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Abstract:

Feminist jurisprudence is one of the most transformative schools of legal thought, offering a systematic
critique of the patriarchal assumptions embedded in law and legal institutions. Since its emergence in the
1970s, feminist jurisprudence has engaged with diverse theoretical strands, from liberal and radical feminism
to Marxist, postmodern, and intersectional approaches. At its core, it questions whether law is truly neutral or
whether it reproduces structural hierarchies that privilege male experiences while marginalizing women and
other oppressed groups. Globally, feminist jurisprudence has influenced movements for reproductive rights,
workplace equality, anti-discrimination laws, and gender-sensitive criminal justice reforms. In India, the
discourse has been shaped by constitutional mandates of equality, personal laws, social reform movements,
and the activism of women’s groups. This paper examines the evolution of feminist jurisprudence, its
theoretical underpinnings, its impact in global and Indian contexts, the judicial responses to feminist claims,
and the critiques that challenge its assumptions. The analysis argues that feminist jurisprudence, while not
without limitations, remains indispensable in reimagining law as a tool for substantive equality and social
transformation.
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I. Introduction:

Law has long been portrayed as a neutral and objective instrument of justice. Yet, feminist scholars and
activists argue that law is far from impartial; it reflects and reinforces patriarchal values. Feminist
jurisprudence, a branch of legal theory, emerged in response to this realization. It critiques the claim of
neutrality in law and exposes how legal doctrines, institutions, and practices systematically privilege men’s
experiences over women’s.

The term “jurisprudence” traditionally refers to theories about the nature, purpose, and operation of law.
Classical jurisprudence whether natural law, positivism, or realism focused on broad questions of legal
validity, morality, and judicial interpretation. However, these traditions often overlooked gender as a critical
category of analysis. Feminist jurisprudence fills this gap by asking: Whose interests does the law serve?
Whose experiences does it marginalize? Can legal reform bring about genuine gender equality?

Globally, feminist jurisprudence emerged during the second wave of feminism in the 1960s and 1970s.
Influenced by the civil rights movement and the critique of structural inequality, feminist legal theorists began
challenging the assumption that law was gender-neutral. They pointed out how laws regulating work, family,
sexuality, and violence were crafted from male perspectives.
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In India, feminist jurisprudence developed within a different socio-political context. While the Constitution
of India guarantees equality before the law under Articles 14, 15, and 21, the persistence of personal laws,
dowry practices, domestic violence, and structural barriers to women’s participation in the workforce
highlighted the inadequacy of legal frameworks. Activists, lawyers, and scholars like Flavia Agnes, Lotika
Sarkar, and Ratna Kapur contributed to the shaping of feminist legal discourse in India.

II. Literature review:
Toward a Feminist Theory of the State, Catherine A. MacKinnon (Harvard University Press, 1989)

This book is one of the foundational texts of feminist jurisprudence. MacKinnon argues that law is not neutral
but a powerful tool for institutionalizing male dominance, particularly in areas such as sexuality, sexual
harassment, and pornography. She explains that women’s subordination is legally reinforced through
definitions of privacy, equality, and free speech that privilege men’s experiences. The work is significant
because it shifts the debate from formal equality to structural inequality and has been instrumental in shaping
legal reforms on sexual harassment both in the U.S. and globally.

In a Different Voice: Psychological Theory and Women’s Development, Carol Gilligan (Harvard
University Press, 1982)

Gilligan critiques the male-centered moral theories of thinkers like Kohlberg and argues that women reason
through an “ethics of care” rather than an “ethics of justice.” Although not a legal book, its influence on
feminist jurisprudence is profound, as it questions whether laws rooted in abstract justice truly reflect women’s
experiences. The work provides theoretical grounding for feminist critiques of adversarial legal systems and
has been widely cited in debates on gender-sensitive legal reforms.

Law and Gender Inequality: The Politics of Women’s Rights in India, Flavia Agnes (Oxford University
Press, 1999)

Agnes provides a critical account of how Indian personal laws, despite reforms, continue to reinforce
patriarchal control over women’s lives. She examines issues such as marriage, divorce, property, and domestic
violence, arguing that the legal system often fails to capture women’s lived realities. Her analysis
demonstrates how feminist jurisprudence in India cannot simply borrow from Western theories but must
address unique intersections of religion, caste, and tradition. The work remains central to feminist legal
scholarship in India.

Towards Equality: Report of the Committee on the Status of Women in India, Government of India
(1974)

This landmark report highlighted structural discrimination against women in education, employment, health,
and law. It argued that constitutional guarantees of equality were inadequate without addressing systemic
biases in legal and social institutions. The report catalyzed feminist legal activism in India, influencing later
campaigns against dowry deaths, domestic violence, and rape law reforms. It also laid the foundation for
feminist jurisprudence as a field of study in Indian legal academia.

Erotic Justice: Law and the New Politics of Postcolonialism, Ratna Kapur (Routledge, 2005)

Kapur critiques mainstream feminist legal strategies in India, arguing that they often reinforce state control
and moral policing rather than empowering women. She explores sexuality, postcolonialism, and
globalization, suggesting that feminist jurisprudence must move beyond protectionist frameworks and engage
with questions of agency, autonomy, and desire. Her work is vital in rethinking feminist legal theory from a
postcolonial perspective, particularly in contexts like India.
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Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex, Kimberlé Crenshaw, University of Chicago Legal
Forum (1989)

Crenshaw introduces the concept of intersectionality, showing how legal doctrines often fail to protect women
who face multiple forms of discrimination, such as Black women in the U.S. The article has had global
resonance, influencing Indian feminist jurisprudence in examining how caste, religion, and class intersect with
gender. Intersectionality has become indispensable in analyzing Indian contexts, especially regarding Dalit
women and marginalized communities.

III. Research Problem and Scope:

The core research problem addressed in this paper is whether law, which traditionally claims neutrality and
universality, is in fact embedded with patriarchal biases that perpetuate gender inequalities. The study
interrogates how legal systems globally and in India have historically marginalized women’s voices and
reinforced structural hierarchies. The scope of this research extends to examining major theoretical
frameworks of feminist jurisprudence liberal, radical, Marxist, postmodern, intersectional, and ecofeminist
and their impact on shaping legal reforms. It covers the global trajectory of feminist jurisprudence from the
suffrage movement to contemporary digital-age challenges, while situating Indian feminist legal discourse
within the Constitution, personal laws, social reform movements, and landmark judicial decisions. The paper
also acknowledges the critiques of feminist jurisprudence, emphasizing the limitations of legal centralism and
essentialism while recognizing its transformative potential.

IV. Methodology and Approach:

This research adopts a doctrinal and analytical methodology, relying primarily on secondary sources including
books, scholarly articles, case laws, and international conventions. A comparative approach is used to examine
both global and Indian contexts, highlighting similarities and divergences in feminist legal thought. The
approach is interdisciplinary, integrating insights from sociology, political science, and philosophy to enrich
legal analysis. This methodology allows for both theoretical engagement and practical assessment of the
impact of feminist jurisprudence on law and society.

V. Historical Background of Feminist Jurisprudence:

The roots of feminist jurisprudence can be traced to the women’s suffrage movements of the 19" and early
20" centuries. However, it crystallized as a distinct school of legal thought during the second wave of
feminism in the 1960s and 1970s. During this period, feminist scholars critiqued employment laws, family
laws, and criminal laws for reinforcing gender hierarchies. The U.S. Civil Rights Act of 1964, especially Title
VII prohibiting workplace discrimination, became a major arena for feminist legal activism.

In India, feminist jurisprudence has been shaped by both colonial legacies and indigenous struggles. The
British codification of personal laws left deep imprints on the gendered nature of family law. After
independence, the Indian Constitution enshrined equality before the law (Article 14) and prohibited
discrimination based on sex (Article 15). However, women’s movements in the 1970s sparked by cases such
as Mathura rape case (Tukaram v. State of Maharashtra,) highlighted the failures of the legal system to protect
women from violence. The Towards Equality Report (1974) played a seminal role in documenting gender
inequality and pushing for feminist legal scholarship.

Thus, feminist jurisprudence in India developed both as a critique of patriarchal legal traditions and as a
response to the gap between constitutional ideals and social realities.

V1. Theoretical Framework of Feminist Jurisprudence:

Feminist jurisprudence is not a monolithic theory but rather a collection of diverse approaches that seek to
expose and address gender biases in legal systems. While these approaches share a common goal achieving
gender justice they differ in their underlying philosophies, methods, and priorities. Each framework
contributes uniquely to the development of feminist legal theory and its application across different social and
political contexts.
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Liberal feminism advocates for equal treatment under the law by focusing on individual rights and the removal
of formal barriers to women’s participation in public life. It emphasizes legal reforms such as equal pay, voting
rights, and anti-discrimination legislation. This approach operates within the existing legal structure and aims
to integrate women into systems traditionally dominated by men. However, liberal feminism has been
criticized for its limited focus on formal equality, often ignoring deeper structural, social, and cultural forms
of discrimination that cannot be addressed through legal reform alone.

Radical feminism takes a more critical stance, arguing that the law itself is a product of patriarchal structures
and cannot serve women’s interests without fundamental transformation. Catharine MacKinnon, a leading
radical feminist theorist, argues that law constructs sexuality in ways that perpetuate male dominance. Issues
such as rape, pornography, and domestic violence are central to this critique, as radical feminists argue that
legal definitions often normalize or minimize male violence against women. Despite its influence, radical
feminism has faced criticism for women’s experiences and failing to account for the diversity within women’s
lives.

Marxist and socialist feminism approach women’s subjugation through the lens of economic structures,
arguing that both patriarchy and capitalism work together to exploit women. These frameworks focus on areas
such as workplace discrimination, unpaid domestic labour, and economic dependence as legal and systemic
forms of oppression. They argue that legal systems sustain both gender and class-based inequalities. However,
critics contend that Marxist feminism often prioritizes class struggle at the expense of recognizing identity-
based differences, including race, caste, and sexuality.

Postmodern feminism challenges the idea of a single, universal female identity and instead emphasizes the
fluid, constructed nature of gender and identity. This school of thought critiques earlier feminist theories for
assuming a common experience among women, advocating instead for a recognition of diversity and
individual subjectivity. Postmodern feminism has played a key role in disrupting essentialist assumptions
within legal theory, but it has also been critiqued for being too relativistic, potentially weakening the pursuit
of collective feminist goals and political action.

Intersectional feminism, introduced by Kimberlé¢ Crenshaw, has become a foundational approach in
contemporary feminist jurisprudence. It argues that women’s experiences cannot be understood solely through
the lens of gender, as other identities such as race, class, caste, sexuality, and disability intersect to create
unique forms of discrimination and marginalization. This perspective is especially significant in regions like
India, where, for instance, Dalit women face compounded oppression based on both caste and gender.
Intersectionality has expanded feminist legal analysis by making it more inclusive and context-specific.

Ecofeminism presents a unique perspective by linking the oppression of women to the exploitation of nature.
It argues that patriarchal systems view both women and the environment as resources to be dominated and
controlled. Ecofeminist legal scholars advocate for environmental justice as a feminist issue, broadening the
scope of feminist jurisprudence to include ecological concerns. However, this approach has been criticized
for sometimes romanticizing women’s connection to nature and overlooking the complexities of gender roles
across cultures.

VII. Feminist Jurisprudence in the Global Context:

Feminist jurisprudence globally has emerged alongside waves of feminism that reshaped law and society. Its
development is best understood through the first, second, third, and fourth waves of feminism, each adding
distinctive layers of critique and reform.

First Wave (19"-Early 20" Century):

The first wave of feminism focused on achieving formal legal equality, especially women’s suffrage, property
rights, and access to education. Events like the Seneca Falls Convention (1848) and the 19" Amendment in
the U.S. symbolized major victories, alongside similar movements in the U.K., Canada, and New Zealand.
However, this wave was criticized for its narrow scope, as it primarily benefited white, middle-class women
while overlooking deeper structural inequalities and the struggles of marginalized groups.
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Second Wave (1960s—1980s):

The second wave expanded feminist jurisprudence by addressing workplace discrimination, reproductive
rights, domestic violence, and sexual autonomy. Betty Friedan’s The Feminine Mystique (1963) and legal
developments like Title VII of the Civil Rights Act (1964) played pivotal roles. Thinkers like Catharine
MacKinnon reframed sexual harassment as sex discrimination, influencing workplace policies, while
landmark cases such as Roe v. Wade cemented reproductive rights. This wave established feminist
jurisprudence as a recognized legal field with a strong structural critique of law and society.

Third Wave (1990s—-2000s):

The third wave introduced intersectionality, emphasizing how women’s experiences differ across race, class,
sexuality, and other identities. Kimberl¢ Crenshaw’s theory of intersectionality highlighted compounded
discrimination, particularly against women of color, LGBTQ+ women, and those from marginalized economic
backgrounds. Globally, this period saw increased reliance on instruments like CEDAW to push for culturally
sensitive, context-specific reforms. As a result, feminist jurisprudence became more diverse, global, and
attentive to multiple forms of oppression.

Fourth Wave (2000s—Present):

The fourth wave is defined by globalization, digital activism, and inclusivity. Movements like #MeToo have
spotlighted sexual harassment and power imbalances worldwide, demanding stronger accountability.
Contemporary feminist legal theory stresses reproductive rights as fundamental human rights, advocates for
criminalizing marital rape, and expands legal recognition to queer and transgender identities. This wave
reflects a shift toward inclusivity, structural critique, and global solidarity, making feminist jurisprudence
more adaptive to 21%-century challenges.

VIII. Feminist Jurisprudence in India:

In India, feminist jurisprudence evolved under unique historical, cultural, and constitutional conditions.
Unlike in the West, where the feminist critique developed against liberal democratic systems, Indian feminism
was shaped by colonial legacies, religious pluralism, and post-independence nation-building.

Constitutional Framework

Article 14 guarantees equality before the law.

Article 15(1) prohibits discrimination on grounds of sex.
Article 15(3) allows affirmative action for women and children.

Article 21, interpreted expansively by the Supreme Court, has become a basis for rights relating to dignity,
privacy, and bodily autonomy.

Women’s Movements and Law

The Indian women’s movement since the 1970s has been closely intertwined with efforts toward legal reform.
One pivotal moment was the Mathura rape case (Tukaram v. State of Maharashtra,), where the Supreme
Court’s acquittal of policemen accused of custodial rape revealed the judiciary’s patriarchal biases. This case
triggered widespread protests across the country and led to important amendments in rape laws in 1983,
marking a significant moment in feminist legal activism.

The Towards Equality Report (1974) also played a foundational role by documenting systemic gender
discrimination in India. Its findings became critical for feminist legal scholarship and advocacy, providing an
empirical basis for challenging entrenched social and legal inequalities.

Campaigns against dowry deaths and domestic violence further catalyzed legal changes. These movements
pushed for the enactment and strengthening of laws such as Section 498A of the Indian Penal Code, which
criminalizes cruelty by husbands and their relatives, as well as the Dowry Prohibition Act of 1961. These laws
represent the legal system’s response to widespread social harms faced by women within the family.
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More recently, the Vishaka Guidelines (1997), established by the Supreme Court to address sexual harassment
at the workplace, marked a landmark judicial recognition of feminist claims. These guidelines drew heavily
on international conventions like CEDAW, reflecting the growing influence of global feminist legal norms in
shaping India’s jurisprudence on gender rights.

Personal Laws and Gender Justice

Personal laws in India have been a central focus of feminist critique, as they govern family matters such as
marriage, divorce, and inheritance, often reflecting deeply entrenched patriarchal values. Hindu law reforms,
including the Hindu Marriage Act of 1955 and the Hindu Succession Act of 1956, granted women important
rights within marriage and inheritance. However, these laws frequently reinforced traditional gender roles and
patriarchal assumptions, limiting the extent of gender justice they provided.

Muslim personal law has been a particularly contested arena in feminist legal debates. The landmark Shah
Bano case of 1985 exemplifies this tension, where the Supreme Court upheld a Muslim woman’s right to
maintenance under Section 125 of the Criminal Procedure Code. The judgment sparked intense political and
social debates, revealing the challenges of balancing religious practices with constitutional principles of
gender equality. The controversy surrounding the practice of triple talaq culminated in the Shayara Bano v.
Union of India case, where the Supreme Court declared instantaneous triple talaq unconstitutional. This
judgment was hailed as a significant victory for Muslim women’s rights and reflected ongoing feminist
demands for gender justice within religious frameworks.

Overall, Indian feminist jurisprudence highlights the complex tension between constitutional guarantees of
equality and the protection of religious and cultural practices under personal laws, underscoring the difficulties
in achieving gender justice within plural legal systems.

IX. Judicial Approaches and Case Laws:

Indian courts have played a crucial role in shaping feminist jurisprudence through their interpretations of
constitutional rights and personal laws. While there have been progressive strides in recognizing women’s
rights, the judiciary has also faced criticism for reinforcing patriarchal norms and failing to fully understand
the lived realities of women. Landmark cases over the decades reflect a complex legal journey marked by
both setbacks and significant victories for gender justice.

One of the earliest and most controversial cases was Tukaram v. State of Maharashtra, popularly known as
the Mathura rape case. In this case, the Supreme Court acquitted two policemen accused of custodial rape,
citing the lack of physical resistance by the victim as evidence of consent. The judgment failed to consider
the coercive power dynamics involved in custodial settings and sparked widespread protests from women’s
rights groups. This case marked a turning point in feminist legal activism in India, leading to public discourse
on the inadequacies of the legal system in addressing sexual violence and eventually resulting in amendments
to the rape laws in the Indian Penal Code.

A landmark progressive judgment came In Vishaka v. State of Rajasthan, which arose from the gang rape of
Bhanwari Devi, a social worker attempting to stop child marriage. In the absence of specific legislation on
workplace sexual harassment, the Supreme Court laid down the Vishaka Guidelines, drawing from
international conventions such as CEDAW. The judgment recognized a woman’s right to a safe working
environment and grounded its reasoning in fundamental rights under Articles 14, 15, and 21. This case is
widely regarded as a foundational moment in Indian feminist jurisprudence.

In Laxmi v. Union of India, the Supreme Court addressed the increasing number of acid attacks on women.
The petitioner, an acid attack survivor, sought regulation of acid sales and protection for victims. The Court
responded by ordering stricter control over the sale of acid and mandated state compensation for survivors.
This judgment extended the scope of feminist jurisprudence to include issues of bodily integrity and state
accountability, emphasizing the right to life and dignity for all women.

The case of Shayara Bano v. Union of India marked a significant intervention in the realm of personal laws.
Shayara Bano challenged the practice of instantaneous triple talaq (talag-e-biddat), arguing that it violated her
fundamental rights. The Supreme Court, by a 3:2 majority, declared the practice unconstitutional. While the
judgment was celebrated as a victory for Muslim women’s rights, it also sparked debates about the balance
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between gender justice and religious autonomy, highlighting the complex relationship between personal law
and feminist legal reform.

In Joseph Shine v. Union of India, the Supreme Court struck down Section 497 of the Indian Penal Code,
which criminalized adultery in a way that treated women as passive victims and property of their husbands.
The Court emphasized principles of equality, autonomy, and dignity, thereby recognizing women as full and
independent legal subjects. Similarly, in Navtej Singh Johar v. Union of India, while not exclusively a feminist
case, the decriminalization of homosexuality under Section 377 IPC drew upon reasoning that resonates with
feminist jurisprudence especially in its emphasis on privacy, equality, and the right to self-determination.
These rulings represent a broader shift in Indian constitutional jurisprudence toward inclusive and rights-
based interpretations that align with feminist principles.

Current Challenges

One of the key areas of focus in feminist jurisprudence today is workplace harassment. The Sexual
Harassment of Women at Workplace (Prevention, Prohibition and Redressal) Act, 2013, codified the
guidelines established in the landmark Vishaka case. While this legislation was a major step forward in
providing legal protection to women at work, it continues to face significant challenges related to enforcement
and effective implementation, limiting its overall impact.

Another critical contemporary issue is reproductive rights. Judicial recognition of women’s autonomy over
their bodies has evolved, as seen in important cases such as Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh Administration,
which affirmed a woman’s right to make reproductive choices. Furthermore, the 2022 amendments to the
Medical Termination of Pregnancy (MTP) Act have expanded access to safe abortion services, reflecting
ongoing legal and social shifts toward greater respect for reproductive freedom.

The criminalization of marital rape remains a highly contested and urgent Issue within feminist legal debates.
In the case of Independent Thought v. Union of India (2017), the Supreme Court partially addressed this by
reading down the exception to marital rape laws for girls under 18 years old. However, the broader
criminalization of marital rape in India is still pending, highlighting the ongoing struggle to challenge deeply
entrenched patriarchal norms within the legal system.

X. Critiques of Feminist Jurisprudence:

While feminist jurisprudence has significantly transformed legal theory and practice by foregrounding gender
in legal analysis, it is not without criticism. Scholars both from within feminist movements and from external
perspective have identified several limitations and internal tensions. These critiques aim to refine, challenge,
and deepen the theory to make it more inclusive, practical, and contextually relevant.

One of the most significant critiques is the charge of essentialism. Early feminist legal theory often assumed
a universal category of “woman,” implying a common experience of oppression. However, this assumption
overlooks the realities of women whose identities intersect with other axes of marginalization. Dalit feminists
in India, for instance, argue that upper-caste feminist discourse frequently ignores the lived experiences of
caste-based violence and discrimination. Similarly, critical race feminists in the United States contend that
mainstream feminist legal theory centers the experiences of white, middle-class women, thereby excluding
the perspectives of women of color, working-class women, and others whose realities differ significantly.

Another major critique involves the overreliance on legal reform as a strategy for dismantling patriarchy.
Feminist jurisprudence often operates on the assumption that the law can be an effective tool for achieving
gender justice. However, scholars like Upendra Baxi caution against what he terms “legal centralism” the
belief that social transformation can be achieved solely through the legal system. In deeply patriarchal and
unequal societies, legal reforms may have limited impact on ground realities, especially when state institutions
themselves are shaped by gendered and class-based hierarchies.

The Internal divide between liberal and radical feminism also presents theoretical and strategic tensions.
Liberal feminism has been criticized for focusing narrowly on formal equality such as legal rights and access
without addressing the deeper, structural sources of inequality embedded in social and economic systems.
Conversely, radical feminism is sometimes critiqued for portraying women primarily as victims of male
domination, thus undermining women’s agency and capacity for resistance. This binary framing can limit the
scope of feminist legal strategies and obscure the diverse ways in which women navigate power structures.
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Cultural relativism poses another challenge, particularly in pluralistic societies like India, where feminist legal
reforms often intersect with religious and cultural traditions. A well-known example is the Shah Bano case
(1985), where the Supreme Court’s decision to grant alimony to a Muslim woman led to significant backlash
from conservative religious groups. Critics argued that such interventions, while well-intentioned, were
perceived as intrusions into religious autonomy, triggering political and communal tensions. These incidents
raise important questions about how feminist jurisprudence can balance gender justice with cultural
sensitivity.

Postmodern critiques have also questioned foundational assumptions within feminist jurisprudence.
Postmodern feminists challenge the use of universal categories such as “woman” or “patriarchy,” arguing that
such binaries risk reinforcing the very structures they aim to dismantle. They emphasize fluidity, diversity,
and the constructed nature of identity. While this theoretical approach adds depth and complexity, it is also
criticized for fragmenting feminist movements and potentially weakening their collective political power by
undermining unified agendas for legal reform.

Finally, some critical feminists argue that feminist legal victories can be co-opted by the state to reinforce its
own power rather than to dismantle patriarchy. Ratna Kapur, for example, highlights how anti-trafficking laws
in India, while framed in feminist terms, have at times led to the criminalization and marginalization of sex
workers rather than their protection. This critique underscores the unintended consequences of legal
intervention and the need for feminist jurisprudence to remain vigilant against the instrumentalization of
feminist goals by state apparatuses.

These critiques do not reject feminist jurisprudence outright but rather call for a more intersectional,
grassroots-oriented, and context-sensitive approach. They emphasize the importance of accounting for social,
cultural, and economic complexities in the pursuit of gender justice, reminding scholars and activists alike
that the path toward legal and social equality is not linear or uniform.

XI. Contemporary Relevance of Feminist Jurisprudence:

Feminist jurisprudence remains highly relevant in the 21 century as it continues to challenge patriarchal
structures in law and address evolving issues such as reproductive rights, workplace equality, digital
harassment, and environmental justice. Its critiques are vital in defending bodily autonomy, shaping gender-
sensitive legal frameworks, and promoting transformative reforms beyond formal protections, as seen in
movements like #MeToo. The theory’s emphasis on intersectionality highlights the compounded
discrimination faced by women at the intersections of caste, class, and gender, particularly in India. It has
also expanded to include LGBTQ+ and queer perspectives, as reflected in landmark cases like Navtej Singh
Johar and NALSA. Drawing from global human rights frameworks such as CEDAW, feminist jurisprudence
informs both national and international legal standards. Additionally, ecofeminism underscores the link
between gender justice and environmental protection in the face of climate change. Ultimately, its strength
lies in offering inclusive, dynamic, and transformative approaches to contemporary legal and social
challenges.

XII. Conclusion:

Feminist jurisprudence is a transformative critique of traditional legal thought that has reshaped
understandings of law, rights, and justice, influencing reforms in reproductive rights, workplace equality,
anti-discrimination, and sexual harassment globally, while in India it has impacted constitutional
interpretation, criminal law reforms, and recognition of women’s autonomy through landmark cases like
Vishaka, Shayara Bano, Joseph Shine, and Navtej Singh Johar. Though criticized for essentialism,
overreliance on law, and cultural insensitivity, these challenges highlight its capacity for self-reflection and
evolution, especially through intersectionality and inclusivity. In the face of globalization, digital
transformations, climate change, and persistent gender-based violence, feminist jurisprudence remains a
vital, adaptive framework that questions the neutrality of law, dismantles hierarchies, and advances
substantive gender justice both in India and worldwide.
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