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Abstract: This article aspires to illuminate pathways of making
peace with nature; ecology needs to be transformed by the
knowledge of feminism. The thesis of this article reveals
multidimensional involving of our individual and collective
psyches, our way of knowing and our way of being society and
politics. It is a deliberate approach or strategy designed to
stand as a testimony to the complexity and vitality of
deceptively simple claim, ecology needs feminism. Ecology as a
science needs feminism to balance a myopic, mechanical world
view which has fundamentally influenced scientific
development; ecology as a life science needs feminism to reveal
how patriarchal thinking contributes to environmental
destruction; ecology as a practice needs feminism to ensure
that shallow ecology is transformed into deep ecological
perspective.
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I. INTRODUCTION

To distinguish and support this approach we shall draw
philosophical, psychological, sociological and historical
sources not in linear, combative way but in spiral,
processive way. Feminist show how modern science is
basically a masculine endeavor. In present discourse it is
emphasize that science with one sided is potentially life
threatening. To overcome this problem living world is
mediated by the content of feminist epistemologies-the
sensual relational and the intimate. Unless our science is
grounded in ‘Caring Labour’ articulated by feminism
science will continue to be what Rachel Carson suggests.
“The control of nature is a phrase conceived in arrogance,
born of the Neanderthal age of biology and philosophy
when it was supposed that nature exists for the convenience
of man. The concepts and practices of applied entomology
for the most part date from that Stone Age of science. It is
our alarming misfortune that so primitive a science has
armed itself with the most modern and terrible weapons,
and that in turning them against the insects, it has also
turned them against the earth.” Rachel
Carson, ‘Silent Spring’

The present discourse emphasizes that the root cause of
ecological crisis not by economic and political but also has
psycho-sexual. Ecological imbalance is in past due to our
mistaken belief that we can successfully dominate nature.
So sexism (mind and body pollution) is fundamentally
linked to ecological destructiveness. We shall post that one

of the pathways to making peace with nature is through
feminism. Feminism is helping to ecology as a science, life
science and to its practioners because the multiplicity of
differences within feminism offers new ways of
experiencing and understanding. The highest common
factor of feminism is to enlarge our scientific understanding
of environment. The basic tenets of feminism in present
discussion outlined that the two sexes are at least equal in
all significant ways and this equality must recognized that
qualities traditionally associated with women(nurturing,
receptivity)are vital for whole nature of the system. The key
consideration substantiated in this article will help to offset
the hegemony in science and transform our senses of self,
be articulated in any intellectual endeavour.It is not accident
that ecology, which etymologically means study of dwell or
household needs the experience of women but rather than
reductionism to see the earth as a life sustaining home is a
vision ecology with holism. The cognitive and effective
domain of both ecology and feminism rejects the divisive
dualism that this world view implies heaven-earth, male —
female, mind- matter, reason-emotion, objective-subjective.
So now the time to eliminate the horizontal (science as
exclusively male domain), vertical (women confined to low
status position) segregation to manage intrinsic value of
environment and ecology, so that when we harm nature we
diminish ourselves.

Il. ARELATIONAL VIEW OF NATURE AND
SCIENTIFIC WHOLENESS

The present epistemology transcends dichotomies insist on
scientific validity of the subjectivity on the need to unite
cognitive and effective domain like holism, harmony with
nature, complexity rather than reductionism, domination
and linearity (Rose 1986). The relational aspect of women is
easier for feminine to attain because of their labour. This
caring labour is reflecting the unification of mental, manual
and emotional activities characteristics of romantic reunion
in domain of nature. The ecofeminisim is defined through
attachment and connection, while masculinity is defined by
independence and separation. The scientific consciousness
of ecofeminism in ecopolitics or ecology is revolutionary as
sharing the same perspectives, which represents a new way
of seeing, a way of making peace with the environment.
Such a perspective is holistic everything is connected to
everything else and each aspect is defined by and dependent
upon the whole, the total context. Life is interconnected and
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interdependent we are not above nature, we are an intimate
part of it.

I1l. THE CHALLENGES OF ECOLOGY AND
FEMINISM

All modern, scientific thinking is at bottom power thinking,
that is to say, the fundamental human impulse to which it
appeals is the love of power, or, to express the matter is
other terms the desire to be the cause of as many and as
large effects as possible (Russell 1949). Both ecology and
feminism challenge this hierarchical picture. Both reject the
divisive dualism that this world view implies: heaven —
earth, male-female, mind—matter, reason-emotion,
objective-subjective. To develop the masculine and the
feminine in each of us to become whole people, to be able
to see objects as subjects, to see nature as a thou, to
experience the earth as a live presence, to feel nature as part
to ourselves- the visions of ecology and feminism dovetail.
Feminism argues for a plurality of discourses and for a
vision of wholeness based not on divisive dichotomies or
defensive competitiveness but on a genuine appreciation of
difference. How science might be different when it is based
on an attitude of reciprocity and co-operation rather than a
competitive ‘other’. This attitude of reciprocal intimacy in
science is illustrated by Barbara McClintock, Nobel
laureate (Keller 1983) in its very being through reason, and
beyond to embrace the world is something very different
than the desire to conquer it. The single most important
issue facing human-kind today is surely the nuclear arms
race. It prevents other problems being addressed, like the
eradication of desperate poverty, and it will sooner or later
lead to unmeasureable catastrophe both for humanity and
for much of the wild life with whom we ought to share this
planet (Easlea 1983). The aim of this investigation one
determinant-not the only determinant, but one insufficiently
examined determinant of this insane competition-namely
the overall masculine nature of modern weapons science.
Modern science is basically a masculine endeavour and as
such it is lopsided. The whole nature of the scientific system
and its assumptions needs to be challenged otherwise we
will not make peace with the environment. One way to do
this is to contrast normal science with alternative traditions
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within science, such as McClintock’s in which science
serves the interests of preservative love. Another way is to
pinpoint alternative traditions within philosophy, which take
account of those areas of human experience deemed
feminine. A third way is to attempt to show how a psycho-
sexual analysis of science illuminates the patriarchal
construction of knowledge and how blocks our realization
of a sound ecology. This mechanical world view accelerated
the exploitation of humans, both men and women and the
exploitation of natural resources. The mechanical paradigm
saw nature not as a live presence but as a system of dead,
inert particles moved by external forces. As such, it bears no
moral examination. Nature is merely material for man’s
appropriation, a view which suited commercial capitalism.

IV. CONCLUSION

Both feminism and ecology challenge the mechanical
paradigm’s assumptions which make the manipulation and
control of nature seem possible and acceptable. The
ontological assumption of the mechanical paradigm is that
matter is not living, interdependent bundles of energy, but
that matter is composed of dead, discrete particles. The
epistemological assumption is that knowledge and
information can be abstracted without distortion from the
natural world because they are independent of context and
value-free.
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