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J.ANN TICKNER: MAN, THE STATE, AND WAR

it is not in giving life but in risking life that man is raised above the animal:
that is why superiority has been accorded In humanity not to the sex that

brings forth but to that which kils.
—Simone de Beauvoir

If we do not redefine manhood, war is inevitable.

—Paul Fussell

In-the face of what is generally perceived as a

angerous international environment, states have
ranked national security high in terms of their
policy priorities. According to international rela-
tions scholar Kenneth Waltz, the state conducts
its affairs in the “brooding shadow of violence,”

* and therefore war could break out at any time.!
7 In the name of national security, states have jus-

tified large defense budgets, which take priority
over domesgtic spending, military conscription of
their young adult male population, foreign inva-
sions, and the curtailment of civil liberties. The
security of the state is perceived as a core value
that is generally supported unquestioningly by
most cifizens, particularly in time of war, While
the role of the state in the twentieth century has
expanded to include the provision of domestic
social programs, national security often takes
precedence over the social security of individuals.

When we think about the provision of national
security we enter into what has been, and contin-
ues to be, an almost exclusively male domain.

From J. Ann Tickner, Gender in International Relations:
Feminist Perspectives on Achieving Global Security
(New York: Columbia University Press, 1992), 27-66.

While most women support what they take to be
legitimate calls for state action in the interests of
international security, the task of defining,
defending, and advancing the security interests of
the state is a man’s affair, a task that, through its
association with war, has been especially valo-
rized and rewarded in many cultures throughout
history. As Simone de Beauvoir’s explanation for
male superiority suggests, giving one’s life for
one’s country has been considered the highest
form of patriotism, but it is an act from which
wormnen have been virtually excluded. While men
have been associated with defending the state and
advancing its international interests as soldiers
and diplomats, women have typically been
engaged in the “ordering” and “comforting” roles
both in the domestic sphere, as mothers and basic
needs providers, and in the caring professions, as
teachers, nurses, and social workers.? The role of
women with respect to national security has been
ambiguous: defined as those whom the state and
its men are protecting, women have had little con-
trol aver the conditions of their protection.
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A Gendered Perspective
on National Security

Morgenthau, Waliz, and other realists claim that
it is possible to develop a rational, objective the-
ory of international politics based on universal
laws that operate across time and space. In her
feminist critique of the natural sciences, Evelyn
Fox Keller points out that most scientific com-
munities share the “assumption that the universe
they study is directly accessible, represented by
concepts shaped not by language but only by the
demands of logic and experiment.” The laws of
nature, according to this view of science, are
beyond the relativity of language.’ Like most con-
temporary feminists, Keller rejects this positiv-
ist view of science that, she asserts, imposes a
coercive, hierarchical, and conformist pattern on
scientific inquiry. Since most contemporary fem-
inist scholars believe that knowledge is socially
constructed, they are skeptical of finding an
unmediated foundation for knowledge that real-
ists claim is possible. Since they believe that it is
language that transmits knowledge, many femi-
nists suggest that the scholarly claims about the
neutral uses of language and about objectivity
must continually be questioned.?

41 shall now investigate the individual, the
state, and the international system—the three lev-
els of analysis that realists use in their analysis of
war and- national security—and examine how
they have been constructed in realist discourse., I
shall argue that the language used to describe
these concepts comes out of a Western-centered
historical worldview that draws almost exclu-
sively on the experiences of men. Underneath its
claim to universality this worldview privileges a
view of security that is consiructed out of values
associated with hegemonic masculinity,

“Political Man”

In his Politics Among Nations, a text rich in his-
torical detail, Morgenthau has constructed a
world almost entirely without women. Morgen-

R

thau claims that individuals are engaged {
struggle for power whenever they come into ¢
tact with one another, for the tendency to do 1
nate exists at all levels of human life: the famil
the polity, and the international system; it
modified only by the conditions under which thi
struggle takes place.5 Since women rarely occ
positions of power in any of these arenas, we
assume that, when Morgenthau talks about doni
ination, he is talking primarily about me
although not all men.* His “political man” s’
social construct based on a partial representatio;
of human nature abstracted from the behavig
of men in positions of public power.” Morgentha
goes on to suggest that, while society condemn:
the violent behavior that can result from thj
struggle for power within the polity, it encourage
it in the international system in the form of war

While Morgenthau’s “political man” has been
criticized by other international relations schol
ars for its essentializing view of human nature,
the social construction of hegemonic masculinity
and its opposition to a devalued femininity have
been central to the way in which the discourse of
international politics has been constructed more
generally. In Western political theory from the
Greeks to Machiavelli, traditions upon which con-
temporary realism relies heavily for its analysis,
this socially constructed type of masculinity has
been projected onto the international behavior
of states. The violence with which it is associated
has been legitimated through the glorification
of war.

The International System: The War of

Everyman Against Everyman

According to Richard Ashley, realists have privi-
leged a higher reality called “the sovereign state”
against which they have posited anarchy under-
stood in a negative way as difference, ambiguity,
and contingency—as a space that is external and
dangerous.® All these characteristics have also
been attributed to women. Anarchy is an actnal or
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rential site of war. The most common metaphor
t realists employ to describe the anarchical
ernational system is that of the seventeenth-
tury English philosopher Thomas Hobbes’s
epiction of the state of nature. Although Hobbes

" did not write much about international politics,

realists have applied his description of individu-
als’ behavior in a hypothetical precontractual
state of nature, which Hobbes termed the war of
everyman against everyman, to the behavior of
states in the international system.?

Carole Pateman argues that, in all contempo-
rary discussions of the state of nature, the differ-
entiation between the sexes is generally ignored,
even though it was an important consideration
for contract theorists themselves.9 Although
Hobbes did suggest that women as well as men
could be free and equal individuals in the state of
nature, his description of human behavior in
this envirenment refers to that of aduli males
whose behavior is taken as constitutive of human
nature as a whole by contemporary realist anal-
ysis. According to Jane Flax, the individuals that
Hobbes described in the state of nature appeared
to come to full maturity without any engagement
with one another; they were solitary creatures
lacking any socialization in interactive behavior.
Any interactions they did have led.to power strug-
gles that resulted in domination or submission.
Suspicion of others’ motives led to behavior char-
acterized by aggression, self-interest, and the
drive for autonomy.!! In a similar vein, Christine

' Di Stephano uses feminist psychoanalytic theory

to support her claim that the masculine dimen-
sion of atomistic egoism is powerfully under-
scored in Hobbes’s state of nature, which, she
asserts, is built on the foundation of denied
maternity. “Hobbes’ abstract man is a creature
who is self-possessed and radically solitary in a
crowded and inhospitable world, whose relations
with others are unavoidably contractual and
whose freedom consists in the absence of imped-
iments to the attainment of privately generated
and understood desires,”12

As a model of human: behavior, Hobbes’s
depiction of individuals in the state of nature is
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partial at best; certain feminists have argued that
such behavior could be applicable only to adult
males, for if life was to go on for more than one
generation in the state of nature, women must
have been involved in activities such as reproduc-
tion and child rearing rather than in warfare.
Reproductive activities require an environment
that can provide for the survival of infants and
behavior that is interactive and nurturing.

_)k.

* * * [Wlar is central to the way we learn about
international relations. * * * War is a time when
male and female characteristics become polar-
ized; it is a gendering activity at a time when the
discourse of militarism and masculinity perme-
ates the whole fabric of socjety.l3

As Jean Elshtain points out, war is an experi-
ence to which women are exterior; men have
inhabited the world of war in a way that women
have not." The history of international politics is
therefore a history from which women are, for
the most part, absent. Liitle material can be
found on women's roles in wars; generally they
are seen as victims, rarely as agents. While war
can be a time of advancement for women as they
step in to do men’s jobs, the battlefront takes pre-
cedence, so the hierarchy remains and women
are urged to step aside once peace is restored.
When women themselves engage in violence, it is
often portrayed as a mob or a food riot that is out
of control.’® Movements for peace, which are also
part of our history, have not been central to the
conventional way in which the evolution of the
Western state system has been presented to us.
International relations scholars of the early twen-
tieth century, who wrote positively about the pos-
sibilities of international law and the collective
security system of the League of Nations, were
labeled “idealists” and not taken seriously by the
more powerful realist tradition.

Metaphors, such as Hobbes’s state of nature,
are primarily concerned with representing con-
flictual relations between great powers. The
images used to describe nineteenth-century
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imperialist projects and contemporary great
power relations with former colonial states are
somewhat different. Historically, colonial people
were often described in terms that drew on char-

acteristics associated with women in order to -

place them lower in a hierarchy that put their
white male colonizers on top. As the European
state system expanded outward to conquer much
of the world in the nineteenth century, its “civi-
lizing” mission was frequently described in ste-
reotypically gendered terms. Colonized peoples
were often described as being effeminate, mas-
culinity was an attribute of the white man, and
colonial order depended on Victorian standards
of manliness. Cynthia Enloe suggests that the
concept of “ladylike behavior” was one of the
mainstays of imperialist civilization. Like sani-
tation and Christianity, feminine respectability
Wwas meant to convince colonizers and colonized
alike that foreign conquest was right and neces-
sary. Masculinity denoted protection of the
respectable lady; she stood for the civilizing mis-
sion that justified the colonization of benighted
peoples.’ Whereas the feminine stood for dag-
ger and disorder for Machiavelli, the European
fermale, in corrirast to her colonial counterpart,
came 1o represent a stable, civilized order in
nineteenth—century representations of British
imperialism, : '

An example of the way in which these gender
identities were manipulated to justily Western
policy with respect to the rest of the world can
also be seen in attitudes toward Latin America
prevalent in the United States in the nineteenth
century. According to Michael Hunt, nineteenth-
century American images of Latin society depicted
a (usually black) male who was lazy, dishonest,
and corrupt. A contrary image that was more
Positive—a Latin as redeemable—took the form
of a fair-skinned senorita living in a marginal-
ized society, Yet escaping its degrading effects.
Hunt suggests that Americans entered the twen-
tieth century with three images of Latin America
fostered through legends brought back by Ameri-
can merchants and diplomats. These legends,
berpetuated through school texts, cartoons, and
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political rhetoric, were even incorporated intg the
views of policymakers. The three images pjc.
tured the Latin as a half-breed brute, feminizEd,
or infantile. In each case, Americans stood Supe.
rior; the first image permitted a predatory aggyes.
stveness, the second allowed the United States tg
assume the role of ardent suitor, and ihe thirg
justified America’s need to provide tutelage apq
discipline. All these images are profoundly gen.
dered: the United States as a civilizing warrior, 5
suitor, or a father, and Latin America as a lesser
male, a female, or a child 17 '

Such images, although somewhat muted,
remain today and are particularly prevalent in
the thinking of Western states when they are
dealing with the Third World. *+ *

%

_—

Feminist Perspectives
on National Security

Women Define Security

It is difficult to find definitions by women of
national security. While it is not necessarily the
case that women have not had ideas on this sub-
Ject, they are not readily accessible in the litera-
ture of international relations. When women
speak or write about national security, they are
often dismissed as being naive or unrealistic. An
example of this is the women in the United States
and Europe who spoke out in the early years of
the century for a more secure world order
Addressing the International Congress of Wornen
at the Hague during World War 1, Jane Addams
spoke of the need for a new internationalism to
replace the self-destructive nationalism that con-
tributed so centrally to the outbreak and mass
destruction of that ‘war. Resolutions adopted at
the close of the congress questioned the assump-
tion that women, and civilians more generally,
could be protected during modern war. The con-
ference concluded that assuring security through
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‘a for disarmament as a more appro-
se'for ensuring future security.!®

ecurity in various ways depending on

‘< immediate threats to their survival;

ity meant safe working conditions and free-

from the threat of war or unemployment or

.onomic squeeze of foreign debt. Discussions

the-meaning of security revealed divisions

veen Western middle-class women'’s concerns

ith nuclear war, concerns that were similar to

ose of Jane Addams and her colleagues, and

Third World women who defined insecurity more

broadly in terms of the structural violence asso-

ciated with imperialism, militarism, racism, and

sexism. Yet all agreed that security meant noth-
ing if it was built on others’ insecurity.!®

The final document of the World Conference

to Review and Appraise the Achievements of the

United Nations Decade for Women, held in Nai-

" robi in 1985, offered a similarly multidimen-

sional definition of security. The introductory
chapter of the document defined peace as “not
only the absence of war, violence and hostilities
at the national and international levels but also
the enjoyment of economic and social justice.”?
All these definitions of security take issue with
realists’ assumptions that security is zero-sum
and must therefore be built on the insecurity of
others.

Citizenship Redefined

Building on the notion of hegemonic masculin-
ity, the notion of the citizen-warrior depends on
a devalued femininity for its construction. In
international relations, this devalued femininity
is bound up with myths about women as victims
in need of protection; the protector/protected
myth contributes to the legitimation of a milita-
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rized version of citizenship that results in unequal
gender relations that can precipitate violence
against women. Certain feminists have called for
the construction of an enriched version of citi-
zenship that would depend less on military val-
ues and more on an equal recognition of women’s
coniributions to soctety. Such a notion of citi-
zenship cannot come about, however, until myths
that perpetuate views of women as victims rather
than agents are eliminated. ,
One such myth is the association of women
with peace, an association that has been invali-
dated through considerable evidence of women's
support for men’s wars in many societies.?! In
spite of a gender gap, a plurality of women gen-
erally support war and national security poli-
cies; Bernice Carroll suggests that the association
of women and peace is one that has been imposed
on women by their disarmed condition.?? In the
West, this association grew-out of the Victorian
ideology of women's moral superiority and the
slorification of motherhood. This ideal was
expressed by feminist Charlotte Perkins Gilman
whose book Herland was first serialized in The
Forevunner in 1915, Gilman glorified women as
caring and nurturing mothers whose private
sphere skills could benefit the world at large.
Most turn-of-the-century feminists shared Gil-
man’ ideas. But if the implication of this view
was that women were disqualified from partici-
pating in the corrupt world of political and eco-
nomic power by virtue of their moral superiority,
the result could only be the perpetuation of male
dominance. Many contemporary feminists see
dangers in the continuation of these essentializ-
ing myths that can only result in the perpetuation
of women's subordination and reinforce dual-
isms that serve to make men more powerful. The
association of femininity with peace lends sup-
port to an idealized masculinity that depends on
constructing women as passive victims in need
of protection. It also contributes to the claim that
woImen are naive in matters relating to interna-
tional politics. An enriched, less militarized
notion of citizenship cannot be built on such a
weak foundation. '
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While women have often been willing to sup-
port men’s wars, many women are ambivalent
about fighting in them, often preferring to leave
that task to men. Feminists have also been divided
on this issue; some argue, on the grounds of
equality, that women must be given equal access
to the military, while others suggest that women
must resist the draft in order to promote a poli-
tics of peace, * * *

In spite of many women's support for men’s wars,
a consistent gender gap in voting on defense-
related issues in many countries suggests that
women are less supportive of policies that rest
on the use of direct violence. Before the outbreak
of the Persian Gulf War in 1990, women in the
United States were overwhelmingly against the
use of force and, for the first time, women alone
turned the public opinion polls against opting for
war.?* During the 1980s, when the Reagan admin-
istration was increasing defense budgets, wormen
were less likely to support defense at the expense
of social prograins, a pattern that, in the United
States, holds true for women’s behavior more
generally.

Explanations for this gender gap, which in
the United States appears to be increasing as
time goes on, range from suggestions that women
have not been socialized into the practice of vio-
lence to claims that women are increasingly vot-
ing their own interests. While holding down jobs,
millions of women also care for children, the
aged, and the sick—activities that usually take
place outside the economy. When more resources
go to the military, additional burdens are placed
on such women as public sector resources for
social services shrink. While certain women are
able, through access to the military, to give ser-
vice to their country, many more are serving in
these traditional care-giving roles. A feminist
challenge to the traditional definition of patrio-
tism should therefore question the meaning of
service to one’s country.?> In contrast to' a citi-
zenship that rests on the assumption that it is

more glorious to die than to live for one’s state,
Wendy Brown suggests that a more constructive
view of citizenship could center on the courage
to sustain life.”® In similar terms, Jean Elshtain
asserts the need to move toward a politics that
shifts the focus of political loyalty and identity
from sacrifice to responsibility.? Only when
women's coniributions to society are seen ag
equal to men’s can these reconstructed visions of
citizenship come about.

Feminist Perspectives on States’
Security-Seeking Behavior

Realists have offered us an instrumental version
of states’ security-seeking behavior, which, T have
argued, depends on a partial representation of
human behavior associated with a stereotypical
hegemonic masculinity. Feminist redefinitions of
citizenship allow us o envisage a less militarized
version of states’ identities, and feminist theories
can also propose alternative models for states’
international security-seeking behavior, extrapo-
lated from a more comprehensive view of himan
behavior.

Realists use state-of-nature stories as meta-
phors to describe the insecurity of states in an
anarchical international systern. I shall suggest an
alternative story, which could equally be applied
to the behavior of individuals in the state of
nature. Although frequently unreported in stan-
dard historical accounts, it is a true story, not a
myth, about a state of nature in early nineteenth-
century America. Among those present in the
first winter encampment of the 1804-1806 Lewis
and Clark expedition into the Northwest territo-
ries was Sacajawea, 2 member of the Shoshone
tribe. Sacajawea had joined the expedition as the
wife of a French interpreter: her presence was
proving invaluable to the security of the expedi-
tion’s members, whose task it was 10 explore
uncharted territory and establish contact with
the native inhabitants to inform them of claims
to these territories by the United States. Although
unanticipated by its leaders, the presence of a
woman served to assure the native inhabitants
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his story demonstrates that the introduction
women can change the way humans are
4ssirned to behave in the state of nature. Just as
Sacdjawea’s presence changed the Native Ameri-
can's expectations about the behavior of intrud-
ers into their territory, the introduction of women
into our state-of-nature myths could change the
way we think about the behavior of states in the
international system. The use of the Hobbesian
analogy in international relations theory is based
on a partial view of human nature that is stereo-
typically masculine; a more inclusive perspective
would see human nature as both conflictual and
cooperative, containing elements of social repro-
duction and interdependence as well as domina-
tion and separation. Generalizing from this more
comprehensive view of human nature, a feminist
perspective would assume that the potential for
international community also exists and that an
atomistic, conflictual view of the international
system is only a partial representation of reality.
Liberal individualism, the instrumental rational-

ity of the marketplace, and the defector’s self-

help approach in Rousseau’s stag hunt [see p.
344] are all, in analagous ways, based on a par-
tial masculine model of human behavior.?®

Feminist perspectives on national security take
us beyond realism's statist representations. They
allow us to see that the realist view of national
security is constructed out of a masculinized
discourse that, while it is only a partial view of
reality, is taken as universal. Women's definitions
of security are multilevel and multidimensional.
Women have defined security as the absence of
violence whether it be military, economic, or sex-
ual. Not until the hierarchical social relations,
including gender relations, that have been hid-
den by realism’s frequently depersonalized dis-
course are brought to light can we begin to
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construct a language of national security that
speaks out of the multiple experiences of both
women and men. * * *

NOTES

I owe the title of this chapter to Kenneth Waltz's
book Man, the State, and War.

De Beauvoir epigraph from The Second Sex [New
York: Knopf, .1972], p. 72. De Beauvoir’s analysis
suggests that she herself endorsed this explana-
tion for male superiority; * * * Fussell epigraph
quoted by Anna Quindlen in the New York Times,
February 7, 1991, p. A25.

1. [Kenmeth N.] Waltz, Theory of Interna-
tional Politics [Boston: Addison-Wesley, 1979],
p. 102.

While heads of state, all men, discussed the
“important” issues in world politics at the
Group of Seven meeting in London in July
1991, Barbara Bush and Princess Diana were
pictured on the “CBS Evening News” (July
17, 1991) meeting with British AIDS patients.
fEvelyn Fox] Keller, Reflections on Gender and
Science [New Haven: Yale University Press
1985], p. 130.

For example, see [Donna] Haraway, Primate
Visions [New York: Routledge, 1989], ch. 1.
Considering scientific practice from the per-
spective of the way its factual findings are
narrated, Haraway provocatively explores
how scientific theories produce and are
embedded in particular kinds of stories. This
allows her to challenge the neutrality and
cbjectivity of scientific facts, She suggests
that texts about primates can be read as sci-
ence fictions about race, gender, and nature.
[Hans J.] Maorgenthau, Politics among Nations
[New York: Knopf, 1973}, p. 34.

Morgenthau does talk about dominating
mothers-in-law, but as ferninist research has
suggested, it is generally men, legally desig-
nated as heads of households in most societ-
ies, who hold the real power even in the family
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and certainly with respect to the family’s

Interaction with the public sphere.

For an extended discussion of Morgenthau’s
“political man,” see [J, Ann] Tickner, “Hans
Morgenthau'’s Principles of Political Realism”
[Millennivm 17(3):429-440]. In neorealism’s
depersonalized structural analysis, Morgen-
thair's depiction of hurnan pature slips out of
sight.

[Richard K ] Ashley, “Untying the Sovereign
State” [Millernizm 17(2) (1988)], p. 230.
Hobbes, Leviathan, part 1, ch. 13, quoted in
Vasquez, ed., Classics of International Relg-
tions, pp. 213-215,

. [Carole] Pateman, The Sexual Contract [Stan-

. [ane] Flax,

ford: Stanford University Press, 1988], p. 41,
“Political Philosophy and the
Patriarchal Unconscious: A Psychoanalytic
Perspective on Epistemology and Metaphys-
ics,” in Harding and Hintikka, eds., Discov-
ering Reality [Dordrecht, Holland: D. Reide],
19831, pp. 245-281.

. [Christine] Di Stephano, “Masculinity as Ide-

ology in Political Theory” [Women's Studies
International Forum 6(g) (1983):633—644].
Carole Pateman has disputed some of D
Stephano's assumptions about Hobbes's char-
acterizations of women and the family in the
state of nature. Bui this does not deny the
fact that Di Stephanao’s characterization of
men is the one ysed by realists in their depic-
tion of the internationa] systen. See Pate-
man, “‘God Hath Ordained to Man g Helper:
Hobbes, Patriarchy, and Conjugal Right.”

. [Margaret Randolph] Higonnet et al., Beliind

the Lines [New Haven: Yale University Press,
1987], introduction.

. Déan Bethke] Elshtain, Women and War

{New York: Basic Books, 1987], p. 194.

. Ibid,, p. 168.
. [Cynthia] Enloe, Banangs, Beaches, and Bases

[Berkeley: University of Californja Press,

19901, pp. 48-49,

. [Michael H] Hunt, Ideology and 1.5, Foreign

Policy [New Haven: Yale University Press,
1987], pp. 58-62.
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18.
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. Suzanne Gordon,

[Jane] Addams et al., Women at The Hag
[New York: Macmillan, 1916], pp. 150£F
[Anne Sisson] Runyan, “ i

and International Politics”

ican University, 1988], ch,

Books, 1990], Pp. 46-47.

- See Elshtain, Women and War, ch. 3.
. Carroll,

“Feminism and Pacifism: Historic, ’
and Theaoretica] Connections,” ‘
Pierson, ed., Women and

Croom Helm, 1987], pp. 2

- Margaret Hobbs,

2

st Elements in the Femij
nist and Socialist Thought of Charlotte Per-
kins Gilnan,” in Pierson, ed., Women and
Peace, pp. 149-169,

- The New York Times of December 12, 199

(p- A35) reported that while men were about
evenly split on attacking Iraqi forces in
Kuwait, women were 73 bercent against and
22 percent in favor.

“Another Enemy,” Boston
Globe, March 8, 1991, p. 15,

. [Wendy] Brown, Manhood and Politics

[Totowa, N.J.: Rowman and Littlefield, 1988],
p- 206, T,

. Elshtain, “Sovereignty, Identity, Sacrifice,” in

[V. Spike] Peterson, ed., Gendered States [Boul-
der: Lynne Rienner, 1992],

- Lam grateful to Michael Capps, historian at

the Lewis and Clark Museum in St. Louis,
Missouri, for this information, The story of
Sacafawea is told in one of the museum’s
exhibits,

. In Man, the State, and Wyr [New York: Colum-

bia University Press, 1959], [Kenneth N.]
Waltz argues that “in the stag-hunt example,
the will of the rabbit-snatcher was rational

and predictable from his own point of view”

(p. 183), while “in the early state of nature,
men were sufficiently dispersed to make any
patiern of cooperation unnecessary” (p. 167).




Neorealist revisionists, such as Snidal [see
“Relative Gains and the Patterm of Interna-
tional Cooperation”] do not question the mas-
culine bias of the stag hunt metaphor. Like
Waltz and Rousseau, they also assume the
autonomous, adult male (unparented and in
an environment without women or children)
in their discussion of the stag hunt; they
do not question the rationality of the rabbit-
snatching defector or the restrictive situational
descriptions implied by their payoff matrices.
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Transformations in the social nature of an
interaction are very hard to represent using
such a model. Their reformulation of Waltz's
position is instead focused on the exploration
of different specifications of the game payoif
in less conflictual ways (i.e., as an assurance
game) and on inferences concerning the likely
consequences of relative gain-seeking behav-
jor in a gamelike interaction with more than

two (egually autonomous and unsocialized)

players.




