Use of Force by the
United States, 1990-2003, International Security, vol.28, no.1, 2003.

April Lidinsky, ‘The Gender of War: What Fahrenheit 9/11°s Women Don’t Say’, International
Feminist Journal of Politics, vol.7, no.1, 2005.

Philippa Winkler, ‘(Feminist) Activism Post 11 September: Protesting Black Hawk Down’,
International Feminist Journal of Politics, vol.4, no.3, 2002.

Various Authors, ‘Gendering War Talk’, International Feminist Journal of Politics, vol.5, no.3,
2003.

Various Authors, ‘Women: Where are They in Wars and How Can They be Heard’, International
Feminist Journal of Politics, vol.7, no.3, 2005.

Week 8/Seminar 16. Women in the Military

Key Texts:

Martin van Creveld, ‘The Great Illusion: Women in the Military’; Jean Bethke Elshtain,
““‘Shooting’ at the Wrong Target: A Response to Van Creveld’; Christopher Coker, ‘Humanising
Warfare, or Why Van Creveld May Be Missing the Big Picture’, Millennium, vol.29, no.2, 2000.

Further Reading:

Joshua Goldstein, War and Gender (Cambridge: CUP, 2001), Chapter 2: “Women Warriors: The
Historical Record of Female Combatants’; Chapter 4: ‘Groups’ Bonding: Hierarchy, and Social
Identity’.

Lorentzen & Turpin (eds.), The Women and War Reader, Chapter 4: April Carter, ‘Should
Women be Soldiers or Pacifists?’; Chapter 12: Francine D’Amico, ‘Feminist Perspectives on
Women Warriors’; Chapter 14: Ilene Rose Feinman, ‘Women Warriors/Women Peacekeepers:
Will the Real Feminists Please Stand Up!’; Chapter 29: Betty A. Reardon, ‘Women or



Weapons?’.

Elshtain, Women and War, Chapter 5, “‘Women: The Ferocious Few/The Noncombatant Many’.
Zalewski & Papart (eds.), The “Man” Question in International Relations, Chapter 7: Carol
Cohn, ‘Gays in the Military: Texts and Subtexts’.

Enloe, The Morning After, Chapter 7: ‘The Politics of Constructing the American Woman
Soldier’.

Elisabetta Addis, Valeria E. Russo, & Lorenza Sebesta (eds.), Women Soldiers: Images and
Realities (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1994), Chapter 2: Sebesta, ‘Women and the
Legitimation of the Use of Force: The Case of Female Military Service’; Chapter 4: Patricia B.
Hanna, ‘An Overview of Stressors in the Careers of US Servicewomen’.

Judith Hicks Stiehm (ed.), It’s Our Military Too! Women and U.S. Military (Philadelphia:
Temple University Press, 1996), Chapter 8: Lucinda Joy Peach, ‘Gender Ideology in the Ethics
of Women in Combat’.

Deepa Kumar, ‘War Propaganda and the (Ab)Uses of Women: Media Constructions of the
Jessica Lynch Story’, Feminist Media Studies, vol.4, no.3, 2004.

Week 9/Seminar 17. The Militarization of Women’s Lives: Mothers at War

Key Text:

Lorraine Bayard de Volo, ‘Mobilizing Mothers for War: Cross-National Framing Strategies in
Nicaragua’s Contra War’, Gender & Society, vol.18, no.6, 2004.

Week 9/Seminar 18: The Militarization of Women’s Lives: Base Prostitutes

Key Text:

Enloe, Maneuvers: The International Politics of Militarizing Women’s Lives (Berkely:
University of California Press, 2000), Chapter 3: ‘The Prostitute, the Colonel, and the
Nationalist’

Further Reading:

Lorentzen & Turpin, The Women and War Reader, Chapter 24: Nancy Scheper-Hughes,
‘Maternal Thinking and the Politics of War’; Chapter 25: Vesna Nikolic-Ristanovic, ‘War,
Nationalism, and Mothers in the Former Yugoslavia’; Chapter 26: Lorraine Bayard de Volo,
‘Drafting Motherhood: Maternal Imagery and Organizations in the United States and Nicaragua’;
Chapter 27: Malathi de Alwis, ‘Moral Mothers and Stalwart Sons’.

Marguerite R. Waller & Jennifer Rycenga (eds.), Frontline Feminisms: Women, War, and
Resistance (New York: Routledge, 2001), Chapter 11: Saundra Sturdevant, ‘Who Benefits? U.S.
Military, Prostitution, and Base Conversion’; Gwyn Kirk & Margo Okazawa-Rey,
‘Demilitarizing Security: Women Oppose U.S. Militarism in East Asia’.

Enloe, The Morning After, Chapter 5: ‘It Takes More Than Two: The Prostitute, the Soldier, the
State, and the Entrepreneur’.

Enloe, Maneuvers, Chapter 6: ‘Nursing the Military: The Imperfect Management of
Respectability’.

Enloe, Bananas, Beaches, and Bases, Chapter 4: ‘Base Women’.

Enloe, Does Khaki Become You? The Militarization of Women’s Lives (London: Pandora,
1988), Chapter 2: ‘The Militarisation of Prostitution’, Chapter 4: ‘Nursing the Military’.
Katharine H. S. Moon, Sex Among Allies: Military Prostitution in U.S.-Korea Relations (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1997), Chapter 1: ‘Partners in Prostitution’; Chapter 2:
‘Interstate Relations and Women’.



Susan Zeiger, ‘She Didn’t Raise Her Boy to Be a Slacker: Motherhood, Conscription, and the
Culture of the First World War’, Feminist Studies, vol.22, no.1, 1996.

Week 10/Seminar 19. Sexual Violence and the Politics of Security

Key Text:

Skjelsbaek, ‘Sexual Violence and War: Mapping out a Complex Relationship’, European Journal
of International Relations, vol.7, no.2, 2001.

Week 10/Seminar 20. Gender and Humanitarian Intervention

Key Text:

R. Charli Carpenter, ‘“Women, Children and Other Vulnerable Groups”: Gender, Strategic
Frames and the Protection of Civilians as a Transnational Issue’, International Studies Quarterly,
vol.49, no.?, 2005.

Week 11/Semninar 21. Sex-Trafficking and the Politics of Security

Key Text:

Jacqueline Berman, ‘(Un)Popular Strangers and Crises (Un)Bounded: Discourses of Sex-
Trafficking, the European Political Community and the Panicked State of the Modern State’,
European Journal of International Relations, vol.9, no.1, 1993.

Further Reading:

Adam Jones (ed.), Gendercide and Genocide (Nashville: Vanderbilt University Press, 2004),
Chapter 1: Jones, ‘Gendercide and Genocide’; Chapter 4: Jones, ‘Gendercide and Genocide in
Rwanda’.

Enloe, Maneuvers, Chapter 4: ‘When Soldiers Rape’.

Cockburn & Zarkov (eds.), The Postwar Moment, Chapter 4: Madeleine Rees, ‘International
Intervention in Bosnia-Hercegovina: The Cost of Ignoring Gender’.

Lene Hansen, ‘Gender, Nation, Rape: Bosnia and the Construction of Security’, International
Feminist Journal of Politics, vol.3, no.1, 2001.

Barbara Sullivan, ‘Trafficking in Women: Feminism and New International Law’, International
Feminist Journal of Politics, vol.5, no.1, 2003.

Carpenter, ‘“Women and Children First’: Gender, Norms, and Humanitarian Evacuation in the
Balkans 1991-95°, International Organization, vol.57, no.?, 2003.

Karen Lund Petersen, ‘Trafficking in Women: The Danish Construction of Baltic Prostitution’,
Cooperation and Conflict, vol.36, no.2, 2001.

Claudia Aradau, ‘The Perverse Politics of Four-Letter Words: Risk and Pity in the Securitisation
of Human Trafficking’, Millennium, vol.33, no.2, 2004.

Jo Goodey, ‘Migration, Crime, and Victimhood: Responses to Sex Trafficking in the EU’,
Punishment and Society, vol.5, no.4, 2003.

IV. Gender and the ‘Critical Turn’: Where IR Does Understand?

Week 11/Seminar 22. Gender and Securitization

Key Text:

Hansen, ‘The Little Mermaid’s Silent Security Dilemma and the Absence of Gender in the
Copenhagen School’, Millennium, vol.29, no.2, 2000.

Week 12/Seminar 23. Gender and Human Security
Key Text:



Gunhild Hoogensen & Svein Vigeland Rottem, ‘Gender Identity and the Subject of Security’,
Security Dialogue, vol.35, no.2, 2004.

Further Reading:

Barry Buzan, Ole Waever, & Jaap de Wilde, Security: A New Framework for Analysis (Boulder:
Lynne Rienner, 1998).

Ken Booth (ed.), Critical Security Studies and World Politics (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 2005).
Keith Krause & Michael C. Williams (eds.), Critical Security Studies (London: UCL Press,
1997).

Tickner, Gender in International Relations, Chapter 5: ‘Toward a Nongendered Perspective on
Global Security’.

Jennifer Turpin & Lois Ann Lorentzen (eds.), The Gendered New World Order (New York:
Routledge, 1996), Chapter 13: Betty Reardon, ‘Women’s Visions of Peace: Images of Global
Security’.

Peterson (ed.), Gendered States, Chapter 8: R. B. J. Walker, ‘Gender and Critique in the Theory
of International Relations’.

Various Authors, ‘Special Section: What is Human Security?’, Security Dialogue, vol.35, no.3,
2004.

Week 12/Seminar 24. No Class



