











5-18-2004

FEMINIST ECONOMICS

Feminist Economist Critiques of Mainstream Economics

PA 5611 – Spring 2004 – Thursdays 4:00-5:40 p.m – HHH 20 – 2 credits

Prerequisite: Intermediate microeconomics (PA 5021 or the equivalent)

Humphrey master’s students and graduate students from other departments are welcome.

This course fulfills Humphrey concentration requirements in Social Policy and Women and Public Policy.

Professor Deborah Levison, Humphrey Institute of Public Affairs

E‑mail: DLevison@hhh.umn.edu    phone: 612-624-3540

Office: 266 Humphrey Center.  Office hours: ________________ and by appointment

Course description:

This course will be taught in seminar format.  Student participation during class is expected and required. We will explore feminist and related alternatives to neoclassical economic approaches to current policy issues. Unit I topics, on productive and reproductive (family) labor, are approached primarily from a United States perspective, while Unit II includes both micro- and macroeconomic topics related to economic development in the Third World and globalization. Unit III will challenge students to define feminist economics for themselves, in particular in relation to policy and practice. Weekly readings will generally include both methodological critiques and applications or empirical studies. 

Course requirements and grading:

It is expected that all students will complete the week's required readings before the Thursday class. To inspire timely reading of the articles and to ensure that you think about what you are reading, a very short commentary on each article will be due by 9 p.m on Wednesdays, starting in Week 2. These should consist of one substantive thought/comment/reaction to each reading; your comments for the week must not exceed one page. You will post these comments to our class website instead of handing them in. If for any technical reason you are unable to post, you may instead email your comments to the instructors. Students are required to read the commentaries of all other class members before class.

Commentaries will not receive letter grades. They will be checked off as check‑minus (unsatisfactory to weak), or check (satisfactory to excellent).  This will indicate my rough reaction to the amount of thought put into the commentary. Lateness will be penalized. 

Three short papers will be assigned. Paper topics will be suggested, although you will have the option of writing on other topics if approved in advance by the professor. Papers may be based solely on unit readings. See syllabus for due dates.

Students will be assigned to critically review and comment on the draft paper written by two other students. Students are required to read and comment on the other student’s draft before the class session in the week the paper drafts are due. A discussion of why peer review enhances writing and learning can be found on a website from the University of Minnesota’s Center for 

Interdisciplinary Studies of Writing: http://cisw.cla.umn.edu/faculty/responding/peer_workshop.htm 

Final papers are due the Monday following the completion of the unit, in the mailbox of Professor Levison, along with the draft with the other student’s comments. Lateness will be penalized. Content, organization, grammar, and spelling will be used in evaluation. Papers may not exceed 6 pages (excluding bibliography, tables, and figures). Papers must be double‑spaced, with at least 12‑point font and one‑inch margins. Because I have hand/arm injuries and cannot write much, please turn in a tape cassette with each final paper, so that I may give you my comments verbally. (Tapes can be purchased  for about $1 in the Coffman Union bookstore.)

Discussion leaders: Each student will be expected to help lead one session’s discussion. Students are expected to meet with Professor Levison before their Thursday session; this is a course requirement.  Preparation for leading the discussion will be counted as part of class participation.  Discussion leaders are not required to post commentaries.

There will not be a final examination. Final grades will depend on the grades of the papers and the quality of your commentaries and participation. Class participation is an important part of your grade. Elements of class preparation include attendance, lateness, speaking in class, preparation to speak in class as indicated by the content of your comments, timely reading and professional comments on other students' paper drafts, leading class discussion (preparation and quality), and respect for your classmates. (Please contact Professor Levison if you are ill and cannot attend.)

Breakdown of the final grade:

20%
Class participation

20% 
Commentaries

20%
Paper, Unit I 

20%
Paper, Unit II

20%
Paper, Unit III

An incomplete will only be granted after the Professor and the student have mutually agreed upon a timetable (written contract) for completion of coursework.  An incomplete must be requested in advance, and the HHHI form must be filled out. This course follows the Humphrey Institute policy regarding incompletes. 

Required readings:

Readings for the course will be found in a variety of places, in an effort to reduce the cost of this course. These codes will be used in the syllabus:


E   :  Electronic copies are available via links on the course web site and in the syllabus.


B   :  The required book includes some readings.


CP :  The coursepack, available for purchase and also on reserve.


R   :  The optional book may be purchased; it is also on reserve.


L   :  I have been given a number of copies of a report that I will loan to students.

A course pack of required readings will be available in the University Bookstore. Please note that the coursepack does not include readings that are available electronically at no (additional) charge via the University of Minnesota Libraries. Links to those readings are included in this syllabus and may also be accessed on the course website. The course pack is also on reserve at Wilson Library.

Required book purchase:

Marianne Ferber and Julie Nelson, eds., Beyond Economic Man: Feminist Theory and Economics, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1993.

Optional book purchase:

Kuiper, Edith and Jolande Sap with Susan Feiner, Notburga Ott and Zafiris Tzannatos, eds. (1995) Out of the Margin:  Feminist Perspectives on Economics, London: Routledge. ISBN 0-415-12575-8. $29.99.  Also on reserve at Wilson Library.

Course website: 

Access the course message board at http://vista.software.umn.edu . Log in using your university (x500) username and password. Choose PA 5611. Then go to “Weekly Assignments” to post your commentary on the readings.  Be sure to choose the week number corresponding to the syllabus !!  It is recommended that you write your commentary in a word processor and cut and paste it into the web window. Remember, keep it short!

If, for any reason, you are unable to access the class website, email your commentary to dlevison@hhh.umn.edu so it will not be marked late.

Other resources:

The public policy librarian, Mary Schoenborn, put together a web page with a variety of links to information related to the course, including basics like how to cite electronic sources. Please have a look at this excellent resource.  The link for the CourseLib is: http://courses.lib.umn.edu/page.phtml?page_id=846 

PA 5611 – FEMINIST ECONOMICS – Spring 2004

WEEKLY READING SCHEDULE AND ASSIGNMENTS

Try to read the selections in the order listed. 

Week 1 – January 22 - Introduction. 

Lecture:  Kuhn’s theory about paradigms of knowledge and the emergence of feminist economics. 

Week 2 – January 29 - Introduction to Economics Paradigms

Introductory textbooks influence who chooses to enter particular fields of study, including economics. (Susan Feiner has had grants to work with historically black colleges to revise their teaching of economics.) Pronunciation: “Finer.”

Susan Feiner and Bruce Roberts (1990) "Hidden by the Invisible Hand:  Neoclassical Economic Theory and the Textbook Treatment of Women and Minorities," Gender and Society 4(2): 159 - 181, June. [20 pages]  (E) (stable url from JSTOR)  http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0891-2432%28199006%294%3A2%3C159%3AHBTIHN%3E2.0.CO%3B2-A
The following reading is intended to provide a brief overview of economic schools of thought. It is not optimal for this purpose because it is an introduction to a book that we will not read --- if you know of better readings for this purpose, let me know --- so skip references to chapters and focus on the substance. 

Miller, Anne G. and Douglas Mair (1991) “Introduction,” in Douglas Mair and Anne G. Miller, eds., A Modern Guide to Economic Thought: An Introduction to Comparative Schools of Thought in Economics, Brookfield VT: Edward Elgar, pp. 1-19. [19 pages] (CP)
The following reading introduces Marxist economic thought, which has, historically, presented the greatest challenge to mainstream economics. 

Luxemburg, Rosa (1970) "What is Economics?" pp. 219‑249 in Rosa Luxemburg Speaks, Mary Alice Waters, ed., New York:  Pathfinder Press.  Read only pp. 219-233 and 242-244. [18 pages] (CP)
Week 3 – February 5 - Introduction to Feminist Economics 

Strassman examines how economic knowledge is constructed. (She is Editor of the journal Feminist Economics.) Pronunciation: “Strahs-man.”

Strassmann, Diana (1995) "The Stories of Economics and the Power of the Storyteller," History of Political Economy 25(1), 147‑165. [14 pages] (CP)
England provides a critique of some of the foundations of neoclassical economics, including the assumptions about selfish motives, unchanging tastes, and interpersonal utility.

England, Paula (1993) “The Separative Self: Androcentric Bias in Neoclassical Assumptions,” Chapter 2 in Marianne Ferber and Julie Nelson, eds., Beyond Economic Man: Feminist Theory and Economics, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, pp. 37-53. [14 pages]  (B)
Nancy Folbre works in both mainstream and radical frameworks; her background in economic history informs her policy-relevant writing. Pronunciation: “Foal-bree.”

Folbre, Nancy (1994) “Feminist Theory and Political Economy,” Chapter 1 in Who Pays for the Kids? Gender and the Structures of Constraint, New York: Routledge, pp. 15-50 and notes pp. 263-268.  [36 pages]  (CP)
Our class will (approximately) follow the topics laid out in the following paper. 

Benería, Lourdes (1995) "Towards a Greater Integration of Gender in Economics," World Development, 23(11): 1839‑1850, November.  [9 pages] (CP) (print available at Magrath Library, St.Paul)

Unit I: Productive and Reproductive Labor

Week 4 – February 12 - Introduction to Productive and Reproductive Labor 

Albelda gives an overview of the neoclassical model, critiques it as antifeminist (via examples), and briefly discusses how feminism has affected economic thinking. In sections of her book preceding this chapter, she discusses results from a survey of professional economists; she refers to some of these findings in our reading.

Albelda, Randy (1997)  “The Invisible Hand’s Stranglehold: Neoclassical Economics and Feminism, Chapter 7 in Economics & Feminism: Disturbances in the Field, New York: Twayne (Simon & Schuster Macmillan), pp. 105-126 and notes pp.192-195.  [26 pages] (CP)
Bergmann critiques the neoclassical labor market literature and its empirical groundings, from a feminist point of view.

Bergmann, Barbara (1989).  "Does the Market for Women's Labor Need Fixing?"  Journal of Economic Perspectives 3(1): 43‑60 (Winter).  [16 pages] (Stable url Available from JSTOR)  (E) http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0895-3309%28198924%293%3A1%3C43%3ADTMFWL%3E2.0.CO%3B2-Y
In class:  lecture on household production models and human capital models.

Week 5 – February 19 - Household Production and Human Capital Models
The Becker article is a classic, much‑referenced, neoclassical piece on gender wage differentials and family behavior. 

Becker, Gary S. (1985) "Human Capital, Effort, and the Sexual Division of Labor," Journal of Labor Economics 3(1, part 2): S33‑S58.  [24 pages] (Stable url Available from JSTOR) (E) http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0734-306X%28198501%293%3A1%3CS33%3AHCEATS%3E2.0.CO%3B2-E
Strassman examines the stories economists tell about family and work, among others.  Keep your eyes open for other economists who “tell stories.” What are the implications?

Strassmann, Diana (1993) "Not a Free Market: The Rhetoric of Disciplinary Authority in Economics," in Marianne A.  Ferber and Julie A. Nelson, eds., Beyond Economic Man:  Feminist Theory and Economics, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, pp. 54-68. 

[12 pages] (B)
Polachek's piece summarizes parts of the human capital debate in the wage gap literature, from a neoclassical point of view.  

Polachek, Solomon (1995) "Human Capital and the Gender Earnings Gap," in Edith Kuiper and Jolande Sap, eds., Out of the Margin:  Feminist Perspectives on Economics., New York:  Routledge, pp. 61‑79.  [14 pages] (R)
Week 6 – February 26 - Caring Labor

Folbre’s title says it all. 

Folbre, Nancy (1995) "Holding Hands at Midnight: The Paradox of Caring Labor," Feminist Economics 1(1): 73‑92, Spring.  [15 pages] (print copy available in Wilson periodicals)   (CP)
Folbre and Nelson’s paper complements Folbre’s discussion of caring labor.

Folbre, Nancy and Julie Nelson (2000) “For Love or Money – Or Both?” Journal of Economic Perspectives 14(4): 123-140, Fall. [28 pages] (Available from JSTOR in 2004.)   (CP)
*** Unit I paper draft due to student reviewers by next Monday, March 1; edits and comments on drafts due in class March 4. Unit I final papers (plus drafts with comments) are due on Monday, March 8.

Week 7 – March 4 – Applications 

Feminist economists have been developing a more nuanced study of women and gender, incorporating interactions of gender with race, ethnicity, class, and sexual orientation into research and theories on women's workplace position, for instance.  The following two readings demonstrate quantitative techniques and issues involved when analyzing those interactions.   

Badgett, M. V. Lee (1995) "The Wage Effects of Sexual Orientation Discrimination," Industrial and Labor Relations Review 48(4):726‑739, July. (stable url from JSTOR) (E) http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0019-7939%28199507%2948%3A4%3C726%3ATWEOSO%3E2.0.CO%3B2-7
Power, Marilyn and Sam Rosenberg (1995) "Race, Class, and Occupational Mobility:  Black and White Women in Service Work in the United States," Feminist Economics 1(3): 40‑59, Fall. (print copy available in Wilson periodicals)   (CP)
Satz considers economic and other approaches to “sex work;” she also analyzes policies aimed at prostitution and sex workers. 

Satz, Debra (1995) “Markets in Women’s Sexual Labor,” Ethics 106: 63-85, October. 

(stable url from JSTOR)  (E)
http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0014-1704%28199510%29106%3A1%3C63%3AMIWSL%3E2.0.CO%3B2-H
In class:  30 minutes for peer review groups to talk about paper drafts.

*** Unit I final papers (plus drafts with comments) are due on Monday, March 8. ***
UNIT II: Economic Development and Globalization

Week 8 – March 11 - Development Overview 
Tinker traces the influences on the gradual evolution of the field of women in development  (later renamed “gender and development”), starting in the 1970s. 

Tinker, Irene (1990) "The Making of a Field: Advocates, Practitioners, and Scholars," Chapter 3, pp. 27‑53 in Persistent Inequalities: Women and World Development, I. Tinker, ed., Oxford: Oxford University Press. (CP)
This is the introduction to a book, but the pages assigned include a succinct overview of the topic. 

Elson, Diane (1991) "Male Bias: An Overview," in Diane Elson, ed., Male Bias in the Development Process, Manchester: Manchester University Press, pp. 1-15 only. (CP) 

[15 pages] 
IFPRI sponsors excellent research on gender and development issues; check out their web site at www.cgiar.org/ifpri They also run the Gender CG Network on-line, an electronic network that connects researchers working on gender and intra-household issues in the areas of agriculture, natural resources management, food security, and nutrition; the Gender CG Newsletter occasionally summarizes its discussions. Pronunciation: “Kee-sum-bing.”

Quisumbing, Agnes R., Lynn R. Brown, Hilary Sims Feldstein, Lawrence Haddad, and Christine Peña (1995) Women: The Key to Food Security, Washington DC: International Food Policy Research Institute. [16 pages]  (E)  Download at http://www.ifpri.org/pubs/fpr/fpr21.pdf 

**** NO CLASS on MARCH 18 (Spring break) ****

Week 9 – March 25 - Bargaining and Intra-household Allocation  

Doss provides a very readable introduction to bargaining models and provides an example of applied research from Ghana. An earlier, more technical and detailed, version of this paper is available as UM Department of Applied Economics Staff Paper P96-11 at http://agecon.lib.umn.edu/mn/p96-11.pdf  .
Doss, Cheryl (2003) “Conceptualizing and Measuring Bargaining Power within the Household,”  Chapter 3 in Karine Moe, ed., Women, Family, and Work, Malden MA: Blackwell Publishing, pp. 43-61.  (CP)
Agarwal looks at the strengths and weaknesses of various models of household behavior for analysis of bargaining power.

Agarwal, Bina (1997) “'Bargaining' and Gender Relations: Within and Beyond the Household," Feminist Economics, 3(1): 1‑51.  [37 pages of text]   (CP)
Week 10 – April 1 – Women’s Agency, Reproduction, and the Sexual Division of Labor
Guest instructor:  Professor Liz Davis, Department of Applied Economics

Amartya Sen won the 1998 Nobel prize in economics for his research on topics related to poverty and food security; these authors brought attention to the millions of “missing women” in South Asia. 

Drèze, Jean and Amartya Sen (1995) "Gender Inequality and Women's Agency," Chapter 7 in India:  Economic Development and Social Opportunity, Delhi: Oxford University Press, pp. 140-178.  [33 pages of text] (CP)
This is an important early --- but not outdated --- paper in the gender and development literature.

Benería, Lourdes (1979) "Reproduction, Production, and the Sexual Division of Labor," Cambridge Journal of Economics 3(3): 203‑225, September. (print copy available in Wilson) (CP)
Agarwal, Bina (1994) “Gender, Property and Land Rights: Bridging a Critical Gap in Economic Analysis and Policy,’’ Chapter 17 in Edith Kuiper et al, eds., Out of the Margin: Feminist Perspectives on Economics, New York: Routledge, pp. 264-294. (R)
*** Unit II paper draft due to student reviewers by Monday, April 5, edits and comments on drafts due in class, April 8. Unit II papers (plus drafts with comments) due Monday, April 12.  
Week 11 – April 8 - Globalization and Economic Adjustment 

Seguino examines why economic growth does not necessarily produce improvements in women’s relative economic status.

Seguino, Stephanie (1997) "Export‑Led Growth and the Persistence of Gender Inequality in the NICs," in J. Rives and M. Yousefi, eds., Economic Dimensions of Gender Inequality:  A Global Perspective, Westport: Greenwood, pp. 11-33.  [21 pages of text]   (CP)
To be replaced:  (use reading from Lourdes Beneria’s book?)

Guy Standing is a long-time staff economist at the International Labor Organization, in Geneva --- a good place from which to summarize trends, as the ILO collects labor statistics from its member nations, employers, and unions. 

Standing, Guy (1989) "Global Feminization through Flexible Labor," World Development 17(7), pp. 1077‑1095.  [12 pages of text] (available in print, Wilson periodicals)    (CP)
This excellent paper won the prize for best Humphrey Plan B in 1997. It defines feminists’ areas of concern about macroeconomic stabilization and structural adjustment policies. Good background discussion as well as examples from several countries.)

Jennings, Christina (1997) Gender, Economic Adjustment and Women’s Paid and Unpaid Work in Latin America, unpublished Plan B thesis, Humphrey Institute of Public Affairs, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis. Focus on pages 1-21.   (CP)
In class:  30 minutes for peer review groups to discuss paper drafts.

*** Unit II papers (plus drafts with comments) due Monday, April 12. ***

UNIT III: Methodology and Policy

Week 12 – April 15 - Economic methods: Part I
Guest instructor:  

The following two readings fall under the category of feminist economics methodology.

Harding, Sandra (1995) "Can Feminist Thought Make Economics More Objective?" Feminist Economics 1(1): 7‑ 32, Spring.  [21 pages] (print copy in Wilson periodicals)  (CP)
Narayan, Uma (1989) "The Project of Feminist Epistemology:  Perspectives From a Nonwestern Feminist," in Alison Jaggar and Susan Bordo, eds., Gender/Body/Knowledge:  Feminist Reconstructions of Being and Knowing, New Brunswick: Rutgers University Press, pp. 256-269.  [12 pages]  (CP)
This reading critiques how the rational choice model is used in labor economics. Its author calls for a more psychologically-informed model of “man.” How do his suggestions complement/differ from those of feminist economists?

Kaufman, Bruce E. (1999) “Expanding the Behavioral Foundations of Labor Economics,” Industrial and Labor Relations Review 52(3): 361-392, April. [27 pages]  Read pages 

361-373 (up to “Wants”) and the Conclusion (bottom 385-388) and skim the rest.  

[15 pages] (E)  http://search.epnet.com/direct.asp?an=1787301&db=buh
Week 13  ‑ April 22 - Economic Methods: Part II 

Barker examines the concept of Pareto optimality. Think about how this concept relates to societal well-being.

Barker, Drucilla (1995) "Economists, Social Reformers, and Prophets: A Feminist Critique of Economic Efficiency," Feminist Economics 1(3), 26‑39.  [10 pages] (print copy in Wilson periodicals) (CP)
The following two papers consider alternative approaches to societial well-being, the subject/focus of economics.

Nelson, Julie A.  (1993) "The Study of Choice or the Study of Provisioning?” in Marianne A. Ferber and Julie A. Nelson, eds.,  Beyond Economic Man:  Feminist Theory and Economics, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, pp. 23-36.  [11.5 pages]  (B)
Held, Virginia (1990) "Mothering vs. Contract" in Jane Mansbridge, ed., Beyond Self‑Interest, Chicago:  University of Chicago Press, pp. 287‑304.  [18 pages]  This article was adapted from “Non-contractual Society: A Feminist View,” in Marsha Hannen and Kai Nielsen, eds., Science, Morality, and Feminist Theory (Calgary, Alberta: University of Calgary Press, 1987), 111-37, from whom copyright permission should be obtained. (CP) 

Week 14 – April 29 – What is Feminist Economics?  Policy and Practice

The authors of this exciting report spoke at the Humphrey Institute in the mid-1990s. They demonstrate that making work responsive to people’s lives can increase productivity. But remember this: “flexibility at the margins undermines flexibility at the core.” 

Bailyn, Lotte, Rhona Rapoport, Deborah Kolb, Joyce Fletcher, et al (1996) “Re-linking Work and Family: A Catalyst for Organizational Change,” Sloan School of Management Working Paper #3892-96, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge MA. Pages 1-18 only.  (L, R)
Nelson applies feminist theory to the specifics of income tax policy. 

Nelson, Julie A. (1996) “Feminist Theory and the Income Tax,” Chapter 7 in Feminism, Objectivity and Economics, New York: Routledge, pp. 97-117.  [19 pages]  (CP)
Folbre offers a number of general policy recommendations.

Folbre, Nancy (1994) “Conclusion: The Political Economy of Family Policy,” Chapter 7 in Who Pays for the Kids? Gender and the Structures of Constraint, New York: Routledge, pp. 248-262 and notes p. 290.  [15 pages]  (CP)
In class:  20 minutes for course evaluations

*** Unit III paper draft due to student reviewers by Monday, May 3.  Edits and comments on drafts due in class, May 6. Unit III papers (plus drafts with comments) due Monday, May 10.  
Week 15 – May 6 – Wrap Up / Tie Together
Blank offers a neoclassical-economist’s critique of the articles we’ve read in Beyond Economic Man from a viewpoint sympathetic to the feminist economists  (she notes that the neoclassical model “should never be confused with reality”).  

Blank, Rebecca (1993) “What Should Mainstream Economists Learn from Feminist Economics?” in Marianne A. Ferber and Julie A. Nelson, eds., Beyond Economic Man:  Feminist Theory and Economics, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, pp. 133-143.  

[11 pages]  (B)
Woolley summarizes the feminist challenges to neoclassical economics and assesses the progress made to date by feminist economists.

Woolley, Frances (1998) “The Feminist Challenge to Neoclassical Economics,” Chapter 12 in David L. Prychitko, ed., Why Economists Disagree: An Introduction to the Alternative Schools of Thought, Albany NY: State University of New York, pp. 309-332.  (CP)
Strassman gives us a great closing line. 

Strassmann, Diana (1994) "Feminist Thought and Economics; or, What Do the Visigoths Know?"  The American Economic Review 84(2): 153‑158.  [5 pages]   (E)
(stable url Available from JSTOR) 

http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0002-8282%28199405%2984%3A2%3C153%3AFTAEOW%3E2.0.CO%3B2-S
In class:  30 minutes for peer review groups to discuss paper drafts.

*** Unit III papers (plus drafts with comments) due Monday, May 10. ***

No final examination.
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