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Social Politics seeks to bring gender, in all its diversity, to the forefront 
of research on states, polities, economies, and societies and to situate 
these analyses within international and comparative contexts. Our 
hope and mission as the new team of editors is that Social Politics will 
continue to be a trailblazer in the areas core to its mission and a vehicle 
for work of the highest standard, both theoretical and methodological. 
We also hope that airing a wide range of debates and highlighting 
differences will be a productive and fruitful route to critical scholarship. 
We intend the journal to be even bolder in its emphasis on comparison 
and “talking across differences.” We are actively planning for the 
journal to have a wider geographical reach so that it can facilitate dialog 
among an even broader range of scholars. 

As new editors, we decided to put together this virtual issue of the 
journal to showcase work which we consider seminal. We have each 
selected two articles that represent what excites and inspires us most 
about the journal. For those  of us who came of academic age in the 
analogue era, this was a chance to go back and revisit our dog-earred 
back copies of the journal and the scribbled notes we made as early 
career scholars. In that analogue spirit we offer you our mixed tape: a 
compilation, of sorts, of what we admire most about SP and what we 
hope to foster in the coming years. 

The mission 
of Social Politics 

is to provide 
“incisive analyses 

of gender, politics, 
and policy across 

the globe.”

1.
Nancy Fraser and Linda Gordon (1994) 
“Dependency” Demystified: Inscriptions of Power 
in a Keyword of the Welfare State. Social Politics 
1(1): 4-31.
 
Written in the midst of US welfare reform policies 
and their accompanying attacks on single mothers, 
minorities, and the poor, this piece – from the 
inaugural issue of Social Politics -  retains strong 
political currency, aiming to challenge the ways in 
which vulnerable people were being disadvantaged 
and pathologized and to imagine alternatives wherein 
the dichotomy between dependence and independence 
is overcome. It not only identifies the stigmatizing 
connotations of dependency in terms of race, gender, 
and sexuality, but it historicizes them in an effort to, as 
the authors put it, ‘advance a critique of the present. By 
historicizing “dependency,” we aim to defamiliarize it, 
to render explicit assumptions and connotations that 
usually go without saying (e.g., assumptions about 
human nature, gender roles, the causes of poverty, 
the sources of entitlement, and what counts as work 
and as a contribution to society).’ (p 5). Those aims are 
shared by many current Social Politics authors.   

2.
Lisa Brush (2002) 
Changing the Subject: Gender and welfare regime 
studies. Social Politics 9 (2): 161-86. 

This article engages with current practice in studies 
of welfare regimes, querying why feminist critical 
work has had so little effect on mainstream welfare 
regime studies. The piece identifies as causal here the 
dominance of the working mother (and by extension 
the conflicts between earning and caring) as the 
privileged subject of gendered welfare regime studies. 
The result is that much of welfare state analysis masks 
the extent to which masculine privilege, male power, 
and men’s violence are implicated in welfare regimes. 
Brush argues that we need to change the subject 
of social politics, in particular moving away from a 
single privileged subject of women as worker in much 
feminist work and reconceptualising our frameworks 
so that they include women’s sexual subordination 
and violence against women. Her underlying point is 
that unless we broaden the subject as she recommends 
welfare regimes can be depicted as gendered only to 
the extent that they mediate between market and 
family rather than uncovering, for example, their role 
in reinforcing male dominance at work, at home and 
on the streets. 

3.
 
Kimberly J. Morgan and Kathrin Zippel (2003) 
Paid to care: The origins and effects of care leave 
policies in Western Europe. Social Politics 10 (1): 
49–85. 

This article offers an elegant, rich, and systematic 
analysis of a topic of crucial importance for the 
journal: the valuing of care labour.  Its robust 
comparative analysis of policies in Western Europe 
very much resonated in Eastern Europe as states there 
transformed labour markets and social policies.

4.
Sealing Cheng and Eunjung Kim (2014)  
The Paradoxes of Neoliberalism: Migrant Korean 
Sex Workers in the United States and “Sex 
Trafficking” Social Politics 21 (3): 355-381.

Part of a special issue on Sexual Economies and New 
Regimes of Governance edited by Elizabeth Bernstein, 
this article examines the paradoxes of neoliberalism 
through migrant sex workers’ negotiation of 
transnational disciplinary regimes of morality, national 
security, and humanitarianism. Based on close analysis 
of two women’s stories, the piece provides insights into 
migration trajectories, the intersection of control and 
humanitarianism, and the paraoxes of neoliberalism 
in terms of gender, sexuality, and ethnicity. Through 
a seemingly micro-level piece of research, a result 
of listening closely and deeply to the stories of two 
migrant sex workers who expressed aversion to the law 
enforcement efforts and humanitarian interventions 
that claimed to offer them help, the authors illuminate 
broader trends of neoliberal development in South 
Korea and the United States at the level of individual 
subjectivity and state policy.

5.
Ferragina, Emmanuele and Martin Seeleib-
Kaiser (2015)  
Determinants of a silent (r)evolution: 
understanding the expansion of family policy in 
rich OECD countries. Social Politics 22(1): 1-37.

This article engages with the current debate on the 
expansion of family policy.  For a long time, social 
democracy has been associated with generous family-
work reconciliation policy packages, but, more 
recently, we are seeing the expansion of work-family 
reconciliation policies beyond small number of social 
democratic countries.  This article explores the political 
causes behind this new trend. 

6.
Barbara Hobson, Ann Orloff, Mary Daly, 
Sonya Michel, and Fiona Williams (2015) 
Revisioning Gender: An Introduction. Social 
Politics 22 (4): 495-512. 

This piece provides an overview of the history of 
Social Politics and its mission, interwoven with a 
critical assessment of scholarship on gender, politics 
and policy over the last 20 years. It summarises some 
of the major priorities and achievements of Social 
Politics, highlighting its pioneering comparative 
work on: the male breadwinner model; gender and 
varieties of capitalism; gendered and racialised 
citizenship; and intersectionality. The article also 
identifies how feminist work on transnational 
politics and processes – via a focus on care work and 
globalization and cross-border alliances to generate 
new pre-figuratve visions of the future – continues 
to challenge traditional social policy practice and 
analysis. In looking towards the future, the piece 
sets out a series of key challenges for scholarship and 
praxis. These dovetail in key ways with the issues that 
currently occupy grass-roots feminisms and include 
gender-based violence, lack of equal pay, sexism and 
racism in the justice system, lack of representation 
and the selective mainstreaming of feminism, 
migration especially domestic work, and trafficking, 
states’ collusion with racism, and fundamentalism, 
and challenging the illusions of post-feminist and 
post-racial inequalities.

7.
Jill Rubery (2015) 
Regulating for Gender Equality. Social Politics 22 (4): 
513-438.

This piece revisits Fraser’s now-classic universal 
caregiver Nancy in the light of 20 years of change in 
labour markets and social policies, and a decline in 
both the standard employment relationship and its 
associated social protection systems. It offers both a 
framework of analysis and a feminist agenda for buiding 
a new social and employment order. Rubery’s “thought 
experiment” proposes mutually reinforcing decent 
employment standards and redistributive policies that 
would allow service and infrastructure support for care 
work. Rubery also suggests that we need to go beyond 
the focus on employment, delinking social protection 
from employment and delivering a new reproductive 
bargain.

8.
Myra Marx Ferree and Kathyrn Zippel (2015) 
Gender Equality in the Age of Academic 
Capitalism. Social Politics 22 ($): 561-584

Focusing on struggles over higher education goverannce, 
this article explores how gender equality initiatives 
interact with reform projects in universities. The authors 
apply to universities the critical feminist engagement 
with governance reform that has been used in other 
institutional contexts, such as development, trafficking, 
and criminal justice. They argue that universities are 
shaped both by neoliberal trends towards managerial 
accountability and quantitative performance auditing, 
and by the defence of modernization and classic liberal 
privilege, with their associated gendered and racialized 
exclusions. Rather than advocating for a singular 
feminist strategy to navigate the tensions created by 
these ‘two struggling giants’, they seek to repoliticize 
debates about gender knowledge in academia, including 
by reviving feminists’ propensity for disruption. 

Editors
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