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Brian Doherty

Friends of the Earth International – FOEI: Negotiating a North-South Identity

This presentation assesses the relationships between Southern and Northern environmental groups within the FOEI network. The objectives of the study on which this is based are: 

· To gather new empirical evidence of network ties, resource and information flows within a trans-national environmental network 

· To explore the varieties of ways in which environmentalism, social justice and social transformation are articulated within FOEI. 

· To assess the degree of common ground between Northern and Southern nodes of the network. 

· To explain the boundaries of the collective identity of FOEI and the implications of this for how we think about transnational non-governmental public action. 

FOEI plays a key role within the transnational environmental movement as the most significant semi-institutionalised network including large numbers of groups from both North and South linked by shared commitments to environmental justice. Recent arguments within FOEI have exposed divisions of ideology and strategy over North-South issues. This rare explicit argument over the identity of a transnational NGO makes it an especially interesting case for examining the nature of difference within a transnational organization. 
Papers supporting presentation
Doherty, B. (2006) ‘Friends of the Earth International: Negotiating a North-South Identity’, Environmental Politics, vol. 15, No.5, pp. 860-80

Doherty, B. and Doyle, T. (2006) ‘Beyond Borders: Transnational Politics, Social Movements and Modern Environmentalisms’, Environmental Politics, vol. 15, No.5, pp. 697-712.

Duffy, Rosaleen Non-Governmental Organisations and Governance States: the impact of transnational environmental management networks in Madagascar, Environmental Politics, 15, 5: 731-749.

See also – FoEI website: http://www.foei.org/ 
Additional references: 

DeMars, William E. NGOs and Transnational Networks: Wild Cards in World Politics, London: Pluto Press, 2005, esp ch.1 ‘Your NGO Starter Kit’. 
Wiedner, Patricia ‘Benefits and Burdens of Transnational Campaigns: A Comparison of Four Oil Struggles in Ecuador’, Mobilization: 12, 1: 21-36, 2007.

della Porta, Donatella and Tarrow, Sidney eds. Transnational Protest and Global Activism, Oxford: Rowman and Littlefield, 2005, chs.1 and 10 (by the eds.). 

Bandy, Joe and Smith, Jackie eds. Coalitions Across Borders, Oxford: Rowman and Littlefield, 2006. ch. 5 ‘Bridging the Chasm; the case of People’s Global Action, by Lesley J. Wood.

Jean Grugel

Civil Society and the Convention of the Rights of the Child in Argentina
The key aim of this NGPA project is to deepen knowledge about the changing strategies of non-governmental organisations on behalf of disadvantaged groups as a result of the emergence of regimes of global governance. Such regimes are premised upon liberal principles of citizenship and regulation and discursively legitimise spaces for non-governmental action in policy making. This research will contribute to furthering understanding of how global governance shapes advocacy through an in-depth case study of the impact of the UN Convention of the Rights of the Child in Argentina.  The project will also shed light on the ways in which non governmental groups perceive global governance. It aims to contribute to broad theoretical debate about non-governmental action, states and global governance and to provide a body of data that will enable comparison with other groups elsewhere. The overarching question that guides the research refers to the extent to which liberal global governance and the trend towards the global codification of rights and entitlements provide opportunities and constraints for local civil society activists.

Papers supporting presentation

Grugel, Jean & Peruzzotti, Enrique. (2007) Claiming Rights Under Global Governance: Children’s Rights in Argentina’, Global Governance, 13: 199-216.  
Grugel, Jean. (2007) ‘Global Governance and Rights’ in J Grugel and N Piper Critical Perspectives on Global Governance: Rights and Regulation in Governing Regimes (Routledge 2007).
Additional references: 

Della Porta D, H Kriesi, and D Rucht (1999) Social Movements in a Globalizing World,  New York St Martins' Press

Hathaway., Oona. (2002) 'Do Human Rights Treaties Make a Difference? Yale Law Journal
111, no 8 June 2002 1870-2042: http://yalelawjournal.org/111/8/1870_oona_a_hathaway.html
Keck M and K Sikkink (1998) Activists Beyond Borders; Ithaca Cornell University Press

Maclure R and M Sotelo 'Children's Rights and the Tenuousness of Local Coaltions', Journal of Latin American Studies 36 (2002)

Tarrow S (2001). 'Transnational Politics: Contention and Institutions in International Politics”, Annual Review of Political Science, 4:1–20. 

Van Bueren, G. (1999). “Combating Child Poverty--Human Rights Approaches”, Human Rights Quarterly. 21(3), August 1999: 680-706. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Richard Higgott
NGPA, International Organization and Governmental Action

The purpose of this session is to demonstrate both the theoretical and practical limits of non-governmental public action.  This is not to deny the importance of NGPA but basically to present a reality check to make sure we do not unbalance the role of international organizations and states in any analysis of the role of NGPA.  At a theoretical level we will discuss the limits of cosmopolitanism.  At a practical level we will look at the role of agency in global public policy.  In empirical terms the session will focus on: First, he institutions of global governance with special reference to the International Monetary Fund and the World Trade Organisation; Second, the under-developed nature of the global polity especially: the limits of efforts to globalize the 'domestic analogy' in  international theory the trade off between legitimacy and accountability

Papers supporting presentation

Richard Higgott, 'International Political Institutions', in Rod Rhodes, Sarah Binder and Bert Rockman (eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Political Institutions, Oxford: Oxford, 2006.

Higgott, Richard.. 'International Political Economy (IPE) and the Demand for Political Philosophy in an Era of Globalisation' in Robert Goodin, Phillip Pettit and Thomas Pogge (eds.) A Companion to Political to Contemporary Political Philosophy, Blackwells, 2007 2nd Edition. 

Additional references: 

R. W. Grant, and Keohane, Robert O. 'Accountability and the Abuses of World Power', 

American Political Science Review, 99 (1) 2005: 17-28. 

'Special Issue: Deliberately Democratizing Multilateral Organization' , Governance, 16(1): 2003.

Brassett, James and Higgott, Richard. (2003) 'Building the Normative Dimension(s) of a Global Polity', Review of International Studies, 26: 29-55. 

Dryzek, John. S. (2006) Deliberative Global Politics, Cambridge, Polity Press. 

David Held, 'Cosmopolitanism: Ideas, Realities and Deficits' , in David Held and Anthony McGrew (eds.), Governing Globalization, London: Polity Press, 2002. 

Higgott, Richard and Ougaard, Morten. Eds. (2002) Towards a Global Polity, London: Routledge. 

Held, David (2004) Global Covenant: The Social Democratic Alternative to the Washington Consensus, Polity. 

Scholte, Jan Aart (2005) Globalization: A Critical Introduction, 2nd edition, chapters 11 and 12, Palgrave Macmillan.

Stevenson, Nick . (2002) 'Cosmopolitanism and the Future of Democracy: Politics, Culture and the Self ', New Political Economy, 7(2): 251-267. 

Jude Howell
Non Governmental Public Action

The Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) Non-Governmental Public Action research programme is a unique opportunity to further understand the impact of non-governmental public action in reducing poverty and exclusion, and in social transformation, from an international comparative and multi-disciplinary perspective.
Public action by and for disadvantaged people, undertaken by non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and other actors, is increasingly significant at local and international levels. The focus of the programme is not just on NGOs, but on a broader range of formal and informal non-governmental actors concerned with poverty reduction and social transformation. These might include advocacy networks, campaigns and coalitions, trades unions, peace groups, social forums, rights-based groups, social movements and business in the community initiatives. The programme is divided into three strands:

· Organisations and non-governmental public action 

· The non-governmental sector and public action 

· Global processes and impacts in non-governmental public action. 
Papers supporting presentation

Babajanian, Babken. (2006) Promoting Institutional Change in Post Soviet Armenia: Is Social Capital the ‘Missing Link’? NGPA Working Paper No 1. 

http://www.lse.ac.uk/collections/NGPA/pdf/NGPAWP/WP_Social_Capital_Web.pdf 
NGPA Leaflet

http://www.lse.ac.uk/collections/NGPA/pdf/NGP_leaflet.pdf 

NGPA Programme Specification: 

http://www.lse.ac.uk/collections/NGPA/pdf/programmeSpecification.pdf
NGPA Project websites

The Movement of the Unemployed in Argentina - Ana Dinerstein
http://www.bath.ac.uk/soc-pol/research/ngpapiqueteros/ 

Striking a Chord - John Street
http://musicandpolitics.org.uk 

NGOs, Intellectual Property Rights and Multilateral Institutions - Duncan Matthews
http://www.ipngos.org 

Useful Links

Centre for Civil Society 
Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC) 
Database of Archives of Non-Governmental Organisations (DANGO) 
Stella Ladi

Globalization, Europeanization and Policy Transfer 

The main motivation for exploring the relationship between globalization and Europeanization is the understanding of the importance of exogenous factors for policy change at the domestic level.  Can we distinguish the impact of Europeanization to that of globalization?  What is the relationship between globalization and Europeanization and what can we learn about the impact of the two phenomena upon political institutions, public policies, identities and values of EU member-states?  Can we distinguish the traces of globalization to those of Europeanization upon the domestic level?  The discussion draws upon International Relations and International Political Economy theories of globalization as well as upon the Europeanization literature.  Both phenomena are multi-dimensional and in order to assess their impact and their relationship three dimensions are explored: political institutions, public policies and values and identities.  It is concluded that the two phenomena are interwoven and that there is no antithetical relationship between them.  Their core is similar, based on the values of neo-liberalism, representative democracy and open market economy.  In summary the topics that will be covered are:

· Globalization and Europeanization: meaning and relationship.
· Processes of policy transfer.

· Role of experts and knowledge community.

Papers supporting presentation

Ladi, Stella (2006), “Globalization and Europeanization: Analysing Change”, IBEI Working Paper 4. 

Ladi, Stella. (2005) “Europeanization and Environmental Policy Change” Policy and Society, 24. 2: 1-15.

Dolowitz, David. and Marsh, David. (1996), “Who Learns What from Whom?: a Review of the Policy Transfer Literature”, Political Studies, XLIV:  342-357.
Additional references: 

Rosamond, Ben (2002), “Imagining the European Economy: ‘Competitiveness’ and the Social Construction of ‘Europe’ as an Economic Space.” New Political Economy, 7. 2: 157–77.

Radaelli, Claudio (2003), “The Europeanization of Public Policy.” The Politics of Europeanization, K. Featherstone & C. Radaelli.(eds) Oxford: Oxford University Press, 27-56.
Schmidt, Vivien (2002), “Europeanization and the Mechanics of Economic Policy Adjustement.” Journal of European Public Policy 9. 6: 894-912.

Evans, Mark and Jonathan Davies (1999), “Understanding Policy Transfer: A Multi-level, Multi-disciplinary Perspective.” Public Administration 77, 2: 361–386.     

Ladi, Stella (2005), “Policy Learning and the Role of Expertise in the Reform Process in Greece” West European Politics, 28. 2: 279-296. 
Andre Spicer
Alternative Media and Public Action
This NGPA project asks how the global alternative media networks organise non-government public action in four different national contexts. Alternative media is a particularly interesting example of public action because it uses open-sourcing technology to produce and distribute news across the planet.  The project asks three questions:

· first, what is the history of the global alternative on the web, 

· second, what are the (inter-)organisational processes involved in alternative media production and, 

· third, what are the labour processes involved in the production of alternative content.

Papers supporting presentation

Bohm, Steffen. and Spicer, Andre. (2008) ‘Moving Management: Theorizing Struggles against the Hegemony of Management’, Organization Studies, forthcoming
Day, Richard. J. F. (2004) From Hegemony to Affinity: The Political Logic of the Newest Social Movements, Cultural Studies, 18(5): 716-48
Pickard, Victor. W. (2006) Assessing the Radical Democracy of Indymedia’, Critical Studies in Media Communication, 23(1): 19-38. 

Spicer, Andre (2007) ‘Indymedia’, in Anderson, Gary L. and Herr, Kathryn Encyclopedia of Activism and Social Justice, Sage, London.
Additional references: 

Pickerill, J. (2006) 'Radical Politics on the Net', Parliamentary Affairs, 59(2): 266-282
Atton, C. (2003) Alternative Media. London: Sage
Pickard, V. (2006) 'United yet autonomous: Indymedia and the struggle to sustain a radical democratic media', Media Culture and Society, 28(3):315-336
Amoore, L. & Langley, P. Ambiguities of Global Civil Society. Review of International Studies. 2004;30:89-110.
Platon, S. and Deuze, M. (2003) 'Indymedia: A Radical Way of Making, Selecting and Sharing News?', Journalism, 4(3): 336-355
Mamadouh, V. (2004) 'Internet, Scale and the Global Grassroots: Geographies of the Indymedia Network of Independent Media Centres', Tijdschrift voor Economische en Sociale Geografie 95 (5), 482–497. 

Diane Stone
Topic 1: Transnational Networks & Global Governance

This NGPA project addresses the transnational activities of research networks, university institutes and think tanks. The objective of the project is to broaden our understanding of how non-governmental public action is implicated in global governance. Governance emerges from strategic interactions and partnerships of national and international bureaucracies with non-state actors in the market place and civil society. In these interfaces, the creators and distributors of policy knowledge (eg. scientific theories, concepts and models, data sets and statistics) are central players. Questions asked in this project include: 

· How and why have researchers and their organisations become trans-national? 
· What is the nature of knowledge demand from international organisations, governments, multilateral initiatives and global policy networks? 
· What is the role of knowledge producers in interpretation, agenda setting, standards setting, monitoring, and policy evaluation? 
· Which knowledge institutions are perceived as ‘expert’ and ‘elite’? And through what socio-political processes is ‘expertness’ constructed, legitimised and sanctioned?

Papers supporting presentation

Weyrauch, Vanesa (2007) Weaving Global Networks: Handbook for Policy Influence, Argentina,

CIPPEC.  CSGR Working paper 219/07

http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/fac/soc/csgr/research/abstracts/219/ 

Reinicke, Wolgang et al (2002) “Shaping Globalization: The Role of Global Public Policy Networks” in Bertlesman Foundation (ed) Transparency: A Basis for Responsibility and Transparency, Bertlesman Foundation Publishers. 

Stone, Diane (2007) 'Garbage Cans, Recycling Bins or Think Tanks? Three Myths About Policy Institutes', Public Administration, forthcoming 85(2), 2007.
Additional references: 

Coleman, William (2001) ‘Policy Networks, Non-State Actors and Internationalised Policy Making: A Case Study of Agricultural Trade’ in Daphne Josselin and William Wallace (eds.), Non State Actors in World Politics, Basingstoke, Palgrave.
Johnstone, Ian. (2005) ‘The power of interpretative communities’, in Michael Barnett and Raymond Duvall (eds.), Power in Global Governance, Cambridge University Press.

Keck, Margaret. and Sikkink, Kathryn (1998) Activists Beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks in International Politics, Ithaca: Cornell University Press. 
Roelefs, Jean. (2003) Foundations and Public Policy: The Mask of Pluralism, NY Albany, State University of New York Press. 

Stone, Diane. and Maxwell Simon eds. (2005), Global Knowledge Networks and International Development, Routledge.  
Diane Stone
Topic 2: The Open Society Institute & Soros Foundations Network
Founded in 1993 by the billionaire philanthropist George Soros, the Open Society Institute (OSI) is a private operating and grant-making foundation based in New York City that serves as the hub of the Soros foundations network, a group of autonomous foundations and organizations in more than 60 countries. OSI and the network implement a range of initiatives that aim to promote open societies by shaping national and international policies with knowledge and expertise.  The OSI provides an excellent case study of the strategies of transnational activism of private philanthropy. It has been, and continues to be so, an institutional mechanism for the international diffusion of expertise and ‘best practices’ to transition countries of Central and Eastern Europe (CEE) and the former Soviet Union (fSU).  The ‘open society’ discourses of transition and reform is multi-faceted. On a local level, OSI implements a range of initiatives to support the rule of law, education, public health, and independent media. At the same time, OSI works to build alliances across borders and continents on issues such as combating corruption and rights abuses. 

Papers supporting presentation

Guilhot, Nicolas. (2008) ‘Reforming the World: George Soros, ‘Global capitalism and the philanthropic management of the social sciences’, Critical Sociology, forthcoming. 

Krizsán, Andrea. and Zentai, Violetta. (2004) “From Civil Society to Policy Research: The Case of the Soros Network and Its Roma Policies” in Diane Stone & Simon Maxwell (eds) Global Knowledge Networks and International Development, London, Routledge. 

Soros Foundations Network (2006) Building Open Societies 2005, New York, Open Society Institute. 
Additional references: 
Carothers, Thomas (1996) ‘Aiding Post-communist Societies: A Better Way?’, Problems of Post-Communism, September/October: 15-24

Krizsán, Andrea. & Zentai, Viola (2003). ‘Introduction’ in A. Krizsán & V. Zentai (eds) Reshaping Globalization: Multilateral Dialogues &  New Policy Initiatives, Budapest, CEU Press
Palley, Thomas. ‘The Open Institute and Global Social Policy’, Global Social Policy, 3(1): 17-18.  

Inderjeet Parmar, ‘American Foundations and the Development of International Knowledge Networks’, Global Networks, 2(1), 13-30, 2002.

Pop, Daniel. (2006) ‘Policy Research Fellowships and international networking as bridging devices’, GDN Bridging Brief Series: http://www.eerc.ru/details/download.aspx?file_id=10015 
Roelofs, Joan. (2003) Foundations and Public Policy: The Mask of Pluralism, Albany, SUNY. 

Soros, George. (1997) “The Capitalist Threat”, Atlantic Monthly, 279(2): 45-58.: 

http://people.hofstra.edu/faculty/Robert_Bohl/News%20Clippings/Political%20Economy/The%20Capitalist%20Threat%20-%20Soros.pdf
Fletcher Tembo

The Civil Society Partnership Programme at the Overseas Development Institute
ODI is Britain's leading independent think tank on international development and humanitarian issues. Our mission is to inspire and inform policy and practice which lead to the reduction of poverty, the alleviation of suffering and the achievement of sustainable livelihoods in developing countries. We do this by locking together high quality applied research, practical policy advice, and policy-focused dissemination and debate. We work with partners in the public and private sectors, in both developing and developed countries. ODI’s work centres on its research and policy groups and programmes. 
ODI’s seven year DFID-funded Civil Society Partnerships Programme aims to strengthen the voice of Civil Society to use research-based evidence to promote pro-poor development policy. It will do this by establishing a worldwide network community of practice for think-tanks, policy research institutes and similar organisations working in international development. 
Papers supporting presentation

Strengthening the Role of Civil Society Organisations in the Policy Process, An Agreement Between DfID and ODI: http://www.odi.org.uk/cspp/docs/ODI_PPA_final.pdf 
CSPP Web-site: http://www.odi.org.uk/cspp/ 

Additional references: 

Court, Julius., Hovland, Ingie. And Young, John. eds (2005) Bridging Research and. Policy in Development: Evidence and the Change Process, London, ITDG Publishing  and the Overseas Development Institute.

Court, Julius. and Maxwell, Simon eds. (2006) Policy Entrepreneurship for Poverty Reduction: Bridging Research and Policy in International Development, ODI and Practical Action Publishing. 

Mendizabal, Enrique. (2005) Understanding Networks: The Functions of Research Policy Networks, ODI Working Paper 271, June 2006. 

Perkin, Emily. & Court, Julius. (2005) Networks and Policy Processes in International Development: A literature review,  ODI Working Paper 252. 
Overseas Development Institute, (2006) Annual Report 2006: What’s Next in International Development? London, ODI. 

RAPID – Research and Policy in Development: www.odi.org.uk/rapid 

Weyrauch, Vanesa (2007) Weaving Global Networks: Handbook for Policy Influence, Argentina,

CIPPEC.  CSGR Working paper 219/07

http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/fac/soc/csgr/research/abstracts/219/ 

