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Elena B. Stavrevska on why we need a feminist political economy analysis in our

understanding of peace and violence.

What is your earliest political memory? One of my first ones is of politicians, domestic
and foreign alike, calling my motherland “an oasis of peace” in the early 1990s, having
at that time been the only former republic of Yugoslavia to have seceded without an
armed conflict. At the same time, | remember my dad and friends’ parents losing their
jobs in the getting-ready-to-privatise or closed formerly state-owned companies, |
remember how that redefined gender relations in many families, | remember hearing of
men in the country committing suicide, | remember many people starting to get
involved in what some have called the informal economy in order to survive, |
remember ‘transition’ being on everyone’s lips as something we had to endure, | don't
remember anyone mentioning that ‘transition’ meant perpetual waiting ... | remember

thinking if that was peace, then what must the non-oases of peace have looked like. My



generation learned then and there that, in the words of Amanda Gorman, “quiet isn’t

always peace, and the norms and notions of what ‘just is’ isn't always justice.”

It is possible that | have been angry ever since. That certainly is what it feels like most
days when reading the news — the economic fallout from the COVID-19 crisis having a
much harsher impact on women, domestic violence rising globally and yet there being
no gender advisors on the pandemic task forces of so many countries, stark global
vaccine inequality, a COP26 conversation dominated by Western, market-driven
‘solutions’, with those affected the hardest by the climate crisis being
underrepresented, their knowledge and experience side-lined, the proposed paid family
and medical leave of four weeks in the US being called transformational... it goes on

and on.

The policy responses to the multiple unfolding crises have both highlighted the
continuity of gendered, classed, racialised, and colonial inequalities and have also,
hopefully, challenged our understandings of peace. In that way, the current moment
reminds us yet again of the role political economy plays in our visions of peace and
violence, our understandings of beginnings and ends, of linearity of time, of historical

context, of the public and the personal. Or as Natalie Diaz has eloquently put it:

The war ended
depending on which war you mean: those we started,
before those, millennia ago and onward,
those which started me, which I lost and won—

these ever-blooming wounds.

It is precisely the discomfort of the present moment that, once again, reminds us of the
value of feminist analysis. One of the most critical insights from feminist inquiry is that
social difference as well as the meanings attached to practices and outcomes
considered ‘valuable’ organise the world in specific ways. This ordering is both
gendered and gendering, among other things, by attaching value to practices seen as
profit-making and devaluing practices that constitute social reproduction. Feminist
inquiry in general and feminist political economy analysis in particular is especially
useful in our understanding of peace broadly conceived and the “gendered circuits of

violence” in at least three regards.



First, feminist political economy analysis problematises dichotomies, including those
of formal-informal economy, visible—invisible (or paid and unpaid) labour, public—-
private sphere, production—reproduction, capitalist—pre-capitalist, and human—nature.
In doing so, a feminist political economy analysis reveals the connections between
aspects of life that are often presented as separate and separable, even though they
are one, and that it is usually the valued and visible aspect, that depends on the other,
the often undervalued and invisible aspect. Just think of the virtually non-existent
parental leave in the US | mentioned before — what assumptions is the expectation for
new parents to return to work within four weeks of having a new-born based on? Or
International Financial Institutions’ prescriptions for recovery of the economic system
in conflict-affected societies without considering the social infrastructure, as if the two

are not closely linked?

The current moment reminds us yet again of the role
political economy plays in our visions of peace and
violence, our understandings of beginnings and ends,
of linearity of time, of historical context, of the public

and the personal.

Second, feminist political economy spotlights historical continuity, which is especially
valuable in understanding peace as a process. Specifically, feminist political economy
emphasises the relationships between the material details of everyday life and broader
geopolitical and socio-economic structures, including structures built and sustained by
colonial legacies, neo-imperial projects, and histories of inequality and extraction. In

that sense, using a feminist political economy lens in the analysis of gendered peace



and violence does not only help us account for lived experiences informed by the
intersection of various structures, but also urges us to examine peace and violence in a

broader space-time continuum.

Feminist scholars of conflict-affected societies, for instance, have argued that by
centring the lived experiences of people on the ground we get invaluable insights into
the ways that everyday acts and forms of violence connect to global political economic
structures and systems, which are translated into post-war reconstruction policies, to
name but one set of policies. Those policies determine if “the potential for sustainable,

inclusive, gender-equitable peace and security will be realized or jeopardized.”

Third and equally important, feminist political economy analysis adds urgency to
considering the links between the economic and the political and their gendered and
intersectional impacts. Questions of equity, as well as recovery are all too often placed
on the backburner, left to be dealt with ‘later, which Cynthia Enloe has accurately called
“the patriarchal time zone”. This we have witnessed not only in the near invisibility of
equality or equity considerations in post-war processes and the underdevelopment of
the “relief and recovery” pillar in the Women, Peace and Security agenda, but we

continue witnessing it daily in the COVID-19 government responses across the globe.

feminist political economy analysis adds urgency to
considering the links between the economic and the
political and their gendered and intersectional

impacts.

It is with these three aspects in mind and a feminist anger in our hearts that we are

inviting contributions to an interdisciplinary workshop that focuses on feminist political



economy and peace. They say that anger might be the other side of grief, it might be
born out of us mourning something we have lost. Is it possible that this anger comes
from mourning the alternative, inclusive, equitable, feminist futures slipping away? Can
we imagine those futures and peace otherwise? Perhaps the possibility of imagining
peace otherwise is the only way to continue surviving, hoping, caring? In lieu of an

answer, | return to the powerful words of Natalie Diaz in Postcolonial Love Poem:

| have been angry this week. Christian said,

Trust your anger. It is a demand for love.

The interdisciplinary workshop “Feminist Political Economy and Peace” will take place
from 15-17 March 2022. We are currently accepting abstracts for the workshop,

deadline 5 December. Find our more about the workshop and how to submit here.
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