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IssuesIssues for for DebateDebate

 MethodologicalMethodological reflectionsreflections and designand design

 HowHow is is gendergender linkedlinked to to diversitydiversity in in 

differentdifferent organizationsorganizations??

 HowHow is is gendergender equalityequality & & women’swomen’s

issuesissues beingbeing framedframed in the EU & in the EU & acrossacross

EuropeEurope ??

 ConfrontationConfrontation of research of research findingsfindings withwith

theoriestheories, models & , models & conceptsconcepts



EurosphereEurosphere: : DiversityDiversity and the EPS and the EPS 

http://www.eurospheres.org/

WWhat are social & pol. actors hat are social & pol. actors views about views about 

diversity & EPSdiversity & EPS? What models do organizations ? What models do organizations 

believe in believe in -- a centralized or fragmented (or another a centralized or fragmented (or another 

model of) European Polity? Organizations’ views model of) European Polity? Organizations’ views 

on EU polity/policies: views on the development of on EU polity/policies: views on the development of 

EUEU--polity; and views concerning EU's involvement polity; and views concerning EU's involvement 

and power in policyand power in policy--makingmaking

Do actors/organizations Do actors/organizations communicate/ communicate/ 

participate participate in EUROin EURO--networks spaces?networks spaces?

WhatWhat areare theirtheir perceptions of perceptions of diversitydiversity, PS & EPS, PS & EPS

http://www.eurospheres.org/
http://www.eurospheres.org/


GenderingGendering The EPSThe EPS

Critique of the EP models:Critique of the EP models:

The The liberalliberal market model is exclusionarymarket model is exclusionary

The The republicanrepublican citizenship model citizenship model –– is is 

homogenizinghomogenizing

The The cosmopolitancosmopolitan model model –– is built ’from is built ’from 

above’above’

Only the Only the deliberativedeliberative model is able model is able 

empower women as social & political actorsempower women as social & political actors



DemocraticDemocratic DiversityDiversity in the Public in the Public 

SphereSphere

Dimensions in  public Dimensions in  public spheresphere ((FerreeFerree 2002):2002):

 WhoWho shouldshould participateparticipate, , onon whatwhat occationsoccations??

 WhatWhat shouldshould bebe the form of the form of contentcontent of of theirtheir

contributioncontribution to the public to the public discoursediscourse??

 HowHow shouldshould the the actorsactors communicatecommunicate withwith

oneone anotheranother??

 WhatWhat areare the the desireddesired outcomeoutcome of the of the 

processprocess??



GuidingGuiding HypothesisHypothesis

Gender makes a difference for attitudes of Gender makes a difference for attitudes of 

opinion makersopinion makers on the four different siteson the four different sites

Presence:  Presence:  Women are marginalised in the Women are marginalised in the 

EP; but different positions on the four sitesEP; but different positions on the four sites

PowerPower:  Women and minortities are both :  Women and minortities are both 

marginalised in the EPSmarginalised in the EPS

Discourses:  Discourses:  Gender intersects with diversity Gender intersects with diversity 

with various meanings across Europewith various meanings across Europe



Research DimensionsResearch Dimensions

 Where are the women Where are the women –– presence, voice presence, voice 

& power/empowerment& power/empowerment

 Gendering as a process Gendering as a process –– framings, framings, 

arguments & discourse, silencing arguments & discourse, silencing 

 Diversity & pluralism Diversity & pluralism –– a focus on a focus on 

intersections of gender and diversityintersections of gender and diversity

 Desired outcomes Desired outcomes –– policies, policies, models & models & 

visions and practice? visions and practice? 



Research Research QuestionsQuestions
 To To explore and explain the role of women and gender groups in the explore and explain the role of women and gender groups in the 

articulation of the national public sphere(s) & in relation to the four articulation of the national public sphere(s) & in relation to the four 
sites sites –– i.e. political parties, social movements, media and think tanks i.e. political parties, social movements, media and think tanks 
-- if and how they interact, cooperate and negotiate with ethnic if and how they interact, cooperate and negotiate with ethnic 
minority groups. minority groups. 

 To explore and explain the role of gender related concerns in the To explore and explain the role of gender related concerns in the 
articulation of the national public sphere(/s) and how they relate to articulation of the national public sphere(/s) and how they relate to 
issues of diversity in relation to social and political spaces/sites.issues of diversity in relation to social and political spaces/sites.

 To explore and explain the role of gender groups in the articulation To explore and explain the role of gender groups in the articulation 
of the European Public Sphere (EPS), how they cooperate & of the European Public Sphere (EPS), how they cooperate & 
negotiate with ethnic minority groups.negotiate with ethnic minority groups.

 TTo explore and explain the role of gendero explore and explain the role of gender--related concerns in the related concerns in the 

articulation of the European Public Sphere and how they relate to articulation of the European Public Sphere and how they relate to 

issues of diversity, especially to ethnoissues of diversity, especially to ethno--national concerns.national concerns.



MethodologicalMethodological ReflectionsReflections: : 

ChallengesChallenges & & limitationslimitations

Multi-level model – macro-meso & micro

Multiple approaches to the EPS

Comparative approach: 16 countries, 200 
organisations, 1300 interviews

Multiple sites: Political parties, social 
movements/NGOs, think tanks, and media

Data: Elite interviews, institutional data, 
media and surveys

Methods: Content analysis, critical frame 
analysis and discourse analysis of texts



PreliminaryPreliminary ConclusionsConclusions

The dominant The dominant picturepicture: : gendergender interactsinteracts withwith

otherother factors & factors & categoriescategories, i.e. , i.e. nationalitynationality, , 

pol. families, pol. families, ethnicity/raceethnicity/race

The EWL is The EWL is challengedchallenged: from : from minorityminority

women’swomen’s orgorg. & new (. & new (ConservativeConservative) ) 

women’swomen’s organizationsorganizations

The dominant The dominant picturepicture: a positive perception : a positive perception 

of of women’swomen’s SMOsSMOs of the link of the link betweenbetween

European integration and European integration and gendergender equalityequality??



GenderingGendering as a as a ProcessProcess

New New strugglesstruggles aboutabout the the meaningmeaning of of gendergender

equalityequality & & women’swomen’s issuesissues at the national at the national 

levellevel and in the EP?and in the EP?

ConservativeConservative & Socialists in the EP & Socialists in the EP have have 

differentdifferent valuesvalues, models & visions of , models & visions of gendergender

MajorityMajority and and minorityminority women’swomen’s orgorg. . have have 

alliances but alliances but maymay have have differentdifferent prioritiespriorities

A Paradox?A Paradox? NoNo commoncommon public public spheresphere –– yetyet

manymany orgorg. . belongbelong to to transnattransnat. . networksnetworks



IntersectionalityIntersectionality

Dominant national discourses are Dominant national discourses are 

genderegendered d -- some exclude the unequal other some exclude the unequal other 

Incusive counter discoursesIncusive counter discourses intersecting intersecting 

gender with ethnogender with ethno--national diversity exist, national diversity exist, 

i.e. in pol. parties & antii.e. in pol. parties & anti--racist org.racist org.

The coupling of gender and ethnicity/race is The coupling of gender and ethnicity/race is 

not a dominant concern in the selected not a dominant concern in the selected 

women’s organisationswomen’s organisations



The European Public The European Public SphereSphere

Counter  discourses  Counter  discourses  to the EPS: Euro to the EPS: Euro --

scepticisms & visions of a social Europescepticisms & visions of a social Europe

Is the dominant gender discourse in the EP Is the dominant gender discourse in the EP 

& the EWL is challenged by enlargement?  & the EWL is challenged by enlargement?  

New struggles about the meaning of gender New struggles about the meaning of gender 

equality & women’s rightsequality & women’s rights

Intersections of gender and ethnicity /race Intersections of gender and ethnicity /race 

by women’s org. as rhetoric and practiceby women’s org. as rhetoric and practice



ConfrontingConfronting TheoryTheory and Researchand Research

GenderGender and and DiversityDiversity: Respondents : Respondents articulatearticulate a a 

dualismdualism betweenbetween gendergender and and diversitydiversity modelsmodels

GenderingGendering the EPSthe EPS: Alliances : Alliances betweenbetween womenwomen & & 

minoritiesminorities cannotcannot bebe takentaken for for grantedgranted; ; questionsquestions

commoncommon interestsinterests basedbased upon upon marginalisationmarginalisation

ChallengeChallenge to to assumptionsassumptions aboutabout a a gapgap betweenbetween

civil society civil society actorsactors and national pol. institutionsand national pol. institutions

DiversityDiversity: : Respondents Respondents expressexpress differences in differences in 

terms of terms of nationalitynationality, pol. families, , pol. families, ethnicity/raceethnicity/race


