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Global governance encompasses political projects that set out to extend
or deepen political cooperation between state and non-state actors on
multiple levels: international, national, regional and local (see Rai, this
volume). In addition to the International Monetary Fund (IMF), the
World Bank, the World Trade Organization and the UN, nation states or
regional supranational institutions such as the European Union play a
major decision-making role in this process. The influence of civil society
and global social movements has also increased substantially in debates
on international policies such as GATTs (Meyer and Priigl 1999; O’Brien
et al. 2000). Women’s movements or organizations have been present
in this process and have achieved changes for women'’s rights in some
cases, such as implementing the Convention on the Elimination of All
Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) within the United
Nations, or have even gained institutional access in leading interna-
tional organizations such as the World Bank. Although progress has been
made in advancing equality for some women globally and placing gender
issues onto the political agenda through gender mainstreaming within
all policies of the European Union, the effectiveness of these policies is
still debatable.

While gender issues have been mainstreamed in many international
policies, global restructuring of the market has affected the working and
living conditions of women and men in different regions of the world,
leading to exploitation and vulnerability affecting the personal well
being of poor people, especially with regard to access to welfare services,
water and other global goods (Cook et al. 2000; Kelly et al. 2001). A neo-
liberal capitalist-orientated market system is restructuring national and
regional economies and these policies are being “locked in” through the
work of international institutions such as the World Bank, the IMF and
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the WTO (Gill 1995; Marchand and Runyan 2000). Neo-liberal ideas such
as the freedom of the market combine a discourse of personal responsibil-
ity, individualism and market-orientated rationality with the withdrawal
of the state from the function of ensuring certain welfare policies. Pro-
tection of workers rights through legislation, access to public goods and
services or ensuring a state financed pension system are therefore cur-
rently in transition in this neo-liberal form of deregulation (Bakker 1999;
Ruppert 2000; Gill 2003). This form of deregulation has not had the con-
sequence of a full withdrawal of nation states from welfare policies, but
it has redirected their former functions towards privatization of public
services to some extent and has involved other actors from civil society
to implement these changes. This has not only happened in different
nation states across Western Europe, but also in Latin America, certain
Asian countries and the United States. This form of “governance without
government” (Rosenau and Czempiel 2000), where the state is but one
site of governance within a multi-level international system, has been a
contested process (Commission 1995). The shifting conditions of regulat-
ing international trade, security, environment or human rights issues is
described by some authors as in need of more transnational and suprana-
tional regulation (Held and McGrew 2002). But this perspective describes
global governance as already somehow being the answer to the problems
of government on a global scale.

In this chapter I analyse forms of global governance from a theoretical
perspective following Foucault’s insights on power as governmental-
ity, which investigates the ambivalent process of governing, describes
the rationality or knowledge needed to govern and in doing so cre-
ates a powerful discourse of the process of governance. While sharing
the assumption that governance takes place on multiple levels at mul-
tiple sites, governmentality draws particular attention to the ambivalent
effects of technologies of power needed to govern (international) space.
Possible achievements as well as failures can be explained within the gov-
ernmentality perspective because political and economic power can take
on ambivalent forms, repressive as well as enabling and empowering.
Foucault’s insights on power as governmentality will provide the basis for
my argument that social movements and critical civil society actors are
often included in the process of global governance in the current phase of
neo-liberal capitalism in ambivalent and limiting ways as part of multiple
bases for restructuring global economic and political processes. I sug-
gest that the theory of governmentality prompts us to view governance
differently from the way mainstream international political economy
constructs it; the focus is not on how an already existing problem can be
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governed globally, but how particular modes of global governance came
to be the preliminary answer to certain problems of governance within
a historically specific geopolitical situation. Global governance can thus
be interpreted as one of the rationalities as well as programmes and tech-
niques of contemporary governance. Governmentality explains how the
governing of a population and the regulation of markets may take place
within certain boundaries and spaces, through particular rationalities
and specific political techniques. Using the governmentality framework
allows us to problematize the way spaces between, across or beyond states
are defined, which problems of governance such as trade, famine, secur-
ity or unemployment occur within or across them and how these areas
are constructed and regulated. Until recently, studies in governmentality
have focused on the nation state as their object of analysis. Questions
about the construction of the global governance and how the govern-
mentality perspective can contribute to its analyses have only just begun
(Larner and Walters 2004a). This is quite astonishing because Foucault
himself “investigated the ‘discourse of war”’ going beyond the nation
state in his own work (Larner and Walters 2004a: 6). While Foucault’s
earlier work concentrated on power as a disciplinary technique directed
at the individual (Foucault 1994b), Foucault widened the focus of ana-
lysis from certain state institutions such as the prison or psychiatry to
state actions in the late 1970s. He assumed that within a certain territory
(the state) certain problems of governing such as trade, famine or secur-
ity issues would need certain techniques of government to resolve. For
this reason he started to analyse power as governmentality, as an art of
governing and rationality of the state. While both at the state and supra-
state levels this framework remains insensitive to gendered readings of
governance, it does allow us to analyse historical power formations such
as states or supranational institutions across international spaces both as
discursively constructed and as political institutions with abilities to use
multiple techniques to address key areas of governance.

The European Union is one of these modes of regional governance,
where problems of security, trade, borders, identities and the market
are continuously addressed across national state borders.The Furopean
integration process is a historically specific answer to the problems of
governance in the post-war period. It is a contested geopolitical space
where questions of governance include market competition, the con-
struction of European citizenship and the outline and defense of its
borders. The multi-level governance structures of the EU include the
member states, supranational political institutions and a Single Market,
which are embedded in the global political economy. As the former EU
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Trade Commissioner Pascal Lamy suggested, the EU is thus a laboratory
of global governance. In the first section of this chapter I briefly outline
Foucault’s framework on governmentality and suggest that to under-
stand governance we need to focus on macro-political processes as well
as on practices of the self to analyse neo-liberal governance. In the second
section I examine the Open Method of Coordination (OMC) in the sec-
tor of employment in the EU as a new tool for gendered governance
used to implement the goals of the Lisbon Strategy in the member
states. I conclude that, once we engender the governmentality frame-
work, it demonstrates that global governance is not only a contested
terrain but also a political construct that offers opportunities for women
and women'’s movements but, given the hegemonic “neo-liberal frame”
(Runyan 1999) it situates them in unequal material positions within a
neo-liberal consensus that is proving difficult to dismantle.

Governance as neo-liberal governmentality

Foucault’s conception of governmentality can be understood as an art of
governing and a way of thinking about the actions of the state or suprana-
tional state formations. The concept helps us understand the genealogy
of the modern state and supranational state formations and the means
of governance at their disposal. In doing so, we can grasp the micro-
and macro practices of governmental actions, its neo-liberal technolo-
gies and subject formations. Foucault’s term “governmentality” not only
includes governance of state or state-like institutions through politics
and policies, but also the scattered forms and techniques of self-guidance
and leadership by others. Governmentality thus mediates between polit-
ical power and subjectivity and can be understood as a certain way of
problematizing political action within a geo-political boundary. This
means examining specific geo-political situations, in which particular
problems of governance appear and in which methodologies of govern-
ing people and things are simultaneously constructed as knowledge of
the “best practices” of governing (Lemke 1997; Dean 1999). The term
of governmentality also differentiates between more abstract power rela-
tions and concrete relations of domination, against which resistance can
be established. Finally, governmentality also allows us to examine the
validated forms of knowledge/power complexes (Foucault 2000b), and
to assess whether these concern the production of particular truths about
the governing of the self, the avoidance of certain risks such as unem-
ployment or diseases, or the governing of certain geopolitical economic
spaces.
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Thus within the governmentality framework, the state or state form-
ations are not only institutions of repression, but also institutions of
productive knowledge/power complexes in which certain problems of
governance have to be solved. On a theoretical level, this means that
governmentality is not only a description of macro-political technologies
and technologies of the self, but also analyses the construction of norms,
representations, questions of sovereignty, of law, discipline and the tech-
nologies of security as different aspects of the technologies of power
(Dean 1999; Foucault 2000a; Lemke 2000b). Thus, governmentality is a
“new way of thinking about and exercising power whose historical emer-
gence Foucault dates to the eighteenth century in Europe” (Larner and
Walters 2004a: 2). This form of understanding governance encourages a
more differentiated understanding of sovereign power and government.
While sovereignty implies the subordination to law, government was
traditionally designed to govern through the exercise of “power over”
the population with different technologies of political power. The polit-
ical technologies to govern a population on a macro-political level were
only possible through bureaucratic administrations and the police and
secured the mechanisms of government for the modern state (Foucault
1994a: 86 ff; 1999: 210 ff). Foucault noted that governing with the means
of scientific statistics is the key element in this context, because for state
regulation economic calculations and knowledge about certain prob-
lems of governance now provided the conditions for governing. Foucault
describes this type of rationality of the state as reflexive. In this sense,
a certain (scientific) knowledge which was established at universities in
the form of the analysis of political economy was later transferred into
epistemic communities and became the condition for political actions of
the state. Foucault defines governmentality as “the ensemble formed by
the institutions, procedures, analyses and reflections, the calculation and
tactics that allow the exercise of this very specific albeit complex form of
power, which has as its target population, as its principal form of know-
ledge political economy and as its essential technical means apparatuses
of security” (Foucault 1991a).

Power is here not only focused on the level of institutions but also on
the micro-level of subjects. Insofar the construction of the modern state
and the rationality of government fall together with the construction
of gendered subject positions, the governmentality framework provides
key insights for a gendered analysis of governance. The contingent char-
acter of subjectivity and the dispersed forms of power that construct
historical specific relations of domination can be retraced within the
governmentality perspective. The governmentality of the state meant
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that the individual could now be controlled, administrated, empowered
or disciplined through certain governmental techniques (police, univer-
sities, schools, welfare policies), but would be guaranteed safety within
the state territory. Meanwhile, the “governmentalisation” of the state
followed the (theoretical) principles of economy or economic scaling.
Liberalism was the main principle for this form of governing, because it
needed security technologies to proliferate its idea of freedom. But while
in the time of classical liberalism the economy still needed the state to
govern, neo-liberal governmentality implies that it is the economy that
now becomes the regulating and main principle of the state and its form
of governance (Gordon 1991; Lemke 2000b). Neo-liberalism is then not
only an ideological discourse or a political reality but most of all a polit-
ical project which aims to establish a social reality that it presumes as
already given (Brockling et al. 2000: 9). It is not individual freedom any
longer, but the freedom of economy that then determines human action
or political agency and establishes this new form of economic rationality
as sole criteria for governance.

These insights have been used to analyse different global political
phenomena in the recent past. Development discourses, as Escobar
has pointed out (1995), constructed abnormalities such as “the less
developed”, “the illiterate”, “the underfed”. Important in this context
is the knowledge about the constructed situation, creating a politics of
“truth” through scientific acknowledgements and professionalism that
reiterate these positions. The political and cultural conflicts are trans-
formed into seemingly neutral scientific knowledge, which transfers its
research back to specific institutions that are concerned with develop-
ment programmes at the global level (Escobar 1995: 110; Rai 2002).
Knowledge is also a key to govern “from a distance” (Rose 2000) by
changing social benefit programmes into empowerment programmes,
where each person is personally responsible for their loss of paid work
and where the state no longer interferes. This has happened in the United
States under Clinton with the Personal Responsibility and Work Oppor-
tunity Act of 1996 (Cruikshank 1999; McBride Stetson 2003) as well as in
Chile, where the knowledge of grassroots movements has been used to
set different agents from civil society in competition with one another
and has had the effect of a retreat of the state from systems of social
welfare (Parpart et al. 2001; Schild 2003). In this way, progressive eman-
cipative movements have been included in this rationality of governing,
using their resources and knowledge as techniques and strategies for pro-
ducing gendered, rational, entrepreneurial actors who are functional for
the state (Schild 2003).
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These “actions on other’s actions” (Gordon 1991) are forms of power
that do not rule with the means of direct restriction but by creating new
realms of belief in the self. Certain social groups are then discursively
subjected to a new form of gendered subjectivity, which conceptualizes
them as actively responsible for their own well-being. It no longer draws
on the norm of social coherence, solidarity and other historical assump-
tions of welfare states (Wohl 2003). This discursive shift releases the state
from its unifying welfare function, drawing on neo-liberal individualistic
ideas, which change the norms of society such as solidarity and trans-
form, for example, western welfare states into workfare regimes (Jessop
2003). This discursive re-articulation of the concepts of need, and entitle-
ments and ideas of empowerment has led to severe material inequalities
for certain women who now work in new informal sectors of low-wage
work and has had the effect of denying former feminist demands for
gender equality (Priigl 1999; Wichterich 2000). These demands are not
able to be fully articulated in hegemonic public discourse and are discurs-
ively included in the hegemonic project of neo-liberal governmentality.
Secondly, social identities are no longer conceptualized as in need of
solidarity and as collective actors, but are rearticulated as free individu-
als, seemingly free of care and household work, while at the same time
conservative discourses on the family and the responsibility of citizens
are becoming more and more popular again in the restructuring of wel-
fare states (Bakker and Gill 2003; Brodie 2004). This form of governance
calls on the responsible citizen to take over unpaid community work
or activates the unemployed to work in homes for elderly people at 1
Euro per hour as in Germany at the moment. These politics are foster-
ing changes in the welfare state systems which do not necessarily rely
on a conservative gender identity. Different gender identities seem to
go along well with the individualistic idea of personal responsibility of
women in this neo-liberal rationality, whether it is a single mother work-
ing in a highly qualified job or a married migrant woman working in the
low paid service sector (Pithl and Wohl 2003).

These contradictions seem to be apparent in the current phase of cap-
italism and lead to the question of how different categories such as
class, gender and ethnicity can be conceptualized to grasp the socio-
economic changes of governance on a global scale (Brah 2002). The
governmentality perspective can contribute to the analysis of global
governance by highlighting the global creation of political truths and
meanings perpetuated on a normative level as well analysing the mater-
ial effects that these truths and means generate. Because its focus also
lies on the construction and contingency of subjectivity, gender is no
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external category, but can always be integrated in the analysis of global
governance. Governmentality can then contribute towards analysing the
construction of the global as a space for institutional or non-institutional
agency and to our understanding of why certain policies and different
governance tools are created to solve global problems (Larner and Walters
2004b).

In the next sections I demonstrate how a gendered reading of the gov-
ernmentality framework can help us analyse the ambivalent nature (dis-
ciplinary and empowering) of policy making techniques by examining
the EU’s OMC as a technique of governance. The employment guidelines
of the Amsterdam Treaty of 1997 include gender mainstreaming goals,
which are intended to ensure that gender issues need to be reflected
and considered in all policies on all levels of the EU. Analysing the EU’s
OMC and gender mainstreaming from a governmentality perspective
will allow me to explain in what ways the knowledge about governing
in the sense of governmentality re-establishes gendered subjectivities in
ambivalent and contradictory ways in neo-liberal political economies.

Regional governance in the EU: the open method
of coordination

Economic and monetary integration have been the main political and
economic projects in the integration process of the European Union
(Young 2003b). Only since 1997 with the Treaty of Amsterdam have
explicit gender concerns been framed in the polity of the EU and in
the subsequent process of the Lisbon Strategy, which aims to make the
European economy the most knowledge-based and most competitive
worldwide until 2010 (Lisbon European Council 2000). Even though
gender issues were considered in specific policy fields through direct-
ives in the 1980s and 1990s, a broader framework for gender equality has
only been institutionalized through the implementation of gender main-
streaming and the introduction of the OMC to achieve the goals of the
Lisbon Strategy: competitiveness, social cohesion and full employment.

The instrument for achieving this in the member states of the EU espe-
cially in the welfare sectors of employment and in the restructuring of
pension systems is the OMC. This mode of governing is at the same
time a weak mode of governance because it is not based on laws and
contract but on mutual recognition and it offers framework guidelines
rather than regulation by directives or uniform policies. The nature of
the OMC is thus a new technology of European governance because
it sets out to harmonize European space by letting the member states
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design and regulate their resources in welfare policy fields by themselves.
Thus, the OMC is also a new rationality of government because it is not
designed to regulate from the supranational level in the usual way, but
to conduct policy adjustment from a greater distance. The supranational
level in the form of the European Commission and European Council
is designated to conduct this by installing systematic annual monitor-
ing to report on the progress made in the different policy fields by the
member states. The methods for achieving this in the different mem-
ber states may vary; therefore systematic comparisons between member
states are monitored by peer review, analysing the different practices
across member states and finding models of “best practice”. In this way
the OMC is designed to encourage the member states to compete with
one another by using political benchmarking. Benchmarking is an eco-
nomic indicator based system of comparing achievements, formerly used
by international companies, and installing a model of “best” or “good
practice”. Benchmarking originates from economic theory and is used
to compare achievements and financial growth of companies. It is ori-
ented according to output and filters information so that the indicators
(benchmarks) that seem to bring the most financial gain are used as
cornerstones for further decisions as to how a company should compete
successfully. The US company Xerox is the most famous example for
best benchmarking. It has become the leading company in the photo
industry because Xerox best practice has become standardized globally.

Political benchmarking, as used in the OMC, is such a modus operandi
of “learning by comparing”. Member states of the EU which seem to
have successfully raised the percentage of the work force or which have
partially privatized their pension systems can be seen as examples of
good practice or good governance. This “peer-pressure” is supposed to
stimulate other member states to adjust their welfare systems. This form
of benchmarking is used as a political decision making process based
on economic results in international comparison. Performance indicat-
ors as used in the OMC have already been used in the OECD countries
for a longer time to compare education and health systems. The OMC
has already been in use in other fields of policy making, and elements
of the method have also been employed in the macroeconomic mon-
itoring of the monetary union.! Learning by comparing (economic)
standards is the method of changing the welfare state systems of the
national states with the OMC and employing this strategy of compet-
itiveness at the European level. In mainstream literature, this mode of
comparing is seen as stimulating new processes of reflection and creat-
ing a new knowledge-based political culture (Devetzi and Schmitt 2002;
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Rodrigues 2002). Political goals at the institutional level of the European
Commission have formerly often been set in cooperation with power-
ful actors like the European Round Table of Industrialists (Tidow 1999).
Therefore, it is highly contested how a competitive strategy like the OMC
can acknowledge national welfare state specifications such as the rate
and cause for unemployment, while assuming the unquestioned norm
of economic competitiveness for all (Ostheim and Zohlnhofer 2002;
Haahr 2004). This political goal of competitiveness is introduced and
validated by scientific experts who outline the indicators for bench-
marking. In Germany for example, the so-called “Hartz-Commission”
named after former Volkswagen chief executor for employees Peter
Hartz was installed by the Social Democratic and Green government to
restructure the whole employment sector. Scientific economic experts,
managers and union members designed a policy programme called Hartz
I-1V. Besides designing an activating employment sector that is based
on supply-related employment policies [Angebotspolitik] and redesign-
ing the federal employment agencies, unemployment payments were
shortened to one year. After that year, if the person does not find a job
within that time, the unemployment benefits are the same as the social
welfare income. People who have been long term unemployed are also
forced to take up jobs at 1 Euro per hour in addition to social welfare,
if they do not want to loose these benefits. These methods are supposed
to stimulate or activate especially the long-term unemployed to find a
job. But given the high rate of unemployment, around 12 percent in
Germany, finding a job is a structural problem and not just a personal
responsibility.

In this sense, the OMC is much more restrictive concerning its process
than the former political monitoring, which gave the member states the
freedom of designing their welfare policies by themselves and did not
make them compete with one another. Even though competitiveness,
social cohesion and employment are supposed to be in balance with
each other (Article 125 EVG), the National Action Plans reporting on the
national progress in employment of the member states have now been
shortened to one annual report concerning all three topics. Formerly,
there was one separate report for employment in the old Lisbon Strategy.
But if the new Lisbon Strategy is to succeed, it would need to do more
than just implement empowering or activating strategies for employ-
ment as outlined in the European employment guidelines. At the level of
subjectivities and individual identities, the new Lisbon Strategy requires
a more individualistic and self-monitored comprehension of one’s self;
it needs individuals to take responsibility of their own welfare even as
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states restructure the economic landscape. In studies on governmentality
this form of governing the unemployed or the poor has been analysed
as governing through the individual subjects instead of against them
(Cruikshank 1999). Empowerment strategies and knowledge originating
from social movements are decontextualized and used as governmental
techniques to activate and empower the unemployed. In this way the
unemployed are statistically registered as a group, and the knowledge
and empowerment strategies from critical civil society actors are used as
powerful techniques to govern this part of the population. This form of
governance does not transfer power from the macro-level of government
institutions to the micro-level of individuals; rather it uses the know-
ledge and techniques of empowerment to secure certain mechanisms of
government. As Cruikshank notes,

(...) governmental interventions are designed to create the possibil-
ity for people to come together. To govern, then, means to first stir
up the desire, the interest and the will to participate or act polit-
ically. To establish a relationship of governance, it is necessary to
first re-constitute the poor and powerless as acting subjects. In short,
according to the logic of empowerment, the poor have to be made
to act.

(1994: 48)

At the same time non-state actors such as unions are also involved as
collective actors to foster these activating strategies in the employment
sector at the meso-level. Because the OMC attains its competence from
setting the member states in competition with one another, without call-
ing it that explicitly, in a certain sense this new mode of governance has
a lot in common with the empowerment programmes which are, at the
moment, fostered at the level of individuals. If rational, self-responsible
subjects can be created like this and even critical collective actors from
civil society are involved in the process, then there is no need to exert
pressure and to limit freedoms, because it seems plausible to act and
live like this as an individual or not to participate in this form of gov-
ernance as a collective actor. What can be stated for the micro-level of
subjects and at the meso-level of institutional actors in this context is pro-
grammatically installed in the OMC by generating best practices between
the member states’ welfare policy fields. The alignment of this form of
policy making is not so much seen as pressure or coercion, but certainly
has these effects in the long run, while at the same time stabilizing a
neo-liberal consensus of individual responsibility. The effects of these
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empowerment strategies are thus ambivalent: they may actually support
long-term unemployed by activating their efforts to gain employment,
and at the same time these techniques are an art of governing that
redefines the norms and functions of welfare states into a neo-liberal
framework and has the effect of a retreat of the state from ensuring
welfare policies.

But restructuring a democratic process only along the lines of institu-
tional reforms that are oriented according to market criteria also implies
an undermining of democracy. Haahr notes that OMC is a form of gov-
ernance that understands power “as dispersed and multifaceted and (. ..)
governance as involving formalized, institutionalized and informal pro-
cesses of co-coordination and will-formation” (Haahr 2004: 211). This
“conduct of conduct” defines governance as a rational, calculative pro-
cess to change policies. The question of how to govern and how we
are being governed is thus combined with economic knowledge, which
is used to govern over people and things. In this sense it is no longer
individual freedom but the freedom of economy that becomes the main
goal of governance. The OMC can be seen as a form of neo-liberal or
advanced liberal governmentality which employs the knowledge and
rational criteria of political benchmarking and does not interfere dir-
ectly with state policies or actions, but steers institutional reforms and
policies “from a distance” (Rose 2000). This has happened because the
neo-liberal ideology of individualism has been successfully combined
with empowerment strategies and has changed the norms and ideas of
society. “The changing understanding of society in turn makes possible
a government which is not the government of society in the welfarist
sense: no longer that of securing a set of social, economic and demo-
graphic processes, the basic problem of government becomes securing
governmental mechanisms.” (Haahr 2004: 215)

This can be seen as a strategy of repression of individuals and disciplin-
ing national actors as well as a process of empowerment because the OMC
includes critical actors such as unions, NGOs and other social partners
in the process of political deliberation and economic restructuring. This
mode of governance is not only a disciplinary form of neo-liberalism
(Gill 1995), but it is one that enables, activates and includes different
actors. Cooperation and consent are explicitly sought after and are seen
as the best form of governance and will at the same time not under-
mine the subsidiary principle prescribed in the welfare policy field. The
OMC has been explicitly installed in the welfare policies of the EU, but
not in other policy fields, such as the creation of the Single Market pro-
ject, where the European Commission was much more restrictive and
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regulating in its form of policy making. Especially in the employment
sector more regulative forms of governance would be necessary though
to improve the full-time employment of women and men. Although
major differences exist between the Nordic and southern member states,
women still represent the highest rate of low wage or part time workers
across Europe (European Commission 2004). The rule of government-
ality within the OMC consists of just this method of banking on the
self-regulating market forces and letting the Member states regulate their
resources according to the market principle in the employment sector.

Yet, regardless of whether the situation is one of the active involve-
ment of citizens in community development or of the engagement of
ministerial bureaucracies or “social partners” from different states in
common process of deliberation, the technologies employed share
certain characteristics: the presupposition that government is the
employment of techniques for the release of resources found in a
domain outside government itself.

(Haahr 2004: 218).

The OMC as multi-level governance technique is thus at the same time
a weak mode of governance in the field of welfare policy because of the
greater distance of rule from the supranational level. However, it power-
fully sets economic market criteria as standards (benchmarks) to foster
a competitive, neo-liberal market-oriented society on a collective and
individual level. This governmental technique, which includes differ-
ent actors (nation states, social partners from civil society) on different
sites (European, national, local), is not only a technology of governance,
but also a rationality of governance that is prescribed as the preliminary
answer for solving European social problems and for governing Europe.
While some of the implications of the OMC may seem to be a reas-
onable form of governance within the Union, the OMC is an example
of securing the mechanisms of government at the supranational level
with an economic rationality that now becomes the main principle of
government. William Walters and Jens Henrik Haahr see the OMC as
an advanced form of liberalism in which society is mobilized not only
for reasons of self responsibility, but to proliferate “various technolo-
gies of power — including mechanisms of partnership, techniques of
empowerment, procedures of benchmarking and methods of best prac-
tice” (Haahr and Walters 2005: 119). Installing these technologies across
different spaces and within different subjects makes this governmental
technique more than an ideology; it opens society to become a “field of
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energies . .. capable of generating its own “solutions” to social and ethical
problems” (ibid.). The OMC employs self-agency at different levels and
by different actors to optimize political performance. In this way NGOs,
social partners and other critical actors are not only seen as disturbing the
political process of governance, but as resources for reaching the overall
goal of a competitive knowledge-based economy in the European Union.
Having this framework in mind, we can now look at how gender aspects
are integrated into this form of multi-level governance at the European
level.

The OMC and gender mainstreaming in the European
employment guidelines

Taking into account that the dominant projects in the European integ-
ration process were configuring the Single Market and the economic
and monetary union in the governance structures of the European
Union in the 1990s (Bieling and Steinhilber 2001; Bieling and Deppe
2003), women organizations’ lobbying for gender mainstreaming had
to make a strong case against dominant actors and their interventions
to implement gender pillars and guidelines were only taken up in the
supranational institutional contract of the Amsterdam Treaty in 1997
after a very long process of political bargaining (Young 2001; Hoskyns
2004 and this volume). This shows how, in this field of structural and
strategic selectivity, powerful actors select and modify their interests to
their advantage. Gender mainstreaming was then finally anchored in
the employment guidelines of the Amsterdam Treaty. At the same time
Article 105, in Chapter 2 of the Amsterdam Treaty still gives price stabil-
ity the highest priority in the political goals of the union. Even though
several binding legal directives have been installed during the 1980s and
1990s to foster gender equality in employment and to secure working
conditions for women, these cannot be seen as a coordinated social
policy (Ostner and Lewis 1995). With the OMC as an instrument to
implement the employment guidelines, gender mainstreaming is now
supported only by soft law, making it dependent on the willingness of
the member states to further gender equality in the employment sec-
tor. The coordination in the employment guidelines is based on the
national action plans of the member states. These were quite vague
and focused largely on preventive measures against unemployment and
enabling policies (employability) for individuals formulated in the first
part of the employment chapter. The second goal of the employment
chapter, which seeks to foster self-entrepreneurship and the creation of
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new jobs focused mainly on the service sector and how to cut the costs
of entrepreneurs (Ostheim and Zollnhofer 2002). The flexibility of work
contracts and working hours is part of the third goal and has already
had consequences for workers in Germany: collective wage agreements
[Flachentarifvertrage] are being allowed to expire and working hours are
increased in the service sector and community hospitals, all sectors in
which women represent a high percentage of the workforce. All in all,
most member states have been able to neglect the recommendations
of the Commission or to weaken them in the employment sector. This
shows that European social policy is still underdeveloped and weak in
comparison to other policy fields.

With the advent of the OMC in the employment sector, European
social policy has been extended by a political process of benchmarking
that fits into the market rationality of the integration process. Problems
of installing the European employment strategy can be recognized in this
context: results and achievements of the member states’ national action
plans have mainly focused on the first part of the employment guidelines
(employability) and results in the sector of entrepreneurship (Jacobsson
and Schmid 2004). In most countries employability has been the main
focus in restructuring the employment sector, while gender mainstream-
ing goals to foster gender equality have mainly been neglected (Bothfeld
et al. 2002). The implementation deficit of the third (adjustment) and
fourth goal (gender equality) is also due to the neglect of the relevance of
macroeconomic indicators concerning employment (see Hoskyns in this
volume). Since the macroeconomic goals of the integration process are
very restrictive, the effects on national budgets are not considered in a
way that would foster employment or shift more of the national budget
to employment policy. Thus, the national action plans reflect more the
already existing employment policies of the member states rather than
follow the recommendations of the European Commission. In Denmark
for example, where best practice in employment policies has been foster-
ing employability since 1994, local and individual action plans seem to
follow a bottom-up process rather than being influenced by the European
employment guidelines.

“The degree of correspondence between the national action plan
guidelines and the local planning documents is rather a matter of
coincidence. Local priorities coincide with the European Employment
Strategy.” (Jacobsson and Schmid 2004: 81) This shows that the national
action plans for employment are dependent on the political will of the
responsible ministers at the national and local level and that the imple-
mentation is mainly dependent on the power of the social partners to
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negotiate. The power of unions as negotiating actors plays a central
role in this process, but especially women working in the service sec-
tor are often not adequately represented in this procedure. For the
implementation of the fourth goal — gender equality — of the European
employment strategy, a working group was installed in the women’s min-
istry in Germany in 1999, which meant that the weakest ministry was
now considered responsible for monitoring gender mainstreaming in the
employment sector. At the same time a main bureaucratic reform to mod-
ernize the state was started in order to optimize performance, which had
the effect that gender mainstreaming was delegated to the women's unit
of the specific bureaucratic sectors and led to the fact that gender main-
streaming was not employed at all levels of bureaucracy. The idea and
project of gender mainstreaming was thus not realized. Gender issues
were mainly just shifted back to women’s advocacy.

The advisory character of gender mainstreaming makes it a weak
instrument in the employment sector. It cannot intervene directly on
specific policies and has been too unspecific to change the gendered
segregation of work in specific sectors until now. Insofar it is depend-
ent on the political will of the different institutional actors to actually
implement gender training measures, gender budgets or to realize gender
sensitive statistics. The Hartz reforms in Germany have meanwhile had
different material effects for different women: most new jobs for women
were created in the low-paid service sector. These so called “mini-jobs”
at 400 Euro per month allow women who formerly worked illegally in
private households to receive social security for their services; women
who became entrepreneurs profited the most from the reforms and
the subsidies supplied by the federal employment agencies in this case.
But the percentage of women who actually do become entrepreneurs
is relatively small; for other women, who are not entrepreneurs, the
dependency on their husbands or partners is increased because if these
women become dependent on social welfare, the income of the partner
is deducted from the social benefits. Even though gender mainstream-
ing has had a discursive effect in some state institutions in Germany
by devoting attention to the needs of women, its implementation in
the employment sector is minimal and in most sectors not a direct
consequence of gender mainstreaming (Bothefeld et al. 2002). As a top-
down model, gender mainstreaming was designed to create employment
for women by eliminating unequal pay and unequal working condi-
tions as well as to eliminate the gendered segregation of work. But
the new paths to employment that are concentrated on employabil-
ity have not led to equality between women and men. The neo-liberal
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idea of “human resources” rather promotes the construction of differ-
ence between women and men and this construction is then used to
employ those who are considered to be more efficient as workers (those
who do not need maternity cover, for example) and to generate employ-
ability and an enabling employment policy (Schunter-Kleeman 2003).
This has not led to the empowering of women in an emancipative sense,
or to make them more economically independent. Rather it helps to
limit the social welfare expenditure and the need for an active job-
creating policy of the state. It also creates a market-based rationality
of individual responsibility in the employment sector. While having
some positive effects in the member states, gender mainstreaming is
too vaguely designed to counteract against the enabling, supply-side
policies in the employment sector. While progress can be seen especially
in the southern European countries such as Greece, Italy and Spain where
the rate of women’s employment has increased, the strategies remain
ambivalent: in Great Britain women workers’ rights were strengthened
in flexible and part time work, while directives on economic gender
equality from the EU were blocked by the government in the past
(Cook 1998; Rubery et al. 1998). These examples demonstrate how
gender mainstreaming can be implemented within a neo-liberal mar-
ket economy, which is based on deflationary politics resulting from
the Maastricht criteria without actually changing the gender regime of
states.

From a governmentality perspective, gender mainstreaming can be
seen as a framework, which may bring advantages for highly qualified
women and men by opening paths to higher employment or creat-
ing a market for “gender experts”. But the evidence provided here also
underlines the fact that gender mainstreaming can be compatible with
neo-liberal market criteria and with a bureaucratic reform in Germany
that is oriented towards economic efficiency. While knowledge about
gender has increased in the field of gender studies at universities, this
knowledge is now used as a governmental technique and as expertise in
an ambivalent way: gender mainstreaming is generated from the same
governmental techniques that it actually seeks to transform. This may
be seen as a process of empowerment, but at the same time it has lost
its former emancipative meaning. What has been described as “govern-
ing at a distance” in the studies on governmentality has now found
its way to govern the knowledge about gender including the formerly
emancipative meanings and technologies of empowerment by grass-
roots and women'’s movements into multi-level governance structures.
In this sense the critical intention of gender mainstreaming formulated

5th December 2007 18:17 MAC/GOG Page-80 9780230_537057_05_cha03



Stefanie Woehl 81

by women’s movements at the Women'’s World Conference in Beijing
in 1995 has to show its effectiveness within neo-liberal market criteria
to be compatible with the broader goals of the European Union. This
does not imply that gender mainstreaming will not have any positive
effects at all, but that the hegemonic neo-liberal frame and the main
policy outline of the Lisbon strategy weaken its critical emancipative
intention to change existing forms of domination. The transformative
potential of gender mainstreaming will depend on the actors engaged
in implementing it, on the power of different social forces at the local
level and finally on how much of the budget is spent for gender sensitive
analysis. As a top-down model, gender mainstreaming will be depend-
ent on men in higher positions in bureaucratic institutions to promote a
change not only in policy but institutional mentality towards gender
equality. This will only happen, as examples of femocrats in institu-
tions have shown in the past, if non-institutional activists support the
implementation process at the local level. The problem of gender main-
streaming as a concept lies not only in local predicaments, but also in the
very different welfare state arrangements of the member states and the
different gender regimes that go along with them. Thus, gender main-
streaming will have to be translated into the different gender regimes of
the member states to actually focus the specific forms of the gendered
segregation of work and the gendered political culture of the member
states.

Conclusions

Global governance within the neo-liberal framework in the sense of
neo-liberal governmentality does not only offer many opportunities
for women’s lobby groups, but settles them in a terrain of power
relations, in which they can also actively redefine policies but in a con-
tested hegemonic space of action (see Waylen, this volume). Global
governance is then not only a space for the permanent democratic
inclusion of civil society actors and global social movements as other
authors have argued (Weiss 2000), but an ambivalent field of power
on different levels: international, regional and local. Governance itself
involves knowledge and other technologies of power to stabilize the
global forms of rule. Global governance also reflects political arrange-
ments, which may favor the ideas and strategies of powerful civil
society groups, powerful states or supranational state actors, such as
the European Round Table of Industrialists in the EU while at the same
time involving and using the knowledge and actions of other political
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actors (NGOs, trade unions and grassroots movements). The European
Union is for sure one of the most aggregated forms of cooperation
in international politics, but as such not necessarily the best example
for good governance and for democratic inclusion of civil society. The
inclusion and cooperation with civil society actors and NGOs does
not necessarily imply a democratic modus operandi of (global) gov-
ernance or more accountability in global governance (Keohane 2005),
but reflects the ambivalence of global governance as a technology of
power: the technologies employed can empower individual and collect-
ive actors, relying on their own energies and resources to restructure
the state, society or international space while establishing a neo-liberal
consensus.

In this hegemonic arena of discourse, different interest groups artic-
ulate their ideas of the global, society, and how the public and
private should be (re-)organized. This struggle over meaning in global
governance is the performative discursive aspect, in which women'’s
“interests” are produced and accounted for in institutional settings and
where their personal responsibility, dependency or difference can be
constructed, modernized or be maintained. These identities can then
be actively involved for the stabilization of certain capitalist modes of
production and for assuring mechanisms of governance on a global
scale. The governmentality perspective can focus more accurately on
this combination of power and knowledge as a governmental tech-
nique, and as a discourse and strategy of power in and of global
governance than approaches previously engaged in analysing global gov-
ernance.> As we have noted above, empowering the individual, specific
groups or projects is then a gendered governmental technique, which
governs “at a distance”, but employs neo-liberal rationality of free mar-
kets on the individual gendered subject, institutions from civil society
and welfare state institutions. On the European level this knowledge-
based rationality of governing is now creating a space of economic
action that makes its neo-liberal rationality difficult to circumscribe and
difficult to injure. In conclusion, therefore, it is necessary to take a
closer look at the hegemonic projects fostered in the European Union
and at the global level of institutions at the moment to study in
what way they are able to stabilize consent in multi-level global gov-
ernance and can discursively and materially reproduce different forms
of inequality along the axes of gender, class and ethnicity. When
these subtle mechanisms of power become visible, the struggle for
equality can respond to the challenges posed by neo-liberal capitalism
today.
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Notes

1. But while the European Commission was much more restrictive regarding
the economic and monetary union because the deficit spending of the mem-
ber states should not exceed 3 percent of the GDP, the OMC has no such
restrictions right from the outset.

2. International Political Economy scholars who have focused on hegemony
usually also do not include the construction of gendered subjects in their
analysis (exceptions are Bakker and Gill 2003 as well as Young 2003).

5th December 2007 18:17 MAC/GOG Page-83 9780230_537057_05_cha03



Bibliography

Acharya, A. (2004a) ‘Democratisation and the Prospects for Participatory Region-
alism in Southeast Asia’. In K. Jayasuriya (ed.) Governing the Asia Pacific: Beyond
the ‘New Regionalism’. Third World Quarterly Series, Basingstoke: Palgrave
Macmillan, pp. 177-192.

Acharya, A. (2004b) ‘How Ideas Spread: Whose Norms Matter? Norm Localization
and Institutional Change in Asian Regionalism’. International Organization 58:
239-275.

Adams, B. (2002) ‘The Gendered Time Politics of Globalization: Of Shadowlands
and Elusive Justice’. Feminist Review 70: 3-29.

Adams, V. and Prigg, S. L. (eds) (2005) Sex in Development: Science, Sexuality, and
Morality in Global Perspective. Durham, NC: Duke University Press.

Agarwal, B. (1997) ‘Editorial: Re-sounding the Alert — Gender, Resources and
Community Action’, World Development 25(9): 1373-1380.

Agarwal, B. (2003) ‘Gender and Land Rights Revisited: Exploring New Prospects
via the State, Family and Market’. Journal of Agrarian Change 3(1-2) (January and
April): 184-224.

Agathangelou, A. (2004) The Global Political Economy of Sex: Desire, Violence, and
Insecurity in Mediterranean Nation States. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Agathangelou, A. and Ling, L. H. M. (2004) ‘The House of IR: From Family Power
Politics to the Poisies of Worldism'. International Feminist Journal of Politics 6(1):
21-49.

Aggarwal, V. K. and Morrison, C. E. (eds) (1998) Asia-Pacific Crossroads: Regime
Creation and the Future of APEC. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Albert, M. and Brock, L. (1998) ‘New Relationships Between Territory and State:
The U.S.-Mexico Border in Perspective’. In D. Spener and K. Staudt (eds) The US-
Mexico Border: Transcending Divisions, Contesting Identities. Boulder, CO: Lynne
Rienner Press, pp. 215-231.

Alexander, M. J. (1994) ‘Not Just (Any) Body Can Be a Citizen: The Politics of
Law, Sexuality and Postcoloniality in Trinidad and Tobago and the Bahamas'.
Feminist Review 48: 5-23.

Alldred, P. (2002) ‘Thinking Globally, Acting Locally: Women Activists’ Accounts’.
Feminist Review 70: 149-163.

Allen, J. (1990) ‘Does Feminism Need a Theory of “The State”?’ In S. Watson (ed.)
Playing the State: Australian Feminist Interventions. London: Verso, pp. 21-27.
Alston, L., Thrdinn Eggertsson, J. and North, D. C. (eds) (1996) Empirical Studies

in Institutional Change. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Alternatives for the Americas: Building a People’s Hemispheric Agreement. Prepared for
the Peoples’ Summit of the Americas. Santiago, Chile, April 1998. In possession
of Debra Liebowitz.

Alvarez, S. (1997) ‘Contradictions of a “Women’s Space” in a Male-Dominant
State: The Political Role of the Commissions on the Status of Women in

276

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-276 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 277

Postauthoritarian Brazil’. In K. Staudt (ed.) Women, International Development,
and Politics: The Bureaucratic Mire. Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 2nd
edition.

Alvarez, S. (1998) ‘Latin American Feminisms “Go Global”: Trends of the 1990s
and Challenges for the New Millennium’. In S. E. Alvarez (ed.) Cultures of Politics,
Politics of Culture: Re-visioning Latin American Social Movements. Boulder, CO:
Westview Press, pp. 293-324.

Amigos de las Mujeres de Juarez. http://www.amigosdemujeres.org.

Ammar, N. H. and Lababidy, L. S. (1999) ‘Women’s Grassroots Movements and
Democratization in Egypt’. In J. M. Bystydzienski and ]J. Sekhon (eds) Demo-
cratization and Women’s Grassroots Movements. Bloomington: Indian University
Press, pp. 150-170.

Amnesty International (2003) Intolerable Killings: Ten Years of Abductions and
Murders of Women in Ciudad Juarez and Chihuahua. http://www.amnesty.org.

Amoore, L. (2005) Globalizing Resistance. London: Routledge.

Amt fiir Landwirtschaft und Forsten — Regen (n.d.) Daten und Fakten aus unserem
Dienstgebiet. http://www.alf-rg.bayern.de. Accessed 10 March 2006.

Anderson, B. (1991) Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origins and Spread of
Nationalism. London: Verso.

Andreas, P. (2000) Border Games: Policing the U.S.—Mexico Divide. Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press.

Anzaldua, G. (1987) Borderlands/La Frontera: The New Mestiza. San Francisco:
Spinsters/Aunt Lute Press.

Aoki, M. (2001) Toward a Comparative Institutional Analysis. New York: Cambridge
University Press.

APEC Group on Services (2001) Firm Expatriation Policy and Practice in Service Trade:
The Gender Dimension. APEC.

Arteaga, M. (1996) Frente Autentico del Trabajo y Red Mexicana de Accion Frente
al Libre Comercio. Interview. Mexico City, November 27.

Articulacion Feminista Marcosur. ‘Against Fundamentalisms, People are Funda-
mental’. http://www.mujeresdelsur.org.uy/campania/forola.htm. Accessed 22
February 2003.

Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) (2002) Second Ministerial Meet-
ing on Women: Joint Ministerial Statement. Guadalajara, Mexico, 28-29
September.

Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) (2003a) GFPN Summary Report to
SOMIL. Senior Officials Meeting II, Khon Kaen, 29-30 May 2003/SOMII/048.
Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) (2003b) APEC Secretariat’s Report at
the First GFPN Meeting. Gender Focal Point Network, Khon Kaen, Thailand,

20-22 May, 2003/SOMII/GFPN/001.

Askin, K. (1999) ‘Sexual Violence in Decisions and Indictments of the Yugoslav
and Rwandan Tribunals: Current Status’. The American Journal of International
Law 93(1): 97-123.

Aulestia, A. and Quintero-Andrade, R. (2001) Informe Del Taller Sobre Conceptos
Basicos Y Herramietas (Sic) Metodogicas De Género, Regionales Amazonia Norte
Y Sur. P.R.O.D.E.P.I.LN.E: Quito.

Bachmann, K. (1999) ‘Die Gemeinsame Agrarpolitik der Europdischen Union:
Die Bevormundung der “Biirgerlnnen Europas”’ In P. Teherani-Krénner,
U. Hoffmann-Altmann and U. Schultz (eds) Frauen und nachhaltige lindliche

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-277 9780230_537057_14_bib01



278 Bibliography

Entwicklung: Beitrdige der I1I. International Tagung ‘Frauen in der lindlichen Entwick-
lung’. Pfaffenweiler, Germany: Centaurus-Verlagsgesellschaft, pp. 162-166.

Bakker, I. (1999) ‘Identity, Interests and Ideology: The Gendered Terrain of Global
Restructuring’. In S. Gill (ed.) Globalization, Democratization and Multilateralism.
New York, Tokyo and Paris: Macmillan, pp. 127-139.

Bakker, I. (2003) ‘Neo-Liberal Governance and the Reprivatization of Social Repro-
duction: Social Provisioning and Shifting Gender Orders’. In I. Bakker and S. Gill
(eds) Power, Production and Social Reproduction: Human In/Security in the Global
Political Economy. Houndsmill: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 66-82.

Bakker, I. and Gill, S. (eds) (2003) Power, Production and Social Reproduction: Human
In/security in the Global Political Economy. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Banaszak, L. A. (1996) Why Movements Succeed or Fail: Opportunity Culture, and the
Struggle for Woman Suffrage. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Barber, B. (1996) Jihad vs. McWorld. New York: Ballantine Books.

Barker, G. (1998) ‘Boys in the Hood, Boys in the Barrio: Exploratory Research on
Masculinity, Fatherhood and Attitudes Toward Women Among Low Income
Young Men in Chicago, USA, and Rio de Janeiro, Brazil’. Paper Prepared for the
IUSSP/CENEP Seminar on Men, Family Formation and Reproduction, 13-15
May. Buenos Aires, Argentina.

Barrett, M. (1980) Women’s Oppression Today: The Marxist/Feminist Encounter.
London: Verso.

Barrig, M. (2005) ‘What is Justice? Indigenous Women in Andean Development
Projects’. In J. Jaquette and G. Summerfield (eds) Women and Gender Equity in
Development Theory and Practice. Durham: Duke University Press.

Barrientos, S., Dolan, C. and Tallontire, A. (2003) ‘A Gendered Value Chain
Approach to Codes of Conduct in African Horticulture’. World Development
31(9): 1511-1526.

Barry, A, Osborne, T. and Rose, N. (eds) (1996) Foucault and Political Reason: Lib-
eralism, Neo-Liberalism, and Rationalities of Government. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

Bayerisches Staatsministerium fiir Landwirtschaft und Forsten (2004) Bayerischer
Agrarbericht. Website of the Bavarian State Ministry for Agriculture and Forests:
http://www.stmlf-neu-bayern.de/agrarpolitik/daten_fakten/ab2004. Accessed 3
September 2004.

Baxi, U. (1996) ‘ “Global Neighborhood” and the “Universal Otherhood”: Notes
on the Report of the Commission on Global Governance’. Alternatives 21:
525-549.

Baxi, U. (2002) ‘Global Justice and the Failure of Deliberative Democracy’. In
O.Enweror et al. (eds) Democracy Unrealized. Kassel: Hatje Cantz Publishers,
pp. 113-132.

Baxi, P., Rai, S. M. and Sardar Alj, S. (2006) ‘Legacies of Common Law: “Crimes of
Honour” in India and Pakistan’. Third World Quarterly 27(7): 1239-1254.

Becker, G. (1991) A Treatise on the Family. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Beckmann, M., Bieling, H. and Deppe, F. (eds) (2003) ‘Euro-Kapitalismus’ und
globale politische Okonomie. Hamburg: VSA Verlag.

Bedford, K. (2005a). ‘Empowering Women, Domesticating Men, and Resolving
the Social Reproduction Dilemma: The World Bank’s Employment Policies
in Ecuador and Beyond’. PhD Dissertation. New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers
University.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-278 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 279

Bedford, K. (2005b) ‘Loving to Straighten Out Development: Sexuality and “Eth-
nodevelopment” in the World Bank’s Ecuadorian Lending’. Feminist Legal
Studies 13: 295-322.

Bedford, K. (2006) ‘Statistics and Caring Couples: How Institutional Context
Influences The Policy Preferences of World Bank Gender Staff’ (under review).

Bedont, B. C. (1999) ‘Gender-Specific Provisions in the Statute of the ICC’. In
F. Lattanzi and W. Schabas (eds) Essays on the Rome Statute of the ICC. Naples:
Editorial Scientifica. http://iccwomen.addr.com/recourses/genderprovs.html14.
Accessed June 2004.

Beeson, M. (2004) ‘The Origins of Regionalism: Western Europe and East Asia in
Comparative Historical Perspective’. Paper presented at the Oceanic Conference
on International Studies, Canberra, July 14-16.

Bell, E, (2001) ‘Gender and Governance: A Bibliography,” BRIDGE, Brighton:
Institute for Development Studies, University of Sussex.

Beneria, L. (2003) Gender, Development, and Globalization: Economics as If All People
Mattered. New York: Routledge.

Beneria, L. and Feldman, S. (eds) (1992) Unequal Burden: Economic Crises, Persistent
Poverty, and Women’s Work. Boulder, CO: Westview Press.

Beneria, L. and Lind, A. (eds) (1995). ‘Engendering International Trade: Concepts,
Policy, and Action’. A Commitment to the World’s Women, pp. 69-86.

Benitez, R. etal. (1999) El Silencio que la Voz de Todad Quiebra: Mujeres y Victimas
de Ciudad Juarez. Chihuahua: CHIH: Azar.

Bergeron, S. (2003) ‘The Post-Washington Consensus and the Economic Repres-
entations of Women in Development at the World Bank’, International Feminist
Journal of Politics 5(3): 397-419.

Bergeron, S. (2004a) Fragments of Development: Nation, Gender, and the Space of
Modernity. Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press.

Bergeron, S. (2004b) ‘Bringing Gender In: Acts of Translation and Gender Main-
streaming at the Bank’. Paper delivered at the ISA meeting, Chicago, March.

Berlant, L. and Warner, M. (1998) ‘Sex in Public’. Critical Inquiry 547-566.

Bernhards, U., Klockenbrink, C., Plankl, R. and Rudow, K. (2003) Pilotfallstudie zur
Bewertung der Ausgleichszulage in benachteiligten Gebieten im Landkreis Freyung-
Grafenau. Braunschweig: Bundesforschungsanstalt fiir Landwirtschaft, Institut
fiir Betriebswirtschaft, Agrarstruktur und lindliche Riume.

Bieling, H-J. and Steinhilber, J. (eds) (2001) Die Konfiguration Europas. Dimensionen
einer kritischen Integrationstheorie. Miinster: Westfdlisches Damptboot.

Birdsall, N. and Kapur, D. (2005) The Hardest Job in the World: Five Crucial Tasks for
the New President of the World Bank. An Agenda for the Next World Bank President.
Washington, DC: Center for Global Development.

Blacklock, C. and Macdonald, L. (2000) “‘Women and Citizenship in Mexico and
Guatemala’. In S. Rai (ed.) International Perspectives on Gender and Democratisa-
tion. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Bloch, F. and Rao, V. (2000) ‘Terror as a Bargaining Instrument: A Case Study of
Dowry Violence in Rural India’. Policy Research Working Papers 2347 (May).
Washington DC: World Bank.

Block, F. (1990) Postindustrial Possibilities, A Critique of Economic Discourse.
Berkeley: University of California Press.

Boas, M. (2000) ‘The Trade-Environment Nexus and the Potential of Regional
Trade Institutions’. New Political Economy 5(3): 415-432.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-279 9780230_537057_14_bib01



280 Bibliography

Boon, K. (2001) ‘Rape and Forced Pregnancy under the ICC Statute: Human
Dignity, Autonomy, and Consent’. Columbia Human Rights Law Review 32:
624-675.

Boris, E. and Prugl, E. (eds) (1996) Homeworkers in Global Perspective: Invisible No
More. New York: Routledge.

Boserup, E. (1970) Women’s Role in Economic Development. New York: St. Martin's
Press.

Bothfeld, S., Gronbach, S. and Riedmdiller, B. (eds) (2002) Gender Mainstreaming —
eine Innovation in der Gleichstellungspolitik, Frankfurt/M.; New York.

Brah, A. (2002) ‘Global Mobilities, Local Predicaments: Globalization and the
Critical Imagination’. Feminist Review 70: 30-45.

Braithwaite, M. (1994) The Economic Role and Situation of Women in Rural
Areas. Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the European
Communities.

Bretherton, C. (1998) ‘Global Environmental Politics: Putting Gender on the
Agenda?’ Review of International Studies 24(1): 85-100.

Brockling, U., Krasmann, S. and Lemke, T. (eds) (2000) Gouvernementalitit der
Gegenwart. Studien zur Okonomisierung des Sozialen, Frankfurt/M.

Brodie, J. (2004) ‘Die Re-Formierung des Geschlechterverhiltnisses. Neoliberalis-
mus und die Regierung des Sozialen’. Widerspruch 46.24.1: 19-3.

Brodie, J. (2005) ‘Globalization, Governance and Gender: Rethinking the Agenda
for the Twenty-First Century’. In L. Amoore (ed.) Globalizing Resistance. London:
Routledge.

Brooks, D. and Fox, J. (eds) (2002) Cross-Border Dialogues: U.S.—Mexico Social Move-
ment Networking. La Jolla, CA: Center for U.S.-Mexican Studies, University of
California, San Diego.

Brown, W. (1995) States of Injury: Power and Freedom in Late Modernity. Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press.

Bruce, J. and Dwyer, D. (1988) A Home Divided: Women and Income in the Third
World. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.

Bunch, C. and Hinojosa, C. (2000) Lesbians Travel the Roads of Feminism Glob-
ally. New Brunswick, NJ: Center for Women'’s Global Leadership, Rutgers
University.

Bundesministerium fiir Verbraucherschutz, Erndhrung und Landwirtschaft (2003)
Erndhrungs- und agrarpolitischer Bericht 2004 der Bundesregierung. Berlin: BMVEL.
Webpage of the BMVEL at http://www.verbraucherministerium.de/index-
0005BCF0323B1050A9746521C0OA8D816.html.  Accessed 6  September
2004.

Burch, K. (1998) ‘Property’ and the Making of the International System. Boulder, CO:
Lynne Rienner.

Burnham, P. (1999) ‘The Politics of Economic Management in the 1990s’. New
Political Economy 4(1): 37-54.

Buss, D., and Herman, D. (2003) Globalizing Family Values: The Christian Right
in International Politics. Minneapolis.

Butler, J. (1990) Gender Trouble: Feminism and the Subversion of Identity. New York:
Routledge.

Cable, V. (1995) ‘The Diminished Nation-State: A Study in the Loss of Eco-
nomic Power’, Daedalus, Journal of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences,
Spring.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-280 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 281

Cagatay, N. (2001) Trade, Gender and Poverty. New York: UNDP.

Canadian Gender & Trade Consultation (2002) 7-9 December 2001. Report issued
January 1-12.

Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA) (2003). Gender Equality and
Trade Related Capacity Building. Toronto: CIDA.

Caporaso, J. A. (1996) ‘The European Union and Forms of State: Westphalian, Reg-
ulatory or Post-Modern?’ Journal of Common Market Studies 34(1) (March): 29-52.

Carabine, J. (2000) ‘Constituting Welfare Subjects Through Poverty and Sexual-
ity’. In G. Lewis, S. Gewirtz and J. Clarke (eds) Rethinking Social Policy. London:
SAGE, pp. 78-93.

Carney, G. (2004), ‘Researching Gender Mainstreaming: A Challenge for Fem-
inist IR’, Paper prepared for International Studies Association Annual Con-
vention, Montreal, March 17-20. http://archive.allacademic.com/publication/
index.php?PHPSESSID={0a099a46ab703b02e932243431b4{40.

Casey, L. A. (2002) ‘The Case Against the International Criminal Court’. Fordham
International Law Journal 25: 840-844.

Castells, M. (1996) The Rise of the Network Society, Cambridge, MA: Blackwell.

CEC (1993) White Paper on Growth, Competitiveness and Employment.

Cecchini, P. (1988) The European Challenge — 1992 and the Benefits of a Single Market.
Aldershot: Wildwood House.

Cerny, P. G. (19995) ‘Globalization and the Changing Logic of Collective Action’.
International Organization 49 (Autumn): 595-625.

Chang, K. A. and Ling, L. H. M. (2000) ‘Globalization and Its Intimate Other:
Filipina Domestic Workers in Hong Kong’. In M. H. Marchand and A. S. Run-
yan (eds) Gender and Global Restructuring: Sightings, Sites and Resistances. London:
Routledge, pp. 27-43.

Chappell, L. (2002) Gendering Government: Feminist Engagement with the State in
Australia and Canada.Vancouver: UBC Press.

Charkiewicz, E. (2003) ‘Sustainable Development in a Neo-Liberal Frame’. DAWN
Informs April, 16-17. http://dawnnet.org/publications/newsletters/ DAWNI-
forms/DIApril03.pdf. Accessed on 17 November 2007.

Charlesworth, H. (2005) ‘Not Waving but Drowning: Gender Mainstreaming and
Human Rights in the United Nations’. Harvard Human Rights Journal 18 (Spring):
1-18.

Charlesworth, H. and Chinkin, C. (2000) The Boundaries of International Law: A
Feminist Analysis. Manchester: Manchester University Press.

Chin, C. B. N. (1998) In Service and Servitude: Foreign Female Domestic Work-
ers and the Malaysian “Modernity” Project. New York: Columbia University
Press.

Chun, B. J. (1999) ‘Women Entrepreneurs in SMEs in the APEC Region’. APEC
SME Working Group.

Clark, A., Friedman, E. and Hochstetler, K. (1998) ‘The Sovereign Limits of
Global Civil Society: A Comparison of NGO Participation in UN World Con-
ferences on the Environment, Human Rights and Women’. World Politics 51(1):
1-35.

Cleaver, F. (ed.) (2002) Men and Masculinities: New Directions in Gender and
Development. London/New York: Zed Books.

Coalition for the International Criminal Court (CICC) (2004) ‘ICC Receives First
State Referral’, ICC UPDATE 37, 1.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-281 9780230_537057_14_bib01



282  Bibliography

Coalition for the International Criminal Court (2005) ‘Status of US Bilateral
Immunity Agreements’. http://www.iccnow.org/documents/USandICC/ BIAs-
ByRegion_current.pdf. Accessed 22 July 2005.

Coalition for Women’s Human Rights in Conflict Situations (1998) ‘Amicus Brief
Submitted to the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda Respecting the
Amendment of the Indictment and Supplementation of the Evidence to Ensure
the Prosecution of Rape and Other Sexual Violence Within the Competence of
the Tribunal’. http://www.womensrightscoalition.org/index_en.htm. Accessed
22 July 20085.

Coalition for Women’s Human Rights in Conflict Situations (2001) ‘Women’s
Groups Congratulate ICTY on Charges of Sexual Violence Against Slobodan
Milosevic’ Press Release 29 October. http://www.womensrightscoalition.org/
newsReleases/2001-10-yugo_en.php. Accessed 22 July 2005.

Coalition for Women’s Human Rights in Conflict Situations (2002) ‘Analysis of
Trends in Sexual Violence Prosecutions in Indictments by the International
Criminal tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR) from November 1995 to November 2002’.
http://www.womensrightscoalition.org/advocacyDossiers/rwanda/rapeVictims.
Accessed 22 July 2005.

Cockburn, C. (2004) The Line: Women, Partition and the Gender Order in Cyprus.
London: Zed Books.

Cohen, M. G. (1987) Free Trade and the Future of Women’s Work: Manufacturing and
Service Industries. Toronto: Garamond Press and the Canadian Centre for Policy
Alternatives.

Cohen, M. G. (19995) ‘Feminism's Effect on Economic Policy’. In R. R. Pierson and
M. G. Cohen (eds) Canadian Women'’s Issues: Volume II—Bold Visions. Toronto:
James Lorimer, pp. 263-298.

Cohen, C. (1997) ‘Punks, Bulldaggers, and Welfare Queens’. GLQ 3: 437-465.

Cohn, C., Kinsella, H. and Gibbings, S. (2004) ‘Women, Peace and Secur-
ity: Resolution 1325’, International Feminist Journal of Politics 6(1) (March):
130-140.

Colloreado-Mansfeld, R. (1999) The Native Leisure Class: Consumption And Cultural
Creativity in the Andes. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Comision Nacional de la Mujer (former name of INMUJER) (2004) Mexico: Sintesis
del Informe de Ejecucion. Mexico, DF: CNM.

Commission on Global Governance (1995) ‘Our Global Neighbourhood’. Oxford.
Conejo, M. (2002-2003) Hablando de Sexualidad con Adolescentes Indigenas:
Escuelas del Sistema Intercultural Bilingtie Imbabura. Otavalo: Jambi Huasi.
Conférence Agricole des Etats membres de la Communauté Economique

Européenne. Recueil des Documents, Stresa, 3 au 12 Juillet 1958.

Connell, R-W. (1998) ‘Masculinities and Globalization’. Men and Masculinities 1(1)
(July): 3-23.

Cook, J. (1998) ‘Flexible Employment: Implications for Gender and Citizenship
in the European Union’. New Political Economy 3(2): 261-277.

Cook, J., Roberts, J. and Waylen, G. (eds) (2000) Towards a Gendered Political
Economy. Basingstoke, Hampshire: Palgrave Macmillian.

Cooper, D. (1995) Power in Struggle: Feminism, Sexuality and the State. Buckingham,
England: Open University Press.

Copelon, R. (2000) ‘Gender Crimes as War Crimes: Integrating Crimes against
Women into International Law’. McGill Law Journal 46: 217-240.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-282 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 283

Correia, M. (2000) Ecuador Gender Review: Issues and Recommendations. A World
Bank Country Study. Washington DC: World Bank.

Correia, M. (2002) ‘Gender Dimensions of Vulnerability to Exogenous Shocks: The
Case of Ecuador’. In P. Beckerman and A. Solimano (eds) Crisis and Dollarization
in Ecuador: Stability, Growth, and Social Equity. Washington DC: World Bank,
pp- 177-215.

Council of Europe (1998) Gender Mainstreaming. Conceptual Framework,
Methodology, and Presentation of Good Practice. Strasbourg: Council of
Europe.

Cox, R. (1983) ‘Gramsci, Hegemony, and International Relations: An Essay in
Method’. Millennium 12(2) (Summer): 162-175.

Cox, R. (1999) ‘Civil Society at the Turn of the Millennium, Prospects for an
Alternative World Order’. Review of International Studies 25(1): 3-28.

Crain, M. (1996) ‘The Gendering of Ethnicity in the Ecuadorian Andres: Nat-
ive Women'’s Self-Fashioning in the Urban Marketplace’. In M. Melhaus and
K. A. Stolen (eds) Machos, Mistresses, Madonnas: Contesting the Power of Latin
American Gender Imagery. London: Verso, pp. 134-158.

Cravey, A. (1998) Women and Work in Mexico’s Maquiladoras. Lanham, MD:
Rowman & Littlefield.

Cruikshank, B. (1994) “The Will to Empower. Technologies of Citizenship and the
War on Poverty’. Socialist Review 23(4): 29-55.

Cruikshank, B. (1999) The Will to Empower. Democratic Citizens and Other Subjects.
Ithaca, NY: London.

CUTS (2004) We've Been Here Before: Perspectives on the Cancun Ministerial. Jaipur,
India: CUTS.

D’Amico, F. (1999) “‘Women Workers in the United Nations: From Margin to Main-
stream?’ In M. K. Meyer and E. Priigl (eds) Gender Politics in Global Governance.
Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 19-40.

Davos (2002) ‘The Silent Voices on Globalization’ Annual Meeting, 1 Feb-
ruary http://www.weforum.org/site/knowledgenavigator.nsf/Content/The%20
Silent%20Voices%200n%20Globalization_2002?open. Accessed 6 February
2003.

Davos (2003) ‘Globalization, Poverty and Inequality’ Annual Meeting, 23 January
http://www.weforum.org/site/knowledgenavigator.nsf/Content/Globalization,
%20Poverty%20and%20Inequality_2003?open. Accessed 6 February 2004.

Dean, M. (1999) Governmentality. Power and Rule in Modern Society. London,
Thousand Oaks and New Delhi: Sage.

Debord, G. (1967) The Society of the Spectacle. Translated by Donald Nicholson-
Smith. New York: Zone Books, 1995.

Debord, G. (1998) Comments on the Society of the Spectacle. London: Verso.

dela Cadena, M. (1995) ‘Women are More Indian: Ethnicity and Gender in a Com-
munity near Cuzco’. In B. Larson and O. Harris, with E. Tandeter (eds) Ethnicity,
Markets, and Migration in the Andes: At the Crossroads of History and Anthropology.
Durham: Duke University Press, pp. 329-348.

de la Torre, C. (2000) ‘Populist Seduction in Latin America: The Ecuadorian
Experience’. Latin American Series 32. Athens, OH: Center for International
Studies.

Delors, J. (1989). Report on Economic and Monetary Union in the European Community.
Luxembourg: OOPEC.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-283 9780230_537057_14_bib01



284 Bibliography

Delphy, C. (1984) Close to Home: A Materialist Analysis of Women's Oppression.
Ambherst: University of Massachusetts Press.

Delphy, C. (2000) ‘Rethinking Sex and Gender’. In K. Oliver (ed.) French Feminism
Reader. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 63-76.

Delphy, C. and Leonard, D. (1992) Familiar Exploitation: A New Analysis of Marriage
in Contemporary Western Societies. Cambridge, UK: Polity Press.

Derouse, S., Hodson, D. and Kuhlmann, J. (2004) ‘Economic Governance in the
EU: Lessons from the First Five Years of EMU’. Paper presented at UACES research
conference, Birmingham, September.

Desai, M. (2002) ‘Transnational Solidarity: Women’s Agency, Structural Adjust-
ment, and Globalization’. In N. A. Naples and M. Desai (eds) Women’s Activism
and Globalization: Linking Local Struggles and Transnational Politics. New York:
Routledge, pp. 15-33.

Deutsch, K. (1957) Political Community in the North Atlantic Area: International
Organization in the Light of Historical Experience. Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Deutsch, F. (1999) Halving It All: How Equally Shared Parenting Works. Cambridge:
Harvard UP.

Devetzi, S. and Schmitt, V. (2002) ‘Die offene Methode der Koordinierung im
Bereich Alterssicherung in der EU - eine kritische Bestandsaufnahme’, Deutsche
Rentenversicherung 4-5: 234-249.

Dieng, A. (2002) ‘International Criminal Justice: from Paper to Practice — A
Contribution from the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda to the Estab-
lishment of the International Criminal Court’. Fordham International Law Journal
25: 688-707.

Division for the Advancement of Women (UN/DAW) (1999) World Survey on the
Role of Women in Development. New York: UN.

Dobrowolsky, A. and Hart, V. (eds) (2003) Women Making Constitutions: New Politics
and Comparative Perspectives. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Domingo, P. (1999) ‘Rule of Law, Citizenship and Access to Justice in Mexico’.
Mexican Studies/Estudios Mexicanos 15(1): 151-191.

Dominguez, E. (2002) ‘Continental Transnational Activism and Worker Networks
under NAFTA'. International Feminist Journal of Politics 4(2): 216-329.

Doucet, M. (2000) ‘Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) and the Parallel
“People’s Summits”: Theorizing the Political and Democracy in International
Theory’. PhD dissertation. Canada: University of Ottawa.

Dunkley, G. (1997) The Free Trade Adventure: The WTO, the Uruguay Round and
Globalism—A Critique. London: Zed Books.

Dunn, T. (1996) The Militarization of the U.S-Mexico Border, 1978-1992: Low-
Intensity Conflict Doctrine Comes Home. Austin: Center for Mexican American
Studies, University of Texas.

Dutt, M. (2000) ‘Some Reflections on United States Women of Color and the
United Nations Fourth World Conference on Women and NGO Forum in
Beijing, China’. In B. G. Smith (ed.) Global Feminisms Since 1945: Rewriting
Histories. New York: Routledge.

EGGE (2001) ‘Gender Equality and the European Employment Strategy: An Eval-
uation of the National Action Plans for Employment’. Posted on EGGE website
April 2002 (see Note 6, Chapter 5).

Eguiguren, A., Maldonado A. and Marchén, M. (2002) Seis Estudios De Caso
Sobre Identidades Y Roles De Género En Las Nacionalidades Y Pueblos Del

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-284 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 285

Ecuador: Estudio De Caso Sobre El Pueblo Chachi—Fecche, Norte De Esmer-
aldas. Quito: P.R.O.D.E.P.I.N.E.

Ehrenreich, B. and Hochschild, A. R. (eds) (2002) Global Women: Nannies, Maids,
and Sex Workers in the New Economy. New York: Metropolitan Books, Henry Holt
and Company.

Einhorn, B. (2000) ‘Gender and Citizenship in the Context of Democratisation
in East Central Europe’. In S. Rai (ed.) International Perspectives on Gender and
Democratisation. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 103-124.

Elgstrom, O. (1998) ‘Norm Negotiations: The Construction of New Norms Regard-
ing Gender and Development in EU Foreign Aid Policy’. Journal of European
Public Policy 7(3): 457-476.

Ellina, C. A. (2003) Promoting Women'’s Rights: The Politics of Gender in the European
Union. London: Routledge.

Elson, D. (1996) ‘Gender-Aware Analysis and Development Economics’. In
K. P. Jameson and C. K. Wilber (eds) The Political Economy of Development and
Underdevelopment. New York: McGraw Hill.

Elson, D. (2000) ‘Gender at the Macroeconomic Level’. In J. Cook et al.
(eds) Towards a Gendered Political Economy. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan,
pp- 77-97.

Elson, D. (2004). ‘Engendering Government Budgets in the Context of Globalisa-
tion(s)'. International Feminist Journal of Politics 6(4): 623-642.

Enloe, C. (1993) The Morning After. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Enloe, C. (2000) ‘Womenandchildren: Making Feminist Sense of the Persian Gulf
Crisis’. The Village Voice 25 September.

Eschle, C. (2000) Global Democracy, Social Movements and Feminism. Boulder, CO:
Westview Press.

Eschle, C. (2005) ‘ “Skeleton Women”: Feminism and the Antiglobalization Move-
ment’. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society 30(3) (Spring): 1741-1770.

Eschle, C. and Maiguashca, B. (eds) (2005) Critical Theories, International Relations
and the Anti-Globalization Movement. London: Routledge.

Escobar, A. (1995) Encountering Development. The Making and Unmaking of the Third
World. Princeton/New Jersey: Princeton University Press.

European Commission (2004) Employment in Europe. Recent Trends and Prospects.
Luxembourg.

European Commission (2007) General Budget of the European Union for the Finan-
cial Year 2007. Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the European
Communities.

European Communities (2002) Agriculture: The Spotlight on Women. Luxembourg:
Office for Official Publications of the European Communities.

Evans, A. (1993) ‘Contracted-out: Some Reflection on Gender, Power and Agrarian
Institutions’. IDS Bulletin 24(3) (July).

Evers, B. (2003) ‘Broadening the Foundations of Macro-Economic Models through
a Gender Approach: New Developments’. In M. Gutierrez (ed.) Macro-Economics:
Making Gender Matter. London: Zed Books.

Facio, A. (1999) ‘Integrating Gender into the World’s First Permanent Criminal
Court’. http://iccwomen.org/archive/resources/bplus5/partl.htm. Accessed 9
November 2004.

Facio, A. (2004) ‘All Roads Lead to Rome But Some are Bumpier than Others’.
In S. Pickering and C. Lambert (eds) Global Issues: Women and Justice. Sydney:
Federation Press.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-285 9780230_537057_14_bib01



286 Bibliography

Falk, R. (2000) ‘Global Civil Society and The Democratic Prospect’. In B. Holden
(ed.) Global Democracy. London: Routledge.

Fausto-Sterling, A. (2000) Sexing the Body: Gender Politics and the Construction of
Sexuality. New York: Basic Books.

Ferber, M. A. and Nelson, J. A. (1993) Beyond Economic Man: Feminist Theory and
Economics. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Ferguson, K. E. (1984) The Feminist Case Against Bureaucracy. Philadelphia: Temple
University Press.

Fernandez-Kelly, M. P. (1983) For We are Sold, I and My People: Women and Industry
in Mexico’s Frontier. Albany, NY: SUNY Press.

Ferrdndiz, F. (2003) ‘Malandros, Maia Lionza, and Masculinity in a Venezuelan
Shantytown’. In M. Gutmann (ed.) Changing Men and Masculinities in Latin
America. Durham, NC: Duke University Press, pp. 115-133.

FfD Women’s Caucus (2002) ‘A Presentation to the Financing for Development
Ministerial Roundtable on “Looking Ahead”’. Monterrey, Mexico, March 21.
http://www.wedo.org/ffd/looking.htm. Accessed 2 April 2002.

Finnemore, M. and Sikkink, K. (1998) ‘International Norm Dynamics and Political
Change'. International Organization 52: 887-917.

Fligstein, N. (2001) The Architecture of Markets: An Economic Sociology
of Twenty-First-Century Capitalist Societies. Princeton: Princeton University
Press.

Folbre, N. (1994) Who Pays for the Kids? Gender and the Structures of Constraint. New
York: Routledge.

Foucault, M. (1990) The History of Sexuality: An Introduction. Vol. 1. New York:
Vintage Books.

Foucault, M. (1991a) ‘Governmentality’. In G. Burchell, C. Gordon and P. Miller
(eds) The Foucault Effect: Studies in Governmentality. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

Foucault, M. (1991b) Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison. Translated from
French by Alan Sheridan. London: Penguin.

Foucault, M. (1994a) ‘Omnes et singulatim. Zu einer Kritik der politischen
Vernunft’. In J. Vogl (ed.) Gemeinschaften. Positionen zu einer Philosophie des
Politischen. Frankfurt/M, pp. 65-93.

Foucault, M. (1994b) Uberwachen und Strafen. Die Geburt des Gefingnisses.
Frankfurt/M.

Foucault, M. (1999) Botschaften der Macht: Der Foucault Reader, Diskurs und
Medien, Stuttgart.

Foucault, M. (2000a): ‘Die Gouvernementalitdt’. In U. Brockling, S. Krasmann and
T. Lemke (eds) Gouvernementalitit der Gegenwart. Studien zur Okonomisierung des
Sozialen. Frankfurt/M, pp. 41-67.

Foucault, M. (2000b) ‘Staatsphobie’. In U. Brockling, S. Krasmann and T. Lemke
(eds) Gouvernementalitiit der Gegenwart. Studien zur Okonomisierung des Sozialen,
Frankfurt/M, pp. 68-71.

Fox, J. and Brown, D. (1998) The Struggle for Accountability: The World Bank, NGOs,
and Grassroots Movements. Cambridge: MIT Press.

Fraser, N. (1997) ‘From Redistribution to Recognition? Dilemmas of Justice in a
“Poststructuralist” Age’. New Left Review 212, July-August.

Freeman, M. (1999) ‘International Institutions and Gendered Justice’. Journal of
International Affairs 52(2): 513.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-286 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 287

Fremont, J. (2001) ‘Agriculture in Europe: The Spotlight on Women’. Statistics in
Focus: Agriculture and Fisheries Theme 5-7.

Freyung-Grafenau, L. (2004) ‘Land- und Forstwirtschaft’. http://www.freyung-
grafenau.de/index.phtml?NavID=376.34. Accessed 24 August 2004.

Freyung-Grafenau, L. (2005) ‘Arbeitsmarkt’. http://www.freyung-grafenau.de/
index.phtml?NavID=376.3. Accessed 3 March 2006.

Friedman, E. (1994) ‘Women’s Human Rights: The Emergence of A Movement’.
In J. Peters and A. Wolper (eds) Women and Human Rights: An Agenda for Change.
New York: Routledge, pp. 18-35.

Friedman, E. (1995) ‘Women’s Human Rights: The Emergence of a Movement'. In
J. Peters and A. Wolper (eds) Women’s Rights, Human Rights: International Feminist
Perspectives. London: Routledge.

Friedman, E. (2003) ‘Gendering the Agenda: The Impact of the Transnational
Women’s Movement at the UN Conferences of the 1990s’. Women’s Studies
International Forum 26(3): 313-331.

Friedman, T. L. (2004) ‘No Dumbo in Davos’. The New York Times: 7.

Fuhr, D. (1995) ‘Nachlese zur Biuerinnen-Rente: Anderungen zur Agrarsozialen
Gesetzgebung ab 1995’. In Der kritische Agrarbericht. Rheda-Wiedenbriick:
Arbeitsgemeinschaft Bauerliche Landwirtschaft.Bauernblatt e.V.

Fukayama, F. (1991) End of History and the Last Man. New York: Free Press.

Fukuyama, F. (1998) ‘Women and the Evolution of World Politics’. Foreign Affairs
77(5): 24-40.

Ganster, P. and Lorey, D. E. (eds) (2005) Borders and Border Politics in a Globalizing
World. Lanham: SR Books.

Gardam, J. G. and Jarvis, M. J. (2001) Women, Armed Conflict and International Law.
The Hague: Kluwer Law International.

Gaspar de Alba, A. (2003) “The Maquiladora Murders, 1993-2003’. Aztlan: A Journal
of Chicano Studies 28(2): 1-17.

Gibb, H. (1997) Gender Front and Center: An APEC Primer. Ottawa: North-South
Institute.

Gibb, H. (2002) ‘Review of Gender Integration in APEC: Overview’. Ottawa:
North-South Institute, September.

Gibb, H. (2004a) ‘Supporting Marginalized Women Exporters: An Overview of
Issues and Strategies’. APEC Committee on Trade and Investment, September.

Gibb, H. (2004b) ‘Speaking Notes for the Gender and Trade Panel’, East Block,
Parliament Hill, Ottawa, November 5.

Gibbings, S. (2004) ‘Governing Women, Governing Security: Governmental-
ity, Gender Mainstreaming and Women'’s Activism at the UN’. MA Thesis,
Anthropology. York University.

Gilbert, C. and Vines, D. (eds) (2000) The World Bank: Structure and Policies.
New York: Cambridge University Press.

Gill, S. (1995) ‘Globalization, Market Civilization, and Disciplinary Neoliberal-
ism’. Millennium: Journal of International Studies 24(3): 399-423.

Gill, S. (2002) ‘Privatization of the State and Social Reproduction? GATS and New
Constitutionalism’. Paper presented at the GATS: Trading Development? Inter-
national Workshop, Centre for the Study of Globalization and Regionalisation,
University of Warwick, 20-21 September.

Gill, S. (2003) Power and Resistance in the New World Order. Houndsmill, Basings-
toke: Palgrave Macmillan.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-287 9780230_537057_14_bib01



288 Bibliography

Gill, D. and Piper, N. (eds) (2002) Women and Work in Globalizing Asia. USA:
Routledge.

Gills, B. K. (2001) ‘Introduction: Globalization and the Politics of Resistance’. In
B. K. Gills (ed.) Globalization and the Politics of Resistance. New York: Palgrave,
pp- 3-1.

Gilpin, R. (2000) The Challenge of Global Capitalism: The World Economy in the 21°
Century. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Gilpin, R. (2002) ‘A Realist Perspective on International Governance’. In D. Held
and A. McGrew (eds) Governing Globalisation: Power Authority and Global Gov-
ernance. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Giugale, M., Lafourcade, O. and Nguyen, V. (2001) Mexico: A Comprehensive Agenda
for the New Era. Washington, DC: World Bank.

Goetschy, J. (2003) ‘The European Employment Strategy, Multi-level Gov-
ernance and Policy Co-ordination: Past, Present and Future’. In J. Zeitlin and
D. M. Trubek (eds) Governing Work and Welfare in a New Economy. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Goetz, A. (ed.) (1995) Getting Institutions Right for Women. IDS Bulletin 26(3).
Sussex: IDS.

Gordon, C. (1991) ‘Governmental Rationality: An Introduction’. In G. Burchell,
C. Gordon and P. Miller (eds) The Foucault Effect. Studies in Governmentality.
Hemel: Hempstead, pp. 1-51.

Granovetter, M. (1974) ‘The Strength of Weak Ties’. American Journal of Sociology
78(6): 1360-1380.

Grugel, J. B. (2004) ‘New Regionalism and Modes of Governance — Comparing US
and EU Strategies in Latin America’. European Journal of International Relations
10(4): 603-626.

Guillen, R. (2003) ‘Mujeres Transformando la Economia’. Interview. Cancun,
Mexico, September.

Gutierrez, M. (ed.) (2003) Macro-Economics: Making Gender Matter. London: Zed
Books.

Gutmann, M. (ed.) (2003) Changing Men and Masculinities in Latin America.
Durham: Duke University Press.

Haahr, J. (2004) ‘Open Co-ordination as Advanced Liberal Government’. Journal
of European Public Policy 11(2): 209-230.

Haahr, J. and Walters, W. (2005) Governing Europe. Discourse, Governmentality and
European Integration. New York: Routledge.

Haas, E. (1958) The Uniting of Europe. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Hafner-Burton, E. and Pollack, M. (2002) ‘Mainstreaming Gender in Global
Governance’. European Journal of International Relations 8(3): 339-373.

Hall, B. R. and Biersteker, T. J. (eds) (2002) The Emergence of Private Authority in
Global Governance. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Hamilton, S. (1998) The Two-Headed Household: Gender and Rural Development in
the Ecuadorian Andes. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press.

Hancock, G. (1989) Lords of Poverty: The Power, Prestige, and Corruption of the
International Aid Business. New York: Atlantic Monthly Press.

Hardt, M. and Negri, A. (2000) Empire. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Harriss-White, B. (1998) ‘Female and Male Grain Marketing Systems, Analytical
and Policy Issues for West Africa and India’. In C. Jackson and R. Pearson (eds)
Feminist Visions of Development. London: Routledge.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-288 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 289

Hassanali, S. (2000) ‘International Trade: Putting Gender into the Process,
Initiatives and Lessons Learned’. Discussion paper prepared for Status of Women
Canada.

Hayzer, N. (2003) ‘Forward’, http://www.accord.org.za/ct/2003-3/foreword.pdf
and http://www.peacewomen.org/un/SCOpenDebate2003/Bulgaria2003.pdf.
Hedley, B. (1977) The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics. New

York: Columbia University Press.

Held, D. (2002) ‘Cosmopolitanism: Taming Globalization’. In D. Held and
A. McGrew (eds) Governing Globalization: Power, Authority and Global Governance.
Cambridge: Polity.

Held, D. and McGrew, A. (eds) (2002) Governing Globalization: Power, Authority and
Global Governance. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Hemispheric Social Alliance (2001) Alternative for the Americas: Towards an Agree-
ment between the Peoples of the Continent. Second Peoples’ Summit. Quebec City,
Canada, April. In possession of Debra J. Liebowitz.

Herrera, M. G. (2001) ‘Introduccién’. In Antologia De Estudios De Género. Quito:
FLASCO-Ecuador/ILDIS, pp. 9-50.

Hewson, M. and Sinclair, T. J. (eds) (1999) Approaches to Global Governance Theory,
New York, State University of New York Press.

Hilsdon, A., Macintyre, M., Stivens, M. and Mackie, V. (2000) Human Rights and
Gender Politics. New York: Routledge.

Hocking, B. (2004). ‘Changing the Terms of Trade Policy Making: From the “Club”
to the “Multistakeholder” Model’. World Trade Review 3(1): 3-26.

Hollander, G. M. (1995) ‘Agroenvironmental Conflict and World System Theory:
Sugarcane in the Everglades Agricultural Area’. Journal of Rural Studies 11(3):
309-318.

Holy See (1998) ‘Intervention of the Holy See Diplomatic Conference of Plenipo-
tentiaries on the Establishment of An International Criminal Court, Working
Group on War Crimes’. http://147.222.27.5/people.dewolf/hs.html. Accessed
14 June 2004.

Hooper, C. (2000) ‘Masculinities in Transition: The Case of Globalization’. In
M. H. Marchand and A. S. Runyan (eds) Gender and Global Restructuring: Sightings,
Sites and Resistances. London: Routledge. pp. 59-73.

Hooper, C. (2001) Manly States: Masculinities, International Relations, and Gender
Politics. New York: Columbia University Press.

Hoskyns, C. (1996) Integrating Gender: Women, Law and Politics in the European
Union. London: Verso.

Hoskyns, C. (1999) ‘Gender and Transnational Democracy: The Case of the
European Union’. In M. K. Meyer and E. Prugl (eds) Gender Politics in Global
Governance. Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 72-87.

Hoskyns, C. (2004) ‘Mainstreaming Gender in the EU’s Macroeconomic Policy.
Institutional and Conceptual Issues’. Paper presented to ECPR conference,
Bologna, June.

Hoskyns, C. and Rai, S. M. (1998) ‘Gender, Class and Representation: India and
the European Union’. European Journal of Women’s Studies 5(3—4): 347-365.

Hoskyns, C. and Rai, S. M (2005) ‘Gendering International Political Economy’,
CSGR Working Paper No. 170/05.

Human Rights Watch (1999) Systemic Injustice: Torture, ‘Disappearance,” and Extraju-
dicial Execution in Mexico. New York: HRW.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-289 9780230_537057_14_bib01



290 Bibliography

Hunt, A. and Wickham, G. (1994) Foucault and Law: Towards a Sociology of Law as
Governance. London: Pluto Press.

Huntington, S. (1996) The Clash or Civilisations and the Remaking of World Order.
New York: Simon and Schuster.

ICC (2003) ‘Resolution ICC-ASP/2/Res.8 Recognition of the Coordinating and
Facilitating Role of the NGO Coalition for the International Criminal Court’.
http://www.iccnow.org/inroduction/ciccbackground.html. Accessed 21 July
2005.

Inder, B. (2004). ‘Short-Changing Global Justice’. The International Criminal Court
Monitor, November.

Inhetveen, H. and Blasche, M. (1983) Frauen in der kleinbaeuerlichen Landwirtschaft.
Opladen: Westdeutscher Verlag.

Inhetveen, H. and Schmitt, M. (2004) ‘Feminization Trends in Agriculture:
Theoretical Remarks and Empirical Findings from Germany’. In H. Buller
and K. Hoggart (eds) Women in the European Countryside. Aldershot, England:
Ashgate, pp. 83-102.

Ingraham, C. (2005) ‘Introduction’. In Thinking Straight: The Power, the Promise,
and the Paradox of Heterosexuality. New York: Routledge: pp. 1-11.

Instituto Nacional de las Mujeres (2004) Compilacion de los principales instrumentos
internationals sobre derechos humanos de las mujeres. Mexico, DF: INMUJER.

International Criminal Court (2002) ‘ICC Judges, Facts and Background,
Resumes’. http://www.iccnow.org/building the court/judges/statusofnomina
tions/resumes. html. Accessed 6 January 2003.

International Criminal Tribunal for Yugoslavia (2001) Press Release. Judg-
ment of Trial Chamber II in the Kunarac, Kovac and Vukovic case. http:
www.un.org/icty/pressreal/p566-html. Accessed 6 January 2003.

International Gender and Trade Network (2001-2005) Monthly Bulletin Vols 1-5
(May 2001-August 2005). http://www.igtn.org/Bulletins. Accessed 5 June 2004.

International Gender and Trade Network (2003a) International Gender and Trade
Network at Cancun. WTO Fifth Ministerial Meeting, Cancun, Mexico. IGTN.

International Gender and Trade Network (2003b) IGTN at Miami: Advocacy Position
for the Eighth FTAA Ministerial Meeting. November 20.

International Gender and Trade Network (2003c) ‘History’. IGTN, July 7.
http://www.igtn.org/History/history.html.

Jackson, C. (ed.) (2001) ‘Men at Work’ Men and Work: Labour, Masculinities,
Development. Portland OR: Frank Cass.

Jacobsson, K. and Schmid, H. (2002) ‘Real Integration or Just Formal Adaptation? —
On the Implementation of the National Action Plans for Employment’. In C. de
la Porte and P. Pochet (eds) Building Social Europe through the Open Method of
Co-ordination. Brussels, Bern, Berlin, Frankfurt/M., New York: Wien, pp. 69-96.

Jacoby, W. (2002) ‘Talking the Talk and Walking the Walk: The Cultural and
Institutional Effects of Western Models’. In F. Bonker, K. Muller and A. Pickel
(eds) Postcommunist Transformation and the Social Sciences: Cross Disciplinary
Approaches. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 129-152.

Jaggar, A. (1997) ‘Love and Knowledge: Emotion in Feminist Epistemology’.
In S. Kemp and J. Squires (eds) Feminisms. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
pp- 188-193.

Jahan, R. (19995) The Elusive Agenda: Mainstreaming Women in Development. London:
Zed Books.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-290 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 291

Jaquette, J. and Wolchik S. L. (eds) (1998) Women and Democracy: Latin America
and Eastern Europe. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Jayasuriya, K. (ed.) (2004) Governing the Asia Pacific: Beyond the ‘New Regionalism’.
Third World Quarterly Series, Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Jessop, B. (2003) ‘Changes in Welfare Regimes and the Search for Flexibility and
Employability’. In H. Overbeek (ed.) The Political Economy of European Employ-
ment. European Integration and the Transnationalization of the (Un)employment
Question. London/New York: Routledge, pp. 29-50.

Joachim, J. (1999) ‘Shaping the Human Rights Agenda: The Case of Violence
Against Women’. In M. K. Meyer and E. Prugl (eds) Gender Politics in Global
Governance. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield.

Johansson, K. M. (1999) ‘Tracing the Employment Title in the Amsterdam Treaty:
Uncovering Transnational Coalitions’. Journal of European Public Policy 6(1):
85-101.

Johnson, M. (1998). European Community Trade Policy and the Article 113 Committee.
London: Royal Institute of International Affairs.

Kabeer, N. (2004) ‘Globalization, Labor Standards and Women’s Rights: Dilem-
mas of Collective (In)Action in an Interdependent World’. Feminist Economics
10(1): 3-35.

Kahler, M. (19995) International Institutions and the Political Economy of Integration.
Washington DC: Brookings Institution.

Kardam, N. (2004) ‘The Emerging Global Gender Equality Regime from Neolib-
eral and Constructivist Perspectives in International Relations’. International
Feminist Journal of Politics 6(1): 85-109.

Kartini International, Dana Peebles (2004) Evaluation of the Women Leader’s
Network. La Serena, Chile.

Katz, C. (2003) ‘Vagabond Capitalism and the Necessity of Social Reproduction’.
In S. Aronowitz and H. Gantrey (eds) Implicating Empire—Globalisation and
Resistance in the 21°" Century World Order. New York: Basic Books, pp. 255-270.

Keane, J. (2003) Global Civil Society? Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Keating, M. (ed.) (2004) Gender, Development and Trade. Oxford: Oxfam.

Keck, M. E. and Sikkink, K. (1998) Activsts Beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks in
International Politics. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Kelly, L. (2005) ‘Inside Outsiders: Mainstreaming Violence against Women into
Human Rights Discourse and Practice’. International Feminist Journal of Politics
7(4): 471-495.

Kelly, R. M., Bayes, J. H., Hawkesworth, M. E. and Young, B. (eds) (2001) Gender,
Globalization, and Democratization. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield.

Keohane, R. O. (2005) ‘Global Governance and Democratic Accountability’.
In R. Wilkinson (ed.) The Global Governance Reader. New York: Routledge,
pp. 120-138.

Kerr, J. (2001) ‘International Trends in Gender Equality Work.” http://www.
genderatwork.org/updir/Joanna-internationaltrends.htm. Accessed 13 January
2003.

Kirsch, P. and Oosterveld, V. (2001) ‘Negotiating an Institution for the Twenty-
First Century: Multilateral Diplomacy and the International Criminal Court’.
McGill Law Journal 46(4): 1141-1161.

Klein, N. (1999) No Logo: Money, Marketing, and the Growing Anti-Corporate
Movement. New York: Picador USA.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-291 9780230_537057_14_bib01



292  Bibliography

Klein, N. (2002) Fences and Windows: Dispatches from the Front Lines of the
Globalization Debate. New York: Picador USA.

Knickel, K. and Seibert, O. (1990) ‘Freyung Grafenau Study Area Germany’. In
Agrarian Change and Farm Household Pluriactivity in Europe: Second Research Report
for the Commission of the European Communities on Structural Change, Pluriactiv-
ity, and the Use Made of Structures Policies by Farm Households in the European
Community. Vol. II: Study Area Analysis. The Arkleton Trust (Research) Ltd.,
pp- 152-172.

Kofman, E., (2000) ‘Beyond a Reductionist Analysis of Female Migrants in Global
European Cities’. In M. Marchand and A. S. Runyan (eds) Gender and Global
Restructuring. London: Routledge.

Kolbeck, T. (1990) ‘Direktvermarktung—Bedeutung fuer die Baeuerinnen
frueher und heute’. In S. Hebenstreit-Mueller and I. Helbrecht-Jordan
(eds) Frauenleben in laendlichen Regionen: Individuelle und strukturelle Wand-
lungsprozess in der weiblichen Lebenswelt. Bielefeld: Kleine Verlag GmbH,
pp- 143-169.

Kooiman, J. (2003) Governing as Governance. London: Sage.

Kopinak, K. (ed.) (2004) The Social Costs of Industrial Growth in Northern Mexico.
San Diego: US-Mexico Studies, University of California at San Diego.

Kronsell, A. (2006) ‘Studying Silences on Gender in Institutions of Hegemonic
Masculinity’. In B. Ackerley, M. Stern and ]. True (eds) Feminist Method-
ologies for International Relations. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
pp. 108-128.

Kuiper, E. and Barker, D. (eds) (2006) Feminist Economics and the World Bank:
History, Theory and Policy. New York: Routledge.

Kyle, D. (2000) Transnational Peasants: Migrations, Networks, and Ethnicity in Andean
Ecuador. Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press.

Lamarche, L. in collaboration with Bachand, R., Arnaud, A. and Chagnon, R.
(2005) Retaining Employment Equity Measures in Trade Agreements, February.
Ottawa: Status of Women Canada.

Laqueur, T. (1990) Making Sex: Body and Gender from the Greeks to Freud. Cambridge:
Harvard University Press.

Larner, W. and Walters, W. (eds) (2004a) Global Governmentality: Governing
International Spaces. London/New York: Routledge.

Larner, W. and Walters, W. (2004b) ‘Globalization as Governmentality’. Alternat-
ives 29(5): 495-514.

Latham, R. (1999) ‘Politics in a Floating World: Toward a Critique of Global
Governance’. In M. Hewson and T. J. Sinclair (eds) Global Governance Theory.
Lee, R. S. (2002) ‘An Assessment of the ICC Statute’. Fordham International Law

Journal 25: 750-766.

Leibfried, S. and Pierson, P. (eds) (2005) European Social Policy: Between Fragment-
ation and Integration. Washington, DC: Brookings Institution.

Lemeke, (2000) Paper presented in the Rethinking Marxism Conference, University
of Amherst (MA), 21-24 September.

Lemke, T. (1997) Eine Kritik der politischen Vernunft. Foucaults Analyse der modernen
Gouvernementalitidt. Hamburg.

Lemke, T. (2000a), ‘Foucault, Governmentality, and Critique’, http://www.
thomaslemkeweb.de/publikationen/Foucault,%20Governmentality,%20and
%20 Critique%201V-2.pdf.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-292 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 293

Lemke, T. (2000b) ‘Neoliberalismus, Staat und Selbsttechnologien. Ein kritischer
Uberblick iiber die governmentality studies’. Politische Vierteljahresschrift 41(1):
31-47.

Lever, A. G. (2006) ‘Women Leaders’ Network of APEC: From Call to Action to Our
Second Decade’. Presentation at the 11th Women Leaders’ Network Meeting,
Hanoi, Vietnam.

Levine, P. (2003) Prostitution, Race, and Politics: Policing Venereal Disease in the British
Empire. New York: Routledge.

Lewis, J. (1992) ‘Gender and the Development of Welfare Regimes’. Journal of
European Social Policy 2(3): 159-173.

Liebowitz, D. J. (2001) ‘Constructing Cooperation: Feminist Activism and the
North American Free Trade Agreement’. In M. DeKoven (ed.) Feminist Locations:
Global and Local, Theory and Practice. New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University
Press.

Liebowitz, D. J. (2002) ‘Gendering (Trans)National Advocacy: Tracking the Lol-
lapalooza at “Home"” . International Feminist Journal of Politics 4(2): 173-196.
Lifesite (1998) ‘International Criminal Court Approved. Lifesite Special report 19
July’. http://www.lifesite.net.1dn/1998/jul/98071b.html. Accessed 10 October

2003.

Lind, A. (2004) ‘Engendering Andean Politics: The Paradoxes of Women’s Move-
ments in Neoliberal Ecuador and Bolivia’. In J. Burt and P. Mauceri (eds) Politics
in the Andes: Identity, Conflict, Reform. Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press,
pp- 58-78.

Lisbon European Council (2000) ‘Presidency Conclusions’. 23/24 March. Lisbon.

Long, C. (2003) The Advocate’s Guide to Promoting Gender Equality at the World Bank.
Washington DC: Women's Edge.

Long, C. (2006) ‘An Assessment of Efforts to Promote Gender Equality at the World
Bank’. In E. Kuiper and D. Barker (eds) Feminist Economics and the World Bank:
History, Theory and Policy. London: Routledge.

MacDonald, L. (2002) ‘Globalization and Social Movements: Comparing
Women’s Movements’ Responses to NAFTA in Mexico, the USA and Canada’.
International Feminist Journal of Politics 4(2): 151-172.

MacKinnon, C. (1994) ‘Rape, Genocide, and Women’s Human Rights’. Harvard
Women’s Law Journal 17: 5-16.

Mallaby, S. (2004) The World’s Banker: A Story of Failed States, Financial Crises, and
the Wealth and Poverty of Nations. New York: Penguin Press.

Maquieira, C. ‘Discoursodel Representante Alterno de Chile, ‘Mujer, Paz
y Seguridad’ http://www.peacewomen.org/un/SCOpenDebate2003/Chile2003
es.pdf.

March, J. G. and Olsen, J. P. (1989) Rediscovering Institutions: The Organizational
Basis of Politics. New York: The Free Press.

Marchand, M. H. and Runyan, A. S. (2000) ‘Introduction: Feminist Sightings
of Global Restructuring: Conceptualizations and Reconceptualizations’. In
M. H. Marchand and A. S. Runyan (eds) Gender and Global Restructuring: Sightings,
Sites and Resistances. New York: Routledge, pp. 1-22.

Marchand, M. H., Boas, M. and Shaw, T. (1999) ‘The Political Economy of New
Regionalisms’. Third World Quarterly 20(5): 897-910.

Martinez, O. (1994) Border People: Life and Society in the U.S.-Mexico Borderlands.
Tucson: University of Arizona Press.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-293 9780230_537057_14_bib01



294 Bibliography

McBride Stetson, D. (2003) ‘The Women’s Movement and Welfare Reform in
the United States’. Paper presented to panel: Restructuring the State 2" ECPR
Conference, Marburg, Germany, September.

McBride Stetson, D. and Mazur, A. G. (eds) (1995) Comparative State Feminism.
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

McGrew, A. (2002) ‘Liberal Internationalism: Between Realism and Cosmopolit-
anism’. In D. Held and A. McGrew (eds) Governing Globalisation: Power Authority
and Global Governance. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

McMichael, P. (2000) Development and Social Change: A Global Perspective (2nd
edition). Thousand Oaks, CA: Pine Force Press.

McMichael, P. (2003) ‘Food Security and Social Reproduction: Issues and Contra-
dictions’. In I. Bakker and S. Gill (eds) Power, Reproduction and Social Reproduction.
Houndsmill: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 169-189.

Meier, P., Lombardo, E., Bustelo, M. and Maloutas, M. P. (2004) “‘Women in Polit-
ical Decision-making and Gender Mainstreaming: Obvious Partners?’. Paper
presented at 2nd Pan-European Conference on EU Politics of the ECPR Standing
Group on the EU, Bologna, June.

Meisch, L. (2002) Andean Entrepreneurs: Otavalo Merchants and Musicians in the
Global Arena. Austin: University of Texas Press.

Melhaus, M. and Stolen K. A. (eds) (1996) Machos, Mistresses, Madonnas: Contesting
the Power of Latin American Gender Imagery. London: Verso.

Mertus, J. (2004) ‘Shouting from the Bottom of the Well: The Impact of Inter-
national Trials for Wartime Rape on Women’s Agency’. International Feminist
Journal of Politics 6(1): 110-128.

Meyer, M. K. and Prugl, E. (eds) (1999) Gender Politics in Global Governance.
Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield.

Meyer, M. K. and Prugl, E. (1999) ‘Gender Politics in Global Governance’. In
M. K. Meyer and E. Prugl (eds) Gender Politics in Global Governance. Lanham,
MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 1-15.

Meyer, M. K. (1999) ‘Negotiating International Norms: The Inter-American Com-
mission of Women and the Convention on Violence against Women’. In
M. K. Meyer and E. Prugl (eds) Gender Politics in Global Governance. Lanham,
MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 58-71.

Mies, M. (1986) Patriarchy and Accumulation on a World Scale: Women in the
International Division of Labour. London: Zed Books.

Mink, G. (1998) Welfare’s End. Ithaca, NY: Cornell UP.

Mitter, S. (ed.) (1992) Computer-Aided Manufacturing and Women’s Employment: The
Clothing Industry in Four EC Countries. London: Springer Verlag.

Moghadam, V. (2005) Globalizing Women: Transnational Feminist Networks. Bal-
timore: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Mohan, G. (1996) ‘Globalization and Governance: The Paradoxes of Adjustment
in Sub-Saharan Africa’. In E. Kofman and G. Youngs (eds) Globalization: Theory
and Practice. New York: Pinter, pp. 289-303.

Mohanty, C. T. (2003) ‘“Under Western Eyes” Revisited: Feminist Solidarity
through Anticapitalist Struggles’. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society
28:499-536.

Molyneux M. and Razavi, S. (2005) ‘Beijing Plus 10: An Ambivalent Record on
Gender Justice’. Development and Change 36: 6.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-294 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 295

Monarrez Fragoso, J. (2002) ‘Feminicidio sexual serial en Ciudad Juarez: 1993-
2001’. Debate Feminista. 13 April.

Moreno-Ocampo, L. (2004) Address by Prosecutor Luis Moreno-Ocampo to Third
Session of the Assembly of State Parties to the Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Court, The Hague, September.

Morfin, G. (2004) Comision para Prevenir and Erradicar la Violencia contra las
Mujeres en Ciudad Juarez (2004). Informe de gestion. Mexico, DF: Secretaria de
Gobernacion.

Moser, C. (1993) Gender Planning and Development: Theory, Practice and Training.
New York: Routledge.

Moser, C. (1996) Confronting Crisis: A Summary of Household Responses to Poverty and
Vulnerability in Four Poor Urban Communities. Washington DC: Environmentally
Sustainable Development Studies and Monographs Series No. 7, World Bank.

Moser, C. (1997) Household Responses to Poverty and Vulnerability Volume 1: Con-
fronting Crisis in Cisne Dos, Guayaquil, Ecuador. Urban Management Program
Policy Paper 21. Washington DC: World Bank.

Moser, C. (2005) ‘Has Gender Mainstreaming Failed?’ International Feminist Journal
of Politics 7(4): 576-590.

Moser, C. and Moser, A. (2005) ‘Gender Mainstreaming Beijing + 10: A Desk
Review of Successes and Limitations in International Institutions’. Gender and
Development 13(2): 11-22.

Moshan, B. S. (1998) ‘Women, War, and Words: The Gender Component in
the Permanent International Criminal Court’s Definition of Crimes Against
Humanity’. Fordham International Law Journal 22: 154-184.

Mosse, D. and Lewis, D. (eds) (2005) The Aid Effect: Giving and Governing in
International Development. Ann Arbor, MI: Pluto Press.

Murphy, C. (1994) International Organization and Industrial Change: Global Gov-
ernance Since 1850. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Murphy, C. (2000) ‘Global Governance: Poorly Done and Poorly Understood’.
International Affairs 76(4): 789-804.

Nahapetian, K. (1999) ‘Selective Justice: Prosecuting Rape in the International
Criminal Tribunals for the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda’, Berkley Women’s
Law Journal. 14: 126-135.

Nayyar, D. and Court, J. (2002) Governing Globalization: Issues and Institutions.
Helsinki: UNU/WIDER.

Negroponte, J. D. ‘On the Implementation of Security Council Resolu-
tion 1325 on Women, Peace and Security http://www.peacewomen.org/un/
SCOpenDebate2003/USA2003.html.

Newman, C. (2001) Gender, Time Use, and Change: Impacts of Agricultural Export
Employment in Ecuador. Washington, DC: World Bank.

O’Brien, R., Goetz, A. M., Scholtle, J. A. and Williams, M. (eds) (2000) Contesting
Global Governance: Multilateral Economic Institutions and Global Social Movements.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ortiz, A. (2003) ‘Urban Development’. In V. Fretes-Cibils, M. M. Giugale and
J. R. Lopez-Calix (eds) Ecuador: An Economic and Social Agenda in the New
Millennium. Washington, DC: World Bank, pp. 251-264.

Ortiz-Gonzalez, V. (2004) El Paso: Local Frontier at a Global Crossroads. Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-295 9780230_537057_14_bib01



296 Bibliography

Ostheim, T. and Zohlnhofer, R. (2002) ‘Der Einfluss des Luxemburg-Prozesses
auf die deutsche Arbeitsmarktpolitik’. Zentrum fiir Sozialpolitik, Bremen, Arbeit-
spapiere 09.

Ostner, 1. and Lewis, J. (1995) ‘Geschlechterpolitik zwischen europdischer und
nationalstaatlicher Regelung’. In S. Leibfreid and P. Pierson (eds) Standort Europa.
Europdische Sozialpolitik. Frankfurt/M., pp. 196-239.

Otto, D. (1996) ‘Holding Up Half the Sky, But for Whose Benefit?: A Critical Ana-
lysis of the Fourth World Conference on Women'’. The Australian Feminist Law
Journal 6: 7-28.

Oxfam (2000) Tax Havens: Releasing the Hidden Billions for Poverty Eradication.
Oxford: Oxfam GB.

Panich, L. and Gindin, S. (2005) ‘Superintending Global Capital’. New Left Review
35.

Parpart, J. L., Rai, S. M. and Staudt, K. (eds) (2001) Rethinking Empowerment. Gender
and Development in a Global/Local World. London: Routledge.

Payne, R. A. and Samhat, N. H. (2004) Democratizing Global Politics: Discourse
Norms, International Regimes, and Political Community. Albany: State University
of New York Press.

Pearson, R. (2004) ‘The Social is Political’. In G. Waylen and S. M. Rai, Special
issue on Gender, Governance and Globalization, International Feminist Journal
of Politics 6(4): 603-622.

Peebles, D. (1999) Women Leader’s Network: Future Directions. Toronto.

Perrons, D. (2003) ‘Gender Mainstreaming in European Union Policy. Why Now?’
Paper presented to ESRC Gender Mainstreaming Seminar, Leeds, October.

Peterson, V. S. (ed.) (1992) Gendered States — Feminist (Re)Visions of International
Relations Theory. Boulder and London: Lynne Riener.

Peterson, V. S. (2003) A Critical Rewriting of Global Political economy: Integrating
Reproductive, Productive and Virtual Economies. New York: Routledge.

Pheko, M. (2002) ‘A Commentary on the WSSD from South Africa. International
Gender and Trade Network: Monthly Bulletin 2 (July) http://www.genderandtrade.
net.Accessed 13 January 2003.

Picchio, A. (1992) Social Reproduction: The Political Economy of the Labour Market.
London: Cambridge University Press.

Picciotto, S. (2003) ‘EU Company Taxation: Competition, Coordination, Harmon-
isation, Integration’. Paper Presented at the Arena Seminar, Oslo University,
May.

Pierson, R., Griffin, M., Bourne, P. and Masters, P. (eds) (1993) Canadian Women’s
Issues: Volume I—Strong Voices. Toronto: James Lorimer.

Pietild, H. (1999) Engendering the Global Agenda: A Success Story of Women and the
United Nations. INSTRAW Occasional Paper. 1. INSTRAW.

Pincus, J. R. and Winters, J. (eds) (2002) Reinventing the World Bank. Ithaca:
Cornell UP.

Piper, N. and Uhlin, A. (2003) Transnational Activism in Asia: Problems of Power and
Democracy. New York: Routledge.

Polanyi, K. (1944) The Great Transformation: The Political and Economic Origins of
Our Time. Boston: Beacon Press.

Polanyi, K. (1957) The Great Transformation. Boston, MA: Beacon Press.

Pollack, M. A. and Hafner-Burton, E. (2000) ‘Mainstreaming Gender in the
European Union’. Journal of European Public Policy 7(3): 432-456.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-296 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 297

Pollack, M. A. and Hatner-Burton, E. (2002) ‘Mainstreaming Gender in Global
Governance’. European Journal of International Relations 8(3): 339-373.

Porte, C. d. 1. and Pochet, P. (eds) (2002) Building Social Europe through the Open
Method of Co-ordination. Brussels: Peter Lang.

Portillo, Lourdes. (2001) Seniorita Extraviada. http://www.lourdesportillo.com.

Povinelli, E. (2002) The Cunning of Recognition: Indigenous Alterities and the Making
of Australian Multiculturalism. Durham: Duke University Press.

Prieto, M. et al. (2005) Las mujeres indigenas y la biisqueda del respeto. In
Mujeres ecuatorianas: Entre las crisis y las oportunidades 1990-2004. CONAMU/
UNIFEM/FLACSO-Ecuador/UNFPA: Quito, pp. 155-196.

Pringle, R. and S. Watson (1990) ‘Fathers, Brothers, Mates: The Fraternal State in
Australia’. In S. Watson (ed.) Playing the State, Australian Feminist Interventions.
London, Verso.

P.R.O.D.E.P.LLN.E. (2001) Documento Bdsico Y Orientador Sobre El Tema de Género
Quito: P.R.O.D.E.P.I.N.E.

P.R.O.D.E.P.ILN.E. (n.d.) Sistematizacion del Primer Congreso de Las Mujeres de la OSG
COCIP: Tema: Género y Equidad. Quito: P.R.O.D.E.P.LN.E.

Prugl, E. (1999) The Global Construction of Gender: Home-based Work in the Political
Economy of the 20" Century. New York: Columbia University Press.

Priigl, E. (2004a) ‘Gender Orders in German Agriculture: From the Patriarchal
Welfare State to Liberal Environmentalism’. Sociologia Ruralis 44(4) (October):
349-372.

Prugl, E. (2004b) ‘International Institutions and Feminist Politics’. The Brown
Journal of World Affairs 2: 69-84.

Prugl, E. (2004c¢) ‘From Equal Rights to Gender Mainstreaming: Feminist Politics
in German Agriculture’. Paper presented at the 45th Annual Convention of the
International Studies Association, Montreal, Canada, March.

Prugl, E. and Lustgarten, A. (2005) ‘The Institutional Road Towards Equality: Main-
streaming Gender in International Organizations’. In J. Jaquette and G. Sum-
merfield (eds) Institutions, Resources and Mobilization: Women and Gender Equity
in Development Theory and Practice. Durham: Duke University Press, pp. 53-70.

Prugl, E and Meyer, M. K. (1999) ‘Gender Politics in Global Governance’. In
M. K. Meyer and E. Prugl (eds) Gender Politics in Global Governance. Lanham,
MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 1-15.

Pihl, K. (2001) ‘Geschlechterverhiltnisse und die Veranderung von Staatlichkeit
in Europa. Ansdtze eines theoretischen Perspektivenwechsels’. In E. Kreisky,
S. Lang and B. Sauer (eds) EU, Geschlecht, Staat. Vienna: Facultas Verlags- und
Buchhandels AG, WUV/Universitédtsverlag, pp. 33-53.

Pihl, K. and Wo6hl, S. (2003) ‘Model “Doris”: A Critique of Neoliberal Gender
Politics from a Foucauldian Perspective’. Paper presented at the conference
‘Governmentality: Prospects of Michel Foucault’. 2-3 November. Frankfurt/M.,
Germany. Available at http://www.copyriot.com/gouvernementalitaet.

Rahier, J. M. (2003) ‘Racist Stereotypes and the Embodiment of Blackness: Some
Narratives of Female Sexuality in Quito’. In N. Whitten, Jr (ed.) Millennial
Ecuador: Critical essays on Cultural Transformations and Social Dynamics. Iowa
City: University of Iowa Press.

Rahmani, L. (2005) ‘International Human Rights Law: Gender Mainstreaming
in the United Nations Human Rights Treaty Bodies’. PhD Dissertation in
Economics. Sydney: University of Sydney.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-297 9780230_537057_14_bib01



298 Bibliography

Rai, S. (1996) ‘Women and the State: Issues for Debate’. In S. Rai and G. Lievesley
(eds) Women and the State: International Perspectives. London: Taylor & Francis.

Rai, S. M. (ed.) (2000) International Perspectives on Gender and Democratisation.
Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Rai, S. M. (2002) Gender and the Political Economy of Development. Cambridge: Polity
Press.

Rai, S. (ed.) (2003) Mainstreaming Gender, Democratizing the State? Institutional Mech-
anisms for the Advancement of Women. Manchester: Manchester University Press.

Rai, S. (2004) ‘Gendering Global Governance’. International Feminist Journal of
Politics 6(4): 579-601.

Randall, V. and Waylen, G. (eds) (1998) Gender, Politics, and the State. London and
New York: Routledge.

Ravenhill, J. (2001) APEC and the Construction of Pacific Rim Regionalism.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Razavi, S. and Miller, C. (1995) ‘Gender Mainstreaming in the World Bank, UNDP
and ILO’. Geneva: UNRISD.

REAL Women of Canada (1998) ‘The International Criminal Court -
World Nightmare’. http://www.realwomenca.com/newsletter/1998_May_Jun/
article_9.html. Accessed July 7, 2004.

Rebick, J. (2002) ‘Anti-Globalization/Anti-Fundamentalism’. ZNet Commentary
(March) http://www.wicej.addr.com/readings/rebick.pdf. Accessed January 13,
2003.

Rees, T. (1998) Mainstreaming Equality in the European Union. New York: Routledge.

Rees, T. (2004) ‘Reflections on the Uneven Development of Gender Mainstream-
ing’. Paper presented at ESRC seminar, Gender Mainstreaming: Comparative
Analysis, Leeds, May.

Regionales Entwicklungskonzept der LAG ‘“Landkreis Freyung-Grafenau” -
Kurzfassung’. Website of the Landkreis: http://www.freyung-gratenau.de/
media/custom/404_392_1.pdf. Accessed March 10, 2006.

Riddell-Dixon, E. (1999) ‘Mainstreaming Women’s Rights: Problems and Prospects
with the Centre for Human Rights’. Global Governance 5(2): 149-171.

Riddle, D. (2004) Supporting APEC SME Service Exporters: A Handbook of Best Practices.
APEC Business Advisory Council (ABAC).

Rieger, E. (1995) Bauernopfer: Das Elend der Europdischen Agrarpolitik. Frankfurt:
Campus Verlag.

Riley, M. (2001) ‘Women’s Economic Agenda in the 21* Century’. Occasional
Paper Series on Gender, Trade and Development. Center of Concern—Global
Women'’s Project and the International Gender and Trade Network—Secretariat.

Rippberger, S. and Staudt, K. (2002) Pledging Allegiance: Learning Nationalism in El
Paso-Juarez. New York: Routledge/Falmer.

Robertson, G. (2000) Crimes Against Humanity: The Struggle for Global Justice.
Melbourne: Penguin.

Rodrigues, M. J. (ed.) (2002) The New Knowledge Economy in Europe. Chaltenham:
Northhampton.

Rodriguez, V. (2003) Women in Contemporary Mexican Politics. Austin: University
of Texas Press.

Rome Statute for the International Criminal Court (1998) Un Doc. A/Conf. 183/9.

Romero, M. and Yellen, T. (2004) El Paso Portraits: Women’s Lives, Potential &
Opportunities: A Report on the State of Women in El Paso, Texas. El Paso: YWCA.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-298 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 299

Rose, N. (1999) Powers of Freedom: Reframing Political Thought. New York: Cam-
bridge University Press.

Rose, N. (2000) Powers of Freedom: Reframing Political Thought. Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press.

Rosenau, J. (1992) Governance Without Government: Order and Change in World
Politics. In ]. Rosenau and E-O. Czempial (eds) Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, pp. 3-6.

Rosenau, J. N. (1995) ‘Governance in the Twenty-First Century’. Global Governance
1: 13-43.

Rosenau, J. N. (2003) Distant Proximities: Dynamics beyond Globalization. Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press.

Rosenau, J. N. and Czempiel, E. O. (eds) (2000) Governance without Government:
Order and Change in World Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ross, A. (ed.) (1997) No Sweat: Fashion, Free Trade and the Rights of Garment Workers.
London: Verso.

Rossilli, M. (ed.) (2000) Gender Policies in the European Union. New York: Peter Lang.

Roth, B. (2006) ‘Gender Inequality and Feminist Activism in Institutions: Chal-
lenges of Marginalization and Feminist “Fading”’. In L. Chappell and L. Hill
(eds) The Politics of Women'’s Interests: New Feminist Perspectives. Routledge: UK.

Rubery, J. (2002) ‘Gender Mainstreaming and Gender Equality in the EU: The
Impact of the EU Employment Strategy’. Industrial Relations Journal 33(5):
500-522.

Rubery, J. (2004). ‘Gender Mainstreaming and Women’s Employability in EU
Countries’. Paper presented to ECE regional seminar, January.

Rubery, J. (2005). ‘Reflections on Gender Mainstreaming: An Example of Feminist
Economics in Action?’. Feminist Economics 11(3): 1-26.

Rubery, J. et al. (1998) Women and European Employment. London/New York:
Routledge.

Rueschemeyer, D., Huber, E. and Stephens, J. D. (1992) Capitalist Development and
Democracy. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Ruggie, J. (1982) ‘International Regimes, Transactions and Change: Embedded
Liberalism in the Post-war Economic Order’. International Organization 36(2):
379-416.

Ruggie, J. G. (ed.) (1993) Multilateralism Matters: The Theory and Praxis of an
Institutional Form. New York: Columbia University Press.

Ruggie, J. G. (1998) Constructing the World Polity: Essays on International Institution-
alization. New York: Routledge.

Runyan, A. S. (1996) ‘The Places of Women in Trading Places: Gendered
Global/Regional Regimes and Inter-nationalized Feminist Resistance’. In
E. Kofman and G. Youngs (eds) Globalization: Theory and Practice. New York:
Pinter.

Runyan, A. S. (1999) ‘Women in the Neoliberal “Frame”’. In E. Prigl and
M. K. Meyer (eds) Gender Politics in Global Governance. Lanham, MD: Rowman
& Littlefield, pp. 210-220.

Runyan, A. S. (2002) ‘Stop Trading Away Women's Lives: A Conversation with
Marceline White, Senior Policy Associate, Women'’s Edge, Washington, DC'.
International Feminist Journal of Politics 4(2): 261-267.

Rupp, L. J. (1997) Worlds of Women: The Making of an International Women's
Movement. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-299 9780230_537057_14_bib01



300 Bibliography

Ruppert, M. (2000) Ideologies of Globalisation. Contending Visions of a New World
Order. London; New York.

Sainsbury, D. (ed.) (1999) Gender and Welfare State Regimes. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Sargent, L. (ed.) (1979) Women and Revolution: A Discussion of the Unhappy Marriage
of Marxism and Feminism. Boston: South End Press.

Sargent, L. (1981) Women and Revolution: A Discussion of the Unhappy Marriage of
Marxism and Feminism. Boston: South End Press.

Schense, J. (2004) ‘Prosecutor’s Office Gears Up for Investigations’. The Interna-
tional Criminal Court Monitor February.

Schild, V. (2003) ‘Die Freiheit der Frauen und gesellschaftlicher Fortschritt: Fem-
inistinnen, der Staat und die Armen bei der Schaffung neoliberaler Gouverne-
mentalitat’. Peripherie 23(19): 481-506.

Scholte, J. A. (2000) Globalisation: A Critical Introduction. Basingstoke: Palgrave
Macmillan.

Scholte, J. A. (2002) ‘Civil Society and Democracy in Global Governance’. Global
Governance 8(3): 281-304.

Schunter-Kleemann, S. (1992) ‘Wohlfahrtsstaat und Patriarchat — Ein Ver-
gleich europaeischer Laender’. In S. Schunter-Kleemann (ed.) Herrenhaus
Europa — Geschlechterverhaeltnisse im Wohlfahrsstaat. Berlin: Ed. Sigma,
pp. 141-327.

Schunter-Kleemann, S. (1995) ‘ “Bei der Bauerin wird gespart”. Aspekte der Lebens-
situation von Landfrauen in vier europdischen Lindern’. Berliner Journal fiir
Soziologie 5(2): 191-206.

Schunter-Kleemann, S. (2003) ‘Was ist neoliberal am Gender Mainstreaming?’
Widerspruch (Hg.): Feminismus, Gender, Geschlecht 23(44): 19-34.

Seager, J. (1997) The State of Women in the World Atlas. 2nd revised edition.
Harmondsworth, UK: Penguin Books.

Sen, A. (1990) ‘Gender and Cooperative Conflicts’. In I. Tinker (ed.) Persistent
Inequalities: Women and World Development. New York: Oxford University Press,
pp. 123-161.

Shaw, M. (1997) ‘The State of Globalization: Towards a Theory of State Transform-
ation’. Review of International Political Economy 4(3): 497-513.

Shaw, J. (2001) ‘European Union Governance and the Question of Gender: A
Critical Comment’. http://www.jeanmonnetprogramme.org.papers.

Shiva, V. (1999) Stolen Harvest: The Hijacking of the Global Food Supply. Cambridge,
MA: South End Press.

Siaroff, A. (1994) ‘Work, Welfare and Gender Equality: A New Typology’. In
D. Sainsbury (ed.) Gendering Welfare States. London: Sage, pp. 82-100.

Sikka, P. (2003) ‘How about Responsible Taxes?’ Guardian 17 November.

Sinclair, T. J. (2004) Global Governance: Critical Concepts in Political Science, Volumes
I—IV. London: Routledge.

Slatter, C. (2003) ‘Beyond the Theory-Practice—Activism Divide’. Paper presen-
ted at workshop on Gender and Globalization in Asia and the Pacific: Feminist
Revisions of the International. January 13.

Slaughter, A. (2004) A New World Order. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Smith, A. M. (2001) ‘The Politicization of Marriage in Contemporary American
Public Policy: The Defense of Marriage Act and the Personal Responsibility Act’.
Citizenship Studies 5(3): 303-320.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-300 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 301

Smith, J., Chatfield, C. and Pagnucco, R. (eds) (1997) Transnational Social Move-
ments and Global Politics: Solidarity Beyond the State. Syracuse, NY: Syracuse
University Press.

Soesastro, H. (1998) ‘Open Regionalism’. In H. Maull, G. Segal and J. Wanandi
(eds) Europe and the Asia Pacific. London: Routledge, pp. 84-96.

Soesastro, H. (2003) ‘APEC’s Overall Goals and Obijectives, Evolution, and Cur-
rent Status’. In R. E. Feinberg (ed.) APEC as an institution. Singapore: Institute of
Southeast Asian Studies, pp. 29-45.

Spatafora, M. ‘Women, Peace and Security, Statement to the Security Coun-
cil of the United Nations’. Permanent Representative of Italy, to the
UN, on behalf of the European Union. http://www.peacewomen.org/un/
SCOpenDebate2003/EU2003.pdf.

Spener, D. and Staudt K. (eds) (1998) The U.S.-Mexico Border: Transcending Divisions,
Contesting Identities. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Press.

Squires, J. (2005) ‘Is Mainstreaming Transformative? Theorizing Mainstreaming
in the Context of Diversity and Deliberation’. Social Politics Fall: 366-388.

Stallabrass, J. (2006) ‘Spectacle and Terror’. New Left Review 37(January-February).

Standing, G. (1989) ‘Global Feminization through Flexible Labor’. World Develop-
ment 17(7): 1077-1093.

Staudt, K. (1998) Free Trade? Informal Economies at the U.S.—Mexico Border. Phil-
adelphia: Temple University Press.

Staudt, K. (2002) ‘Dismantling the Master’s House with the Master’s Tools? Gender
Work in and with Powerful Bureaucracies’. In K. Saunders (ed.) Feminist Post
Development Thought: Rethinking Modernity, Post Colonialism and Representation.
London: Zed Press, pp. 57-68.

Staudt, K. (2003) ‘Gender Mainstreaming: Conceptual Links to Institutional
Machineries’. In S. M. Rai (ed.) Mainstreaming Gender, Democratizing the State?
Institutional Mechanisms for the Advancement of Women. Manchester: Manchester
University Press.

Staudt, K. and Beatriz, V. (2005) ‘Women, Public Policy, and Politics: The Global
Crossroads of Juarez-El Paso’. Region y Sociedad.

Staudt, K. and Coronado, 1. (2002) Fronteras No Mas: Toward Social Justice at the
U.S.-Mexico Border. New York: Palgrave USA.

Staudt, K. and Coronado, 1. (2005a) ‘Civic Action for Accountability: Anti-
Violence Organizing in Juarez-El Paso’. In D. Shirk (ed.) Reforming the Adminis-
tration of Justice in Mexico. El Colegio de Mexico: Notre Dame University Press
(in Spanish).

Staudt, K. and Coronado, I. (2005b) ‘Resistance and Compromiso at the Global
Frontlines: Gender Wars at the U.S.-Mexico Border’. In C. Eschle and
B. Maiguashca (eds) Critical Theories, World Politics, and the Anti-Globalisation
Movement. London: Routledge.

Staudt, K. and Spener, D. (1998) ‘The View from the Frontier: Theoretical Perspect-
ives Undisciplined’. In D. Spener and K. Staudt (eds) The U.S.—-Mexico Border:
Transcending Divisions, Contesting Identities. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Press,
pp- 3-34.

Staudt, K. and Vera, B. (2006) ‘Mujeres, politics ptablicas y politica: los caminos
globales de Judrez-El Paso’. Region y Sociedad, XVIII, 37, 127-172.

Sternbach, N. S., Navarro-Aranguren, M., Chuchryk, P. and Alvarez, S. E. (1992)
‘Feminisms in Latin America: From Bogota to San Bernardo’. In A. Escobar and

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-301 9780230_537057_14_bib01



302 Bibliography

S. E. Alvarez (eds) The Making of Social Movements in Latin America: Identity,
Strategy, and Democracy. Boulder, CO: Westview Press, pp. 207-239.

Stienstra, D. (1994) Women’s Movements and International Organizations. New York:
St Martin’s Press.

Strange, S. (1995) ‘The Defective State’. Daedalus, Journal of the American Academy
of Arts and Sciences Spring.

Stratigaki, M. (2005) ‘Gender Mainstreaming versus Positive Action: An On-going
Conflict in the EU Gender Equality Policy’. European Journal of Women'’s Studies
12(2): 165-186.

Symington, A. (2002) ‘Globalization on Our Terms: A Time for Radical Action’.
In Re-Inventing Globalization: Highlights of AWID’s 9th International Forum
on Women’s Rights in Development. Guadalajara, Mexico 3-6 October 2002,
pp. 10-11. Toronto, Canada: Association for Women’s Rights in Development.

Symington, A. (2003) E-mail communication, November.

Tambiah, Y. (ed.) (2002) Women and Governance in South Asia: Re-Imagining State.
Colombo: International Centre for Ethnic Studies.

Tarrow, S. (1998) Power in Movement: Social Movements and Contentious Politics. 2nd
edition. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Tarrow, S. (2005) The New Transnational Activism. Cambridge: Cambridge Univer-
sity Press.

Tax Justice Network (2005). Tax Us If You Can: The True Story of a Global Failure.
London: Tax Justice Network.

Taylor, V. (2000) ‘Marketisation of Governance: Critical Feminist Perspectives
from the South’. DAWN. http://www.DAWN.org/publications.

Teague, P. (1989) The European Community: The Social Dimension. London: Kogan
Page.

Teightsoonian, K. (2004) ‘Neoliberalism and Gender Analysis Mainstreaming in
Aotearoa/New Zealand’. Australian Journal of Political Science 39(2): 267-284.
Teipel, B. (1996) Der landwirtschaftliche Betrieb im Giiterrecht des BGB. Frank-

furt/Main: Peter Lang.

Terry, J. (1999) An American Obsession: Science, Medicine, and Homosexuality in
Modern Society. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Terraviva (editorial) (1998) ‘Who’s Obstructionist? Arabs Ask’. Terraviva. The
Conference Daily Newspaper. http://www.ips.org.iss/tv020703.htm. Accessed
November 2, 2003.

Threlfall, M. (2002). ‘The European Employment Strategy and Guidelines:
Towards an All-Working Society?’ Paper presented to workshop, Loughborough
University, April.

Thomas, L. (2002) ‘Interview with Naomi Klein’. Feminist Review 70: 46-56.

Tiano, S. (1994) Patriarchy on the Line: Labor, Gender and Ideology in the Mexican
Maquila Industry. Philadelphia: Temple University Press.

Tidow, S. (1999) ‘Benchmarking als Leitidee: Zum Verlust des Politischen in
der europdischen Perspektive’. Blitter fiir Deutsche und Internationale Politik 3:
301-309.

Tong, R. P. (1998) Feminist Thought: A More Comprehensive Introduction. Boulder,
CO: Westview.

Trubek, D. M. and Mosher, J. S. (2003) ‘New Governance, Employment Policy and
the European Social Model’. In J. Zeitlin and D. M. Trubek (eds) Governing Work
and Welfare in a New Economy. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-302 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 303

True, J. (2003) ‘Mainstreaming Gender in Global Public Policy’. International
Feminist Journal of Politics 5(3): 465-490.

True, ] and Mintrom, M. (2000) ‘Transnational Networks and Policy Ditfu-
sion: The Case of Gender Mainstreaming’. International Studies Quarterly 45(1):
27-57.

Truong, T.-D. (2000) ‘A Feminist Perspective on the Asian Miracle and Crisis:
Enlarging the Conceptual Map of Human Development’. Journal of Human
Development 1(1): 159-164.

Tzannatos, Z. (2006) “The World Bank, Development, Adjustment and Gender
Equality’. In E. Kuiper and D. Barker (eds) Feminist Economics and the World
Bank: History, Theory and Policy. London: Routledge.

UNCTAD Secretariat and United Nations (2004) China’s Accession to the WTO:
Challenges for Women. New York: United Nations Development Programme.

United Nations (2000) Press Release, GA/9725. 10 June 2000.

United Nations (2002) ‘A/CONF.199/20*. In Report of the World Summit on
Sustainable Development, Johannesburg, South Africa, August 26-September 4.

United Nations Commission on Global Governance (1995).

United Nations Development Fund for Women (UNIFEM) (2000) Progress of the
World’s Women 2000. New York: UNIFEM.

United Nations Development Programme (1995) Human Development Report. New
York: Oxford University Press.

United Nations Development Programme (1996) Human Development Report. New
York: Oxford University Press.

United Nations General Assembly (2000) Report of the Ad Hoc Committee of
the Whole of the Twenty-Third Special Session of the General Assembly. In A/S-
23/10/Rev.1 Supplement No. 3. Twenty-Third Special Session.

United Nations General Assembly Security Council (2001) ‘Report of the Secretary-
General on the Work of the Organization: Prevention of Armed Conflict’
(5/2001/574) 7 June. http://daccessdds.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N01/404/
64/PDF/N0140464.pdf?OpenElement. Accessed September 12, 2007.

United Nations Inter-Agency Network on Women and Gender Equality Task Force
on Gender and Trade. Trade and Gender: Opportunities, Challenges and the Policy
Dimension. New York and Geneva.

United Nations Millennium Development Goals. ‘Goal 8: Develop a Global
Partnership for Development’. http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/.

United Nations SC/6816, Anwarul, C. (2000) ‘Peace Inextricably Linked with
Equality between Women and Men says Security Council, in Interna-
tional Women’s Day Statement’. Security Council press release 8 March.
http://www.un.org/womenwatch/news/articles/chowdhuryiwd00.htm.

United Nations Security Council (2000) ‘Resolution 1325’ (S/2000/1325). 31
October.

United States Senate (1993) ‘Congressional Record: 103™ Congress, Debate on the
Steven’s Amendment to the NAFTA Implementing Legislation’. November 19.

Uzendoski, M. (2003) ‘Purgatory, Protestantism, and Peonage: Napo Runa Evan-
gelicals and the Domestication of the Masculine Will’. In N. Whitten (ed.) Mil-
lennial Ecuador: Critical Essays on Cultural Transformations and Social Dynamics.
Iowa City: University of lowa Press, pp. 129-153.

Valverde, M. (1998) Diseases of the Will: Alcohol and the Dilemmas of Freedom.
New York: Cambridge University Press.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-303 9780230_537057_14_bib01



304 Bibliography

Van Staveren, 1. (2001) ‘Global Finance and Gender’. In J. A. Scholte (ed.) Civil
Society and Global Finance. New York: Routledge.

Van Staveren, 1. (2007) ‘Gender Indicators for Monitoring Trade Agreements’.
WIDE Briefing Paper. Brussels.

Velasquez, C. (2000) Memoria Del Taller De Politicas Publicas Y Equidad Entre
Hombres Y Mujeres, Peguche. Quito: P.R.O.D.E.P.I.N.E.

Verloo, M. (2002) ‘The Development of Gender Mainstreaming as a Political
Concept for Europe’. Paper presented at the Conference on Gender Learning,
Leipzig, September 6-8.

Vila, P. (ed.) (2003) Ethnography at the Border. Minneapolis: University of Min-
nesota Press.

Walby, S. (2005a) ‘Comparative Gender Mainstreaming in a Global Era’. Interna-
tional Feminist Journal of Politics 7(4): 453-470.

Walby, S. (2005b) ‘Gender Mainstreaming: Productive Tensions in Theory and
Practice’. Social Politics Fall: 321-343.

Warbrick, C. and McGoldrick, D. (2001) ‘The Preparatory Commission
for the International Criminal Court’ Current Developments: Public
International Law’. International and Comparative Law Quarterly 50:
420-435.

Ward, K. (ed.) (1990) Women Workers and Global Restructuring. Ithaca, NY: ILR
Press.

Ward, N. and Almas, R. (1997) ‘Explaining Change in the International Agro-Food
System’. Review of International Political Economy 4(Winter): 611-629.

Waring, M. (1988). If Women Counted: A New Feminist Economics. San Francisco:
Harper and Row.

Washington Valdez, D. (2002) ‘Death Stalks the Border’. June (also in Spanish).
http://www.elpasotimes.com/borderdeath.

Waylen, G. (2004) ‘Putting Governance into the Gendered Political Economy of
Globalization’. International Feminist Journal of Politics 6(4): 557-578.

Waylen, G. (2006a) ‘ “You Still Don’t Understand”: Why Troubled Engagements
Continue between Feminists and (Critical) IPE’. Review of International Studies
32(1): 145-164.

Waylen, G. (2006b) ‘Constitutional Engineering: What prospects for the Enhance-
ment of Gender Rights?’ Third World Quarterly 27: 7.

Waylen, G. (2007) Engendering Transitions. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Waylen, G. and Rai, S. M. (2004) ‘ “Preface” to special issue on Gender, Governance
and Globalization’. International Feminist Journal of Politics 6(4): 1-7.

WEDO. (1999) “‘WEDO Primer: Women and Trade’. Women’s Environment and
Development Organization. http://www.wedo.org/global/wedo_primer.htm.
Weiss, T. G. (2005) ‘Governance, Good Governance, and Global Governance:
Conceptual and Actual Challenges’. In R. Wilkinson (ed.) The Global Governance

Reader. New York: Routledge, pp. 68-88.

Weldon, S. (2006) ‘Inclusion, Solidarity and Social Movements: The Global
Movement against Gender Violence'. Perspectives on Politics 4(1): 55-74.

West, L. A. (1999) ‘The United Nations Women’s Conferences and Feminist Polit-
ics’. In M. K. Meyer and E. Prigl (eds) Gender Politics in Global Governance.
Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 177-193.

Whatmore, S. (1991) Farming Women: Gender, Work and Family Enterprise. Hound-
mills, UK: Macmillan Academic and Professional Ltd.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-304 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 305

White, M. (n.d.) ‘Making Trade Work for Women: Opportunities and
Obstacles’, reference material. Available at http://www.womensedge.org/pages/
referencematerials/reference_material.jsp?id=169.

White, M. (2000) Senior Policy Associate, Women’s EDGE. Interview. Washing-
ton, DC, January 13.

Whitworth, S. (1994) Feminism and International Relations: Towards a Political
Economy of Gender in Interstate and Non-Governmental Institutions. New York:
St. Martin’s Press.

Wichterich, C. (2000) The Globalized Woman: Reports from a Future of Inequality.
London.

Wilkinson, R. (2005) ‘Introduction: Concepts and Issues in Global Governance’.
In R. Wilkinson (ed.) Global Governance Reader. London: Routledge.

Williams, M. (2004) Gender Mainstreaming in the Multilateral Trading System.
London: Commonwealth Secretariat.

Williams, M. (2005). Gender Mainstreaming in the Multilateral Trading System.
London: Commonwealth Secretariat.

Wilson, A. (2004) The Intimate Economies of Bangkok: Tomboys, Tycoons, and Avon
Ladies in the Global City. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Winkler, N. (1990) ‘Die Frau in der bayerischen Landwirtschaft’. Bayern in Zahlen
44(2): 60-64.

Wohl, S. (2003) ‘Individualisierende Verantwortungszuschreibungen in der Sozi-
alpolitik. Perspektiven des Gouvernementalititsansatzes von Michel Foucault’.
In Institut fiir Sozialforschung (ed.) Mitteilungen. Frankfurt/M.: Heft 14,
pp. 120-146.

Women’s Caucus for Gender Justice (WCG]J) (1999) ‘Excluding Crimes against
Women from the ICC is not an Option’. http//www:iccwomen.addr.com/
reports.marpaneleng.htm. Accessed June 16, 2004.

Women'’s Caucus for Gender Justice (WCG]J) (2000) Recommendations and Com-
mentary to the Elements Annex and Rules of Procedure and Evidence. Submitted
to the Preparatory Commission for the International Criminal Court 12-30
June 2000. http:www.iccwomen.org/icc/iccpc062000pc/elementsannex.html.
Accessed October 2, 2002.

Women’s Environment and Development Organization (WEDO) (1999) ‘WEDO
Primer: Women and Trade’. http://www.wedo.org/global/wedo_primer.htm.
Women'’s Initiatives for Gender Justice (2006) ‘Three Women Elected to the Bench

of the ICC’. http://www.iccwomen.org/. Accessed March 13, 2006.

Women'’s International Coalition for Economic Justice (2000) ‘North Shares
Responsibility for Slow Progress in Beijing+5!" http://www.whrnet.org/beijing/
responsability.htm. Accessed June 28, 2000.

Women'’s Rights Action Network Australia (2005) Australian NGO Shadow Report
on the Implementation of the Convention on the Elimination of All forms of
Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW). October (with the endorsement of
103 organisations).

Wong, R. (2001) History of the Women Leader’s Network. CIDA and Kartini
International.

Wood, C. A. (2003) ‘Adjustment with a Woman'’s Face: Gender and Macro-
economic Policy at the World Bank’. In S. E. Eckstein and T. Wickham-
Crowley (eds) Struggles for Social Rights in Latin America. New York: Routledge,
pp. 209-230.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-305 9780230_537057_14_bib01



306 Bibliography

Woods, N. (2002) ‘Global Governance and the Role of Institutions’. In D. Held and
A. McGrew (eds) Governing Globalization: Power, Authority and Global Governance.
Cambridge: Polity Press.

World Bank (1992) Governance and Development. Washington, DC: World Bank.

World Bank (1994) Enhancing Women'’s Participation in Economic Development: A
World Bank Policy Paper. Washington, DC: World Bank.

World Bank (1996) Ecuador Poverty Report: A World Bank Country Study.
Washington, DC: World Bank.

World Bank (2000a) Advancing Gender Equality: World Bank Action since Beijing.
Washington, DC: World Bank.

World Bank (2000b) Précis: Evaluating Gender and Development at the World Bank.
Operations Evaluation Department. Washington, DC: World Bank.

World Bank (2001) Engendering Development through Gender Equality in Rights,
Resources, and Voice. Washington, DC: World Bank/Oxford University Press.
World Bank (2002a) ‘Building Institutions for Markets’. http://econ.worldbank.

org/wdr/WDR2002.

World Bank (2002b) Integrating Gender into the World Bank’s Work: A Strategy for
Action. Washington, DC: World Bank.

World Bank (2006a) World Bank Group: Working Toward a World Free of Poverty.
Washington, DC: World Bank.

World Bank (2006b) ‘Gender Equality as Smart Economics, World Bank
Gender Action Plan, Sept’. http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTGENDER/
Resources/GAPNov2.pdf.

World Commission on the Social Dimension of Globalization (2004) A Fair Global-
ization: Creating Opportunities for All. Geneva, Switzerland: International Labour
Organization.

World Economic Forum. n/d ‘About us’. http://www.weforum.org/site/ home
public.nsf/Content/About+the+Forum+Subhome. Accessed June 2, 2004.

Worth, J. R. (2004) ‘Globalization and the Myth of Absolute Sovereignty: Recon-
sidering the “Un-signing” of the Rome Statute and the Legacy of Senator
Bricker’. Indiana Law Journal 79: 245-265.

Xinhua News Agency (2003) ‘“Black list” of Anti-globalization Activists
Denounced before Cancun Meeting’. August 27.

Yanz, L. (1996) ‘Mujer a Mujer, Canada and Maquila Solidarity Network’. Toronto,
October 9.

Yeoh, B. S. A,, Teo, P. and Huang, S. (eds) (2002) Gender Politics in the Asia-Pacific
Region: Women'’s Agencies and Activisms. New York: Routledge.

Young, B. (2001a) ‘Geschlechterpolitik und disziplinierender Neoliberalismus in
der Europdischen Union’. In H.-J. Bieling and ]J. Steinhilber (eds) Die Konfig-
uration Europas. Dimensionen einer kritischen Integrationstheorie, Miinster,
pp. 131-161.

Young, B. (2001b) ‘Globalization and Gender: A European Perspective’. In
R. M. Kelly, J. Bates, M. E. Hawkesworth and B. Young (eds) Gender,
Globalization, and Democratization. Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield,
pp- 27-47.

Young, B. (2003a) ‘Financial Crises and Social Reproduction: Asia, Argentina
and Brazil’. In I. Bakker and S. Gill (eds) Power, Production, and Social Repro-
duction: Human In/security in the Global Political Economy. New York: Palgrave,
pp- 103-123.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-306 9780230_537057_14_bib01



Bibliography 307

Young, B. (2003b) ‘Economic and Monetary Union, Employment and Gender
Politics: A Feminist Constructivist Analysis of Neo-liberal Labour-Market
Restructuring in Europe’. In H. Overbeek (ed.) The Political Economy of
European Employment. European Integration and the Transnationalization of the
(Un)employment Question. London/New York: Routledge, pp. 99-112.

Young, B. and Hoppe, H. (2003). The Doha Development Round, Gender and Social
Reproduction. Berlin: Friedrich Ebert Stiftung.

Yunus, M. (1994) ‘Preface: Redefining Development’. In K. Danaher (ed.) 50 Years
Is Enough. Boston: South End Press.

Zein-Elabdin, E. (2003) ‘The Difficulty of a Feminist Economics’. In D. K. Barker
and E. Kuiper (eds) Toward a Feminist Philosophy of Economics. New York:
Routledge.

Zhang, Y. (2003) ‘Whither APEC after Cancun and Bangkok? Regionalism on
Trial’. Paper prepared for a joint international conference by the Shanghai Insti-
tute of International Studies and the New Zealand Asia Institute, Shanghai,
December.

Ziche, J. and Worl, A. (1991) ‘Situation der Bauerin in Bayern'. Landwirtschaftliches
Jahrbuch 68(6): 659-728.

Zuckerman, E. and Qing, W. (2003) Reforming the World Bank: Will the New Gender
Strategy Make a Difference? A Study With China Case Examples. Washington, DC:
Heinrich Boll Foundation/Gender Action.

Zuckerman, E. and Qing, W. (2005) Reforming the World Bank? Will the Gender
Strategy Make a Difference A Study With Chinese Examples, 2nd edition.
Washington, DC: Heinrich Boll Foundation/Gender Action.

5th December 2007  18:22 MAC/GOG Page-307 9780230_537057_14_bib01



