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Introduction

Gender and Global Justice:
Rethinking Some Basic
Assumptions of Western

Political Philosophy'

Alison M. laggar

0.1 Philesophical questions of distributive jusfice

Concerns about the gendered dimension$ of global justice have been
articulated only recently within the discipline of philosophy. In this
introductory essay, I explain how raising such concerns brings into
question some of the most basic assumptions of Western political
philosophy. I begin by situating reflections on global gender justice in
the context of earlier philosophical thought about justice,

Ceniral to justice is the idea of moral balance. Broadly speaking. 1o
be concerned about justice is to be interested in assuring that all claim-

_ants should give and receive whatever they are justly due. Normative

debate among political philosophers focuses on how the abstract 1dea
of what is justly due should be interpreted substantively and applied
in practice.

Western philosophers usually distinguish three main branches of
justice, corresponding to three main types of concerns. One branch.
retributive justice. addresses guestions regarding the appropriate pun-
ishment of wrongdoers. A second branch. reparative justice, addresses
questions of how to correct or rectify past wrongs. The third branch.
distributive justice. addresses questions concerning the fair distribu-
tion of the benefits and burdens of participating in a co-operative
enterprise. This is the branch that has received most attention from
Western philosophers and the essays in this volume mostly fall within
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2 Gender and Global Justice

this category, although it should be noted that questions of retributive
and reparative justice also have gender dimensions and can also be
raised in global contexts.

Altemative normative theories of distributive justice are structured
as sets of answers to several framing questions. Those questions are,
briefly: where, when, who, what, and how?

Where? asks what is the domain or sphere of life within which the
moral demands of justice have application.

When? asks what are the social circumstances within which the
demands of justice apply.

Wio? asks which entities should be regarded as subjects of justice.
meaning who or what are entitled to make justice claims deserving of
morai consideration.

What? asks which entities should be regarded as objects of justice,
meaning which kinds or categories of things should be distributed in
a just manner.

Finally, How? asks which principles are the rnost moraliy appropri-
ate for guiding the allocation of varicus objects to various subjects in
various circumstances.

Any convincing answer to these questions requires a rationale. In
other words, it requires addressing the further question, Wiy? Philo-
sophical theories of justice not only offer answers to the central ques-
tions of justice but—like all theories—they aiso explain why they
advocate these particular answers.

0.2 Western political philosophy from the sixteenth to
mid-fwentieth centuries

Between the late sixteenth and the mid-twentieth centuries, Western
polizical philosophers, sometimes termed “modern™ political phiioso-
phers, develaped answers to these questions that were widely accepted
by the end of the period.

Where? Modern Western philosophers agreed that the moral
demands of justice held only among people who shared a common way
of life, and they typically identified the external boundaries of this
moral community with the frontiers of the sovereign state. They also
identified “internal” limits to the moral demands of justice, drawing
these boundaries around areas of supposedly personal life such as
religion, household, and family. In these areas, the demands of justice
were thought to be inapplicable.

infroduction; Gender and Global Justice 3

When? Most modern philosophers agreed that the circumstances in

which the principles of justice had applicability were those of moderate
scarcity. That is to say, they assumed that questions of justice arise
only when the necessities of life are not so plentiful that all legitimate
claimants can have as much of anything as they want and not so scarce
that it is impossible to reach any satisfactory agreement about distrib-
uting the available objects.

Who? Modern philosophers tended to regard the legitimate claim-
ants or subjects of justice as those human individuals residing within
a particular jurisdiction. Prior to the advent of universal citizenship,
even slaves and serfs were thought to be the source of some legitimate
Jjustice claims, but foreigners and animals were typically excluded as
subjects of justice.

Whai? The main objects of justice or kinds of things thought appro-
priate for just distribution were typicaily taken to be political rights
and responsibilities. on the one hand, and economic obligations and
access to resources, on the other.

How? Typically assuming certain answers to the questions of where.,
when. who, and what, Western philosophical debate about justice
focused mostly on the question of “how.” In other words. it sought
to identify"morally acceptable criteria to guide just distributions of
available ghods among legitimate claimants. Popular candidates to
ground pringiples of just distribution have included: equal distribu-
tion, distribution according to need. and distribution according to
desert, '

Why? Underlying much of the thinking of modern Western political
philosophers have been basic moral commitments to individual iiberty
and equality. Throughout the modern period. these values increasingly
came t0 be regarded as defauit standards. Limits on Iiberty and depar-
tures from equality were both thought to require further justification
and this was often presented as the best way of balancing these fun-
damental values,

0.3 Western political philosophy after World War I

The last half of the twentieth century saw a new flowering of political
philosophy, responding to striking changes in the post-war world.
The changes included extensive decolonization, the Caold War, and
the establishment of social democracy in much of Western Europe.
In many countries. new demands for eguality were made by women
and by the members of previously marginalized or stigmatized
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4 Gender and Glebal Justice

communities. These changes inspired philosophers to begin question-
ing long-accepted assumptions about justice.

0.3.1 Rawis’s A Theory of Justice {1971)

John Rawis’s 4 Theory of Justice is the pre-eminent work of political
phifosophy in the second half of the twentieth century. Rawls’s theory
incorporated muck of the new political sensibility of the post-war era.
but the world continued to change rapidiy over the course of Rawls’s
career, raising challenges for political philosophy that could be only
partially accommodated within the framework established by 4 Theory
of Justice. Here 1 will mention only a few features of Rawls’s rich and
complex work.

Rawis ofters a normative theory of justice which assumes its domain
to be a single society. imagined as sovereign and economically seif-
sufficient. The theory takes justice to be a property that characterizes
primarily social institutions rather than individuals’ characters or par-
ticular relationships. Institutions are refatively stable practices that
organize social life. They provide the social context within which
people make decisions and structure the options socially availabie to
individuals by assigning costs and benefits to various choices. Rawls’s
assertion that justice applies primarily to social institutions helps
clarify the difference between ethics and potitical philosophy. Ethics
assesses individual conduct and character, as manifested in the choices
that people make, whereas political philosophy assesses the design
of institutions that together establish the social frameworks within
which people make choices. For Rawls, the task of political philo-
sophy is to consider whether the main institutions that regulate
everyone's life opportunities distribute social burdens and benefits in
ways that are just, or at least more just than feasible aliernative
arrangements. _

At the normative level, A Theorv of Justice emphasized the interde-
pendence of liberty and equality. Rawls recognized clearly that estab-
lishing formal equality did not guarantee that people would be
substantively equal, and that the worth of liberty could be diminished
by lack of access to economic resources. For Rawls, therefore, citizens
in a just society must not only be political equals; their equal claim on
the society’s economic resources mast zlso be recognized. One of
Rawis’s boldest principles of economic justice asserted that inequali-
ties in income were justifiable only insofar as they contributed to
raising the lowest socio-economic position.

introduction: Gender and Global Jusiice 5

In terms of answering the questions that structure normative the-
ories of justice, Rawls’s main innovation consists in his distinctive and
remarkably egalitarian answer to the question of fiow the benefits and
burdens of social co-operation should be distributed. At the time of
its publication the book was hailed as a new beginning in normative
political philosophy. following a famous declaration of the death of
this field.” However, Rawls’s theory is better seen as bringing three
centuries of Western political philosophy to culmination. It provides
the most explicit and developed expression of this tradition. thereby
making its assumptions more available to critical scrutiny. Toward the
end of the twentieth century, other philesophers began to challenge
assumptions largely taken for granted by Rawls and by earlier Western
philosophers. These assumptions concerned the domain, the subjecis.
and the objects of justice.

0.3.2 Llate-twentieth-century challenges to long-established
assumptions of Western political philosophy

0.3.2.1 Critical thinking about race and ethniciry

Following World War 11, concerns over injustice to racialized people
arose from several sources. One source was decolonization. especially
in Africa and the Indian subcontinent. A second was the African-
American struggle for civil rights in the United States, and a third the
discrimination experienced by immigrants and students {rom the erst-
while colomes when they entered Europe and North America. Some
of these concerns were soon reflected in Western political philosophy:
here I will mention two manifestations.

In their influential Little boek, Black Power, published in 1967, US
Black activists Stokely Carmichaei and Michael Hamulton distin-
guished individual from institutional racism. Individual racism con-
sists in persenal hatred, contempt. or disregard for peopie of color.
Institutional racism is revealed in social structures that systematically
disadvantage people of color. Institutional racism sometimes makes
overt reference 1o race. as in the case of systems such as Jim Crow and
apartheid, but it may also be overtly race-neutral. Carmichael and
Hamilton show how many seemingly race-neutrat institutions in the
United States. such as education and housing. often proeduce system-
atically less favorable outcomes for people of color. Such disadvanta-
ging can occur even in the absence of overt or felt prejudice on the
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6 Gender and Global Justice

part of white people associated with the institution in question. Rawls’s
emphasis that political philosophy is concerned primarily with the
justice of institutions may have been influenced by this groundbreak-
mg activist work. ‘

One prominent slogan of the US civil rights movement was “Black
is beautiful,” which expressed the idea that injustice may be not only
political and economic but also cultural and symbolic (Fraser 1997).
In the 1980s and 1990s, this idea was the focus of a series of philosophi-
cal debates over what came to be called “multiculturalism.™ The
debates considered how cultural “recognition™ might be accorded to
groups such as racialized, ethnic, sexual, and religious minorities,
whose identities had been publicly devalued and stigmatized.

I have selected for mention the institutional and the multicuitural
aspects of critical race theory because they go beyond demanding that
individuals who belong to racialized or marginalized communities
should enjoy political and economic rights that are formaily equal with
those enjoyed by members of the dominant group. Additionally, criti-
cal race theory challenges earlier conceptions of both the subjects and
the objects of justice. It suggests that groups as well as individuals may
be the sources of justice claims and that these claims may include
demands for public recognition and valuation.

0.3.2.2 Western feminism

Western feminist philosophy emerged in the 1970s as an expression of
the second wave of the women's liberation movement. which began to
rise in the 1960s. Like critical race theorists, femninist theorists also
drew on the available resources of Western political philosophy, espe-
cially its longstanding commitments to liberty and equality. Yet in
pressing the limits of both, feminists too brought into guestion some
of Western philosophy’s basic assumptions about justice.

Feminist philosophers began by conceptually distinguishing sex,
which they initially (and too simplistically) regarded as a biologically
given binary, from gender, which they viewed as a complex set of social
norms regulating evervone’s lives according to assigned masculine and
feminine gender identities. Using the idea that people’s social situa-
tions differ according to their gender. feminist theorists identitied both
overt and covert forms of institutional gender injustice. In addition to
overtly discriminatory policies. such as those explicitly prohibiting
women from certain occupations, covert gender bias existed in many
facially gender-neutral institutions of daily life, such as the standard

P
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working day structured on the assumption that workers have no care-
taking responsibilities (MacKinnon 1987). Feminist theorists articu-
lated their recognition of this type of injustice by asserting that some
institutions had a disparate impact on women, not because women had
a distinct sexual nature but because their social situations were system-
atically different from men’s.

Just as the criticai race theorists had gone beyond demanding liberty
and equality for people of color on the same terms as white people. so
some feminist philosophers went beyond demanding hiberty and equal-
ity for women on the same terms as men. They too chalienged long-
held assumptions about justice. A distinctive insight of second-wave
Wesiern feminism was expressed in the slogan “The personal 1s politi-
cal.” which drew attention to the gendered power inequalities structur-
ing many aspects of personal life. These inequalities, which previously
had been regarded as idiosyncratic rather than systemic. included
domestic violence. incest. and the expectation that women take primary
responsibility for caretaking. Feminist theorists argued that the home
should not be excluded from the domain of justice but rather recog-
nized as a site within which the demands of justice held sway {Okin

1989),

Feminists’ focus on injustice in personal life expanded previous
conceptions both of the site or domain of justice and also of its ofjects.

. Feminist philosophers argued that not only politicai rights and res-
ponsibilities. material resources, and cultural respect should be distri-

biited justly: so too should customary responsibilities for domestic and
care work.

0.4 Philosophical work on justice at the global level

Until the mid-twentieth century, political philosophers tended to think
that the international sphere could not be a site of justice because it
had no sovereign to enforce any agreements made and so could not be
a system of social co-operation.” Instead. they regarded the interna-
tional sphere as a potential bartleground, in which states must be
perpetually prepared for a war of each against all. In other words.
potitical philosophers assumed that the moral demands of justice held
only within states. not among them. Following World War 11, however,

- the international scene was radically transtormed in ways that under-

mined this traditional assumption about the domain of justice.
Several developments raised the idea that the demands of justice
reached beyond state borders. an idea that was institutionalized in the

Bl e
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8 Gender ond Global lusiice

United Nations Charter model of international relations, replacing the
Westphalian model that had existed since the seventeenth century. One
aspect of this idea was a cosmopolitan concern for the rights of all
human beings everywhere, a concern expressed in the landmark 1948
United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The Nurem-
berg and Tokyo war crimes tribunals, as well as other later tribunals.
were designed to demonstrate that these rights must be respected uni-
versally. In 2002. the International Criminal Court was established as
a permanent international tribunal to prosecute individuals for geno-
cide, crimes against hurnanity. war crimes, and the crime of aggression,
Another aspect of the idea that the international realm was a domain
of justice was the establishment of internationai economic institutions
designed to promote economic development and regulate global trade.
These institutions began with the post-war agreements made at Bretton
Woods and culminated in the World Trade Organization. In the latter
part of the twentieth century, the idea spread that the world was in
some sense a single community, an idea expressed in the popular 1960s
expression “global village.” In response 1o these developments, politi-
cal philosophers began to recognize the international realm asa domain
of justice—meaning that it was a sphere in which assessments of justice
made sense—and some began to speak of a “global basic structure.”
But who were the subjects or ciaimants of justice in this domain. what
was to be distributed. and how or according to which principles?

In the last quarter of the twentieth century, philosophers working
on giobal justice began to address a wide range of topics to which
earlier philosophers had paid little or no attention. Reflections on the
topics of just war and human rights have a tong philosophical ancestry.
but much new work in these areas has challenged the morai authority
of the state in unprecedented ways. On the one hand, the authority of
states is reinforced by their being charged as guarantors of human
rights but, on the other hand. this charge simuftaneously limits their
authority, since states that fail to discharge this responsibility are often
thought to Jose their moral legitimacy, Ultimate state sovereignty has
been challenged from the perspective of individual citizens, who are
now recognized as having the right and even the responsibility to resist
violations of human rights on the part of their own governments: from
the perspective of groups of citizens, who may wish to establish minor-
ity rights or even form their own state (the questions of multicultural-
ism and secession); and from the perspective of states concerned about
calamities in other countries (the question of humanitarian interven-
tion). Morally motivated worries about the limits of state sovereignty
have given rise to further questions about legitimate global governance

introduction: Gender and Global justice @

anfi potitical freedom. For instance. phitosophers are inereasingly rec-
ognizing the moral urgency as well as the philosophical interest of
reflecting critically on the responsibility of states for environmental
damage beyond their borders and on international migration. Special
atiention has been focused on issues of global distributive justice, in
part because economic inequalities among countries are glaring and
have even increased since 1970.

-Recent work on global justice breaks with two long-established
philosophical assumptions about justice. [t treats the international as
well as the national sphere as a domain of justice and it asserts that
botl states and individuals may be subjects or claimants of justice.
Phiiosophers concerned with the gendered dimensions of global justice
raise even deeper challenges to the assumptions about justice that for
centuries have undergirded Western political philosophy.

0.5 Philosophical work on global gender justice

It is sometimes assumed that philosophers working on the gender
dimensions of global justice address only a limited range of issucs
believed to have special relevance to women. Examples of such issues
are female seCiusion. genital cutting, religiously based systems of law
pertaining to-marriage and inheritance. and sex trafficking. However.
to limit the field of giobal gender justice to such issues would be to
construe it too narrowly. All of the issues addressed by global justice
theorists have gendered dimensions and teminist philosophers con-
cerned with global justice take as their task the critical exploration of
these dimensions. Thus. philosophical work in global gender justice
addresses the gendered dimensions of war, human nghts, slobal gov-
ernance, political freedom. nationalism. migration. indebtedness.
poverty, climate change and more.

Philosophical discussions of topics pertaining to global justics are
frequently framed as a conflict between the moral claims of national-
ismr. on the one hand. and cosmopolitanism. on the other: for mstance.
this framework structures much of the philosophical debate on globai
poverty. Nationalist philosophers argue that individuals’ nationality
is a morally weighty characteristic and that people should be con-
cerned first about meeting the needs of their compatriots; only after
those needs are met should citizens of wealthy countries consider
assisting impoverished people abroad (Miller 2006). By contrast. cos-
mopolitan philosophers argue that pational identity is morally irreie-
vant 1o the injustice of poverty on a global scale (Singer 2002 Pogge
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10 Gender and Global Justice

2002). However, framing the discussion of global poverty exclusively
as a debate about the moral salience of state boundaries obscures
transnational divisions that stretch across national boundaries. One of
these divisions is gender. Even though women’s situations relative to
men’s vary widely both among and within different regions of the
world, women everywhere terd to suffer more than men of the same
ethnicity, class, and even family from poverty, overwork. sexual vio-
lence, and political marginalization,

One task undertaken by philosophers concerned with the gender
dimensions of global justice has been to trace the ways in which con-
temporary transnational institutions and recent global policies, most
of them facially gender-neutral, have had systematically disparate and
often burdensome consequences for specific groups of women in both
the global North and the global South. Below, I sketch several
examples,

First, the expansion of global trade has resuited in many hitherto
well-paid jobs being moved to low-wage areas in the global South.
Here. many women have become a new indusirial proletariat in labor-
intensive export-based industries, especially in much of Asia. where
governments have tempted multinational corporate investment with
stereotypes of Asian women workers as tractable, hard-working. dex-
terous—and sexy. Within these industries, wages and working condi-
tions are often very poor and sexual harassment is endemic. At the
same time, the offshoring of many erstwhile Northern jobs has had a
disproportionate impact on working women in the global North, espe-
cially women of color. The replacement jobs available often are con-
tingent or part-time positions in the service sector, typically low-paid
and lacking health and retirement benefits.

Second, the expansion of export agriculture and the relaxation of
trade rules have allowed wealthy countries to dump heavily subsidized
agricultural products on poor countries. Women. who comprise most
of the world’s farmers., have been disproportionately affected by the
decline in small-scale and subsistence agriculture resulting from these
developments. More generaily, the expansion of global trade has had
a devastating effect on the livelihoods of many women in the global
South. as small women-run businesses in areas such as food processing
and basket making have been wiped out. With the decline of small-
scale and subsistence agricelture, many women have been driven off
the land and into shantytowns; where they struggle to survive in the
informal economy. Wemen predominate in the informal economy,
which is characterized by low wages or incomes, uncertain employ-
ment, and poor working conditions. Many women are forced into
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prostitution, accelerating the AIDS epidemic. and the women who
remain landless in the countryside are often forced to work as seasonal.
casual. and temporary laborers at lower wages than their male
counterparts.

Third, many poor countries are heavily indebted and have been

forced to undertake programs of so-called structural adjustment in

order to qualify for more loans. A central feature of structural adjust-
ment programs is a reduction in government-funded services for social
welfare, such as food subsidies, education. and healthcare. These cut-
backs have tended to affect women’s economic status even more
adversely than men’s. because women's socially assigned responsibility
for caring for children and other family members makes them more

“reliant on such programs. Reductions in social services have forced

women to create survival strategies for their families by absorbing
these reductions with their own unpaid labor. The effect of these strat-

. egies has been felt especially in the global South. where more work

for women has resulted in higher school dropout rates for girls.
Longer hours of domestic work and less education contribute to
women's impoverishment by making it harder for them to attain

. well-paying jobs.

Fourth. arms expenditures have risen sharply since 1990, despite the
end of the Cold War, and wars have proliferated. Militarism often
affords men certain. opportunities, though obviously it harms those
who' are wars’ casualties. Arguably. militarism is disproportionately
harmful to women, especially poor women and their children. Women
enjoy relatively few benefits from public spending on war industries
and they suffer disproportionately when tax revenues are diverted
from social into mititary programs. Although the combatants in war
are predominantly male, the majority of the casualties are women and
children, who also constitute 80 percent of the millions of refugees
dislocated by war. Rape is a traditional weapon of war and military
activity is usually associated with organized and sometimes forced
prostituzion. ‘

Fifth, the integration of the global economy has increased the sexu-
alization of women, partly viza a multi-biilion dollar pornography
industry. Many women have been drawn into some aspect of sex work.
including servicing the workers in large plantations. servicing repre-
sentatives of transpational corporations. servicing troops around mili-
tary bases, and servicing UN troops and workers. In some parts of
Asia and the Caribbean, sex tourism is a mainstay of local economies.
Prostitution is of course not new, but globalization has encouraged it
by dislocating large populations, disrupting traditionai communities.
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12 ~ Gender and Global Justice

and impoverishing many women. who see few other options for a
livelihood.

Finally, the period since Worid War 11 has seen a rapid degradation
of the non-human environment. including land desertification and
pollution of the earth. air. and oceans. Human-caused climate change
has become undeniable. Much environmental damage is caused by
Northern-controlled industries and especially by military activity.
However, poor women pay a disproportionate share of the costs of
environmental damage because they are especially vulnerable to dis-
ruption of the climate. lack of food, fuel. and water, and because they
must give increased care to family members whose heaith is damaged
by toxins. .

Once these and other transnational gender disparities are made
visible, it is kard not to wonder whether the entire global poiitical and
economic order may manifest systematic gender injustice. In order to
address this question. philosophers must weigh the benefits and
burdens of the prevailing system of global co-operation for groups
partially identified by gender. However. normative political philoso-
phers are more than accountants, appiying a prefabricated moral cal-
culus; they must also assess the adequacy of whatever measures are
used to assess these burdens and benefits. One necessary although
certainly not sufficient condition for the adequacy of such measures is
that they should not be gender-biased. In other words, the measures
- shouid neither overvalue nor undervalue those benefits and burdens
that accrue disproportionately to various gendered groups. So philoso-
phers concerned with the gender dimensions of global justice confront
a second and more deeply phifosophical task. namely, investigating
whether elements of gender bias may infect some of the central con-
cepts used in philosophical discussions of global justice.

Existing feminist work provides reason to suspect that many of
these concepts are not gender-neutral. For example. it was not until
quite recently that war crimes were defined so as to include war rape
and sexual torture. It is arguable that the definition of state-sanctioned
repression should include family forms in which brides are sold and in
which fathers and husbands exert strict control over women's sexual-
ity, dress. speech, and movemnent, and that slavery should be inter-
preted to inciude forced domestic labor. It is also arguable that the
definition of genocide should be expanded to include femate infanti-
cide, the systematic withholding of food. medical care. and education
from girls, and the battery, starvation, mutilation. and even murder of
adult women. It is important to ask whether representations of national
cuiture overemphasize masculine achievements or romanticize oppres-
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sive gender divisions. Have Western conceptions of citizenship finaliy
been freed from their earlier association with the masculine activities
of bearing arms and owning property? Does gender bias infect prevail-
ing systems of international accounting. which have trouble recogniz-
ing the contributions and costs of women’s unpald labor? And does
gender bias exist in official definitions of poverty {Jaggar 2013)?

This introduction to the topic of global gender justice certainly has
not offered a full list of issues that might be addressed by philosophers
working in this field. but it mentions some of the areas where philo-
sophical work has begun. Attention to the gender dimensions of global
injustice is obviously morally and politically urgent because of the vast
extent of transnational gender inequities, which affect almost everyone
in the worid in ways that differ depending on their gender. nationality,
ethnicity, religion, class, and position in the global economic order.”
Issues of global gender justice are also of great philosophical interest

‘because they raise further challenges to longstanding Western philo-

sophical assumptions about justice. These challenges go bevond recent

- recognition thar the domain of justice includes the sphere of global

politics and trade and that states as well as individuals may be subjects
of justice claims. In addition, work by philosophers addressing the
gender dimensions of global gender justice also includes the foilowing

-suggestions:

The domain of global justice includes households and families.
- whose arrangements are often affected directly by developments
" at the global level.

The subjects of justice in the global sphere include gendered and
sometimes transnational collectivities. including migrant care-
worlkers. sex workers, and women workers on the global assembly
line. :

The objects of global justice include the transnational organization
of caretaking contributions and responsibilities.

This introduction has briefly sketched some of the ways in which: refiec-
tion on the gender dimensions of global justice generates new chai-
lenges to political philosophy. Many of these challenges are taken up
in the chapters that follow.

0.6 An intreduction fo the chapters in this volume
In the first chapter, “Transnationai Cyeles of Gendered Vulnerability:

A Prologue to a Theory of Global Gender Justice.” Alison Jaggar
argues that philosophers considering issues of glebal justice have
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14 Gender and Global Justice

failed to address the normative significance of transaational gender
disparities. She suggests that these disparities are manifestations of
global institutional structures which create systematically gendered
vulnerabilities for women and sometimes for men across the world.
Jaggar iilustrates this by looking at gendered assignments for domestic
work and sex work. In Jaggar's view, examining the justice of the
structures that create transnational gendered vulnerabilities is a crucial
task for philosophers concerned with global justice.

In “Transnationzl Women’s Collectivities and Global Justice,”
Hyve-Ryoung Kang challenges the assumptions of both the nationalist
and cosmopolitan models of global justice. Within the nationalist
model, the main agents of global justice claims are viewed as nation-
states or national collectivities: by contrast. within the cosmopolitan
model, individuals, as citizens of the cosmopolitan world, are viewed
as agents of global justice claims. Kang argues that neither of these
models appropriately reflects the ontological conditions and circum-
stances of justice produced by current processes of globalization and
that neither is able to express the justice claims of women who suffer
as a result of the global economy. Kang proposes an alternative trans-
national feminist model. She argues that processes of globalization
have generated transnationalized socio-economiic units as ontological
conditions of justice, and that, in such conditions. transnational
women'’s collectivities should be recognized as agents of global justice.

Eva Feder Kittay seeks to articulate the moral harm suffered by
women migrants who leave their families for extended pertods of time
to do carework in wealthier countries. In her chapter “The Moral
Harm of Migrant Carework: Realizing a Global Right to Care.”
Kittay locates this harm in the damage done to the migrant women’s
central relationships, which may be broken in order to allow those in
wealthier countries to maintain their own relationships. She ends with
a brief discussion of some possible solutions to this injustice.

Continuing the focus on migration, Rachel Silvey’s chapter, “Trans-
national Rights and Wrongs: Moral Geographies of Gender and
Migration.” examines the challenges that transnational women’s labor
migration poses to state-centered conceptions of rights. Reviewing
global perspectives on gender justice that are being developed by femi-
nist philosophers and transnational migrant rights activists, Silvey
argues that these frameworks are contributing to imagining the moral
geographies necessary for the protection of women migrants’ human
rights and welfare. Adequate conceptualizations of justice must focus
on the ways in which transnational gendered inequalities are pro-
duced—and indeed must be addressed—across “local,” “national,”
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and “global” spaces and scales. Such arguments, long commonplace
in the discipline of geography. are offered here as an elaboration of
the spatial elements of feminist philosophical conceptions of global
justice.

Abigail Gosselin's chapter, “Global Gender Injustice and Mental
Disorders,” analyzes two ways in which global gender injustices con-
tribute to the rising prevalence of two particular mental disorders
among many groups of women worldwide. First, socio-econemic
injustice contributes to high rates of postpartum depressicn among
women who are exploited and burdened by global economic develop-
ment, and who therefore lack the time and resouarces needed for self-
development and self-determination. Second, hermeneutical injustice

- contributes to high rates of eating disorders among women who are

especially vulnerable to internalizing pervasive global gender norms
which uphold narrow and oppressive conceptions of femininity. These
narrow conceptions are promoted by global industries that profit from
them at the expense of limiting many women’s capacities for self-
development and self~-determination. Gosselin's analysis of the impact
of gendered structural injustices on mental health reveals a dimension
of global gender injustice that has not previously been addressed in

. the philosophical literature on global justice.

In her chapter “Discourses of Sexual Violence in a Giobal Context.”
Linda Martin Alcoff discusses some of the divergent ways in which

. sexual vielence is described and considers the challenges to global

gender justice that are posed by a decentralized and heterogeneous
linguistic and social context that determines the meanings of our poliii-
cal concepts. Her discussion focuses on debates over the concepts of
consent. victim, and honor. She argues that we need an approach
capable of bringing into analysis the diverse normative. political. legal,
and social implications of a term. We cannot control the connotations
mobilized by a given term, and vet we also cannot ignore what we
consider 1o be mistaken connotations given our goals of sociai change,
of changing minds, attifudes, and practices. Thus. we need an approach
to debate that will be attuned to the real world effects of terms in the
specific contexts in which they operate. and especially in the global
context within which terms may be operationalized in radically differ-
ent Wavs.

In “Reforming Our Taxation Arrangements to Promote Global
Gender Justice,” Gillian Brock examines how reform of the interna-
tional tax regime could be a very important vehicle for beginning
to realize global gender justice, since taxes have imporiant dispropor-
tionate effects on women. especially poor women. Brock argues that

FI0Z-6T-AON

T#:17

gootd



600" d TYLoL

16 Gender and Glchal Justice

ensuring that all. including and especially multinationals, pay their fair
share of taxes is crucial to ensuring funding of education, job training,
and infrastructural development in poor countries. She reviews some
recent trends that show the tax burden is shifting from business owners
to workers and also from men to women. In the light of this analysis.
she discusses the gender implications of some of the most plausible
contenders for global taxes, arguing that, insofar as tax arrangements
remain unreformed, the basic institutional structure of the global
economy is gender-biased as well as unjust in other ways.

In the final chapter of the volume. “Gender Injustice and the
Resource Curse: Feminist Assessment and Reform,” Scott Wisor con-
siders some gender dimensions of the so-called resource curse: the fact
that many countries possessing valuable natural resources, especialiy
mineral resources, are prone to authoritarianism. civil war. and eco-
nomic mismanagement. Wisor notes that dependence on natural
resource exports is often correlated with gender inequaility. and
contends that the commonly recognized resource curses—of authori-
tarianism. civil war, and economic mismanagement—result in gender-
specific harms. He argues that those who purchase these mineral
resources bear some moral responsibility for the foreseeable and avoid-
able gender injustices that result from the trade. Wisor concludes by
considering a range of proposed reforms to address the resource curse
and argues that integrating gender into these reforms will help create
enabling conditions for local women’s movements to move from curse
to opportunity and equality.

The studies in this volume break fresh philosophical ground. They
address hitherto neglected gender dimensions of familiar topics
global justice theory and also raise entirely new issues. The authors
hope that these contributions will inspire a new flowering of work by
political philosophers and other scholars on crucial areas within the
broad field of global gender justice.

Noies
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This essay is a revised version of “The philosophical challenges of global
gender justice.” my introduction to the issue of Plilosophical Topics.
Vol. 37, No. 2.

“For the moment, anyway., political philosophy is dead”™ (Laslett 1§56:
vii).

The main exception to the idea that the international realm was not a site
of justice was the body of principle known as just war theory. The principle

ta
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of non-intervention established by the 16438 Treaty of Wesiphalia held that
international law did not apply to the domestic affairs of sovereign states.
4 For instance. women's poverty is obviously a major cause of child poverty
and women's low wages may also undermine men’s wages. However, many
people who aresot poor derive direct or indirect benefits from women's
impoverishment, including the availability of cheap goods and services.
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