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ABSTRACT 
Sanctions are still presented in mainstream political discussion as a peaceful alternative to military intervention. 
But the experience of Iraqis, whose society was devastated by over ten years of harsh economic sanctions, 
illustrates those sanctions against countries that defy Washington are a form of collective punishment, used to 
boost the effects of war and lay the ground work for the war. The showmanship of the ‘UN Sanctions’ has been 
largely unsuccessful in their overt goals. The removal of Iraqi forces from Kuwait was achieved by military force. 
The use of oil-for-food mechanism does ensure that payments of reparation must occur if Iraq is to sell oil for food. 
The elimination of weapons of mass destruction, ballistic missiles and support programs has proven to be vague. 
Despite of sanctions and weapons inspections, there was no full, detailed disclosure of Iraq’s weapons and 
capacities.  
 
The feminist international relations study, has talked about these sanctions as structured and physical violence. 
That resulted visibly adverse on, individuals and communities on the ground. Therefore the sanctions on Iraq not 
looked like a war but they looked like war on Iraq’s vulnerable citizens including women and children. They lived 
under the racket of sanctions and suffered physically, emotionally, psychologically, and in any other manifestation. 
Their life was abridged to pre-industrial age. Iraqi woman have been comparatively most liberated among their 
gender in the West Asia, they have a long history of activism and social participation since the nineteenth century, 
having taken part in struggle against colonial domination, in the fight for national unity, social justice, legal 
equality throughout the twentieth century, had to face the UN sanction regime iron fistedly.  
 
This paper argues that the UN Sanctions against Iraq was a worst demonstration of Masculinity and Dominance 
and policy of exclusivity on the both levels. On, the one end it showed dominance, and on the other, it was full 
exhibition of Patriarchy. It is to be understood that how was this destruction, a worth cost of so-called security.  
History demonstrates that the most dramatic threats to security do not come exclusively from states. It is time to 
look beyond the state and focus directly on individuals in defining both the meaning and means of security. 
Recasting ‘security in both statist and human rights terms may be one way towards these goals. The security as a 
subject of international relations should not only be understood as ‘defending the state from attack’ but should 
take under consideration ones, who constitutes it. In Particular, security for woman which might be different, 
because women are more likely to be attacked by men they know, rather than strangers from other states.  
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INTRODUCTION 
Sanctions are still presented in mainstream political discussion as a peaceful alternative to military intervention. 
But the experience of Iraqis, whose society was devastated by over ten years of harsh economic sanctions, 
illustrates those sanctions against countries that defy Washington are a form of collective punishment, used to 
boost the effects of war and lay the ground work for the war. The showmanship of the ‘UN Sanctions’ has been 
largely unsuccessful in their overt goals. The removal of Iraqi forces from Kuwait was achieved by military force. 
The use of oil-for-food mechanism does ensure that payments of reparation must occur if Iraq is to sell oil for food. 
The elimination of weapons of mass destruction, ballistic missiles and support programs has proven to be vague. 
Despite of sanctions and weapons inspections, there was no full, detailed disclosure of Iraq’s weapons and 
capacities.  
The feminist international relations study, has talked about these sanctions as structured and physical violence. 
That resulted visibly adverse on, individuals and communities on the ground. Therefore the sanctions on Iraq not 
looked like a war but they looked like war on Iraq’s vulnerable citizens including women and children. They lived 
under the racket of sanctions and suffered physically, emotionally, psychologically, and in any other manifestation. 
Their life was abridged to pre-industrial age. Iraqi woman have been comparatively most liberated among their 
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gender in the West Asia, they have a long history of activism and social participation since the nineteenth century, 
having taken part in struggle against colonial domination, in the fight for national unity, social justice, legal equality 
throughout the twentieth century, had to face the UN sanction regime iron fistedly. They deserve to be 
acknowledged and saluted for their courage and determination.  
This paper argues that the UN Sanctions against Iraq was a worst demonstration of Masculinity and Dominance 
and policy of exclusivity on the both levels. On, the one end it showed dominance, and on the other, it was full 
exhibition of Patriarchy. It is to be understood that how was this destruction, a worth cost of so-called security.  

 
The definition and origin of economic Sanctions 
Sanctions are defined as: 
The negative measures which seek to influence conduct by threatening and, if necessary, imposing penalties for 
non-conformity with the law. 
 
Another definition provided by Johan Gaining states: 
An action initiated by one or more international actors, against one or more others, by depriving them of some 
value and/or to make the receivers comply with certain norms, the senders estimate important. These two 
definitions imply some action taken by one nation or a group of nations acting against another, for actions or 
policies, which are contrary to their thoughts, beliefs, or anticipations.  The imposing body of these actions come in 
many forms but is broken into four basic. Following are the categories: diplomatic, military, and communications, 
economic statecraft. They can be used individually or in combination to pressure or influence other nations to 
conform to International policy. 
 
Diplomatic sanctions include non-recognition of a nation, expulsion of diplomats from the host country and the 
cancellation of all forms of diplomatic ties with the sanctioned country. Communication sanctions take the form of 
severed communications between countries, loss of mail contact and termination of technological or 
telecommunications links. Military sanctions are a threat of force, a regional show of, or a full-scale military 
invasion.  
 
Economic sanction; is an alternative means to war for International governing bodies, such as the United Nations, 
to coerce individual members into upholding their International legal commitment. We can trace this concept to 
Woodrow Wilson, the former president of the US and chief architect of the League of Nations, who saw sanctions 
as a new device that would be capable of deterring future warfare and even substituting it. 
 
Wilson’s optimism proved unconfirmed. Sanctions did not emerge as a successful substitute for the conventional 
war. Indeed, scholars use two concepts to evaluate ‘how well sanctions work’. The first term is efficacy. Four 
factors contribute to the efficacy of the sanctions. These are:  
a) Speed of implementation,  
b) Ability of sanctioning countries to maintain sanction, 
c) Trade dependency and vulnerability and 
d) Ability of a sanctioned country to retaliate. 
 
The second concept used to evaluate economic sanctions is success or the extent to which the coasts of the 
imposed sanctions force the target country to fulfill international organizations demands. There has never been an 
unqualified case of sanctions success. Until the sanctions were imposed on Iraq, it was possible to argue that this 
was because there had never been a case in which sanctions were imposed with such a high efficacy. The sanctions 
had often been imposed at an agonizing slow pace, the imposing countries often lacked the political will to enforce 
the sanction over the long drag, and often the countries on which the sanctions were imposed were not 
particularly dependent on trade. Iraq proved to be a classic example to disprove the Wilson’s theory. The sanctions 
were imposed with efficacy and have failed. In August 1990, the United Nations imposed all possible forms of 
sanctions against Iraq.  
 

The Sanctions Against Iraq 
On 2 August 1990, Iraq invaded the state of Kuwait, the UN Security Council responded swiftly, issuing resolution 
670, condemning Iraq’s invasion and imposing the sanctions on Iraq. The resolution declared that all states shall 
prevent: 
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a) The import of all commodities and products originating in Iraq, 
b) Any activities by their nationals or in their territories which would promote export or trans-shipment of any 

commodities or products from Iraq, specially transfer of funds to Iraq and 
c) The sale or supply by their nationals or from their territories or using their flag vassals of any commodities or 

products, including weapons or any other military equipment, whether or not originating in their territories 
but not including supplies intended strictly for medical purposes, and in humanitarian circumstances, food 
stuff, to any person or body in Iraq. 

 
The sanctions were immediate and stringent. Moreover, resolution 670 intensified the sanctions further by 
establishing an air and sea embargo of Iraq and Kuwaiti assets. The UN Security Council decided that it was 
justifiable, since Iraq had violated International Law. Iraq threatened international peace and security.  
 
The raison d'être were:  
a) The Invasion of Kuwait; also known as the Iraq-Kuwait War, was a major conflict between the Ba’athist 

Iraq and the State of Kuwait, which resulted in the seven-month long Iraqi occupation of Kuwait, and 
subsequently led to direct military intervention by American-led forces in the Gulf War, and the torching of 
600 Kuwaiti oil wells.  

b) Weapons of Mass Destruction; Iraq began research on Mustard gas (dichloreathyl sulphate) in 1970’s and had 
produced it by 1980’s by 1983, the US government was aware that Iraq had used mustard gas against Iran and 
Saddam was desperate to upgrade Iraq’s stock of weapons, including chemical agents. By 1984, Iraq had 
developed the capability to produce Tuban, Sarin, and VX. Saddam also showed persistent interest in 
upgrading its missile system, but there has no evidence that it enjoyed any great success. However, several 
scud missiles were fired on Israel and Saudi Arabia during First Gulf War but they did little damage. 

c) Human Rights violation by GOI; Saddam Husain was charged of having worst Human Rights record during his 
regime in Iraq which includes, extermination, persecution, genocide, rape, worst possible torture without a 
trial.  

The UN secretary General of the mid 1990’s, Boutros-Ghali described the Security Council Resolution 687, as 
representing “one of the most complex and far reaching sets of decisions ever taken by the council, it was in fact, 
the longest text ever adopted by the council, the resolution sought ‘to involve Iraq cooperatively in post war 
measures to build lasting peace and stability in the region. 
After Iraq’s defeat in First Gulf war, the sanctions were no longer seen in the context of liberating Kuwait or 
securing the World peace but as a method of recreating an Iraq, which suited needs of the dominant powers in 
Security Council. This was embodied in resolution 687 which required Iraq to: 
a) Accept the boarders between Iraq and Kuwait as set on October 4, 1963. 
b) Destroy weapons of mass destruction (chemical and biological weapons and ballistic missiles with a range 

greater than 150 km, in addition to all research and support facilities needed for their maintenance.  
c) Release all prisoners of the war and incarcerated third parties. 
d) Return all artifacts, documents and funds stolen from Kuwait. While exports and imports rest entirely on 

compliance with above, the arm embargoes subject to less precise condition such as Iraq’s general progress 
towards the control of armaments. 

 

The UN Security Council decided that it was justifiable, since Iraq had violated International Law by invading 
Kuwait. Iraq threatened international peace and security because of its weapons of mass destruction machinery 
and its disturbing Human Rights record within the country; the government policy in oil-rich provinces like Kirkuk, 
Persecution of the political, racial and sexual minorities in the country. 

CONSEQUENCES 
Economic sanction is a security issue, which does not occur like a war that is fought with guns in a battlefield, or 
with bombs on airplanes. The United Nations Security Council did not declare war on Iraq. The sanctions nowhere 
looked like a conventional war.It seemed that the aim of sanctions was to stir up popular discontent against the 
Iraqi government and its policies so that Iraqi people change their government. The UN established a committee, 
of all members of the Security Council, to monitor the implementation of those economic sanctions, known 
informally as the ‘Sanction committee’. 
 
Over 3000 items were included in ‘red list’ of banned goods compiled by the sanctions committee, ranging from; 
light bulbs, socks and wrist watches to ovens, sewing machines, needles, nails and refrigerators. The banning o 
some of the items had a clear strategic rationale for example; the ban on pesticides, seeds, fertilizers, and spare 
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parts for agriculture machinery were clearly designed to have impact on agricultural production built as Eric 
Rouleaw, a former French ambassador to Turkey, noted in Foreign Affairs, the logic of including some items was 
not always clear, apparently pencils were included because the graphite used in lead has military value. 
Iraq was a net importer of food and the sanction regime had to face this problem. The tight blockade maintained 
of naval forces provided by coalition and assembled by the US President, George Bush proved to be very effective 
that by September 1990, the Security Council felt it necessary to instruct the Sanctions Committee, to monitor the 
availability of supplying food in order to relief human suffering. 
 
In March 1991, the Security Council sanctions committee determined that ‘humanitarian circumstances apply with 
respect to the entire civilian population of Iraq’, and the food and medical supplies should be allowed immediately. 
Subsequently, resolution 687 formally exempted foodstuffs and medical supplies from the sanctions from the 
sanction regime. The ‘Oil for food’ program was established to allow Iraq to buy food, medicine and other 
humanitarian needs, in against Iraqi oil.  
 
The most serious problem identified by Aga Khan Mission for example, was the reduction in the amount of food 
available, which resulted in low-level intake of diet by the population. The mission also identified that children, 
Pregnant and lactating mothers and household headed by widows, are the most affected. The condition was 
getting bad to worse, in 1996. The World health organization was reporting the vast majority of Iraqis continue to 
survive on a sever starvation diet. The New England Journal of medicine in 1991-2 revealed that sharp increase in 
child mortality rates had occurred between Jan and Aug 1991 as a result of the combined consequence of war and 
the sanctions. In Sep 1995 it was indicated that more than four million people were said to be at severe nutritional 
risk. 
 
Woman in Urban Iraq has enjoyed comparatively much better position in the region till 1990’s. In 1970 and early 
80’s were the years of general economic prosperity, witnessing the emergence and expansion of broad middle 
class. The state policies worked to eradicate illiteracy, educate women and incorporate them to labor force. The 
initial period of nationalization of Oil industry of Iraq in 1972 was characterized by economic hardships and 
difficulties. However, the oil embargo by OPEC countries in 1973, known as oil crisis, oil rich countries realized 
there bargaining power in International system and was followed by a period of boom and expansion. This rapid 
economic growth and Iraqi government consciously, sought women to join the labor force. Whatever, the 
government’s motivations, Iraqi woman became among the most educated and professional woman in the region. 
In Iraq, women were looked upon as human resource. Subsequently, working of women outside became not only 
acceptable but prestigious also. 
 
The US bombings and the UN sanctions on Iraq condensed it to pre-industrial ages. The result has been absolute 
devastation for the civilian population at enormous coast in the future to be repaired. In particularly, women of 
Iraq got attacked physically, emotionally, psychologically, forced to disproportionately starve. In low-income 
contexts, the burdens for women under 'normal' conditions multiply. As Caroline O. N. Moser has noted, women in 
these circumstances generally play not a double, but a triple role. First, they have the gender-ascribed roles of wife 
and mother, responsible for the reproductive work of childbearing and child-rearing, and household management 
in its many and diverse forms. In some instances, they must also perform productive work, whether in agriculture 
or in the formal or informal sectors, and sometimes as the primary earner. Indeed, many households are headed 
by women, either de jure because of death or divorce, or de facto due to long-term absence of the male partner 
because of work migration. Finally, however, Moser has noted a third role: that of community activist pressing for 
the provision of infrastructural services from the state. 
 
Beta Bhatia and her colleagues, UN reports conducted a survey, and newspaper accounts suggest that the 
challenge of actually dealing with the disruption caused by the sanctions fell overwhelmingly to women rather 
than men. 
The huge number of respondents to Bhatia survey claimed that they were responsible for health and sanitation 
within their families. It was also their responsibility to take care of sick, children, to do all household chores and to 
acquire water. Moreover, as supplies of gas and electricity were disrupted, woman were frequently expected to 
gather fuel, according to Manal Al Alusy, the head of the Iraqi Woman federation, Most of the woman interviewed 
in Bhatia survey, indicated that their household duties had increased since the onset of the crisis, even though the 
husbands had in many cases lost their jobs, because of collapse of economy. 
The decline in economic activities produced by the sanctions after 1990 also had an impact on what appears to be 
the sizable number of Iraqi woman who worked in the formal sector.In informal sector, there is anecdotal evidence 
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that the sanctions had a negative impact on that woman who headed household, relied on work in informal sector 
to sustain their families. According to Bhatia survey, before conflict it was possible for a single woman to earn an 
income by selling vegetables, sewing clothes, or making bread, these avenues were shut down as the result of the 
sanction regime. 
 
According to Yasmin Hussain al Zawari, the declining value of woman’s employment continued to the decline in the 
perceived social and economic benefits of education and therefore, the decrease in female education enrollment 
rates, under the sanction regime. This scenario coupled with decreasing state, had a negative effect on gender 
relations with private sphere and consequently, on the society’s perception of ‘woman’. The woman interviewed 
by the author became increasingly vulnerable under the sanction, to control by male relatives, who were able to 
dictate whether their female relatives went out to work or to get an education. Meanwhile, young woman sought 
out marriages as a path to financial security, even as marriage opportunities were reduced in aftermath of wars 
continuing dictatorship and the UN sanction regime.  
 
Women became more exposed to domestic violence, honor crimes, and violence on the street, and how they 
increasingly donned the veil, partly as a means of deflecting unwanted male attention in public. Meanwhile, 
women were subject to mounting psychological pressures, resulting in depression, anxiety, insomnia, and other 
dimensions of stress, as they attempted to maintain their households against the backdrop of rising prices, failing 
infrastructure, diminishing incomes, and ever more negative attitudes toward female employment. In addition, the 
collapse of the public health system led to shocking statistics with regard to maternal and infant mortality, as well 
as other health complications.  
 
The Sanctions unleashed a number of negative trends in education, employment, and health that entangled to 
produce a new type of patriarchy, evident within the household and with regard to social attitudes toward 
women.The sex ratio of men dropped in against woman, which resulted in accepting of polygamous marriages and 
increasing social stigma attached to unmarried woman. Simultaneously, the sanctions gradually destroyed the 
ability of family and extended kin networks to provide woman with financial and emotional security.  
 

A Feminist position: 
 
Feminists see the sanction regime on Iraq as a classic paradigm of the systematic exclusion of women’s opinion 
from all levels of decision-making, be it international policies that disproportionately affect them. In this state of 
affair, the state and inter-state security policy actually cause insecurity to women (and other individual’s).  
Feminists have critiqued the gendered logic of sanction as policy choice. Stronger actor enacts sanctions in an 
attempt to force the weaker actor to submit to their will. This result is confrontational policy, policy that often hurt 
those at the margins of international political life. The feminist would add a criticism of assumption that the UN 
Security Council member’s somehow knew better than Iraqis what was good for them. 
 
The UN sanctions against Iraq seem to be deeply gendered. It has openly exhibited the private-public split in 
International law, where what is done at public domain is more important and what is its impact on private 
domain is totally ignored. Feminists and thinkers across discipline have challenged such traditional Hobbesian 
approach to security. It arouses a question in mind that who benefits and loses from state-centered models of 
security, which only encourages anarchism. Feminist scholarship points to need to move beyond military and 
statist approaches to security towards what can be called ‘relational security’, or the recognition that security be 
cultivated through the promotion of human rights and dignity.  
 
Thinkers argue that International relation is gendered to marginalize woman’s voice in order to conserve 
masculinity in international relations direct to patriarchic order of the system.  Therefore the challenge lies in 
bringing more voices to bear on the security council’s decision-making, including the voices of security specialists 
who understand the efficacy of responses based on horizontal social bonds rather than vertical state powers, who 
recognize that security is not a purchasable commodity but a relationship that must be cultivated. 
History demonstrates that the most dramatic threats to security do not come exclusively from states. It is time to 
look beyond the state and focus directly on individuals in defining both the meaning and means of security. 
Recasting ‘security in both statist and human rights terms may be one way towards these goals. The security  as a 
subject of international relations should not only be understood as ‘defending the state from attack’ but should 
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take under consideration ones, who constitutes it. In Particular, security for woman which might be different, 
because women are more likely to be attacked by men they know, rather than strangers from other states.  
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