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There is a growing body of work worldwide that seeks to better understand and strengthen the contribution of women and gender studies to conflict prevention, resolution and reconstruction activities. This State of the Field Report will assess what has been achieved to date in this growing field and identify strategic opportunities for advancing a research and policy agenda on gender, conflict and peacebuilding.  

There are many variables that generate, exacerbate, or deter violence.  Among those variables are gender identities — the masculinities and femininities forged in conflict and post-conflict settings. Constructing certain forms of masculinity and femininity is not incidental to militarism and armed conflict: rather, it is essential.  Militarism and conflict require a sustaining gender ideology as much as they do guns and bullets.  Exploring how violence is gendered and with what consequences allows us to bring into focus a series of compelling issues and to unsettle tidy distinctions between political and criminal violence, between the public and privates spheres, between conflict and post-conflict settings. 

The authors note that following armed conflict, there is frequently an increase in violence against girls and women; this “post-violence violence” — what the authors have referred to elsewhere as the “domestication of violence” that frequently follows war — underscores the extent to which security itself is a gendered good.  The peace dividend is not equally divided, in part because the gender regimes forged in conflict settings are not explicitly dismantled when the guns are silenced.  

Additionally, there is a growing literature that seeks to complement macro explanations of war with an exploration of the processes that drive the perpetrators of violence and explain the variations in the forms and levels of violence affecting communities.  This literature is raising the importance of malicious opportunism and the cohesion and organizational capacities of civilians as well as armed groups.  Scholars are also building on these concepts to examine why gender-based violence is so prevalent in certain conflict-affected regions of the world, and why some communities recover relatively quickly from violence while others remain deeply fractured and insecure.  

Adding to the conceptual landscape is research focusing on states in transition, and how transitional justice mechanisms and institutional reforms do and do not incorporate a gendered perspective into their policies and programs.  Increasingly researchers and practitioners are calling for a greater understanding of the ways in which the benefits of DDR programs, Security Sector Reforms, microfinance programs, reparations programs and post-conflict reconstruction efforts differentially affect men and women, at times unintentionally reinforcing women’s subordinate status.  Research on structural reforms points to the contradictory logics and impact of policy and practice: from who is and is not defined as a former combatant to the recycling of violent men into police or armed forces; from reparations programs for victims of sexual violence that place the narrative burden on women and thus effectively exclude them from accessing benefits; from men who lay down their weapons only to join the vast numbers of the unemployed and turn their angry sense of emasculation on the girls and women in their lives — there is much we know and much yet to learn about the gendered dimensions of war and its legacies.  

The State of the Field Report will provide an assessment of research to date on gender, violence and conflict, and outline an agenda for future research, policy and interventions.  

