ECONOMICS,  WAR  AND  GENDER  -  A THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVE

The main focus of this paper will be to show the hidden gendered perspective in economics as well as in foreign policy - the reasoning or calculation about war included.The issues in my paper are thus twofold:

Using insights drawn from discourse analysis, I will show the situated character of economic texts covered up, so to say, by metaphors from natural science attributing the texts some mysterious character of universalism, determinism and thus genderless. 

To mathematize desireable outcomes, some arithmetic is necessary – what is desirable and not, must become numbers. A common metaphor links desire and numbers: Well-being is Wealth. (Johnsen, Mark and George Lakoff, Philosophy in the Flesh:1999) Increase in well-being is seen as a gain, a decrease as a loss. This metaphor turns desirability – what is good for you – into accounting. If the result is desirable you get money at the destination (payoff), if undesirable you loose.

Multiple values are reduced to single values eliminating intrinsic value in whatever organic or non-organic existence – and life.This kind of modeling is not only descriptive, it functions prescriptive.The prescriptive use of rational-choice models is never purely objective and never independent of choices made within a moral system.

In order to use this model for foreign policy and war, nations must be conceptualized metaphorical as people with interests, national interests – by the metaphor Nation as Person. It is in the interest of a person to be healthy and strong: In the Nation as Person, health is first and foremost economic health and military strenght. Maximizing the national interest is thus maximizing the nation´s wealth relative to other nations and its military strenght. Thus hiding real people, males and females in the first, the second and the third world, as well as well-being of different kinds, security of health, education, ecology…

Styling war according this thinking/modelling is a simplictic styling in terms of gains and losses of “our” assets. The ongoing ”war against terrorism” makes these questions more crucial than ever – for all kinds of lives and independent of gender – though it is gendered.

My final (rhetorical) question is: How expensive is it to underestimate the above mentioned links in the global neoliberal economic thinking? 

