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Abstract 

Viewing Sweden’s feminist foreign policy as a paradigmatically feminist and isolated case of 

domestic identity formulation, this thesis poses the following research question: to what extent 

does rapid identity construction affect state behavior? It assumes that a feminist state 

(en)genders the security concept and establishes interests in promoting (en)gendered security 

– which denotes the positive peace effects from female participation and protection – as an 

international security norm and thereby gain utility, security and legitimacy. Its constructivist 

hypothesis claims that the feminist identity has increased Sweden’s international promotion of 

(en)gendered security. This is tested through a quantitative content analysis of the current 

feminist and two previous Swedish governments’ promotion of (en)gendered security in the 

EU’s Common Foreign and Security Policy.  

The statistically significant results show that the feminist government is substantially 

more likely to promote (en)gendered security externally. The constructivist hypothesis 

therefore holds in the paper’s two critical settings: its hardline security context and 

assumption that rapid identity construction immediately affects behavior. The results are thus 

generalized to the population of identity formulation and confirm the Feminist Foreign Policy 

as a feminist ideal type, and thereby answer the research question. Overall, these abstract 

inferences have positive implications for international security. 

 

Key words: Feminist Foreign Policy; identity; (en)gendered security; female participation; 

female protection; Sweden; EU; Constructivism;
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1 Introduction  

Sweden’s feminist foreign policy aims at ensuring women’s rights and participation in central 

decision-making processes, including in peacebuilding efforts and peace negotiations. 

Gender equality is not just the right thing to do. It is the necessary thing to do if we want to 

achieve our wider security and foreign policy objectives. (Margot Wallström, quoted in 

Government Offices of Sweden 2015). 

 

For me, women are only a diversion, a hobby. Nobody spends too much time with his 

hobbies… (Henry Kissinger, quoted in Isaacson 1992:477). 

 

In October 2014, Sweden’s Foreign Minister Margot Wallström declared that the newly 

elected government would have the world’s first feminist foreign policy. The policy 

(hereinafter: FFP) focused on women, peace and security, and for the first time the Ministry 

for Foreign Affairs leadership would consist exclusively of women (Olsson 2014; Wettre 

2014). Swedish experts have called it a signal that states seriously start to link gender 

(in)equality to international (in)security (cf. Egnell 2014), and media has indicated that the 

FFP as a breaking point in Swedish Foreign Policy (Rosén 2016). Internationally, The 

Spectator has praised Wallström’s idealism (Cohen 2015), and Quartz has proposed that all 

foreign policy should be feminist (Shah 2015). Foreign Policy magazine (2015) listed 

Wallström among 2015’s most influential decision-makers and UN Secretary General Ban 

Ki-Moon has referred to the FFP as key for a brighter future (Larsson 2016). Perhaps the FFP 

offers an awaited answer to Enloe’s (2014) famous question – “where are the women?” – 

which seriously outlined a feminist IR-approach in 1989 (Sylvester 2002:276). Perhaps it 

represents sincere activism to reignite Sweden’s “moral superpower” (Lapidus 2015). Perhaps 

Wallström truly wants to “become a little braver in foreign policy” (Nordberg 2015).  

Or perhaps the FFP represents mere international marketing and an opportunistic response 

to the gender-focused Swedish political landscape, in which a feminist party nearly entered 

into parliament in 2014 (Valmyndigheten 2014). Skeptics hint that the FFP is populist rhetoric 

and criticize its feminist inconsistency and imprecision. Some highlight certain events, such 

as Wallström’s criticism of Saudi female oppression that culminated in her banning from an 

Arab League summit, as illustrations of its idealistic intentions but unrealistic upshots (cf. 

Rothschild 2014; Lindberg 2015; Lifvendahl 2015; Rydström 2015; Lapidus 2015; 

Helmerson 2016; DN 2015; Taylor 2015;). The opposition has called the FFP insufficiently 
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feminist (cf. Ohlsson 2015). Civic actors have claimed that it is no different from the liberal 

feminism of the previous center-right government (Albinsson 2015) and requested increased 

gender-focus in all spectra of Swedish foreign policy (CONCORD 2016:4-5). Lackenbauer 

(2016:30) sees gender equality as a Swedish trend rather than an invention, and points to the 

alternative FFP-frameworks of the Liberals and the Left party. Rothschild (2014) has claimed 

that the FFP neither is unique globally, as leaders like Hillary Clinton and William Hague also 

have emphasized women and security. 

These reactions also refer to the abstract and archaic antagonism between two IR-theories: 

constructivism and neo-realism (Lebow 2001). Constructivism, in which this thesis is based, 

suggests that identities shape state ideas, interests and actions1 (cf. Wendt 1992). 

Constructivists often criticize neo-realism for its incapacity to explain international 

socialization and norm change (Barkin 2003; Patomaki & Wight 2000). Contrarily, purist 

neo-realists mean that IR-anarchy forces states to always prioritize the same realpolitikal and 

relative gains regardless of domestic political changes (Waltz 1989; 2000; Mearsheimer 

1994/5). Although they would reject the renowned realist Kissinger’s introductory quote as 

extreme and chauvinistic, many would probably accept its security-political symbolism. It 

embodies the assumption that women and security is an unrealistic diversion – a hobby on 

which Sweden (hereinafter: SE) cannot afford spending too much time in a European disorder 

of terrorism, neighboring conflicts, Ukrainian turmoil and an aggressive Russia, whose media 

has ridiculed the Swedish forces’ female reliance (Lackenbauer 2016). 

This political and theoretical contrast questions if states can ‘walk the talk’ – if they are 

free to re-construct their identities and international behavior or trapped with interests and 

actions fixed on national security to secure their survival. It questions the practical difference 

between a feminist and a non-feminist foreign policy. It questions if the feminist Swedish 

government’s behavior is more feminist than its predecessors’. It questions if the FFP is a 

pioneer for a new foreign policy ideal type, or a cynical strategy for new support. It questions 

many intriguing assumptions but has not offered many answers. The aforementioned articles 

and reports present countering suggestions on the FFP’s effects but seem to be based on 

ideological criticism or brief analyses of SE’s behavior in certain crises or bilateral situations 

(see 1.1). None of them quantitatively examine if the FFP has changed SE’s systematic 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
1 Action and behavior are used interchangeably and refer to states’ external output.  
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behavior. Abstractly, constructivism’s view of identity as a slowly and mutually constructed 

factor neglects wider empirical testing of its effects on state behavior (see 1.1).  

This thesis aims to fill those two research gap levels through the first systematic and 

quantified assessment of whether the FFP has made SE increase its feminist behavior in the 

most critical IR-field: security politics. By viewing the FFP as a paradigmatically feminist and 

isolated case of domestic identity construction, the paper ultimately poses the following RQ: 

to what extent does rapid identity construction affect state behavior? The paper is based in 

modern constructivism, which assumes probabilistic causality and rational states that gain 

utility from norm entrepreneurship (cf. Finnemore & Sikkink 1998; 2001). The theoretical 

framework is merged with an IR-feminist perspective on the (en)gendering of identity and 

security. The thesis thus operationalizes the RQ by hypothesizing that the construction of a 

feminist identity has increased SE’s international promotion of (en)gendered security (see 2). 

The purpose, hypothesis and RQ are realized through a most-similar comparison between 

the current and two former Swedish governments, where only the former has a feminist 

identity whereas their promotion of (en)gendered security (hereinafter ES) is unknown. A 

quantitative content analysis is used to see how often the governments promote ES in the 

negotiations on the EU’s Common Foreign and Security Policy (hereinafter: CFSP). This is 

operationalized through two indicators of ES, female participation and protection, which are 

coded systematically in two data sources: the governments’ instructions to the EU’s Political 

and Security Committee and their positions in the sessions in SE’s parliamentary Committee 

on European Union Affairs (see 3). 

The statistically significant results show that the feminist government is substantially 

more likely to promote (en)gendered security in the CFSP than the two most-similar 

governments. The constructivist hypothesis thus holds in the paper’s dual critical settings: its 

hardline security context and assumption that rapid identity formulation immediately affects 

behavior. The findings are thus inferred to the population of identity formulation and confirm 

the FFP as a feminist ideal type, and thereby ultimately answer the research question (see 4). 

In addition to shrinking the aforementioned lack of empirical testing of the FFP and the 

abstract identity factor, the thesis also contributes to the field peace and conflict – both 

academically and (more importantly) policy-wise. As research proves that inclusion of female 

agency and protection aspects in security processes stimulates peace durability (see 2.3), 

states’ increased focus on ES should reduce and prevent conflict globally. This would 

represent a timely trend for security, not a time-consuming hobby. 
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1.1 Why & so what? Purpose & relevance 

The purpose is to test a uniquely isolated identity construction’s effects on state action and 

deploy the first quantified systematic assessment of SE’s behavior since the FFP-formulation. 

Through a most similar comparison of the current feminist and two former Swedish 

governments it tests if the FFP has made SE behave in a more feminist way toward security 

politics, where a quantitative content analysis compares the three governments’ positions in 

the negotiations on the EU’s CFSP (see 3). Now, so what? Why should you keep reading this 

thesis? Actually, the answer to the paper’s RQ is theoretically and empirically essential in 

several aspects (Booth et.al. 2008:45). 

Firstly, you might argue that this within-case study has a quite narrow scope, purpose and 

hypothesis, which lower its possibility of inference and more intriguing causal claims. Yet 

although the FFP was announced when the current government was elected in November 

2014, the topic is poorly researched. There is no systematic assessment of how (and if) the 

FFP has changed SE’s international action2. Only two accessible academic papers focus 

specifically on the FFP, but both are descriptive bachelor theses. One describes how the FFP 

intends to re-conceptualize power (Fälldin 2016) and one assesses the gender perspectives in 

SE’s arms export regulations (Nilsson 2015). The three aforementioned civil society reports 

on the FFP also lack comparison of SE’s systematic behavior before and after October 2014 

(see 1). Albinsson’s (2015) brief text analysis only assesses what the current government says 

it will do, not whether it behaves accordingly. CONCORD (2016) mainly appears to describe 

certain decisions and bilateral issues where the government acted or failed to act according to 

feminism, and its methodology does not seem to select cases that ensure covariation, isolation 

or temporal order  (Teorell & Svensson 2007:239-246). The report actually clarifies that it is a 

platform for discussion and not an FFP-assessment (CONCORD 2016:3), which means that it 

cannot (nor aims to) test if the FFP really has changed SE’s behavior. Lastly, Lackenbauer’s 

(2016) report is also rather descriptive. It argues that the FFP lacks a clear definition and 

strategy and that it is a result of trending domestic and international feminism rather than a 

unique policy initiative. It outlines the Malian peace process as an empirical case where the 

feminist tools could be used as effective peace stimulators, but does not present a 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
2 Apart from aforementioned journalistic articles, the here presented works are the only accessible reports that 

specifically focus on the FFP when searching for ”feminist foreign policy” (in Swedish and English) on Google, 

Google Scholar, JSTOR, Project MUSE, Social Sciences Citation Index and SwePub. 



 

   13 (93) 

methodologically comparative inquiry of the FFP’s actual effects. This thesis should therefore 

be the first extensive academic examination of the FFP’s empirical effects on SE’s behavior. 

Indeed, case studies are more appropriate when “… a subject is being encountered for the 

first time” (Gerring 2007:40). And sometimes a topic or a research design is so new “… that 

any finding is informative” (Gerring 2012:51). Gerring views some cases as paradigmatic for 

theoretical phenomena, and exemplifies SE as an empirical definition of the abstract welfare 

state. Similarly, as SE is the first country with a FFP (see 1) it should construe a paradigmatic 

identity – a potential pioneer for future state feminism. Gerring (2012:38-47) adds that 

relevant research anticipates what the field’s cutting edge will be in ten years, but also warns 

against accepting untested presumptions and advices theoretical skepticism before starting 

inquiry. Research must therefore start simply to open up for complex inquiries, especially 

when seemingly obvious questions have not been clearly answered (Booth et.al. 2008:58). 

Consequently, this thesis explores and evaluates the new phenomenon of FFP whilst opening 

doors for future research to test, develop and extend causal claims (see 4.3.3). Because, if we 

do not know if the FFP has made SE’s international behavior more feminist, we cannot 

investigate its effects on SE’s international influence. If we do not know whether feminist 

governments actually prioritize women and security we cannot test the correlation between 

feminist policies and international security. That said, the thesis comprehends both Humesian 

discovery and the goal of appraisal (Gerring 2012:28-32) by simply testing if the FFP 

produces theoretically expected empirical behavior. 

More abstractly, the paradigmatic FFP is seen as a case of rapid identity construction 

(Teorell & Svensson 2007:46-47). So, although qualitative research allows for stronger 

internal than external validity, this case study’s results may still be inferred to a theoretical 

population (Gerring 2012:84-85; 2007:43). This is mainly due its two least likely settings for 

constructivism, the first of which regards the focus on a domestic and rapid identity 

formulation (i.e. the FFP in 2014). Most constructivists view identity as a slowly formed and 

somewhat stable factor that cannot immediately affect state behavior. However, its disputed 

definition prevents constructivism from generating “… generalizations about identity and 

world politics” (Finnemore & Sikkink 2001:399). And the idea of identity as mutually 

constituted through internal and external interaction (cf. Wendt 1994; Hopf 1998) limits the 

concept’s usefulness in analyzing shifts in state behavior (Altoraifi 2012:43). These abstract 

ambivalences make constructivism focus on complex theory building rather than empirical 

theory testing (Tekin 2010:4). Indeed, it lacks consistent and specific scope conditions, “… 

within which its explanatory features can be expected to take effects” (Ruggie 1998:883). 
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Such imprecision makes the theory lean towards the postmodernist camp that seldom 

examines causality (Patomaki & Wight 2000). Indeed, Barkin (2010:4) even says that “… 

constructivist epistemology tells us little about politics per se”. So, despite constructivism’s 

contemporary expansion there seems to be a research gap on whether identity actually affects 

behavior. This goes in hand with IR’s tendency to equate foreign policy with strategic 

international action (cf. Smith et.al. 2008:2; Fearon 1998) rather than with the term’s 

linguistic meaning: objectives for international action (Encyclopædia Britannica Online 

2016). This perspective seems to assume that states always act according to their intentions. 

Testing that assumption is crucial, and SE’s isolated and swift construction of a feminist 

identity offers a unique (yet least likely) opportunity to do so. Likewise, Altoraifi (2012:43) 

suggests that in “… states that experience rapid or radical change, our concept of state identity 

must be able to accommodate the idea that identity may accordingly be malleable and rapidly 

changing in some circumstances”. This thesis may hence beneficially address the lack of 

empirical testing of the FFP but also of identity in general.  

The thesis’ second least likely aspect is the testing of constructivism in the power-laden 

security politics. This is operationalized by examining SE’s behavior in the negotiations on 

the common security of the EU, which neo-realists like Mearsheimer (1990; 1994/5) would 

view as a temporary and convenient alliance that guarantees the members’ survival. The latter 

theory disregards internal differences and treats states as fixed units unaffected by 

socialization (Waltz 1989:43; Sylvester 2002:10); as black boxes that produce a fixed external 

output regardless of their internal input (Mearsheimer 2013:72). It is the structural distribution 

of material capabilities that exogenously asserts states security-maximizing interests and 

relative powers (Waltz 1989:41-42). It is the absence of global order that creates a self-help 

system forcing them to cheat and confront to survive (Waltz [1979] 2010:105-111). As states 

always act “… in a unitary way in pursuit of its own national interest…” (Mingst & Arreguín-

Toft 2011:70), purist neo-realists would view the FFP as naïve idealism. Sure, governments 

can reframe their foreign policy to gain domestic support but they cannot change their actual 

behavior. Instead, international outcomes remain similar and repeated despite changes in the 

agents that produce them (Waltz [1979] 2010:67). Since all states’ primary goal is survival 

their mistrust towards opponents prevents them from focusing on the security of other actors 

(Mearsheimer 2001:30-32), particularly other individuals outside of their own sovereign 

borders. SE can thus simply not afford to prioritize the security of women. And as neo-

realism sees the FFP as populism both irrational and impossible to implement in anarchy, SE 

has little strategic interest in changing its behavior in Brussels’ hidden negotiations on 



 

   15 (93) 

European security. But if the study shows that the feminist government has increased SE’s 

actions to promote women and security substantially even in its critical setting, it would 

confirm constructivism’s explanatory power (Gerring 2012:418).  

Moreover, feminists assume that state politics stem from struggles over definitions on 

masculinity and femininity (Enloe 2014:349). Tickner (1988:430) claims that the “… issues 

that get prioritised in foreign policy are issues with which men have had special affinity”. But 

she also wonders what would happen if states could divert from masculine foreign policies 

(Tickner 2008:266). Similarly, Ruiz (2005:3-4) asks how domestic feminism would “… 

change foreign policy [and] the definition of ‘security’”. This thesis offers a unique 

opportunity to examine these claims and questions. It may assess whether IR-feminism 

remains hypothetical or serves as an empirical driver for female inclusion in peacebuilding: a 

reformer of masculine security norms (Tickner [1992] 2011:92). The study is thus highly 

relevant for the field of peace and conflict. Both scholarly by investigating whether 

governments use academia’s concepts and findings to guide their actions, and policy-wise 

since increased promotion of gender and security could enhance peacebuilding and conflict 

prevention (see 2.4). Lastly, the study might be politically relevant for SE. Domestic voters 

may presumably react if a government does not really act as it says it will, whereas 

international actors could question its credibility. 
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2 Theoretical argument 

Having presented the study’s RQ, context, purpose and relevance (see 1-1.1), this chapter 

displays the theoretical basis of the causal argument and analytical framework. It presents 

(modern) constructivist assumptions on how domestic elites construct identities and thereby a 

state’s ideas, interests and external actions (2.1). The constructivist framework is merged with 

IR-feminist views on the engendering of identity and security (2.2-2.3), and international 

feminist entrepreneurship (2.4). These presumptions are clarified empirically in a causal chain 

regarding the FFP’s effects, which culminates in the hypothesis that the feminist identity has 

increased SE’s promotion of engendered security (2.5). A clarification on theoretical 

demarcations and scope conditions ends the chapter (2.6).  

 

2.1 A causal chain of constructivist canons 

Social Constructivism (hereinafter: constructivism) views norms and actions as products 

(Wendt cf. 1987; 1992; 1994). It assumes that states are social beings with different identities 

and interests (Barnett 2008:163). Just like people act according to what they think about 

objects, states think that anarchy forces them to act forcefully, greedily and deceivably 

towards each other. The self-help properties of neo-realism thereby become self-fulfilling 

prophecies. Yet anarchy is not a structural law of nature; anarchy is, but only because states 

have given it (a chaotic) meaning (Wendt 1992). 

Constructivists argue that state behavior stems from internal identities, not external 

structures (Price & Reus-Smit 1998). Wendt (1992:397) defines identity as “… role-specific 

understandings and expectations about self”. And as the nation state construes the ultimate 

cohesive and collective actor (Finnemore 2003:142) it should offer the analytically supreme 

and simplest indicator of corporate identity. So, constructivism views governments as the 

central IR-actors, despite its neo-realist critique. Yet although Wendt (1992:423) stresses that 

changes in leadership or government may be “… much more important determinants of 

states’ identities and interests than are systemic factors”, he emphasizes exogenous identity 

construction, in which states adapt to how others perceive and predict their behavior (Wendt 

1994). Contrarily to his focus on systemic role identities this paper examines a domestically 

formulated type identity (see 2.6; 3.7), a feminist identity that guides a state’s interests and 

actions from within (Finnemore & Sikkink 2001). It uses Wendt’s abovementioned identity 
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definition but assumes that elites formulate states’ self-expectations, from which they ”… 

promote change through ideas” (Mingst & Arreguín-Toft 2011:179).  

Thus, constructivism challenges neo-realism’s microeconomic view of unitary states and 

fixed self-help interests (Wendt 1987). It assumes that “[s]tates understand different goals to 

be important and different actions to be effective or legitimate at different times” (Finnemore 

2003:95). Indeed, Finnemore’s work on strategic social interaction opposes the 

dichotomization of rationality and idealism. The strife for international legitimacy makes 

states gain utility from promoting (and following) norms, which here are defined as standards 

for appropriate action (Finnemore & Sikkink 1998:891). And since norms regularize 

legitimate behavior, they are not systemic units predestined for Waltzian (1989:42) zero-sum 

struggles for selfish security (Finnemore 2003:23). Instead, a state may fuel its influence by 

modifying the ideas, calculations and actions of others so that they correspond with the state’s 

worldview. Such norm entrepreneurs seek to establish mutual understandings on new IR-

standards through communicative action, which is this paper’s definition of external behavior 

(Finnemore 2003:152-153). Through a Habermasian socialization process, the entrepreneur 

uses its legitimacy ethos to persuade partners and adversaries (Finnemore & Sikkink 2001; 

Yee 1996:71). Although entrepreneurship theory usually refers to civic actors (Checkel 

2008:74-75) it should apply equally to states, as they obviously also gain utility from 

promoting an IR-structure that corresponds to their identities. 

These constructivist canons construe the following abstract causal chain and diagram. 

First a domestic elite constructs a state identity (abstract causal factor), from which the state 

thereafter derives new ideas (abstract causal mechanism, CM1). The state gains immediate 

utility from promoting ideas related to its identity and prospective legitimacy from being 

viewed as an entrepreneur for that (possible) IR-norm. It therefore establishes strategic 

interests in persuading international actors to indorse and institutionalize those ideas (abstract 

causal mechanism, CM2). Consequently, the state tactically uses communicative action to 

increase its promotion of those ideas internationally (abstract outcome).  
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Figure 1: abstract causal diagram on identity and behavior 

 

 

This abstract argument will be concretized through an empirical causal diagram and 

hypothesis for the FFP’s effects on SE’ behavior (see 2.5). But first the chapter will merge the 

constructivist chain with IR-feminist views on the (en)gendering of identities (2.2) and 

security (2.3), and thereafter explain why a feminist state should be interested in acting to 

promote (en)gendered security internationally (2.4). 

 

2.2 Constructing a feminist identity 

Almost all IR-feminists view gender as a social construction (Tickner 1997; Locher & Prügl 

2001). They borrow ideas eclectically to formulate their own feminist constructivism – where 

masculinity is construed as superior (the active ‘self’) to femininity (the passive ‘other’) 

(Locher & Prügl 2001:116). This position examines how gender identities influence security 

politics, and explains why we view males as effective leaders or rebels and females as 

feminized supporters or victims of their political men (Tickner 2008:267). It assumes that 

men systematically neglect female participation in conflict to ensure their exclusive 

militarized positions (Enloe 2000:292-294). Security actors thus consciously (or 

subconsciously) reproduce global patriarchy, defined as a system that privileges 

men/masculinity and subordinates women/femininity (Enloe 2014:31). Indeed, Sylvester 

(2002:11, 261-289) suggests that anarchy may become what the (still) excluded IR-women 

(might) make of it, and implies that constructivism would gain from improving its focus on 

how state identity is gendered. 

Feminists also neglect neo-realism’s fixed views on security. Pateman’s ([1988] 

2009:257-262) gender analysis of Hobbes’ Leviathan, a hypothetical hegemon to which 

freedom is sacrificed for security and from which neorealism partly stems (cf. Waltz [1979] 

2010:103), suggests that global order relies on a sexual contract (Carver & Chambers 
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2011:46-48). In the nature state, independent men protect women through marital subjugation. 

In the anarchical state, sovereign nations protect their ‘motherland’ through territorial 

subjugation (Sylvester 2002:188-192,249). And although military training degrades anything 

‘womanly’, wars are often justified as protection of women (Tickner 2008:269). Hence, 

feminists suggest that neo-realist stipulations on unitary states and national security are 

masculinity-biased products. Echoing constructivist claims (see 2.1), feminists view actors as 

constructed rather than static, interests as interdependent rather than egoistic, influence as 

cooperative enablement rather than strategic control, and security as multidimensional and 

human rather than military and national (Tickner 1988; 1997; 2005; 2008; Ruiz 2005). 

Tickner (2008:270) even argues that a nation’s boosted security sometimes harms its citizens’ 

(especially women) safety. But as global patriarchy’s promoted perspectives are those 

understandable and reinforced by men, the practice and study of security politics is biased 

towards masculine norms (Tickner 1998; 2005). Sylvester (2002:48-50) argues that IR’s 

narrow definitions reject gender analyses, exclude female agency and lets feminism down. 

Yet when academics and practitioners realize that “the international is personal” (Enloe 

2014:351) – that agents depend on gender constructed relationships and norms – IR’s reliance 

on the unitary state’s security may “… look more fragile and open to radical change than we 

have been led to imagine” (Enloe 2014:36). 

Constructivism and feminism evidently share core foundations. Thus, having showed that 

domestic identity constructions make states assume and promote new ideas internationally 

(2.1), this section adds that these factors may be viewed as gender constructs. A state may 

thereby formulate a feminist identity from which it derives and promotes feminist ideas. 

Indeed, as Tickner ([1992] 2011:95) calls for a security concept that speaks to “… the 

multiple experiences of both women and men”, the next section shows how security is 

(en)gendered. 

 

2.3 Constructing feminist ideas: (en)gendered security 

Whereas gender refers to the social construction of masculine agency and feminine passivity 

(see 2.2), (en)gender here means bringing gender into security studies. Consequently, the 

concept (en)gendered security (ES) emphasizes female agency and safety in conflict 

prevention and peacebuilding (Ellerby 2013). Given the paper’s focus on security politics it 

therefore defines feminist state action as communicative international promotion of ES (see 

1.1, 2.1). The paper borrows Ellerby’s (2013) operationalization of ES as the groundbreaking 
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UN Security Council Resolution 1325 on Women, Peace and Security (hereinafter: 1325), 

which she sees as a paradigm indicator for how gender is brought into security. The thesis 

focuses on the two attributes that researchers tend to highlight as 1325’s core implications: 

female protection and participation in security processes (cf. Olsson & Gizelis 2013; UN 

Peacekeeping). These attributes are presented in the following subsections. 

 

2.3.1 The protection attribute 

Protection refers to women’s safety needs and rights in and after conflict (Ellerby (2013). 

Hudson’s (et.al. 2008/9; 2012) research argues that women’s security determines national 

security. Countries that tolerate (and sometimes even sanction) female abuse risk to spur 

systematic cycles of aggression and avenge. Such structural violence decreases the costs of 

fighting and may ultimate escalate into armed conflict. 

Sexual violence is probably the most infamous and investigated female insecurity. It refers 

to rape, sexual slavery and prostitution, sexual torture, forced pregnancy and enforced 

sterilization deployed by armed actors, and is sometimes regarded as genocide or a crime of 

war or against humanity according to the Statute of the International Criminal Court (CICC). 

Belligerents often use it as a modern warfare tool to humiliate, intimidate, dominate or even 

eliminate civilians of other ethnic, cultural or political affiliations (Tickner 2008:267). Its 

form and frequency varies between conflict and actor types, but although groups with 

opportunistic or forcefully recruited soldiers often use sexual violence to enforce cohesion 

(Nordås 2012) state actors are the main perpetrators (cf. Nordås 2012; Cohen et.al 2013; 

Wood 2009). A study from Eastern DRC, which recorded more than 4000 experiences of 

sexual violence, shows that though most offenders were combatants the number of civilian 

rapes increased 17-fold between 2004-2008 (Harvard Humanitarian Initiative 2010:2). 

Indeed, Nordås (2011) concludes that high levels of sexual violence sometimes persist in 

post-conflict societies and is more frequently reported during years of low-intensity conflict 

(Nordås & Cohen 2012), suggesting that wartime sexual violence may structuralize female 

discrimination and abuse. Overall, sexual violence causes deep social, psychological and 

physical wounds (e.g. HIV) and obstacles for victims, families and communities to re-

integrate in post-conflict societies (Harvard Humanitarian Initiative 2010:36-37). Impunity for 

such crimes harms peacebuilding, reconciliation and prevention of conflict recidivism by 

conserving not only sexual violence but also communal grievances and retaliation cycles 

(Harvard Humanitarian Initiative 2010:35), which ultimately hinders peacebuilding. So, even 

though some research is skeptical to the effectiveness of retributive justice (cf. Clark 2009; 
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Muvumba Sellström 2015), punishment remains important for deterring conflict-related 

sexual violence and for reinforcing the legitimacy of post-conflict judiciary systems 

(Choudhury 2016:92-117), and ultimately for promoting positive peace. 

Women also bear heavy burdens indirectly caused by conflict. Whereas men are likelier to 

be killed in combat women more often die from collapse of state institutions, human rights 

abuse and economic depravation (O’Reilly et.al. 2015:5). Contemporary war casualties are 

mainly civilian (about 90% according to Tickner 2008:268), of which a large proportion are 

female (Olsson & Gizelis 2013). They also suffer more from fundamentalism, which often 

subordinates women, causes human rights abuse and radicalizes into extremist violence 

(Coomaraswamy 2015:14) or even conflict (O’Reilly 2015:3-4). Furthermore, women “… 

bear the greatest burden of managing post-conflict relations with war-traumatised children, 

family members and former fighters” (Chinkin & Charlesworth 2006:941). They also suffer 

from forced displacement, where the collapse of judiciary systems and communal support 

increases risks of sexual violence (UNHCR). Representing about half of the global refugee 

population (UNHCR), women and girls face radicalization, riots, civilian attacks and sanitary 

scarcities in refugee camps and routes. Violations of sexual and reproductive health and rights 

(SRHR), which refers to the safety and control of your own body and sexual life, are also 

systematized in conflict (manskligarattigheter.se). Indeed, Urdal & Che (2013) show that 

conflict increases fertility rates, weakens health infrastructure and consequently raises 

maternal mortality rates. 

 

2.3.2 The participation attribute 

Participation denotes inclusion of women from all parts of society (combatant to decision-

maker), into all peacemaking levels (negotiation to implementation) for all sorts of tasks 

(mediation to peacekeeping) (Olsson & Gizelis 2013).  

Regarding negotiation and decision-making, O’Reilly (2015) suggests that women’s 

different war experiences make them emphasize underlying grievances in peace negotiations, 

and advocate for actors and aspects normally excluded from belligerents’ military and 

territorial perspectives. Research shows that the inclusion of, and reference to, civic actors 

such as women’s organizations in negotiations and agreements substantially enhance peace 

durability (cf. Wanis St. John & Kew 2008; Nilsson 2012). A regression analysis (yet 

unpublished, cited in O’Reilly et.al. 2015) on 182 peace agreements between 1989-2011 

shows that settlements are 20 % more likely to last two years and 35 % more likely to last 15 
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years if women are included as negotiators, mediators, witnesses or signatories. Florea’s 

(et.al. 2003) experiments suggest that females are more cooperative, less conflictual and less 

egoistic when negotiating global issues, which supports the claim that women are socialized 

into better understanding opponents’ underlying motives. Such interest-based bargaining 

creates “win-win solutions” (Spangler 2003:1) and enables the purpose of negotiations: an 

agreement that satisfies all parties’ core interests (Hopmann 1998:27). Indeed, an in-depth 

research project on peace processes between 1990-2013 shows that women enhance peace 

implementation (Paffenholz’ 2015). They streamline negotiations through formal and 

informal channels: at the table as part of warring delegations or women’s coalitions, through 

expertise consultative forums or perspectives in problem-solving workshops, and by 

mobilizing peace support or popular pressure to raise disputants’ audience costs. Contrarily to 

Cunningham’s (2013) veto player maxim, it shows that inclusion of empowered women at the 

table stimulates negotiation success and had no negative impact in any of the 40 examined 

negotiations, of which 39 were successful (Paffenholz 2015). Yet the project finds that men 

usually maintain the ultimate decision power, and requests transparent criteria that assert 

quotas or capacities for empowering effective female negotiators. This relates to findings that 

fair treatment of negotiating parties strongly enhances outcome effectiveness (Albin & 

Druckman’s 2014). Such procedural justice more often creates agreements characterized by 

equality, which in turn facilitates peace implementation (Druckman & Albin 2011). These 

results are also relevant for women’s participation as decision-makers in security processes. 

Indeed, quantitative and qualitative research proves that a country’s increase in female 

parliamentarians reduces its probability of intrastate war, interstate violence, human rights 

abuse and military spending and militarization (cf. Melander 2005a; Melander 2005b; 

Caprioli 2000; Tickner [1992] 2011:94; Caprioli & Boyer 2001). However, Bjarnegård & 

Melander’s (2011; 2013) studies on East Asia argue that this correlation has no practical 

effect in authoritarian and patriarchal societies. 

Moving on to peace implementation, Paffenholz (2015) also shows that the inclusion of 

women in peace negotiations increases the probability of a successful peace process, as 

agreements that formalize female roles in peacebuilding activities stimulate public support 

and thereby streamline implementation. This relates to the perception that female 

peacemakers tend to prioritize root conflict causes such as human rights, inequality and sexual 

violence (O’Reilly 2015). Moreover, such research on gender equality in peacebuilding goes 

in hand with Druckman & Albin’s (2011) abovementioned findings that equal distribution of 

peacebuilding rewards and responsibilities between relevant actors increase the likelihood of 



 

   23 (93) 

successful implementation of negotiated settlements. Women’s organizations can for example 

hold post-conflict sexual perpetrators accountable through shaming reports and indirectly 

function as ‘soft’ peacekeepers (Nilsson 2012) that raise spoilers’ costs of non-compliance 

(Fortna 2008:175-178). Indeed, Enloe (2000:297-298) emphasizes that many women do not 

see themselves as victims of conflict but view militarization as a tool for political 

empowerment and legitimacy as representatives of “”the nation’s mothers”” (Enloe 

2000:297). Relatedly, Lackenbauer et.al. (2015:69-70) show that female elders in Mali’s 

gerontocratic society can determine whether their ethnic group’s younger men will mobilize 

or not, and hence should be systematized into more formal roles in the peacebuilding efforts. 

And O’Reilly (2015) presents many cases where mothers have organized civic movements 

that effectively de-radicalize young greedy or grieving men (cf. Collier 2000; Stewart 2008). 

Moreover, female participation in peacebuilding often refers to Disarmament, 

Demobilization and Reintegration (DDR), which most researchers and practitioners assume is 

“… about men and boys” (Enloe 2007:127). Many female ex-combatants have been 

forcefully recruited and sexually abused during conflict. Special counseling, medical 

assistance and vocational education may thus prevent them from violent relapse and economic 

and societal exclusion (Nilsson 2005:72-74). For instance an estimated 40% of child soldiers 

are girls, and their experiences from sexual abuse or fighting may be shameful for their 

families or communities in traditional and patriarchal post-conflict societies (Nilsson 

2005:77). Regarding peacekeeping, Whitworth (2004:13-16) echoes Enloe’s (cf. 2000; 2007; 

2014) critique of patriarchal militarization by arguing that conflict indorses and infuses 

violent masculinity, which for examples makes some male peacekeepers commit sexual 

violence and aggressive behavior towards locals. Female peacekeepers are however less likely 

to accept or adapt to militarized masculinity, and prevent peacekeeping atrocities by 

increasingly reporting sexual violence, decreasing opportunities for male soldiers to commit 

abuse and nuancing the stereotypically aggressive soldier identity (Nordås & Rustad 2013). 

Karim & Beardsley (2013) add that female peacekeepers assert legitimacy to missions. They 

passively represent women, bring a gender perspective to the conflict, have easier access to 

civilians and facilitate female victims to report abuse. The same argument is made for 

women’s participation in Security Sector Reform (SSR). Female soldiers have greater access 

to civilians and victims of sexual abuse but also different perspectives on communal tensions 

(Bastick & Whitman 2013:11-12). Likewise, policewomen more often de-escalate violence, 

report crimes of gender abuse and detect signals for radicalization, which ultimately cultivates 

societal stabilization and trust in the security apparatus (Peters 2014; O’Reilly 2015). 
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Generally, these findings point to how women are excluded from peacemaking and why 

increased female participation should enhance peace durability. The operationalization of the 

participation attribute of ES is presented in the coding scheme section (3.1.6). 

 

2.4 Strategic ES-entrepreneurship 

Before ending the theory chapter with a causal chain and hypothesis regarding the FFP’s 

effect on SE’s behavior, this section concludes the abstract argument by showing why states 

with a feminist identity should be interested in acting to promote ES in particular. 

Given the presented theoretical framework, there are three key reasons for why feminist 

states benefit from ES-promotion. Firstly, they derive self-esteeming utility from acting 

according to their moral role and self-expectations – the feminist identity (see 2.1). Secondly, 

they gain strategic utility if ES is institutionalized as a future standard for state behavior in 

security politics, and legitimacy for being viewed as an entrepreneur that pioneered that norm. 

The third adds the former two and concerns ES’ positive effects on peace (see 2.3). If the 

entrepreneur makes its international partners view ES as an appropriate norm and begin acting 

accordingly, this indirectly strengthens the entrepreneur’s (and partners’) security by 

stimulating peacebuilding and conflict prevention in its neighborhood. 

Critical readers might contest and suggest that ES already is a norm, as its clearest 

operationalization 1325 has existed for 16 years and is widely cited in contemporary peace 

agreements and frameworks. However, 1325 has been criticized for insufficient 

implementation and for being viewed as a specific and secondary issue rather than a 

standardized practice for peacebuilding (cf. norm definition in 2.1), where states seldom 

compromise on their national security interests (cf. Coomaraswamy 2015:14; Lackenbauer 

2016:28). Despite UN pressure, only 54 countries have formulated National Action Plans on 

1325 (Coomaraswamy 2015:14), and existing plans (even European) often lack clear 

indicators, goals, responsibilities and resources to implement the resolution (EPLO 2010:5-6).  

Research supports this critique and shows that the inclusion of female participation and 

protection aspects in peacemaking is low and slow. Peace agreements between 1992 and 2011 

averaged only nine percent in female negotiators and two percent in female lead mediators 

(O’Reilly et.al 2015:1), and women’s formal inclusion in negotiations and peace processes 

has only progressed marginally (Castillo Diaz & Tordjman 2012:2). Despite an increase since 

the adoption of 1325, merely 27 % of the peace agreements since 2000 include elements on 
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women (Coomaraswamy 2015:14), and only 18 % of the parliamentarians in conflict regions 

are female (Lackenbauer 2016:11).  

Moreover, female peacekeepers are often sent to conflicts where sexual violence and 

gender equality problems are relatively low (meaning that their perspectives and proficiencies 

are underused), and still only construe about seven percent of the global UN mission 

personnel. This is partly since troop-contributors usually have more traditional gender roles 

and thereby less female peacekeepers, whom they avoid to send to intense conflicts due to 

fear of domestic political costs (Karim & Beardsley 2013). Moreover, the tendency of war-

laden states to view women as less militarily skilled, prioritize external threats rather than 

communal conflicts and lack resources for appropriate measures make women remain 

excluded from SSR (Bastick & Whitman 2013:12). Similarly, patriarchal post-conflict 

structures still systematically exclude women from DDR, who often must return to the 

domestic roles they escaped as soldiers (Houngbedji et.al. 2012). Female ex-combatants are 

seldom viewed as threats to post-conflict stability and many have their soldier statuses 

denounced. Women also avoiding registration for fear of stigmatization (militarization is 

deemed unfeminine), or even for risks of sexual abuse as they usually have to register in male 

DDR-programs (Nilsson 2005:72-74). Despite conflicting results on the trend of sexual 

violence, some scholars argue that the share of perpetrating actors seems to increase slowly 

(cf. Nordås & Cohen 2012). Others argue that we lack data to conclude that sexual violence is 

decreasing (MacKenzie 2012) or that the discussion hinders tackling of the actual and acute 

problem (Nordås 2012). Indeed, peace agreements still tend to exclude punishment and 

prevention of violence against women (Chinkin & Charlesworth 2006), and there are yet few 

formal prosecutions on sexual perpetrators (Coomaraswamy 2015:14). 

Finnemore & Sikkink (1998:894) highlight states’ historically low interests in promoting 

gender equality. Similarly, the continuous female exclusion in all levels of peacebuilding and 

conflict prevention suggest that actors have much utility to gain from advocating ES – both in 

terms of legitimacy and national security. Having specified why states have utility interests in 

acting to promote ES in abstract terms, the next section presents the empirical hypothesis. 
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2.5 Hypothesis: feminist identity, feminist behavior 

This chapter first showed that elites construct identities, and that the state thereafter becomes 

interested in acting to promote ideas derived from that identity externally (see 2.1). This 

constructivist chain was then linked to IR-feminism to show that a state’s identity and ideas 

may be (en)gendered (see 2.2). It thereafter presented ES, operationalized as female 

participation and protection in security issues (see 2.3), and explained why feminist states 

should be interested in acting to promote ES internationally (see 2.4). It is now time to clarify 

these abstract assumptions empirically, and present a hypothesis (and null hypothesis) 

regarding the FFP’s effects on Swedish ES-promotion. 

Starting with the IV, SE’s historic labeling of its foreign policy as feminist is here seen as 

clear case of how a political elite, which in the democratic and strong Swedish state ultimately 

refers to the elected government, reconstructs a country’s identity. The paper’s abstract causal 

factor – identity – is hence operationalized as a binary variable measuring whether a Swedish 

government has a FFP (IV). Moving on to the first causal mechanism (CM1), an FFP-identity 

should then initiate a mechanism that makes SE’s state apparatus extend its idea of security to 

include ES. The second mechanism assumes that the state thereafter establishes a strategic 

interest in institutionalizing ES as an IR-norm (CM2), which would make ES an appropriate 

standard for state behavior in security politics. This gives SE self-esteeming utility from 

acting according to its feminist identity, influence if its partners start acting according to ES 

and legitimacy from being viewed as a norm entrepreneur. SE thereby also achieves indirect 

national security from prospectively contributing to stabilize Europe’s otherwise conflictual – 

and in some parts collapsing – neighborhoods (see 2.3). Indeed, the current government has 

referred to Nye (cf. 2008) upon describing female empowerment as a smart power instrument 

to boost global security (Sveriges Riksdag 2014). And Wallström has clarified that female 

participation enhances peace durability and therefore is in all states’ strategic interests 

(Silverman 2016). Consequently, SE should use its feminist expertise and deploy 

communicative action to convince partners with less feminist insight to endorse and act 

according to ES. The paper’s abstract outcome (state behavior) is thus operationalized by the 

extent to which SE acts (communicatively, see 2.1) to promote ES externally (DV). The 

empirical causal argument is derived from the abstract causal chain presented in 2.1. But 

though it should already be clear and consistent (Gerring 2012:204), another causal diagram 

may clarify the reasoning even further: 
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Figure 2: empirical causal diagram on SE’s feminist identity and behavior  

  

 

This causal argument and diagram finally leads us to the hypothesis:  

 

H1: the construction of a feminist identity has increased Sweden’s international 

promotion of (en)gendered security. 

 

In line with this paper’s intersubjective and reproducible approach (see 1.1; 3.1; 3.7), it is 

important to present an alternative counterfactual outcome to avoid subjective interpretation 

of the results. By returning to neo-realism’s aforementioned skepticism towards 

constructivism’s ideational assumptions on behavior (see 1; 1.1), the paper formulates the 

following null-hypothesis: 

 

H0: the construction of a feminist identity has not increased Sweden’s international 

promotion of (en)gendered security. 

 

The research design chapter (see 3.2-3.6) thoroughly explains how H1 (and thereby also H0) 

will be tested methodologically through quantified results on all GoS’ probability of 

international ES-promotion. But first, this chapter ends by clarifying theoretical demarcations.  
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2.6 Theoretical demarcations & scope conditions 

This final theory section justifies some important theoretical demarcations. Firstly, the 

hypothesis is purposely less abstract than the RQ – which refers to general, not specifically 

feminist, state behavior (see 1) – to clarify what the paper tests empirically. It also accentuates 

the paper’s sole focus on the causal and outcome factors. The IV is binary and codes if a 

government has a feminist identity or not. And since the compared cases are selected based on 

the fact that only one of them has an expressed FFP (the first of its kind, see 1) the paper only 

thoroughly measures DV in a quantified way (see 3.3 & 3.6). The causal chain’s two 

mechanisms are derived from constructivism and feminism to outline why and how (see 2.1-

2.4) a feminist identity should cause ES-promotion, but they will not be measured (Teorell & 

Svensson 2007:246). This is partly due to Gerring’s (2010) suggestion that mechanisms 

(although they must be stipulated) are secondary in causality testing due to their ambiguous, 

case-specific and non-generalizable tendencies. More importantly, the aforementioned dual 

research gap (see 1.1) justifies the paper’s focus on testing a feminist identity’s effect on state 

behavior, which opens for future exploration of its stipulated mechanisms (see 4.3.3). 

The second demarcation regards the causal argument’s claims and scope. As 

constructivist-laden scholars neglect law-bound causality (cf. Price & Reus-Smit 1998) and 

argue that ideas are one cause of state behavior (cf. Yee 1996:70), the thesis assumes that ES-

promotion is a probabilistic effect of feminist identity (Gerring 2012:225). This means that a 

government with a FFP should act to promote ES more than another government – not that 

the latter never acts to promote ES or that the former never promotes its national security. 

Such deterministic causal claims would contradict the paper’s applied constructivism and also 

hinder an interesting comparison. Neither does the paper assume that its causal argument 

cannot hold for feminist IR-ideas regarding trade, aid, international law, and economic gender 

equality. The delimitation to focus on ES enhances clarity and structure, and clearly refers to 

the thesis’ context of security politics, which in its turn construes a critical setting for the 

paper’s constructivist argument and thereby extends its theoretical scope (see 1.1). 

Thirdly, many constructivists would also argue that the paper’s causal direction ignores 

the interactive construction of variables and mechanisms (cf. Hopf 1998). Some might even 

invert the argument and claim that international interaction determines a state’s perception of 

norms and strategic interests, and slowly and subconsciously reconstruct its ideas and identity 

accordingly (cf. Wendt 1994). These issues mainly concern the paper’s choice to view 

identity construction as a swiftly and elite-driven foreign policy formulation rather than a 
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slow-moving and mutually constituted factor. As mentioned, this enables isolated and 

counterfactual testing of how identity affects state behavior (see 1.1), and even Wendt 

(1992:402) uses the words “foreign policy identities” to describe the concept. Additionally, 

since the current government announced the FFP immediately after assuming power in 2014, 

SE’s feminist identity is clearly a causal factor rather than an outcome from international 

interaction. Actually, the paper’s suggestion that SE’s feminist government seeks to socialize 

its partners, who thereby ultimately may modify their identities (see 2.5), correlates with 

constructivism’s claim that international interaction changes state ideas and interests and 

thereby construe collective identities (Wendt 1994:390). This suggests that the paper’s causal 

argument could/should go in the opposite direction for SE’s partners. 

Fourthly, contrasting constructivism to purist neo-realists such as Mearsheimer and Waltz 

(see 1.1) could be criticized for ignoring developments within the latter theory. For instance, 

Patomaki & Wight (2000) seek to advance realist methodology beyond the unproductive and 

unsolvable dualistic IR-debate. They propose a critical realism, which recognizes that both 

material and social objects “… such as war, nationality and gender…” (Patomaki & Wright 

2000:224) determine actors’ actions. Yet they stress that the events, institutions and processes 

produced by these actions are real regardless of how they are interpreted, and should be 

examined by reproducible causal hypotheses. Barkin (2003; 2010) also de-emphasizes the 

paradigmatic dichotomization of the theories’ by returning to political realism. Classicists 

assume objective laws on rational decisions-makers’ power-seeking interests, but recognize 

that these interests depend on intangible political morals and contexts (cf. Morgenthau 

1960:4-11). He thereby illuminates a joint emphasis on how ideas and ideals shape 

international politics, and proposes a realist constructivism that dismantles the mutually 

constitutive relationship between power and norms. Indeed, realist scholars have recently 

started including more factors in the theory’s framework to mitigate its incapacity to explain 

international change. Neoclassical realists (cf. Schweller 2004; Zakaria 1998/9; Jervis 1978; 

1989) also return to Morgenthau by de-emphasizing systemic factors and re-emphasizing how 

domestic politics and decision-makers’ particular perceptions on security affect state 

behavior. Contrarily to defensive realist presumptions that states almost automatically balance 

their powers in security dilemmas (cf. Snyder 1991:12; Waltz [1979] 2010:126-128), Jervis 

(1989) writes that state leaders may overestimate or underestimate opponents’ military 

powers and purposes, whereas Schweller (2004) argues that elites in fragmented polities may 

underbalance their state’s capacity in exchange of short-term popular support. 
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The abovementioned theory-developments illustrate that realists and constructivists 

increasingly share methods and concepts to investigate causes of action. This paper’s focus on 

rapid identity formulation and its use of more rationalist constructivists (see 3.7) like 

Finnemore and Sikkink can to some extent be compared to that trend. However, this modern 

constructivist approach is mainly used to ease the ontological and epistemological differences 

between constructivism and neo-realism, and thereby enable a relevant and objective testing 

of their contrasting hypotheses regarding identity’s effect on state behavior in security politics 

(see 1.1 & 2.5). Establishing too much common ground may prevent such an assessment by 

eradicating the theories’ core differences, and thereby adding a subjective and complex 

interpretation of whether the paper’s hypothesis is supported (see 2.5). Sure, Mearsheimer & 

Walt (2013) suggest that the development of theories is more important than testing them, as 

simplistic hypotheses could damage the consistency and comprehension of explanatory 

models. But after all, if even the neo-realist and constructivist ideal types’ diametrical causes 

of state action are allowed to develop into a broad position, what would they be (ontological 

incoherence) and how would we use them (epistemological incoherence)? 

The fifth demarcation regards the thesis’ focus on ES. The concept’s emphasis on 

women’s unique impact on peacemaking arguably stems from a mix of standpoint and liberal 

feminism. The former is famously proposed by Tickner and Enloe, and highlights that 

women’s political struggle give them a clearer view of IR-reality – that feminized experiences 

from motherhood, caretaking and support stimulate peaceful and cooperative behavior 

(Sylvester 2002:49, 172-176). The latter focuses more on legal and institutional guarantees for 

gender equality (Tickner 2008:266). But such ‘mainstream’ feminism has been criticized for 

equating gender with women and femininity while neglecting the construction of masculinity, 

which ultimately narrows its own comprehension of how IR is gendered (Jones 1996). Indeed, 

postmodernist and radical feminists would probably question women’s instrumental effects on 

peacemaking. Firstly since women are not a unique category (all are differently shaped by 

cultural, racial, social or ideological exclusion), and secondly since women must adapt 

masculine traits to attain influence (Margret Thatcher is a common example). They would 

thus argue that profound gender equality requires eradication of global patriarchy, and that 

mere inclusion actually might contribute to the systematic re-production of male agency and 

female adaption (Sylvester 2002:38-39,177-178). However, this paper compares the external 

behavior of the current Swedish government (in power since 2014 and henceforth called GoS 

FFP) with the behavior of two recent governments: the previous Social Democratic 

government (which ruled 2002-2006 and hereinafter is called GoS 02-06) and the last center-
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right government (which ruled 2010-2014 and henceforth is called GoS 10-14) (SCB1; see 

3.3). It would be unfair to examine how often the liberal GoS 10-14 promoted radical or 

postmodernist feminism since such strands should go against its ideology. Thus, a valid 

comparison requires a minimalist indicator of feminism in which all three GoS could find 

common political ground. ES, operationalized through two attributes from a UN resolution 

that all three GoS have supported (cf. Freivalds & Moratinos 2004; Engström et.al. 2010; 

Regeringskansliet 2010; 2011), offers that indicator. And to avoid reinforcing the myth of 

women as passive victims to conflict (cf. Tickner 2008:268-269) the paper seeks to highlight 

the instrumental and empirical positive peace effects from female participation and protection 

in conflict (see 2.4), thus avoiding subjective views on feminism that would clash with the 

thesis’ nomothetic causality-testing approach and epistemology (see 3.7). 

Sixthly, scholars interpret 1325 differently. Some emphasize its link to human 

development (c.f. Hudson 2005) whereas others highlight its imprecise attributes (cf. 

Anderlini 2000; 2010:14-15). Yet elements on development and aid are not relevant in this 

paper given its focus on the strictly conflict-related aspects of security. Moreover, although 

Ellerby (2013) adds a fourth attribute – incorporation – and re-labels participation as 

representation, she appears do so to separate female decision makers from female 

peacekeepers. This paper sees little added value in making this distinction and views 

participation as an indicator of both of these forms of female agency (see 2.3). And although 

scholars tend to include a third attribute in 1325 – gender mainstreaming of peacebuilding to 

fuel female peace benefits (cf. Ellerby 2013; Hudson 2005) – this attribute is more broad and 

vague than protection and participation. The paper’s comparison should thus become more 

reliable by only focusing on the latter two, which also are the key and most commonly 

analyzed attributes of the concept (cf. Anderlini 2010; 2000). 

These answers to some predicted criticisms hopefully justify why the paper defines 

feminist behavior as external promotion of ES, operationalized as the participation and 

protection attributes of 1325. All demarcations are meant to enable a reproducible and 

systematic analytical comparison, and an objective answer to the thesis’ RQ. The 

methodological framework for that comparison is presented in the next chapter. 
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3 Research design 

Having presented the constructivist foundation of the paper’s hypothesis and its subsequent 

neo-realist null-hypothesis (2.5), this chapter explains where and how the latter will be tested 

and describes and motivates the study’s main methodological choices. The first sections 

present and justify the use of manual content analysis to compare SE’s behavior (3.1 & 3.2). 

Thereafter the units of analysis (3.3) and observation (3.4) are introduced, followed by a 

description of how the latter are sampled (3.5) and coded (3.6). The last section touches upon 

investigator bias and epistemology (3.7). 

 

3.1 (Quantitative) content analysis  

The paper’s applied method is sometimes called quantitative text analysis, quantitative 

content analysis or even qualitative content analysis. But Neuendorf (2002:14) argues that the 

method’s core purpose is to reveal a phenomenon’s quantitative importance by numerically 

examining a chosen communicated content, which is why the paper follows his terminology 

and simply calls the method content analysis. The method’s purpose and strength is its 

effective simplicity, which stems from four key elements. The first two refer to systematic and 

objective research, in which clear criteria for sampling, operationalization and coding enable 

strong reproducibility. Thirdly, it enables quantitative analyses of extensive contents to 

compare and generalize frequencies. Fourthly, its focus on manifest content minimizes 

investigator bias and interpretation and guarantees reliability (Nilsson 2011:122-125). 

Postmodernists mean that the method’s objectivism ignores hidden messages, that it 

disregards what is not said or how something is said (Boréus & Bergström 2005:77-78). It 

thereby misses a phenomenon’s core nature and sacrifices validity for reliability (Nilsson 

2011:121). But this criticism is not substantially relevant given this paper’s purpose. Firstly, 

the assumption that qualitative text analysis interprets whereas its quantitative version simply 

counts is incorrect (Esaiasson et.al. 2007:224).  The former also tends to compare how often 

(or where) arguments, words or ideas appear in texts, and the latter often inhibits 

interpretation when coding variables or asserting meanings to arguments (Nilsson 2011:127). 

This paper will naturally face occasional difficulties when coding ambiguous positions, but 

mitigates this inevitable obstacle through its selection process and detailed coding scheme and 

manual (see 3.3-3.6 & Annex A), which together minimize space for interpretation or 

selection bias (Nilsson 2011:126). Secondly, methodological validity primarily regards the 
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research design’s correspondence to the RQ and purpose (Boréus & Bergström 2005:78). 

Content analysis beneficially compares patterns and effects between large amounts of text. 

This corresponds with the paper’s use of written positions to code SE’s systematic and 

external communicative action, operationalized as the examined governments’ levels of ES-

promotion (DV) (see 2.1 & 3.3). And its causal strengths and criteria suits the thesis’ purpose, 

which is to test the effects of a paradigmatically feminist and isolated case of rapid identity 

construction (FFP) through a quantified and reproducible comparison (see 1.1). Indeed, 

Esaiasson (et.al. 2007:225-226) specifically mention that the method often is used for 

explanatory studies on foreign policy. Simply put, the paper does not aim to reveal how ES is 

framed or the unique discourses in which it is promoted.  

 

3.2 Manual content analysis: coding ES-frequencies 

Having justified why it is now time to explain how a content analysis is used (see 3.1). Firstly, 

the study looks for ES-positions instead of feminist words since the latter often hinders 

validity (Boréus & Bergström 2005:74, 78-80). Concepts can be ambiguously contested (cf. 

Connolly 1993:22-24) or lose essence if they are stripped out of their broader sentences and 

contexts. Similarly, ES contains attributes that are senseless if simply measured by counting 

words such as “women”, “participation” or “protection”. And while feminism is ideologically 

and conceptually disputed, ES offers a common denominator for most feminists (see 2.6). 

Secondly, the paper uses manual coding instead of a computer program, which is easier for 

word counting, extensive data or multiple investigators, since the data is not too immense and 

since the undersigned is the sole author (Boréus & Bergström 2005:44-45).  

Thirdly, the data from each examined GoS is coded simultaneously and chronologically to 

avoid subconscious interpretation that could bias the coding of the next GoS’ data (Boréus & 

Bergström 2005:52). The coding begins with each GoS’ earliest data (see 3.3-3.4) and in turns 

codes similar amounts of data from each GoS. Fourthly, as content analysis enables testing 

the paper’s hypothesis that the feminist identity has increased SE’s ES-promotion (see 3.1 & 

2.5), the paper’s coding scheme guarantees this test by examining if GoS FFP promotes ES 

relatively more than the two GoS without a feminist identity (see 3.4; 3.6). Such frequency 

analysis is a common and approved way of compiling results in causal content analysis 

(Bergström & Boréus 2005:52-53). Thus, although the study tests its hypothesis by measuring 

numerous units of observation it remains a case study with three units of analysis (small-n). 

As all observations (see 3.3) belong to one of the three GoS, the paper may easily distinguish 



 34 (93) 

their different frequencies of ES-promotion and thereby answer the hypothesis and RQ (see 

1). And as the study controls for alternative factors through a most-similar case selection and 

a coding scheme controls for relevant factors (see 3.3-3.6), and as the statistical significance 

of the GoS’ of ES-proportions (and differences herein) are tested (see 4.1), its results should 

be equally valid to those produced from an hypothetical (but superfluous) regression analysis. 

 

3.3 Units of analysis: three Swedish governments 

Given that the thesis tests if a paradigmatically feminist and uniquely isolated case of 

domestically formulated identity causes feminist behavior (see 1.1; 2.5), it also aims to fulfill 

the four causal criteria: causal mechanisms, counterfactuality, isolation and temporal order 

(Teorell & Svensson 2007:239-246).  

Already mentioned (see 2.6), the paper’s stipulated mechanisms will not be tested but are 

thoroughly presented in 2.3-2.5. The three latter criteria are ensured by the thesis’ within-case 

study of three GoS (the units of analysis) between 2006-2015, which enables temporal order, 

counterfactuality and control for omitted variables through a most-similar logic (King et.al. 

1994:168). The GoS of key interest, GoS FFP, is a progressive coalition dominated by the 

Social Democrats but which also includes the Green Party. The second unit of analysis is GoS 

10-14, a center-right alliance led by the Moderate Party with support from the Center Party, 

Liberals and Christian Democrats that was replaced by GoS FFP in October 2014. The last 

unit of analysis is GoS 02-06, which consisted solely of the Social Democrats and ruled to 

October 2006, is the last one available before GoS 10-143 (SCB1). The latter two are hence 

the most recent GoS before GoS FFP (i.e. the formulation of a feminist identity), which 

perfectly fulfills the temporal order criterion (Teorell & Svensson 2007:255). And as these 

three units of analysis are from the same country and time period they should be as similar as 

possible on analytically relevant societal, temporal and political factors. Yet only GoS FFP 

has a feminist identity (IV), while all GoS’ level of ES-promotion (DV) are unknown and thus 

to be examined. This means that the paper isolates the hypothesized causal relationship by 

manipulating the identity variable while holding other factors constant (Gerring 2012:207). 

Selecting the GoS based on their IV-values also guarantees variation and avoids selection bias 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
3 Since GoS 10-14 also ruled through the same alliance between 2006-2010 that mandate period is unnecessary 

to study. GoS 02-06 is thus the second closest government to GoS FFP of comparative relevance. 
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that could tilt the results (King et.al. 1994:129-137). The following table can simplify the 

most-similar logic behind the three compared GoS: 

 

Figure 3: most-similar logic and characteristics of the three selected GoS  

Unit of analysis (GoS)                     IV: feminist identity (binary)         DV: behavior (level of ES-promotion) 

GoS 02-06 (Oct. 2002-Oct. 2006) NO UNKNOWN  

GoS 10-14 (Oct. 2010-Oct. 2014) NO UNKNOWN  

GoS FFP (Oct. 2014-Ongoing) YES UNKNOWN  

 

Still, GoS 02-06 is mainly included to control for two confounders that could affect both the 

feminist identity and GoS FFP’s promotion of ES, and which would have been omitted 

through a refined most-similar comparison only including GoS FFP and GoS 10-14. Firstly, 

as conservatism usually is more associated with realism whereas progressive ideologies 

generally have more idealist and critical IR-perspectives (cf. Ashworth 2007:16; Welsh 

2003:175), GoS 02-06 enables control for the risk that it is GoS FFP’s Social Democratic 

identity rather than its feminist identity that stimulates ES promotion. Secondly, although SE 

has remained among the four most gender equal countries since 2006 (Global Gender 

Equality Index 2015)4, more and more Swedes perceive themselves as feminists (Olsson & 

Alfredsson 2014)5. Hence, if the results show an equal relative increase in ES-promotion from 

GoS 02-06 to GoS 10-14 and from GoS 10-14 to GoS FFP, this increase is rather explained 

by an unobservable and slow-moving gender trend in Swedish politics (Boréus & Bergström 

2005:81). Remembering that this thesis focuses on rapid identity construction (see 1.1, 2.1, 

2.6) results indicating that increased ES-promotion stem from a slowly formulated Swedish 

feminist identity would not confirm its hypothesis. That said it is time to present the data from 

which the results will be produced. 

 

3.4 Units of observation: data on SE’s EU-behavior 

Having specified the units of analysis – to which the analysis and results refer – as three GoS 

(see 3.3), this section presents the units of observation6 – the communicated content from 

where the results are derived (Neuendorf 2002:13-14).  

                                                                                                                                                         

 
4 SE’s Global Gender Equality Index increased marginally from 0.813 in 2006 to 0.823 in 2015. SE dropped 

from number one to number four in the same period. 
5 For example, the figure rose from 33 % in the 2010 elections to 47 % in the 2014 elections. 
6 The terms observation and agenda item are used interchangeably.  
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The units of observation come from two types of textual data that reveal SE’s behavior in 

the formulation of the EU’s CFSP. Murray’s (2011:55) review of SE’s foreign service 

highlights the EU-membership, and the subsequent entry into a comprehensive, common and 

global external actor, as the most important change in contemporary Swedish foreign policy 

(Murray 2011:55). Murray (2011:114) specifically denotes the correspondence between the 

Ministry for Foreign Affairs (hereinafter: MFA) and SE’s Permanent Representation in 

Brussels as a key indicator for Swedish external positions. Indeed, all three GoS examined in 

this paper have acknowledged the EU as a key channel for SE’s external priorities (cf. 

Engström et.al. 2010; Winiarski & Eriksson 2015), and to the undersigned’s knowledge the 

different EU-constellations summon more frequently than other International Organizations 

(e.g. UN). Additionally, trust-building diplomatic relationships enable partners to view the 

norm entrepreneur as a legitimate and proficient actor (Finnemore 2003:145). Finnemore 

(2003:148) even specifies that entrepreneurs often use international resolutions or powerful 

international organizations such as the EU as effective mechanisms for persuading “… a 

critical mass of states to… adopt new norms” (Finnemore & Sikkink 1998:901). These factors 

make the EU-forum valid for comparing SE’s systematic behavior in international 

negotiations, and test if the feminist identity has increased SE’s ES-promotion 

(operationalized through two of resolution 1325’s attributes) in Europe’s powerful and 

power-laden common security politics. 

 

3.4.1 Data 1: SE’s lines of action in the PSC  

The first and main source for the units of observation is derived from SE’s written 

instructions to the EU’s Political and Security Committee (PSC). These instructions are 

structured so that each agenda item has a separate headline and is outlined in numerical order 

according to the specific PSC-meeting (e.g. 2. Libya), and naturally contains SE’s position 

regarding that item. Since content analysis often decomposes texts into smaller units 

(Esaiasson et.al. 2007:229), the paper views the agenda items as the units of observation to 

invigorate clearer patterns and conclusions.  

Given this paper’s purpose, the PSC-instructions offer beneficial behavioral data for three 

reasons. Firstly, in accordance with article 38 of the EU Treaty, the PSC is responsible for 

forming the Common Security and Defense Policy (hereinafter: CSDP) and is a key decision-

maker for the CFSP. It gives strategic guidance and policy options to the EU Foreign 

Ministers in the Foreign Affairs Council (hereinafter: FAC), and directs the EU’s strategic 
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and political crisis management (Consilium 2015; 2016; Howorth 2010). Hence, Puetter 

(2014:196) writes that the PSC reveals both EU and “… member state positions in foreign, 

security, and defence policy”. Indeed, each agenda item in SE’s PSC-instructions has a 

section called line of action, which instructs how the Swedish negotiator in Brussels will act 

on behalf of the GoS, and thereby clearly operationalizes the paper’s view of international 

action as communicative (see 2.1 & 2.5). Secondly, all EUMS’ PSC-ambassadors meet at 

least twice a week to negotiate a common position on the EU’s security and foreign relations 

(Howorth 2010:5), ranging from major country-specific issues to thematic security topics. 

The lines of action in the instructions’ agenda items therefore construe more measureable and 

systematic observations of Swedish communicative action than unique bilateral issues or 

crises situations. Thirdly, the PSC has become the key policy-shaper of the CSDP: its “script 

writer” and “linchpin” (Howorth 2010:4,15). Indeed, although COREPER II, which consists 

of the EUMS’ Brussels representatives, is hierarchically superior to the PSC as the 

bureaucratic instance below the FAC, only about one issue per month is elevated from the 

PSC for substantial discussion in COREPER II (Howorth 2010:7).  

The abovementioned factors show that the PSC has evolved into the engine of the CFSP, 

which can be seen as an extension of Swedish foreign policy (Engström et.al. 2010), and that 

the lines of action in the PSC-instructions’ agenda items offer valid, reliable and quantitative 

indicators on SE’s systematic communicative external action. 

 

3.4.2 Data 2: SE’s lines of action in the CEUA 

The second data from which the study derives its units of observation are the transcripts from 

the Swedish parliamentary sessions before each FAC. These sessions take place about once a 

month in the Committee on European Union Affairs (hereinafter: CEUA), where the GoS 

(mostly the Foreign Minister but sometimes his/her State Secretary) seeks parliamentary 

support for its positions on the upcoming FAC’s discussions and decisions (Sveriges 

Riksdag1). Like the PSC-instructions, the CEUA-transcripts thereby indicate SE’s line of 

action for each FAC meeting’s agenda item. Given this paper’s purpose the CEUA-transcripts 

construe the most accessible alternative data to examine SE’s systematic action in the 

negotiations on the CFSP, and thereby offer one of the best options available for data 

triangulation (Yin 1989:97). This complementary data may seem less valid than the PSC-

instructions as it reveals how SE intends to act in the EU-negotiations and not how it actually 

acts, hence lowering the separation of the examined cause (feminist identity) and effect (ES-
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promotion) (Gerring 2012:212). However, Swedish political practice regulates the GoS to act 

according to the positions approved in CEUA. Actually, what the Foreign Minister 

(hereinafter: FM) and his/her EU-colleagues discussed and decided upon at the FAC must be 

reported back to the CEUA-members, who may report major deviations from the approved 

line of action to the Parliament’s Constitutional Committee and ultimately provoke a vote of 

censure. The GoS should thus have very low incentives to deviate from presented line of 

action in the CEUA, which consequently should correlate strongly with its real behavior at the 

coming FAC (Sveriges Riksdag1). 

 

3.4.3 Logic & validity latencies behind the data 

As the thesis’ purpose and scope does not include an examination of the postulated causal 

mechanisms there is no need to specify the internal governmental processes in which the 

ideas, interests and positions on ES are formulated (see 1.1; 2.6; 3.3). Nevertheless, this 

strictly simplified figure should sufficiently illustrate the logic of how the data indicate SE’s 

communicative action in the EU’s CFSP: 

 
Figure 4: how the two data sources indicate SE’s external behavior 

 

 

Even though the data sources are strong indicators they inhibit four impending biases, which 

correlate with the postmodernist critique of content analysis’ incapacity to reveal what is not 

said in texts (see 3.1). Firstly, by only coding manifest promotions of ES the paper might omit 

SE’s true positions, which sometimes may be implied without being explicitly stated (e.g. 

‘human rights’ may also refer to female protection) or clarified in the lines of action. 

However, it should be crucial for the GoS that the PSC-items are very clear on how the 

negotiators in Brussels should act so that important positions are not forgotten. Thus, the lines 

of action in the PSC-items remain as systematic and valid indicators of SE’s actual behavior. 

The same holds for the CEUA-items since the positions approved (which they almost always 

are) by the CEUA demarcate how the GoS may act at the FAC  (see 3.4.2). 

The second validity latency also regards exclusion of important text in the data, as the 

PSC-instructions and CEUA-transcripts are audited for confidentiality reasons before the 
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undersigned attains them. Again, there is still a low risk of analytical data being 

systematically omitted since confidentiality refers to issues sensitive to SE’s national security 

or relations to other countries (Sveriges Riksdag2)7. As ES hardly correlates directly to SE’s 

territorial security such positions should not be excluded from the documents, whereas other 

EUMS’ positions anyway are irrelevant to this paper. And as public servants (not politicians) 

scrutinize the documents there should be no systematic or substantial confidentiality 

difference between the GoS. Moreover, the paper chooses not to consider differences in the 

length of the GoS’ lines of action for validity reasons, as more extensive positions simply 

could indicate boosted activity in the EU-negotiations (e.g. that GoS FFP has added ES to its 

basic ideas and interests). Thirdly, and connectedly, the MFA’s time-consuming scrutiny 

process makes it impossible to attain the reports from the PSC8. The long scrutiny process 

took longer than expected (several months) and prevented the paper from receiving all the 

PSC-instructions originally requested, which is partly why the CEUA-items are included to 

complement the data. It would thus probably take more than the whole semester (and prevent 

thesis submission) for the government to scrutinize the actual reports from the meetings since 

these consist almost entirely of EUMS-positions and would be nearly completely confidential. 

So, although the reports would construe the ultimate evidence of SE’s behavior in theory, the 

paper’s data offer the best available indicators of the GoS’ communicative action in practice. 

Lastly, GoS 02-06 ruled before the 2009 implementation of the Lisbon Treaty, which 

centralized and streamlined the CFSP. For instance, the European Security and Defence 

Policy was renamed and reinforced as the CSDP. And the General Affairs and External 

Relations Council (GAERC) was split into the General Affairs Council (GAC) and the, here 

examined, FAC (Mergenthaler 2015:83; Biscop 2010). Thus, as the GAC-issues rather 

concern EU finance, enlargement and institutional issues (Consilium 2016), GoS 02-06’s data 

may be slightly less security-laden. Nonetheless, the scheme should control for that potential 

bias sufficiently through its exclusion of agenda items insufficiently related to security 

politics (i.e. EU expansion and trade, see 3.6 & Annex A). 

 

 

 

 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
7 The reference refers to chapter 15 §1 in the Public Access to Information and Secrecy Act (SFS 2009:400). 
8 Moreover, as far as the undersigned knows the FAC-reports are completely confidential and unattainable. 
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3.5 Sampling the units of observation 

Although perfect research designs are unachievable, this case study aims to control for 

confounders and biases (see 3.3 & 3.4) and allow for valid comparisons and inference (King 

et.al. 1994:149). It selects the PSC-instructions and CEUA-transcripts according to certain 

principles, as pure randomization is practically impossible (see below) but could also miss 

important factors that should be held constant for all three GoS (King et.al. 1994:125-126). 

 

3.5.1 Sampling PSC-items 

It is only possible to request the complete PSC-instructions (and not their agenda items) from 

the MFA. Moreover, as the undersigned cannot know how many or which PSC-instructions 

exist, and as it is practically difficult to request random instructions from the MFA, the PSC-

items are sampled through two principles. The first regards size. Since GoS FFP has only 

been in power 13 months when this thesis is initiated in January 2016, two months of 

instructions represent GoS FFP’s population (two out of 13) of instructions (Gerring 2012:86-

87). And as all samples should be of similar size for each GoS, two months of instructions 

from GoS 14 and GoS 06 also represent the populations of instructions for those GoS’ last 

year of rule (see below). Since the PSC usually meets twice a week (Howorth 2010:4) this 

should consequently produce an estimated eight instructions per month and a total of 16 

instructions for each GoS. And by merely assuming that each instruction averages about four 

agenda items, this gives an estimated total of around 64 PSC-items for each GoS. The second 

principle is time-based. Since it should take a while to implement new policies (e.g. a feminist 

identity) after having been elected, the samples include instructions from as late as possible in 

all GoS’ mandate periods. Moreover, instructions from June-August and November-January 

are not selected since the EU closes down for some weeks during these months, and since 

they include holidays where MFA-substitutes who might not be as intertwined with the GoS’ 

policies replace the ordinary staff. Spring and autumn are simply more ‘typical’ semesters for 

the security political profession. 

Given these size-laden and temporal principles the months of PSC-instructions are chosen 

as follows9. For GoS FFP, which was formed in October 2014 (Stjernberg Sohl & 

Martikainen 2014), all instructions from September-October 2015 are requested from the 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
9 For details on which instructions are included for each GoS, see the different dates for the PSC-items 

(observations) in Annexes B-D. 
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MFA. This is the latest appropriate period since it is impractical to study instructions from 

when this thesis is written (January-May 2016), and since November-December is excluded 

(see above). For GoS 10-14 all instructions from April-May 2014 are requested from the 

MFA. Although not replaced by GoS FFP until October 2014 (see 3.3) this is the latest 

appropriate period from GoS 10-14’s rule when excluding the summer of 2014 (see above). 

As GoS 10-14 lost the election in September 2014 it might have experienced a political 

fatigue that affected the content of the instructions from this month. Through the similar logic, 

all instructions from April-May 2006 are requested for GoS 02-06. To conclude, the chosen 

months of PSC-instructions are selected strategically to enable a fair comparison between all 

GoS. But the actual sampling of the coded units of observation is random since the author is 

unaware of the existence and content of the PSC-instructions’ agenda items, and since those 

items all have the same likelihood (100%) of being sampled (Teorell & Svensson 2007:86). 

 

3.5.2 Sampling CEUA-items 

Although the sampling of CEUA-items follows the aforementioned principles it requires one 

additional consideration. The CEUA assembles for many types of EU meetings, such as the 

European Council, the different FAC constellations (i.e. FAC Trade) and informal FACs 

(Sveriges Riksdag1; Consilium 2015), which either decide on institutional and accessional 

issues unrelated to this paper’s focus on security politics (see 1.1; 2.6; 3.4) or simply occur 

too seldom to be available at the end of all three GoS’ mandate periods (i.e. FAC 

Development). The paper therefore only selects CEUA-sessions regarding formal and 

ordinary meetings of the FAC constellation on External Affairs, which is where the EU FMs 

meet and consequently where the MFA presents the GoS’ positions (see 3.4). But as formal 

FAC External Affairs only occur about once a month there are much less CEUA-transcripts 

than PSC-instructions. Moreover, there are less formal FAC-meetings during the second half 

of the year as Brussels is closed in August and since the September FACs are informal 

(Consilium 2015). It is thus impossible to follow the principles of the PSC-sampling (see 

3.5.1) and avoid June-August and November-January. Nevertheless, it is more important to 

have sufficient and a similar amount of data for all GoS, and since the MFA leadership 

presents the GoS’ positions in the CEUA-sessions the aforementioned bureaucracy bias for 

the PSC-items should not be relevant here.  

Consequently, the paper selects four CEUA-sessions ahead of formal FAC External 

Affairs from as late as possible in each GoS’ mandate period (whilst avoiding spring 2016 for 

the practical reasons mentioned earlier). For GoS FFP this means all transcripts from July-
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December 2015, for GoS 10-14 all from March-June 2014 and for GoS 02-06 all from March-

June 2006. However, by simply looking at the transcripts it is obvious that GoS 02-06’s 

transcripts (randomly) include much more agenda items than those of the other GoS. 

Complementary sessions from as late as possible in GoS 10-14 (February 2014) and GoS 

FFP’s (June-May 2015) mandate periods are thus added before starting the coding to assure 

that all units of analysis have fairly comparative amounts of data10. Overall, this means that 

the paper examines almost half of the CEUA-sessions from each GoS’ last year in power, and 

correspondingly codes significantly representative samples of their populations of lines of 

action at the FAC those years. And although the months of CEUA-transcripts are chosen 

according to the abovementioned principles, the agenda items are randomly sampled since 

they are unknown for the author and have the same likelihood (1) of being selected, just as 

with the PSC-items (see 3.5.1). 

 

3.6 Finding ES-promotion: the coding scheme 

Having outlined why (3.1) and how (3.2) the method is used, the units of analysis are selected 

(3.4) and the units of observation are sampled (3.5), this section presents the coding scheme11. 

The scheme contains the variables, called coding units in content analysis (Neuendorf 

2002:13-15), but both labels signify a study’s content of analytical importance and this thesis 

uses the former term for clarity reasons. The variable codes serve as standardized questions to 

each unit’s content, and thereby decide each observation’s different variable values.  

Two principles guide the coding scheme formulation. Firstly, the content variables are 

those of key theoretical relevance and thus reveal if SE’s positions promote ES or not, and if 

so which type of ES and how often. Secondly, the possible variables values are uniform, 

exhaustive and mutually exclusive. This means that all values are clearly defined, and that all 

agenda items can assume one value and one value only for the different variables (Esaiasson 

et.al. 2007:231-232). The scheme variables therefore have alternative codes for uncertain 

values (Neuendorf 2002:118-119). 

 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
10 For details on which sessions are included for each GoS, see the different dates for the CEUA-items 

(observations) in Annexes B-D. The transcripts are found on the Swedish Parliament’s official website by 

searching for “stenografiska uppteckningar” + the date for the session in question (see link in reference list: 

Sveriges Riksdag3). 
11 Instead of using several figures that would disrupt the flow of the text, the details regarding coding guidelines 

and the variables’ different values are attached in the coding manual in Annex A. 
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3.6.1 How the coding scheme is constructed & used 

As described in the theory chapter (2.3), the paper uses Ellerby’s (2013) recognized 

operationalization of ES by focusing on the 1325’s protection and participation attributes. 

The content variables are thereby indicators for the ES-concept to compare how often the 

GoS promote it in the items. The coding scheme is used for both the PSC and the CEUA-

items but there are some key differences between how the two are coded.  

Starting with the PSC-items, the three GoS’ instructions are structured similarly, where 

each agenda item contains a section labeled line of action that usually begins with SE’s 

general position, which is thereafter specified into speaking points. It is this line of action that 

will be coded as ES-promotion or not (see below). Naturally, they may include many separate 

positions that concern specific issues regarding the agenda item in question (e.g. one position 

on the EU’s peacekeeping mission in Mali, one on the Malian negotiations and one on the 

country’s human rights situation). The bulleted speaking points are clearly distinct positions 

and easy to code. But the introductory general line of action is harder to separate into several 

positions, why it is important to be meticulous when coding them so that one position is not 

asserted two ES values, or that two positions are not asserted only one ES value. A position is 

seen as an argument/statement that clearly refers to one sub-issue. For instance, a position that 

promotes participation twice is only coded as one participation-promotion. Thereafter, the 

total amount of ES-promotions in an agenda item is added together (see variables D-G in 

3.6.2). Moreover, the speaking points in GoS FFP’s instructions are usually in English instead 

of Swedish. In some cases the line of action has both Swedish and English speaking points, 

which seemingly extends GoS FFP’s line of action. A fair comparison requires that FFP’s 

positions repeated in both the Swedish and the English speaking points are viewed as one 

position, and may not be coded as two ES-positions. Moreover, the procedural items at the 

end of the PSC-instructions will only be approved (not discussed) and are thus not coded. 

Lastly, as SE often has a line of action to informal PSC-items they are coded as regular items. 

The CEUA-transcripts are structured similarly to the PSC-instructions. The chairman 

guides the sessions through the FAC-meeting’s agenda items in numerical order. Each item 

has a separate heading and section and begins with the GoS stating its positions for that item’s 

upcoming discussion or decision (see 3.4.2). Even though these sections include a background 

description of the purpose of the item, everything stated here is coded as the GoS’ line of 

action apart from when it is clear that the GoS is repeating the EU’s or other EUMS’ general 

positions. Although the PSC-items’ lines of action are clearer and more valid, (see 3.4.2), this 
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coding method is the best solution to uncertainties regarding SE’s true positions; since all 

CEAU-items are coded similarly it cannot bias the coding in any GoS’ favor. GoS’ responses 

to follow-up questions from the CEAU-members are thus not coded, as those might lead the 

GoS into assuming positions (e.g. on ES) that were initially unintended. As with the PSC’s 

procedural items, so-called A-items are also excluded since they will not be discussed by the 

FAC. Although AOBs are coded in the PSC-instructions, the GoS seldom needs CEAU-

approval for possible positions (which they rarely have) on FAC AOBs, and they are 

therefore excluded from the analysis. However, Swedish AOBs are coded as regular items 

since they indicate prioritized issues and positions. Lastly, the CEAU-meeting’s opening 

statements, where the GoS usually reports back from the previous FAC-meeting, are also 

excluded since they generally summarize the discussions on the previous FAC rather than 

SE’s behavior on that meeting. However, the Committee on Foreign Affairs sometimes joins 

the CEUA-sessions. In those joint sessions the GoS’ lines of action for all different agenda 

items are usually presented in one introductory statement. In the three joint sessions included 

in the sample12, the line of action for each item is thus revealed in the GoS’ long opening 

statement. Here, the GoS presents all separate agenda items along with the respective line of 

action in in order regarding the upcoming FAC. 

 

3.6.2 Eight variables to compare the GoS’ behavior 

It is about time to present the scheme and its coding guidelines13, which contains the 

following eight variables. Variable A (VA) codes the date of the agenda item and determines 

which GoS it belongs to. Being a descriptive form variable, VA is easy to code and needs no 

further coding guidelines (Esaiasson et al. 2007:230). 

Variable B (VB) determines whether the agenda item concerns countries or region(s) (e.g. 

the Middle East Peace Process) or broader theme(s) (e.g. EU mediation), and reveals if SE’s 

ES-promotion trends in specific or conceptual topics. If the item’s heading is unspecified it is 

coded as 0, if it concerns countries it is coded as 1 and thematic issues (e.g. FAC council 

conclusions) are coded as 2. Moreover, AOB-items in the CEUA-sessions that are not 

proposed by SE are coded as 3, meaning that their lines of action are excluded from the 

analysis. This also holds for conceptual items explicitly unrelated to security or conflict-

                                                                                                                                                         

 
12 14/03/14, 18/06/14 and 17/07/15. 
13 Annex A contains all coding scheme details and guidelines. 
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related issues (e.g. EU trade, aid or energy). Although these issues could fit well with the 

paper’s extension of the security concept as ES, including them could benefit GoS FFP’s 

given its expressed emphasis on human security and gender and development (cf. Lövin 

2016). However, conceptual issues regarding human rights and CFSP-aspects of regional 

migration are coded as ordinary items given that they are more directly related to ES’ 

attributes (see 2.3). Additionally, agenda items that themselves concern ES (specifically on 

e.g. 1325, gender equality or sexual violence) assume code 4 and are thus excluded. The study 

thereby controls for the potential confounder that the EU increasingly discusses ES-issues 

over time, which also would benefit GoS FFP. To avoid complex coding, VB determines the 

specific topic of the agenda item regardless of other countries or themes mentioned in SE’s 

corresponding line of action. Naturally, SE’s actual line of action may concern both countries 

and themes regardless of what is specified in the agenda item. However, VB is only meant to 

offer a picture of the topics in which SE generally promotes ES and not as important to 

differentiate as the following content variables. For clarity reasons, item headlines that refer 

to both countries and themes (e.g. a peacekeeping mission in a country) are always coded as 1 

(country), as it should be the most relevant value in those cases. Unclear values have code 5. 

Variable C (VC) moves to the item’s line of action (see 3.4), and is included to see if it 

contains a line of action or not. The paper thereby examines an equal amount of ‘action’ from 

each GoS. If that section is completely blank (which may be intentionally or due to 

confidentiality reasons, see 3.7), or states that no line of action is needed, VC is coded as 0. If 

SE has a line of action the variable is coded as 1, including those that simply approve a 

specific issue (as this still indicates a position). Code 1 also includes PSC-items where the 

only line of action refers back to that of a previous meeting (regarding the same agenda item). 

But this is only if this item is included in the paper’s sample and only if this retrospective 

reference is the item’s sole line of action, since additional references to former positions only 

should be complementary information and not acted upon again (i.e. unlikely to be repeated in 

the next PSC-meeting). Items lacking a line of action heading but still containing clear 

positions are also coded as 1. Unclear values are coded as 2. 

Because of its analytical importance, ES-frequency is separated into two variables that 

reveal how often SE promotes its two applied attributes. Consequently, variables D and E 

(VD & VE) are the study’s main content variables, which contain the values important to the 

RQ and hypothesis (Esaiasson et al. 2007:230). The former shows how often SE promotes 

participation. A participation position is an indicator for the aforementioned theoretical 

elements (see 2.3), and thus includes a GoS’ promotion of: empowerment and participation in 
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peace negotiations and mediation; participation in peacekeeping and SSR; participation in 

implementation activities, as peace monitors and political decision-makers (e.g. politicians); 

participation in DDR. Note that a certain position that includes many participation elements 

still is coded as one promotion of participation. Hence, if participation is promoted one time 

in an item’s total line of action VD it is coded 1, two times as 2 and so on. If participation is 

not promoted in the item’s line of action it is coded 0. 

VE shows the frequency of protection. Just as with VD, protection positions are indicators 

of a GoS’ promotion of the attributes’ theoretical elements (see 2.3), and thus includes: sexual 

violence; violence against female civilians, female vulnerability to extremism and general 

infringement of women’s human rights; female insecurities from institutional deterioration 

and SRHR-violations during and after conflict; female insecurities from enforced 

displacement; inclusion of female protection perspectives in peace agreements. And just as 

with VD, a position that includes many protection elements is still coded as one promotion of 

protection. If protection is promoted one time in an item’s total line of action the variable is 

coded 1, two times as 2 and so on. Again, if protection is not promoted in the item’s line of 

action it assumes the value 0. 

Positions that refer directly or indirectly to ES as a broad concept (e.g. by promoting 1325 

or women’s rights in security-issues overall) are hard to distinguish as either participation or 

protection. Esaiasson (et.al. 2007:234) presents three options to enable mutual exclusion for 

intertwined variables: code the dominating value, create to units with two values, or construct 

a combining variable. As the first option adds unreliable interpretation whereas the second is 

disruptively complex the latter is chosen, and variable F (VF) is constructed to show how 

often the two ES-attributes are combined. Code 0 represents no combination, code 1 

represents positions with both participation and protection, code 2 is for two combinations, 

and so on. Note that one combination only is coded as one ES-promotion (VF=1) and not as 

one participation and one protection promotion, which means that a position that assumes the 

value VF=1 must assume the value 0 for VD and VE. Code 10 represents uncertain values 

(since combinations are unlikely to be promoted that often).  

Variable G (VG) summarizes the values from VD, VF and VE to show the total amount 

ES-positions in an agenda item. If no ES attributes is promoted VG is coded 0, one ES-

promotion (regardless of which attribute) is coded as 1, two as 2 and so on. Uncertain values 

(when either VD, VE or VF is unclear) are coded as 10. Lastly, variable H (VH) controls that 

ES is not mentioned negatively. If a position states that ES is irrelevant or unnecessary the 

variable is coded as 0. All other lines of action are coded as 1 except for those where it is 
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unclear whether a position is positive or negative towards ES, which assume the value 2. 

Although VG adds interpretation it is included to assure that the scheme does not ignore if SE 

neglects ES. However unlikely, this would naturally hamper the paper’s validity. 

 

3.7 Investigator bias & epistemology 

Before presenting and analyzing the findings it should be noted that the undersigned has 

worked for GoS 10-14 and will begin working for GoS FFP upon finalizing this thesis14. But 

as these were and are apolitical civil servant positions the paper has no political preference 

regarding its outcome (Gerring 2012:40-41). An interpretive design or interviews with former 

MFA-colleagues (see 4.2.3) could question the paper’s impartiality (Gerring 2012:101,176), 

but instead the paper uses a reproducible and quantified method. Indeed, the PSC-instructions 

are official MFA-documents whereas the CEUA-transcripts are written recordings from the 

sessions and published on the Swedish Parliament’s website. Consequently, the paper’s data 

stems solely from primary sources (Booth et.al. 2008:69).  

Moreover, intriguing inquiry usually begins “where you are” (Gerring 2012:40); where 

scholars can be motivated to search for unexplored answers (Booth et. al. 2008:36). Similarly, 

it is the aim to test a paradigmatically feminist and uniquely isolated case of domestic identity 

formulation that inspires this thesis (see 1.1). The personal connection to the topic should 

therefore only improve the study. And despite relying on constructivist and feminist theory 

the thesis does not endorse the interpretivist methodology proposed by many of those schools’ 

scholars (see 2.6). It strives for both independent discovery and nomothetic appraisal (Gerring 

2012:32) and hence assumes a modern15 constructivism (Finnemore & Sikkink 2001). This 

strand’s pragmatic positivism assumes that social structures enable objective but time-bound 

causal explanations, and permits reproducible and quantified methods (i.e. content analysis) to 

test if constructed identities and norms affect actual behavior (Barnett 2008:166-167). 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
14 The author was offered the position long after the thesis was commenced, and did naturally neither participate 

in the process of confidentially auditing of the attained PSC-instructions (see 3.4.3) nor produce bias by 

discussing the aim or content of the study in detail with MFA-colleagues. 
15 Also referred to as neo-classical (Ruggie 1998) or conventional constructivism (Checkel 2008:72-73). 
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4 Analysis  

This chapter begins by describing the empirical results and presenting some examples of ES-

promotions from the data, before it tests the statistical significance of the GoS’ proportions of 

ES-promotion and of GoS FFP’s relative increase herein (4.1). The next section analyzes the 

results’ supportive implications for the hypothesis and RQ in abstract terms, and ends by 

discussing alternative explanations and surprising findings relevant for the paper’s theoretical 

premises (4.2). 

 

4.1 Empirical results 

Before the analytical discussion this section describes the empirical results and presents 

examples of ES-positions in the GoS’ communicative action in the PSC and CEUA-items 

(4.1.1). It thereafter shows how the relative differences in ES-promotion indicate the effects 

that the feminist identity (FFP) has had on SE’s (GoS FFP) external behavior (4.1.2)16. 

 

4.1.1 Presenting the findings from the PSC & CEUA 

The strategic selection of months of PSC-instructions and CEUA-sessions (see 3.5) resulted 

in a similar amount of coded units of observation for each GoS (see figure 5 below). With that 

said, this section briefly describes the results and presents examples on ES-promotion’s from 

each GoS in order, first in the PSC and thereafter in the CEUA-sessions.  

Starting with the PSC-items and GoS 02-06’s results therein, 56 items were included in 

the analysis after excluding items with irrelevant topics or that lacked a line of action (see 3.6 

& Annex A). Three of these included ES-promotion, of which one was protection (VE) and 

two were combinations of protection and participation (VF). To exemplify, GoS 02-06’s 

promoted protection in the PSC-item on Sudan 11/04/06 by stating that Sweden was worried 

… about the reports on sexual abuse and abuse against children in Darfur … and … 

[welcomed] the resolve with which the AU [representative] answered to the reports on abuse 

perpetrated by AMIS-forces17. And as an example of a combined ES-promotion by GoS 02-

                                                                                                                                                         

 
16 Annexes B-D present all GoS’ descriptive ES-statistics. 
17 As the PSC-instructions are extensive and were attained in PDF-format by the MFA they cannot be attached as 

annexes. The specified date of the agenda item is the only available form of referencing to the PSC-positions. 

This holds for all the following quotes from the GoS’ ES-promotions in the PSC. Moreover, all words in 

brackets or bold font in the citations from the GoS’ PSC and CEUA-positions are corrections or clarifications by 

the author. 
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06, its line of action in the PSC-item on Bosnia and Hercegovina 25/05/06 emphasized the 

importance to … include aspects on UNSCR 1325 on women, peace and security within the 

framework of the EUPM’s [EU Police Mission] activities. It also proposed the appointment of 

a gender adviser who could … integrate and contribute to a comprehensive EU-approach in 

these issues. As the latter combined ES-promotion did not belong to the same position as the 

former they are coded as two separate ES-promotions (i.e. VF=2, see 3.6.2 & Annex A). In 

total, GoS 02-06 therefore promoted ES four times in the 56 included PSC-items, which in 

simpler terms produces a proportion of 0.0714 ES-promotions in the PSC-data (see Annex B).  

For GoS 10-14, 58 PSC-items were included in the analysis after excluding items 

according to the abovementioned coding guidelines. Three of these included ES-promotion, 

two of which promoted participation (VD) and one of which included an ES-combination 

(VF). As an example of the former, GoS 10-14 promoted participation in the PSC-item on 

Afghani peacebuilding 29/04/14 by inquiring the possibility on … recruitment of more female 

election observers… to support the electoral process. This gives a total of three ES-

promotions in the 58 agenda items, which gives GoS 10-14 a proportion of 0.0517 ES-

promotions in the PSC (see Annex C). 

For GoS FFP, 50 PSC-items were included in the analysis. Eight of these promoted ES, of 

which three included participation (VD), three protection (VE) and four ES-combinations 

(VF). As an example of the former, GoS FFP stated the following in the PSC-item on Mali 

01/09/15: The role of women in the peace process has been widely neglected. [It is] important 

that we all push for a strengthened gender perspective in order to secure women’s 

participation in the implementation process on all levels. And in the PSC-item on the Horn of 

Africa 06/10/15, GoS FFP wanted the EU … to strengthen its efforts towards the protection 

of women and girls in conflict situations. That same date also offers an example of a 

combined ES-promotion by GoS FFP, which in the item on the upcoming Asia-Europe 

meeting requested … stronger language on gender issues, including on resolution 1325. But 

just as for GoS 02-06, many of GoS FFP’s items with ES-promotion included more than one 

ES-position. In total, GoS FFP’s promoted ES 12 times in the 50 items, which in simpler 

terms represents a proportion of 0.24 ES-promotions in the PSC-data (see Annex D). 

Continuing with the CEUA-data and GoS 02-06’s results herein, 24 observations were 

included in the analysis after excluding irrelevant items in accordance with the coding 

scheme’s guidelines (see 3.6 & Annex A), of which only one (12/05/06) included ES-

promotion. When presenting its line of action for the upcoming FAC-discussion on EU-

African relations, GoS 02-06 denoted that increased support to the African Union’s peace 
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mission in Sudan (AMIS) could: … strengthen women’s participation and security in 

Darfur18. As this position clearly includes both protection and participation the item is coded 

as both VD=1 and VE=1 (thus VG=2) and not as an ES-combination (VF), since the latter 

variable refers to general ES-positions that do not specially refer to either of the two attributes 

(see 3.6.2 & Annex A). In total, GoS 02-06 thus promoted ES twice in its 24 CEUA-items, 

which means a proportion of 0.0833 ES-promotions at the corresponding FACs (see Annex 

B). For GoS 10-14, 24 CEUA-items were also included in the analysis after excluding 

irrelevant items – none of which included ES-positions (see Annex C). 

Lastly, GoS FFP promoted ES in eight of the 25 included CEUA-items. However, in these 

items ES was promoted 12 times in total, of which five were participation-positions (VD) and 

seven were ES-combinations (VF). This gives GoS FFP a proportion of 0.48 ES-promotions 

in the corresponding FAC-meetings. The item on EU’s strategic relations with Asia from 

18/06/15 illustrates how one item can include several ES-promotions. Firstly, one position in 

GoS FFP’s line of action for the upcoming FAC stated that Women need to participate more 

in the political processes. Later, a position on Southeast Asian security emphasized the need 

of a … stronger focus on women and girls’ rights. And lastly a position regarding peaceful 

democratization in Myanmar denoted that … all of Myanmar’s population, not the least 

women and ethnic minorities, must be able to fully exercise their political rights. As the first 

and last positions promote women’s political participation in or after conflict or to enhance 

stability (see 2.3; 3.6.2), the item includes two participation promotions (i.e. VD=2). And as 

the second position does not specify if it concerns women’s rights to protection or to 

participation it is coded as an ES-combination (i.e. VF=1). This single agenda thus contained 

three ES-promotions (i.e. VG=3; see Annexes A and D). 

 

4.1.2 Testing the significance of GoS FFP’s increased ES-probability 

This section combines the results from the PSC and CEUA and thereby establishes total 

proportions19 of ES-promotion for each GoS. It thereafter creates confidence intervals on GoS 

FFP’s relatively higher ES-proportions compared to the other GoS to ensure that its feminist 

identity’s causal effect is not random. 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
18 The cited transcripts are found on the Swedish Parliament’s official website by searching for “stenografiska 

uppteckningar” + the date for the session in question (see link in reference list: Sveriges Riksdag3). 
19 The GoS’ total ES-promotion in relation to their total observations are hereinafter referred to as ES-

proportions to strengthen the reader’s comprehension of the analysis. 
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When finally adding the results from the PSC and the CEUA together, GoS 02-06 

promoted ES six times in 80 observations. In simpler terms, this represents a total proportion 

of 7.5% ES-promotions in the negotiations on the CFSP. GoS 10-14 promoted ES three times 

in its total of 82 observations. Similarly, this can be simplified as a proportion of 3.7% ES-

promotions in the CFSP-negotiations. GoS FFP promoted ES 24 times in its total of 75 

observations, which thus represents a proportion of 32% ES promotions in the CFSP-

negotiations. The following table, which can be viewed as a developed and completed version 

of that which explained the most-similar case design (see 3.3), presents the complete data 

over the GoS’ PSC, CEUA and total proportions of ES-promotion: 

 

Figure 5: summarizing the GoS’ ES-proportions 

GoS (identity) ES-proportion PSC ES-proportion CEUA Tot. ES-proportion 

GoS 02-06 (not feminist) 4/56= 0.0714 2/24= 0.0833 6/80= 0.075** 

GoS 10-14 (not feminist) 3/58= 0.0517 0/24= 0 3/82= 0.037* 

GoS FFP (feminist) 12/50= 0.24 12/25= 0.48 24/75= 0.32***  

 

As showed by the table, all GoS’ total ES-proportions are statistically significant20.  We can 

thus be 95% confident that GoS 02-06’s ES-proportion is not caused by sampling error, 90% 

confident for GoS 10-14’s ES-proportion and even 99% confident for GoS FFP’s (Esaiasson 

et.al. 2007:205-207). And when comparing the total relative differences between the GoS’ 

ES-proportions, which hereinafter instead is referred to as ES-probability to make the 

differences more comprehendible, it is clear that SE’s behavior in the CFSP-negotiations has 

become more feministic since the formulation FFP-formulation. GoS FFP’s substantially 

higher ES-probabilities compared to GoS 02-06 (0.32-0.075=0.245) and GoS 10-14 (0.32-

0.037=0.283) are also statistically significant at the 99% confidence level. That said GoS 

FFP’s increase in ES-probability compared to the other two GoS, which represents SE’s 

increased likelihood to promote ES since the feminist identity construction, is illustrated 

through another (and similar) table:  

 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
20 The paper uses the established formulas for calculating the standard deviation (S= √p(1-p)) and estimate the 

standard error for a sample proportion (S/√n), as well as for estimating the sampling distribution’s standard error 

(√S2
2/n2 + S1

2/n1). It thereafter creates confidence intervals and significance tests for each GoS’ proportion (p ± 

Z-crit. × SE-sampling) and interval estimations and significance tests for the differences between the GoS’ 

proportions (p2 – p1 ± Z-crit. × SE-sampling). It tests all GoS’ proportions/probabilities on the 90% (*), 95% (**) 

and the 99% (***) confidence levels (cf. Teorell & Svensson 2007:149-150). 
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Figure 6: GoS FFP’s increased (Δ) ES-probability compared to the other GoS 

Compared GoS (identity)  Δ in ES-probability PSC  Δ in ES-probability CEUA Δ in total ES-probability  

GoS 02-06 (not feminist) 0.24-0.0714= 0.169 0.48-0.083= 0.397 0.32-0.075=0.245*** 

GoS 10-14 (not feminist) 0.24-0.0517= 0.188 0.462-0= ∞ 0.32-0.037= 0.283*** 

  

To conclude, these statistical results show that the null hypothesis postulating no difference in 

ES-promotion between GoS FFP and the other two GoS can be rejected at the 99% 

confidence level. But what do they mean for the paper’s hypothesis and RQ in more 

theoretical terms? Let us discuss. 

 

4.2 Analytical discussion 

This section discusses how the results, concretely and theoretically, support and answer the 

paper’s hypothesis and RQ (4.2.1). It thereafter reviews alternative explanations and surprises 

derived from the findings (4.2.2). 

 

4.2.1 Hypothesis – holds, RQ – replied. 

To reiterate, GoS FFP has a substantially and statistically (significant) higher ES-probability 

compared to GoS 10-14 and GoS 02-06. And as the most-similar design and the coding 

scheme controlled for relevant factors (see 3.3 & 3.6) this means that the feminist identity has 

increased SE’s international promotion of ES (i.e. the FFP in 2014), and that the paper’s 

hypothesis thereby is supported.  

Contrarily to the null hypothesis that the feminist identity will have no effect on SE’s 

behavior, which is based on neo-realist presumption that states’ external behavior remains 

static despite internal identity changes (see 1.1; 2.1; 2.5; 2.6), the results show that even rapid 

identity formulations quickly have significant effects on state behavior. The year after GoS 

FFP had replaced GoS 10-14 (see 3.3-3.5), SE’s likelihood of communicative action to 

promote ES externally had increased by a significant 28 percentage points (0.283***, see 

4.1). In general, SE’s total (i.e. all GoS combined) ES-probability fluctuated substantially in 

the examined period, which strongly supports the paper’s theoretical assumption that political 

elites’ rapid formulation of type identities determine state behavior (see 2). This suggests that 

not only state identity and behavior is socially construed but that their interlinked mechanisms 

of ideas and interests also may be substantially modified for both normative and strategic 

reasons – that they are far from fixed and objective facts fated to focus on neorealist national 

security (see 1.1, 2.1, 2.2). And the related criticism from Swedish and global media, security 
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experts, civil society and the GoS 10-14-opposition (see 1), which has called the FFP 

unpredictable, undefined and utterly opportunistic, is also contradicted by the findings. 

Instead, GoS FFP clearly and systematically emphasizes ES and is evidently more feminist in 

its behavior than GoS 02-06 and even more so than GoS 10-14, and the feminist identity is 

not merely a rhetorical re-branding of an already growing gender-emphasis in Swedish 

foreign policy (see 1).  

The paper’s ideational hypothesis is hence supported in both of the thesis’ least-likely 

settings (see 1.1). Firstly since the feminist identity formulation evidently has led to increased 

ES-promotion even in the negotiations of EU’s common security politics, which implies that 

it should stimulate more feminist behavior in less critical foreign policy areas such as trade or 

aid. Secondly, despite the paper’s focus on a domestically and rapidly feminist identity 

construction, which many constructivists would view as insufficient since identities are 

slowly and mutually developed through internal and external interaction, GoS FFP has 

incremented SE’s ES-promotion in less than a year. This also indicates that we can expect a 

continuous rise in GoS FFP’s feminist behavior the coming years along with a deepened 

implementation of the feminist identity. Furthermore, the findings affirm that a feminist 

identity makes states act according to the postulations of IR-feminism, which views the 

realist-laden ideas of security politics and actors as patriarchal but reproducible products, and 

assumes that states can prioritize (en)gendered ideas on human and regional rather than only 

national security, feminist norm entrepreneurship rather than egoistic material gains and 

cooperative negotiations rather than dominant control to prevent conflict (see 2.2-2.5). The 

thesis thereby empirically confirms that GoS FFP acts according to the paradigmatic case it 

theoretically represents, which suggests that SE’s feminist identity construction is an ideal 

type filled with attributes to which similar cases and ideas on gender should be compared (see 

4.2.3). Overall, the abovementioned factors reinforce the constructivist (and somewhat the IR-

feminist) scope, and imply that identity also affects behavior under ‘more-likely’ settings. 

Thus, as the results show that the hypothesis survives two critical circumstances and give 

support to the FFP as a paradigmatically feminist identity, this case study’s empirical 

evidence can be generalized to the broader population of identity formulation. The findings 

thereby provide a strongly affirmative answer to the paper’s abstract RQ – to what extent does 

rapid identity construction affect state behavior? – by showing that the feminist identity 

quickly has made SE’s communicative external action (which is this paper’s definition of 

behavior, see 2.1, 2.5, 3.4) significantly more feministic. GoS FFP has more than tripled SE’s 

ES-probability in the CFSP-negotiations compared to GoS 02-06 (0.245/0.075). And the 
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feminist identity’s effect is even more evident compared to GoS 10-14, which is the most 

(temporarily) similar and relevant unit of analysis compared to GoS FFP since GoS 02-06 is 

further back in time and mainly was included to control for potential confounders (see 3.3), as 

the results show that GoS FFP has increased SE’s ES-probability more than seven-fold 

(0.283/0.037) only in the first year in power after having replaced GoS 10-14. Sure, if the 

paper had received all the initially requested PSC-instructions (3.4.3) the confidence intervals 

between GoS FFP and GoS 02-06 and GoS 10-14s’ respective ES-probabilities (see 4.1.2) 

would have been smaller21. The extent of the feminist identity’s behavioral effects could 

thereby have been more precise. But as nothing – including this paper’s presumptions – is 

black or white, it is irrelevant to mechanically answer the RQ by exact statistics. This would 

also go against the paper’s probabilistic assumption that SE (obviously) does not completely 

focus its actions on ES (see 2.6). It is thus more theoretically interesting to conclude that the 

paradigmatic and isolated case of domestic identity formulation in short time has made SE’s 

communicative action significantly more feministic. The paper thereby infers that even rapid 

identity construction has immediate and substantial effects on state behavior in abstract terms. 

But on that note, there are some additional findings that might suggest that the feminist 

identity’s impact is marginally lower than hereinto suggested.   

 

4.2.2 Reviewing rival explanations & surprising results 

GoS FFP’s increase in ES-probability is marginally lower compared to GoS 02-06 (24.5 

percentage points) than to GoS 10-14 (28.3 percentage points, see 4.1.2 & 4.2.1). This slightly 

reduces the feminist identity’s independence and impact on SE’s ES-promotion (Gerring 

2012:213-215). Because just as GoS 02-06 partly was included to control for ‘progressive 

ideology’ (see 3.3), the finding indicates that a state run by a Social Democratic government 

(GoS FFP and GoS 02-06, see 3.3) also is more likely to promote ES externally (DV). Yet the 

ideological factor only mitigates GoS FFP’s feminist identity’s effects marginally (0.283-

0.245=3.8 percentage points). And as the paper purposely does not run a regression analysis 

(see 3.2) it cannot test if a Social Democratic government is more likely to construct a 

feminist identity (IV) as well, meaning that it cannot confirm that this progressive factor is a 

confounder. Yet just as Wendt (1994) acknowledges that actors have multiple identities, one 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
21 GoS FFP’s increased ES-probability compared to GoS 02-06 ranges between 12.5 and 36.5 percentage points 

on the 95% confidence level, and 8.7 and 40 percentage points on the 99% level. Compared to GoS 10-14, GoS 

FFP’s ES-increase lies between 13.4 and 43.2 percentage points on the 99% level, and between 16.9 and 34.6 

percentage points at the 95% level.  
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can still presume that GoS FFP has a feminist and a Social Democratic type identity (see 2.1). 

Thus, GoS FFP’s substantial ES-promotion (evidently) stems mostly from the former but 

perhaps also slightly from the latter. This relates to the probabilistic claim that there are many 

causes of behavior (see 2.6) and, since GoS FFP’s ES-probability is so much higher even 

compared to the Social Democratic GoS 02-06, thereby even reconfirms and reinforces the 

feminist identity’s impact on SE’s behavior (Gerring 2012:215). 

Two additional and attached surprising findings indicate that neo-realism still might be an 

alternative explanation, despite the statistical evidence that the theory’s null hypothesis on the 

FFP’s behavioral effects may be neglected (see 2.5 & 4.2.1). The first concerns GoS FFP’s 

lower ES-probability in the PSC (0.24) compared to the CEUA (0.48). All three of GoS 10-

14’s ES-promotions came in the PSC whereas GoS 02-06 ES-probabilities in the PSC 

(0.0714) and the CEUA (0.0833) remained quite (low but) similar.  Meanwhile, GoS FFP 

seems to be twice as much more likely to communicatively act to promote ES in the CEUA 

than in the PSC. Although this shows that all GoS do not systematically promote ES more in 

the CEAU than in the PSC, despite the fact that GoS FFP’s ES-probability in the PSC still is 

substantially higher than the others’, and even though GoS FFP may be penalized for not 

behaving at the FAC (which simply is an elevation of the PSC, see 3.4), this could hint that it 

may be ‘easier’ for GoS FFP to promote ES in SE’s parliament than in the EU’s hardline 

security forum. Already mentioned (see 3.4), the CEUA-transcripts were added as a 

supplementary source to triangulate the data and construed a mere third of each GoS’ total 

amount of unit of observations as it was viewed as less valid indicators for SE’s actual 

behavior. Similarly, the abovementioned finding might suggest that when it really counts – 

when GoS FFP negotiates directly on the CFSP and thereby its own security – it may be 

costlier to prioritize soft power-ES, just as Mearsheimer would argue (see 1.1 & 2.1).  

Similarly, the results indicate surprisingly skeptical suggestions for ES potential to 

become a global security norm (see 2.4). Because, though not part of the paper’s purpose (see 

1.1), the research design automatically resulted in an overview of the EU’s and SE’s focus on 

ES during 2006, 2014 and 2015 (see 3.3 & 3.5). The scheme was constructed to control for a 

predicted ES-trend in the EU during the studied period (see 3.6 & Annex A), but only one 

agenda item specifically concerned ES (see GoS 10-14’s PSC-item from 26/05/14 in Annex 

C). This finding confirms that the paper’s data does not systematically favor GoS FFP by 

offering more opportunities to discuss ES, but also suggests that ES remains far from the 

EU’s top agenda. Relatedly, the results show that SE has promoted ES quite seldom during 

the examined period. Adding all GoS’ complete ES-promotions together gives a total of 33 
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ES-promotions in 237 observations, which gives SE a general 0.139*** ES-probability (see 

4.1.2 & Annexes B-D). And whereas 12 of SE’s 33 ES-promotions were coded as 

participation (and a total probability of 0.051***), only six of them were protection-

promotions (which gives a mere 0.025** probability). Although the latter also may have been 

included indirectly in the 15 combined ES-promotions (SE’s most common form of ES-

promotion with a total 0.063*** probability), this additional finding implies that SE seldom 

acted to safeguard female insecurities in conflict and peacebuilding in the studied period (see 

2.3). And as SE’s total ES-probability mainly remains quite high due to GoS FFP’s significant 

contribution, one may assume that less gender equal states than SE (see 3.4) promote ES far 

more seldom. Again, this hints that the neo-realist ‘nihilism’ toward new norms and behavior 

in security politics (see 1.1; 2.1) cannot be completely contested despite the paper’s findings 

(see 4.1.2). As with the aforementioned finding that GoS FFP’s ES-promotion is lower in the 

PSC, it implies that the thesis’ deliberate distinction of neo-realism in its purist and ideal 

typical form, which enabled more refutable hypothesis testing by establishing clearer 

differences theoretically, might have been too simplistic empirically (see 2.6). Yet, though 

discouraging for conflict prevention, policymaking and constructivist idealism in general, this 

surprising finding somewhat supports the postulated but purposely unexamined second 

mechanism. CM2 (see 2.4; 2.6) suggests that GoS FFP should be strategically interested in 

institutionalizing ES as a norm for security politics, which despite a (seemingly) global 

gender trend still appears to neglect sincere and coherent prioritization of ES-operatives such 

as 1325. For instance, and without making sweeping assumptions, one could imagine positive 

effects on global ES-promotion if GoS FFP gains a non-permanent seat in the UN Security 

Council 2017-2018. 

 

4.3 Discussing design delimitations 

This section assesses the coding scheme’s reliability (4.3.1) and evaluates some omitted 

variables (4.3.2). In light of the paper’s methodological demarcations, it ends with a 

discussion on further research on all variables in the paper’s causal chain (4.3.3). 

 

4.3.1 Testing reliability 

To prevent unsystematic errors, all unit values were double-checked throughout the coding 

process. But as coding errors are unavoidable in large data sets it was also important to re-

code samples to grade the true reliability of the coding scheme (Nilsson 2011:147), and a 
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week after having analyzed about a fourth of the total sample of PSC-instructions and CEUA-

transcripts those agenda items were coded again by the undersigned (i.e. intracoded).  

The intracoding corresponded to the initial coding results by 92% for the PSC-items and 

95% for the CEUA-items. This gives a total of 93%22 in intracoding correspondence, which 

signifies strong reliability given the quite analytical nature of the content variables (Esaiasson 

et.al. 2007:235), and as none of the errors concerned the ES-variables (D-G). Eight out of the 

total ten CEUA-errors were caused by one A-item, which should not even have been coded 

according to the coding scheme (see 3.6.2). Similarly, the majority of the unsystematic PSC-

errors came from an informal agenda item that was mistakenly coded as four items instead of 

one item with four sub-sections. Actually, when excluding the errors caused by those two 

agenda items the total intercoding results corresponded with the initial coding results by 

slightly more than 99%. 

 

4.3.2 Evaluating omitted variables 

The paper has explained how rival factors were excluded by the most-similar design (3.3) and 

the coding scheme (3.6), and why the data’s validity latencies are not too problematic (3.4). 

Yet, some omitted variables were impossible to control for in this case study. 

Firstly, as GoS 10-14 was the only majority GoS in this study (SCB1), GoS 02-06 and 

GoS FFP’s ES-probabilities might have been higher if it were possible to hold that factor 

constant. But that should only be relevant for the CEUA-items since the GoS’ lines of action 

in the PSC does not require parliamentary approval (the FMs make the final decisions on the 

CFSP, not the PSC-ambassadors). Relatedly, the study could not control for the fact that GoS 

FFP’s minority coalition also consists of the Green Party (see 3.3), which theoretically could 

be an ideological confounder similar to the Social Democratic one discussed in 4.2.2. 

Although it was impossible to examine this factor one may presume that its effect would at 

least not be negative. The Green Party has participated in the feminist identity construction, 

for instance indicated by the Green Party Minister for International Development Cooperation 

Isabella Lövin’s strong gender focus (cf. Lövin 2016) and the party had a feminist approach 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
22 The PSC-correspondence comes from the amount of intracoded PSC-items (42) multiplied by the amount of 

variables (8), thus a total of 336 intracoded variable values. The PSC-intracoding matched on 309 out of 336 

values (92%). Similarly, the CEUA-correspondence comes from intracoding 25 items, which multiplied by the 

eight variables gives 200 possible variable values to match. It corresponded in 190 out of those 200 values 

(95%). 
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before it became part of the GoS FFP coalition in 2014 (cf. Stiernstedt 2014). Moreover, as 

Margot Wallström is the FM the Social Democrats have the main charge of the MFA (Wettre 

2014), which produces the paper’s two data sources.  

Congruently, the number of female Swedish parliamentarians in the examined period is 

actually the lowest currently during GoS FFP’s mandate23 (SCB 2007; 2015). Given the 

findings on female parliamentarians’ focus on gender and peace (see 2.3.2), this could also 

lower GoS FFP’s ES-promotion in the CEUA-items. The last potential bias regards GoS 

FFP’s clear UN-emphasis, which for instance is expressed through candidacy for a non-

permanent seat in the Security Council 2017-2018. This could mean that it automatically 

prioritizes UN-resolutions (i.e. 1325) and UN-projects on gender equality 

(Regeringskansliet2). Nevertheless, journalists and politicians have claimed that GoS FFP’s 

UN-focus neglects SE’s voice and activity in the EU (cf. UNT 2015; Enström et.al. 2015), 

which contrarily implies that GoS FFP might prioritize ES-promotion in the CFSP-

negotiations less than elsewhere.  

 

4.3.3 Future research recommendations 

Given the thesis’ purpose, scope and investigator attachment (see 1.1, 2.6, 3.7) its theory 

design was relevant and motivated. But the discussions on findings (4.1-4.2.1), rival 

explanations (4.2.2) and omitted variables (4.3.2) manifest opportunities for research on all 

variables of the paper’s causal chain. 

Starting with the IV, the FFP is a paradigmatically feminist and isolated case of identity 

construction that necessitates further exploration (see 1.1 & 4.2.1). For instance, text analysis 

of the FFP action plan published in November 2015 (Regeringskansliet 20151) could shed 

light on how SE’s new feministic role is portrayed. And as Bronéus (2011:130-31) hints that 

in-depth interviews allow security scholars to understand how practitioners perceive and act 

upon abstract concepts, interviews with SE’s first gender ambassador (appointed by GoS FFP 

in 2015 (Regeringskansliet 2015)) could reveal how the feminist identity is implemented 

within the MFA. And as State Secretary Annika Söder has indicated that the FFP is fortified 

by the fact that the MFA-leadership only consists of women (Wettre 2014), interviews within 

this leadership could provide a top-down perspective on elite identity formulation. Although 

the paper’s modern constructivism enabled isolation of the FFP as a domestically formulated 

                                                                                                                                                         

 
23 Share of female parliamentarians - GoS 02-06: 45.3%; GoS 10-14: 45%; GoS FFP: 43.6%. 
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identity (see 2.6; 3.7), a post-positivistic approach could interpret and trace the identity 

formulation from elite actors’ international and internal interaction. For instance by 

examining if Wallström experiences as the UN Special Representative of the Secretary-

General on Sexual Violence in Conflict (Olsson 2014) contributed to the FFP-construction. 

Secondly, tracing the unmeasured process variables would improve the paper’s causal 

argument (Bennet & Checkel 2014:4). Interviews within GoS FFP might reveal perspectives 

on the feminist ideas postulated in CM1 (see 2.1; 2.3; 2.5), for instance by inquiring staff’s 

views on (en)gendering of security. Further interviews with the GoS FFP-leadership might 

test CM2 by assessing if it truly views ES-entrepreneurship as a strategic interest (see 2.1; 2.4; 

2.5). And just as research from all fields highlight bureaucratic principle-agency problems in 

(cf. Brunsson 1993) constructivist foreign policy analysis assumes that civil servant interests 

affect state behavior (Checkel 2008:74). Indeed, the study selected items from similar time 

periods and as late as possible in the GoS’ mandates periods with reference to bureaucrats’ 

potential effect on the content in the lines of action (see 3.5). Scholars could thus examine if 

some MFA-officials include ES less in the PSC-instructions, and reveal if diplomats in 

Brussels really view ES as strategically relevant in the CFSP. 

Finally, studies on the FFP’s effects on SE’s influence would further test and develop the 

DV. A longer research project could attain more instructions or even the scrutinized reports 

from the PSC-meetings, and thereby reveal the GoS’ ultimate behavior (see 3.4, 4.2-4.3). 

Research could also inquire how the EUMS view GoS FFP’s feminist behavior. Perhaps they 

act in accordance with the theoretical argument by respecting GoS FFP’s gender-ethos and 

adapting to its norm entrepreneurship, and thereby modify their utility-calculations to include 

ES as a strategic interest. Or perhaps they view the FFP as naïvely dangerous for the EU’s 

common security – currently destabilized by Russian aggression and Islamic terrorism – 

which could harm SE’s reputation. Yet SE has actually advanced from the third to the second 

most influential CFSP-actor since the FFP-shift (ECFR 2014; 2015). Research could thus 

examine if the increased ranking partly stems from GoS FFP’s ES-promotion or if SE’s 

impact rather will decrease as GoS FFP intensifies its feminist identity and behavior (see 1.1). 

As this thesis finds that ES does not seem to be increasingly present on the CFSP-agenda (see 

4.2.2) future studies could isolate the FFP’s effects on European ES-promotion. Moreover, the 

paper’s instrumentalist ES-concept and quantitative content analysis enabled an objective and 

systematic comparison of three GoS with presumably different feminist definitions (see 3.1 & 

3.7). Instead, a postmodernistic gender-framework would possibly look for indicators on 

masculine militarization and interpret subtle patriarchal discourses (see 2.6). Case studies, for 
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instance on the recognition of Palestine (cf. Wallström 2014) or GoS FFP’s initiative on a 

female network mediator network (cf. UNT 2015), could enhance the understanding of how 

IR-feminism works (or not) empirically. And as GoS FFP also indorses and implements 

gender and development projects (cf. Björling Torén 2015; Lövin 2016) inquiry on the 

feminist identity’s effects on SE’s aid policies is important. Furthermore, given the three 

GoS’ quite low joint ES-probability and the factors that were impossible to isolate (see 4.2.2 

& 4.3.2), a most similar comparison between GoS FFP and the other Nordic countries topping 

the Global Gender Gap Index (2015) could further asses the rapidly constructed feminist 

identity’s behavioral effects. Similarly, scholars can assess the feminist Canadian Prime 

Minister Trudeau’s gender equal government (Treanor & Wearden 2016) or American 

behavior if Clinton (see 1) becomes president. More abstractly, the finding that the Social 

Democratic factor slightly reduces the feminist identity’s effect opens for enhanced 

constructivist focus on ideological type identities (see 2.1 & 4.2.2). Although post-modernists 

might call this view of identity as theoretically simplistic and positivistic (see 1.1 & 2.6), 

ideological shifts simply seem to offer measurable and isolated identity constructions (see 

1.1) that change states’ perceptions and actions in real life security politics. 
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5 Summary & Conclusion 

 

5.1 Summary 

Sweden’s (SE) formulation of a Feminist Foreign Policy (FFP) focused on women, peace and 

security in 2014 has been criticized for its feminist insufficiency, imprecision and ineffective 

idealism. Some view it as a populist rhetoric and claim that gender-equality is a trend in 

Swedish foreign policy, and therefore the current government’s behavior is no more 

feministic than that of its predecessors. 

Theoretically, such skepticism rimes with purist neo-realism, which views states as static 

units in an anarchical system forcing them to act according to fixed interests of self-help and 

survival. Consequently, SE cannot afford to safeguard women’s security just because it has 

reframed its foreign policy as feminist. Contrarily, constructivists would argue that the 

anarchical system is a social product, and that identities determine what ideas, interests and 

subsequent actions states’ view as appropriate. The construction of a feminist identity should 

therefore make a state view feminist behavior as normatively legitimate. Yet constructivism’s 

tendency to view identity as a slow-moving factor, which is constituted through a mutual 

process of domestic and external interaction, has prevented isolation and wider empirical 

testing of identity as a cause of state behavior. Moreover, neither of the scarce studies on the 

FFP so far has strived to, nor been methodologically able to, test if it has made SE’s 

systematic international behavior more feministic. 

The thesis aimed to fill those two research gap levels through the first systematic and 

quantified assessment of whether the feminist identity had made SE increase its feminist 

behavior in the most hardline field of IR: security politics. By viewing the FFP as a 

paradigmatically feminist and isolated case of domestic identity construction, it ultimately 

posed the following RQ: to what extent does rapid identity construction affect state 

behavior? The paper’s constructivist framework included an IR-gender perspective on 

feminist state identity and (en)gendered security (ES), a concept focusing on women’s 

participation and protection in security processes. Based in modern constructivism, which 

assumes probabilistic causality and strategic social interaction, it argued that SE’s feminist 

government (GoS FFP) has rational interests in institutionalizing the concept as a security 

norm through external ES-promotion. The theoretical argument assumed that GoS FFP gains 

normative utility from acting according to its feminist identity and legitimacy from being 
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perceived as an ES-entrepreneur. Moreover, it achieves security self-interests if its partners 

also begin prioritizing ES, since research suggests that female agency and protection in 

security processes would reduce and prevent conflict in SE’s neighborhood. The paper 

thereby hypothesized that the construction of a feminist identity has increased Sweden’s 

international promotion of (en)gendered security. 

The purpose, hypothesis and RQ were realized through a quantitative text analysis that 

examined if the feminist identity had made SE’s systematic behavior (defined as 

argumentative action) more gender-focused. It compared GoS FFP’s frequency of ES-

promotion in the EU’s Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) with that of the two 

recent Governments of Sweden (GoS); one Social Democratic (2002-2006: GoS 02-06) and 

one center-right alliance (2010-2014: GoS 10-14). Since GoS FFP was the only unit of 

analysis with a feminist identity (binary IV), whereas their level of ES-promotion (relative 

DV) was unknown, this most-similar design enabled covariation and isolation. The coding 

scheme operationalized the paper’s two ES-indicators: women’s participation and protection 

in security processes. It measured the level of ES-promotion in the GoS’ lines of action in the 

agenda items (units of observations) of the written instructions to the EU’s Political and 

Security Committee (PSC) and the transcripts of the Swedish Parliament’s Committee on 

European Union Affairs (CEUA). As the EU has become SE’s main international channel, the 

CFSP was viewed as the ultimate empirical context for examining SE’s systematic behavior. 

And as the PSC is the engine and policymaker of the CFSP, the PSC-instructions formed the 

most valid and main source. In the CEUA-sessions, which complemented and triangulated the 

data, the Parliament approves the GoS’ positions regarding an upcoming EU Foreign Affairs 

Council (FAC). Since the GoS cannot deviate substantially from the approved lines of action 

this data indicates SE’s actual behavior in the monthly FACs. 

The coding produced the GoS’ total proportions of ES-promotion in the data and their 

relative differences herein. The calculated confidence intervals on the proportions showed that 

GoS FFP’s ES-probability (0.32***) was significantly higher than that of GoS 02-06 

(0.075**) and GoS 10-14 (0.037*). Thus, GoS FFP’s probability to act to promote ES in the 

CFSP was 24.5*** percentage points higher than GoS 02-06’s and even 28.3*** percentage 

points higher than GoS 10-14’s. Although the results evidently rejected the null hypothesis 

that the feminist identity has no effects on SE’s ES-promotion, they simultaneously produced 

two surprising findings in line with neo-realism’s ES-skepticism. Firstly, GoS FFP was much 

less likely to promote ES in the security-laden PSC than in the CEUA-sessions. Secondly, ES 

seemed to remain far from the EU’s security agenda, and the GoS’ joint ES-probability was 
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lower than expected and ‘saved’ by GoS FFP’s score, which indicated pessimism for ES-

promotion in less gender-focused cases. The results also found that GoS FFP’s increase in 

ES-probability was slightly lower compared to GoS 02-06 than to GoS 10-14, which 

suggested that their joint Social Democratic could be a potential confounder. Nevertheless, 

the factor’s mitigating effect was very marginal. 

Thus, as the case selection and the coding scheme controlled for relevant factors, the 

results gave statistically significant support to the constructivist hypothesis, which thereby 

‘survived’ two critical settings. Firstly, since the feminist identity increased SE’s ES-

promotion significantly even in the EU’s hardline security forum. Secondly since SE’s 

behavior became more feministic shortly after the rapid identity construction. Whereas many 

constructivists claim that it takes time for identity to be formulated and have behavioral 

effects, SE’s ES-probability increased more than seven-fold only a year after GoS FFP 

replaced GoS 10-14. The findings could thus be generalized to more likely settings for the 

constructivist argument and the FFP, and ultimately also to the abstract population that the 

FFP represents. The paper thereby answers its RQ by showing that even rapid identity 

construction has significant and immediate effects on state behavior. 

 

5.2 Conclusion 

The paper disproved Kissinger’s introductory quote, which symbolizes the neo-realist claim 

that ES is a hobby on which states cannot afford to waste time in the antagonistic anarchy. It 

showed that a feminist identity swiftly and substantially increases states’ promotion of ES 

internationally. And as ES has substantially positive effects on peacebuilding and conflict 

reduction the thesis also dismantled the Waltzian (1989:43) zero-sum dilemma, where one 

state’s security is another’s insecurity.  

Evidently, GoS FFP has made SE’s behavior much more feministic in just one year, and 

has spent much of its precious time in the European security forum on advocating for female 

agency. Indeed, Wallström has referred to the EU as a peace project for SE’s neighborhood 

(Olsson 2014), and recently stressed that “… we need to keep asking where the women are” 

(Silverman 2016). Sure, the FFP is not the answer to Enloe’s groundbreaking question, but it 

is an answer, and it is a paradigmatic case of identity construction that deserves and demands 

deeper exploration. Sure, men and masculinity may still “run the world”, but the FFP is a 

pioneering attempt to tackle that bias, and this thesis was the first to test that attempt. 
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Annex A: Coding manual for ES-promotion 

 

General coding guidelines: 

1) Each PSC-instruction and CEUA-transcript’s different agenda items are units of observation. They are the 

separate text units that will be asserted the variable values below and inserted in the Excel matrixes. 

- The PSC-items are simply the instruction’s different agenda items. 

- In the CEUA-transcripts the items are the different agenda items on the upcoming FAC, where the government 

usually begin by stating the proposed position/line of action for the issue’s discussion or decision. The items do 

hence not include the government’s responses to questions from the CEAU-members or the CEAU-meeting’s 

opening statements, where the government usually reports back from the previous FAC-meeting.  

- But in the joint CEUA and Committee on Foreign Affairs sessions the agenda items presented in order in the 

government’s opening statement in the sessions are seen as the separate agenda items. 

- In the PSC-instructions, informal agenda items and AOBs are coded just as regular items.  

- But apart from Swedish AOBs, the AOBs or informal issues in the CEUA-transcripts are excluded and their 

positions not coded. 

- Procedural agenda items in the PSC-instructions and A-items in the CEUA-transcripts are never coded. 

 

2) Variables C-H focus on each agenda item’s line of action.  

- The PSC-items usually have a section labeled line of action that starts with SE’s general position for that issue 

followed by corresponding speaking points in bullets. All this is seen as SE’s line of action and should be coded, 

regardless of how long it is or how many speaking points there are. However, GoS FFP’s positions that are 

repeated in both the Swedish and English speaking points are viewed as one position and can thus for example 

not be coded as two ES-positions.  

- The line of action in the CEUA-items is everything the government states in the opening of each agenda item, 

apart from when it is explicitly clear that the government is merely repeating something the general positions of 

the EU or other EUMS and not that of SE. 

- In the items from joint CEUA and Committee on Foreign Affairs sessions the line of action is everything stated 

after each agenda item presented in the government’s opening statement. 

- The line of action often includes several positions for several sub-issues in an agenda item. A position is an 

argument/statement that clearly refers to one sub-issue. Thus, a position can only have value 0 or 1 on variables 

D-F, meaning that a position that for example promotes participation twice still only is coded as D1. However, 

variable G codes the total amount of ES-promotions in an agenda item. 

 

VA) INSTRUCTION DATE 

Variable purpose: shows the date of the PSC-instruction and CEUA-transcript and thus which government the 

agenda item belongs to. 

Coding guideline: 

- Code 0 if the date is unspecified/unclear. 

- Code XX/XX/06 means the item belongs to GoS 02-06. 

- Code XX/XX/14 means the item belongs to GoS 10-14. 

- Code XX/XX/15 means the item belongs to GoS FFP. 

 

VB) AGENDA ITEM TOPIC 

Variable purpose: determines if the agenda item concerns a country (or countries or regions) or a broader theme 

(or themes), and reveals if SE’s ES-promotion is more directed to countries or conceptual topics. It also excludes 

alternative agenda items with invalid topics (e.g. EU trade or development aid), and controls for the confounder 

that the EU increasingly discusses ES by excluding agenda items focused on the topic.  

Coding guideline: 

- Code 0 if the agenda item is unspecified.  

- Code 1 for countries or regions (e.g. Israel and MEPP), even when both country/region-specific and thematic 

issues are mentioned in the item heading (e.g. EU peacekeeping in Iraq or Africa). 

- Code 2 for thematic agenda items (e.g. EU mediation or FAC council conclusions). 

- Code alternative thematic topics insufficiently related to security politics (e.g. EU trade, development aid or 

energy issues) as 3. But as conceptual topics concerning human rights and CSFP-aspects of regional migration 

are more clearly conflict and peacebuilding related they are coded as 2. AOBs in the CEUA-sessions that are not 

proposed by SE are also coded as 3. 

- Code agenda items on ES (e.g. 1325, gender equality or sexual violence) as 4.  

- Code uncertain values as 5.  
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VC) SE LINE OF ACTION 

Variable purpose: shows whether SE had a line of action regarding an agenda item. Sometimes SE has no need 

to act and says so in line of action. In some cases the line of action is left blank. 

Coding guideline: 

- Code 0 if SE’s line of action is left entirely blank or states that no line of action is needed for that agenda item. 

- Code 1 if SE has a line of action, including short lines of action that simply accept or approve a specific issue. 

This includes PSC-items where the only line of action refers back to that of a previous meeting (regarding the 

same agenda item) but only if this item is included in the paper’s sample. Items that lack a line of action heading 

but where a line of action/position still is clearly expressed are also included here. 

- Code uncertain values as 2. 

- Never code GoS FFP’s speaking points in Swedish coded unless there are no subsequent speaking points in 

English. 

 

VD) PROMOTION OF PARTICPATION 

Variable purpose: shows how often SE en promotes the participation attribute and will help revealing which of 

the two ES attributes is promoted the most. 

Coding guideline: 

- Examine SE’s line of action. If any of the following elements are mentioned in SE’s different positions in an 

agenda item it is viewed as promotion of participation: 

 Female empowerment or participation in peace negotiations or mediation;  

 Female participation in peacekeeping or SSR;  

 Female participation in implementation activities, as peace monitors or as political decision-makers 

(e.g. politicians);  

 Female participation in DDR. 

- Code 0 if participation is not present. 

- Code 1 if participation is promoted once. 

- Code 2 if participation is promoted twice. 

- Code 3 if participation is promoted three times (and so on). 

- Remember that one position (i.e. a position referring to one sub-issue in an agenda item) only can assume value 

1 regardless of how often it promotes participation.  

 

VE) PROMOTION OF PROTECTION 

Variable purpose: shows how often SE promotes the protection attribute and will help revealing which of the 

two ES attributes is promoted the most. 

Coding guideline: 

- Examine SE’s line of action. If any of the following elements are mentioned in SE’s positions in an agenda 

item it is viewed as promotion of protection: 

 Sexual violence. 

 Violence against female civilians, female vulnerability to radicalization and general infringement of 

women’s human rights; 

 Female insecurities from institutional deterioration and SRHR-violations during and after conflict; 

 Female insecurities from enforced displacement and in refugee camps. 

 Inclusion of female protection needs in peace agreements. If protection is not promoted the variable is 

coded 0.  

- Code 0 of if protection is not promoted. 

- Code 1 if protection is promoted once. 

- Code 2 if protection is promoted twice. 

- Code 3 if protection is promoted three times, and so on. 

- Remember that one position (i.e. a position referring to one sub-issue in an agenda item) only can assume value 

1 regardless of how often it promotes protection.  

 

VF): PARTICIPATION AND PROTECTION 

Variable purpose: shows if SE combines participation and protection elements in a position but without 

specially referring to either of the two. For example if a position promotes 1325 or security-related women’s 

rights in general, which then refers to both attributes. 

Coding guideline:  

- Code 0 if no combination was present. 

- Code 1 shows if participation and protection promotions were present in a position. 

- Code 2 represents two combinations. 

- Code 3 represents three combinations and so on. 
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- Code 10 represents uncertain values (since it is unlikely to have such a high value). 

- Remember that the variable is not counted as one promotion of participation and one of protection but simply 

seen as one promotion of ES (but of course as two if it is coded 2 and so on). 

 

VG) TOTAL PROMOTION OF ES 

Variable purpose: shows if Sweden’s line of action for an agenda item promoted ES or not, and if so how many 

times. 

Coding guideline: 

- Add the values of variables D, E and F together and: 

 Code 0 if sum is 0.  

 Code 1 if the sum is 1. 

 Code 2 if the sum is 2, and so on. 

 Code 10 if the sum is uncertain (i.e. if the values from variables D, E or F are uncertain). 

 

VH) NEGATIVE ES 

Variable purpose: controls that ES is actually promoted (and not mentioned negatively). 

Coding guideline:  

If SE argued that ES was unnecessary or that EU should focus less on ES the variable is coded as 0.  

- Code 0 if SE explicitly argues that ES is unnecessary or that the EU should focus less on an ES-attribute. 

- Code 1 for all other lines of action, regardless of whether SE has a line of action at all and whether it includes 

ES-promotion or not. 

- Code 2 for uncertainty regarding negative or positive ES-positions. 
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ANNEX B: CODING RESULTS GoS 02-06 

 

 

Data 1: PSC-items 
    

Tot. coding results: 

Tot. incl. units: 56+24=80 

Tot. promotion ES: 4+2=6 

Tot. proportion ES: 6/80= 0.075 

Yellow: ES 

Red: exclude 

VA V VC VD VE VF VG VH 

04/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

05/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

05/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

05/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

05/04/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/06 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/06 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 

11/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

25/04/06 1 1 0 0 2 2 1 

25/04/06 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

25/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

25/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

27/04/06 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

27/04/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

27/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

27/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

27/04/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 
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Coding results PSC: 

 Incl. items: 73-17=56  

 Proportion VD: 0/56=0 

 Proportion VE: 1/56=0.0196 

Proportion VF: 3/56= 0.0588 

Tot. proportion ES: 4/56=0.0714 
 

02/05/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

02/05/06 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 

02/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

10/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

10/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

10/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/05/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

16/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/05/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

16/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

23/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

23/05/06 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

23/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

23/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

23/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

23/05/06 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

30/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/05/06 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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ANNEX B: CODING RESULTS GoS 02-06 (continued) 
 

Data 2: CEUA-items 
 

VA VB VC VD VE VF VG VH 

17/03/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/03/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/03/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/03/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/03/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/03/06 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

17/03/06 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/04/06 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/04/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/04/06 3 1 0 0 1 1 1 

07/04/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/04/06 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 …….…..1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 

12/05/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

12/05/06 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/06/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/06/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/06/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/06/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/06/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/06/06 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/06/06 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

 

Coding results CEUA: 

 Incl. items: 32-8=24  

 Proportion VD: 1/24=0.0417 

Proportion VE: 1/24= 0.0417 

Proportion VF: 0/24= 0 

 Tot. proportion ES: 2/24= 0.0833 
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ANNEX C: CODING RESULTS GoS 10-14  
 

 

 

Data 1: PSC-items 

 

VA VB VC VD VE VF VG VH 

24/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

24/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

25/03/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

25/03/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

25/03/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

25/03/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

25/03/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

25/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

25/03/14 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

04/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/04/14 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

16/04/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

Tot. coding results GoS 10-14: 

Tot. incl. items: 58+24= 82 

Tot ES-promotion: 3+0=3 

Tot. proportion ES: 3/82= 0.037 

Yellow: ES 

Red:exclude  
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29/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

29/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

29/04/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

29/04/14 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 

29/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

29/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

30/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

06/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

06/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

06/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

06/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

08/05/14 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

13/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

15/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

15/05/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 

26/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 

26/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

26/05/14 4 1 0 1 0 1 1 

28/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

28/05/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

28/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

28/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

28/05/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

28/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

28/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

28/05/14 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
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Coding results PSC: 

Incl. items: 76-18=58 

Proportion VD: 2/58: 0.0345 

Proportion VE: 0/50=0 

Proportion VF: 1/58= 0.0172 

Tot. ES proportion: 3/58= 0.0517 

 

 
Data 2: CEUA-items 
 

VA VB VC VD VE VF VG VH 

14/02/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/02/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/02/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/02/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/02/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/02/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/02/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/03 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

14/03/14 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/14 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/04/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/05/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/05/14 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/05/14 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/14 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/14 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/14 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 
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Coding results CEUA: 

Incl. items: 32-8=24 

Proportion VD: 0/24=0  

Proportion VE: 0/24=0  

Proportion VF: 0/24=0 

Tot. proportion ES: 0/24=0 
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ANNEX D: CODING RESULTS GoS FFP 

 

  

 

VA VB VC VD VE VF VG VH 

01/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

01/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

01/09/15 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 

08/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

10/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

10/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

10/09/15 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

10/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

10/09/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

14/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

15/09/15 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

15/09/15 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

15/09/15 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

15/09/15 2 1 0 0 1 1 1 

22/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

22/09/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

22/09/15 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

22/09/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

24/09/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

24/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

28/09/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

28/09/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

01/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

01/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

01/10/15 2 1 0 2 0 2 1 

06/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

06/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

06/10/15 1 1 2 1 0 3 1 

06/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

06/10/15 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 

07/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

07/10/15 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Tot. coding results GoS FFP: 

Tot. incl. items 50+25=75 

Tot ES-promotion 12+12=24  

Tot ES-proportion: 0.32 

 

Data 1: PSC-items 
 

Yellow: ES 

Red:exclude  



 92 (93) 

07/10/15 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

07/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 

09/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

13/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/10/15 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 

13/10/15 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 

13/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

20/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

20/10/15 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

20/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

20/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

22/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

22/10/15 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 

22/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

22/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

23/10/15 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

23/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

27/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

27/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

27/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

27/10/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

 

Coding results PSC: 

Incl. items: 59-9= 50 

Proportion VD: 4/50= 0.08 

Proportion VE: 4/50= 0.08 

Proportion VF: 4/50= 0.08 

Tot proportion ES: 12/50=0.24 
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ANNEX D: CODING RESULTS GoS FFP (continued) 
 

Data 2: CEUA-items 

 

 

Coding results CEUA: 

Incl. items: 29-4=25 

Proportion VD: 4/25=0.2 

Proportion VE: 0/25=0 

Proportion VF: 7/25= 0.28 
Tot. proportion ES: 12/25=48 

 

 

 

 

VA VB VC VD VE VF VG VH 

13/05/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/05/15 2 1 0 0 2 2 1 

13/05/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/05/15 2 1 0 0 1 1 1 

13/05/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/05/15 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/15 1 1 2 0 1 3 1 

18/06/15 2 1 1 0 1 2 1 

18/06/15 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

18/06/15 3 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/07/15 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 

17/07/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/07/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

17/07/15 2 1 0 0 1 1 1 

17/07/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

09/10/15 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 

13/11/15 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 

13/11/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/11/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/11/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

13/11/15 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 

13/11/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/12/15 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/12/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 

11/12/15 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 


