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Reproductive righteousness of right-wing movements: Global feminist perspectives e

Radical right-wing movements are resurging around the globe across
diverse cultural, economic, and religious contexts. Angry politics in far-
right regimes are propelling illiberal movements by polarizing the
people, capitalizing on catastrophe, and undermining democratic in-
stitutions (Ben-Ghiat, 2020; Edelman, 2020; Maskovsky & Bjork-James,
2020), and are doing so more successfully than any other political trend
in decades (Spierings et al., 2015). How far-right extremism, which is far
from being new, came to experience a distinct “moment” (Mouffe, 2018)
in the twenty-first century has raised broad concern, with scholars
focused on topics such as gender (Blee, 2017; Butler, 2024; Fangen &
Skjelsbaek, 2020), racism (Fekete, 2018; Mondon, 2023; Mondon &
Winter, 2020), and neoliberalism (Kiely & Saull, 2017, Maskovsky &
Bjork-James, 2020). In this special issue, we show that reproductive
politics have been key to the recent successes of the rising global right.
This is a crucial task because reproductive politics are “powerfully
central” (Briggs, 2017) to most politics, although this fact is often
hidden.

“Reproductive politics” is a term developed by twentieth-century
feminists to address concerns about who or what has power with
respect to reproduction (Ginsburg & Rapp, 1995; Ross & Solinger,
2017). Matters like sex, pregnancy, fertility, parenthood, and family are
not intrinsically relevant to politics, and yet many parts of our intimate
lives, including our bodies and our beliefs about them, have been
ensnared in power dynamics across place and throughout history.
Building on activists’ longstanding recognition of the links between the
personal and the political, as well as the local and the global, feminist
scholars have made deliberate efforts to trace how, when, where, and
why reproduction becomes political (Briggs, 2017; Ginsburg & Rapp,
1991, 1995; Rapp, 2001; Ross & Solinger, 2017). This politics of
reproduction framework has inspired countless interdisciplinary
scholars to examine the centrality of reproduction within broad global
processes, making explicit its integral role in settler colonialism and
state-making as well as in medicalization and market economies (Inhorn
& Tremayne, 2012; Mehta & Varghese, 2018; Natividad, 2018; Ver-
tommen et al., 2022). A core contribution of this literature is that
locating an “outside to reproductive politics” in mainstream analyses
proves difficult, “even though that fact is sometimes obscured” (Briggs,
2017, 4). By focusing on reproductive politics, we aim at making the
centrality, yet relative invisibility, of reproductive politics within far-
right movements worldwide much more explicit.

Consider examples from the early days of the COVID-19 pandemic
which demonstrated that right-wing leaders mobilized reproductive
politics to seize power amid crisis. Under Donald Trump’s presidency in
the United States, antiabortion governors in twelve states halted abor-
tion services by classifying the time-sensitive procedure as “elective”
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and “non-essential.” Republican lawmakers also ensured that the first
federal pandemic stimulus bill disqualified Planned Parenthood from
receiving emergency funding, while large corporations and so-called
crisis pregnancy centers received millions in public monies (Cromer &
Bjork-James, 2020). The right-wing administration’s direct assault on
reproductive rights coincided with more covert uses of reproductive
politics to advance white Christian nationalist ambitions (Burdick, 2024;
Cromer, 2023). It came to light in 2020 that the Trump administration
endorsed the forced sterilization of migrant minority women detained in
US custody (Chaparro-Buitrago, 2024), as well as the unlawful treat-
ment of unaccompanied migrant children—including through expulsion
and forced adoption—who were alleged to be risks to national security.
Authoritarian leaders around the world made similar moves during
the pandemic by centering reproduction, overtly and covertly, to
advance regressive agendas. Poland’s Law and Justice Party used
abortion rights to undermine democratic processes when it quietly
brought an abortion case to the Constitutional Tribunal—the nation’s
highest court stacked with judges in the party’s favor—rather than work
legislatively to restrict abortion. When the court issued a decision
radically limiting legal access to abortion, millions of Polish citizens
broke pandemic-era laws to protest en masse. In India, reproductive
politics played a more covert role in fomenting anti-Muslim violence
among right-wing Hindu nationalists during the pandemic. De-
mographic conspiracies about Muslim people’s intentional spread of
COVID, described by right-wing political leaders as a “Muslim disease”
and “Corona Jihad” (Bajoria, 2020; Ellis-Petersen & Rahman, 2020;
Tieri & Ranjan, 2023), escalated under Prime Minister Narenda Modi’s
leadership, whose right-wing extremism has emboldened Hindu racist
rhetoric about being “replaced” by Muslim minorities through their
“reckless reproduction” (Raghavan & Mushtaq, 2024). Reproductive
politics form the core of conspiratorial “replacement” discourses of all
kinds (Bracke & Aguilar, 2023; Saluk, 2023; Taragin-Zeller, 2023), yet
are especially evident in political preoccupations with fertility, birth
rates, and notions of who should—and shouldn’t—be procreating.
Although reproductive politics are “central” to most politics, they
have not yet featured centrally in analyses of right-wing politics. A
politics of reproduction framework, we argue, helps draw attention to
the explicit and implicit political activities concerning sex, fertility, and
family that abound in right-wing movements (Franklin & Ginsburg,
2019). The approach of this special issue reveals the proxy role that
reproduction often plays in advancing right-wing agendas, from anti-
LGBTQIA+ (Smietana, forthcoming; Taragin-Zeller & Kasstan-Dabush,
2024) and anti-gender policies (Pet6 & Juhasz, 2024), to neoliber-
alism (Bjork-James, 2023), migration (Van Raemdonck, 2023), and
white supremacy (Gaddini, 2023). This scholarship highlights the

0277-5395/© 2024 Elsevier Ltd. All rights are reserved, including those for text and data mining, Al training, and similar technologies.



R. Cromer and L. Taragin-Zeller

diverse historical, economic, cultural, and religious contexts in which
right-wing regimes take hold, and provides analytic tools for investi-
gating their synchronies. In other words, centering reproduction within
analyses of right-wing politics makes it possible to ask: Why do right-
wing actors feel threatened by what they perceive as attacks to the
“national family” mounted by LGBTQIA+ communities, racial and
religious minorities, and feminists? What local discourses cohere the
nationalist, xenophobic, demagogic, antifeminist, and majoritarian
goals of right-wing politics? What roles do religious fundamentalisms
and symbolisms play in propelling global right movements? While such
questions have attracted some scholarly attention (Barbosa & Casaroes,
2022; Wilfred, 2021), the centrality of reproductive politics within right-
wing political landscapes has remained under-examined.

Feminist scholarship on far-right political movements has gone
furthest in this respect by theorizing the constitutive roles of gender,
sexuality, race, and religion in their successes (Arguedas-Ramirez, 2021;
Butler, 2024; Correa, 2018; Correa et al., 2023; Mehta & Varghese,
2018). Feminist scholars maintain that these issues function not as pe-
ripheral problems of “culture” but as the “symbolic glue” (Grzebalska &
Peto, 2018), “meta-language” (Dietze & Roth, 2020), and “familiar
grammar” (Franklin & Ginsburg, 2019) of right-wing movements.
Comparative feminist studies contextualize differences across right-
wing ideologies, discourses, strategies, policies, and effects as well as
offer critical vocabularies for understanding their common features
(Erel, 2018; Graff et al., 2019; Mason, 2019). Intersectional feminist
analyses reveal how right-wing regimes deploy charismatic, hyper-
masculinized leaders to wield narratives that position right-wing
movements as saviors of a “national family” alleged to be under siege
by a threatening social “other” (Erel, 2018). Feminist scholarship doc-
uments how right-wing leaders representing dominant groups have
deployed the rhetoric of “apocalyptic panic” (Mason, 2019) and “de-
mographic fever dreams” (Gokariksel et al., 2019) to mobilize protec-
tionist support for exclusionary projects by claiming national
vulnerability (Franklin & Ginsburg, 2019). Importantly, feminist
scholars call for continued attention to far-right forces and emphasize
the importance of intersectional analyses that interrogate the strategic
roles of gender, race, sexuality, class, and religion at work in them
(Baiocchi, 2020; Burdick, 2024; Butler, 2024; Graff et al., 2019;
Gutierrez Rodriguez et al., 2018; Murray, 2022; Roth, 2018). We take up
their provocation by bringing reproductive politics into analyses of
resurging right-wing movements worldwide.

This special issue is an outgrowth of a global feminist collaboration
organized through the Reproductive Righteousness Project (RRP).
Together with Sarah Franklin (University of Cambridge), we launched
RRP in June 2021 as an international dialogue focused on investigating
the roles of reproductive politics in propelling the rising right world-
wide. Global in reach and significance, this project has supported an
interdisciplinary group of feminist scholars in Europe, the Middle East,
the Americas, Asia, and Africa. Together we have systematically exam-
ined what moralizing claims about “threats” to social decline reveal
about the constitutive role of reproductive politics within contemporary
right-wing movements. In addition to this special issue, RRP activities
have included a virtual symposium, a workshop, a writing seminar, and
a website for public-facing pedagogy projects (www.reproright.com).

We began RRP as feminist scholars residing in places where right-
wing regimes have gained power, and as researchers of the reproduc-
tive dimensions of these regimes’ diverse political expressions. RRP
came to fruition from the experiential urgency to wield feminist tools for
understanding the specific contextual factors that were giving rise to
right-wing political power near and far, with attunement to rhetoric and
imagery, policies, social movement strategies, social media, and more.

Our work is informed by three major feminist frameworks that we
engage in our analyses: reproductive justice (Davis, 2019; Luna & Luker,
2013; Ross & Solinger, 2017; Sasser, 2018; Silliman et al., 2004; Zavella,
2020), reproductive governance (Morgan & Roberts, 2012), and cri-
tiques of familialism (Collins, 2000; Franklin & Ginsburg, 2019;
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Grzebalska & Peto, 2018). “Reproductive justice” is an intersectional
framework for social change articulated by Black women in 1994 that
acknowledges, and envisions alternatives to, the interlocking systems of
oppression that limit whether, when, and how to raise children safely
and sustainably. Reproductive justice directs our attention to how
misogyny, racism, homophobia, transphobia, economic marginaliza-
tion, environmental destruction, and other oppressive forces conspire to
undermine fundamental human rights. “Reproductive governance” is a
complementary concept developed by feminist anthropologists for
tracing “the mechanisms...[that] produce, monitor, and control repro-
ductive behaviors and population practices” (Morgan & Roberts, 2012,
243), with a particular emphasis on moralizing mechanisms wielded by
state, religious, economic, and political actors. Relatedly, feminist cri-
tiques of family-centric discourses (Franklin & Ginsburg, 2019; Grze-
balska & Peto, 2018) help to reveal how moralized notions of “the
family” deploy racialized, gendered, and sexualized rhetoric to propel
right-wing regimes through reproductive politics.

These scholar-activist frameworks guide us in taking a wide-angle
view in order to see how conceptions of race, nation, and the very
idea of “a people” are being redefined and redeployed within right-wing
power grabs. By broadening the aperture on reproductive politics across
diverse contexts—from tracing the racializing appeals for “national
survival” in Erdogan’s Turkey to exploring the neo-fascist roots of
Trump’s supremacy agendas—we find that reproduction is strategically
employed to moralize right-wing movements as righteous projects.

The concept of “reproductive righteousness” emerged through our
comparative and interdisciplinary work to describe how right-wing
agents employ reproductive politics as a moralizing mechanism for
bringing legitimacy and urgency to regressive plans. Reproductive
righteousness thus helps to explain how quasi-religious claims cohere
different expressions of right-wing political efforts. Authors in this
special issue bring these links into view by examining such topics as the
rhetorical style of right-wing leaders (Saluk, 2023; Taragin-Zeller &
Kasstan-Dabush, 2024), the Janus-faced effects of policy initiatives
(Bjork-James, 2023; Pet6 & Juhasz, 2024; Smietana, forthcoming), and
the everyday conceptions of saviorism (Gaddini, 2023; Van Raemdonck,
2023). These authors also demonstrate that morality as a political
strategy has inclined some right-wing regimes to engage explicitly with
religious leaders and institutions, yet others implicitly leveraged quasi-
religious discourses to advance regressive political agendas. Saviorist
appeals, for instance, are unveiled as moralizing discursive devices that
invoke the threat of national, social, and cultural decline and anoint
right-wing leaders as defenders of the so-called vulnerable majority
(Cromer, 2023; Gaddini, 2023; Saluk, 2023; Smietana, forthcoming;
Taragin-Zeller & Kasstan-Dabush, 2024).

Papers in this special issue by Sophie Bjork-James, Katie Gaddini,
Seda Saluk, Andrea Pet6 and Borbdla Juhasz demonstrate that repro-
ductive righteousness takes different shapes through forms of familialist
rhetoric within right-wing political rhetoric. In her analysis of Christian
Right political theology in the United States, Sophie Bjork-James shows
how the right-wing state claims “righteousness” vis-a-vis its opposition
to abortion, which provides ethical justification for its embrace of free
market capitalism and all of its harms. Analyzing the controversy around
pro-environment evangelicals’ efforts to expand pro-life politics to
include care for the environment, Bjork-James argues that focusing on
the fetus provides white pro-life evangelicals a moralized means for
redirecting concern away from capitalism’s catastrophic effects on all
forms of life.

Katie Gaddini also examines the US Christian Right by interrogating
how anti-Black racism among white evangelical Christians reproduces
right-wing politics as a moral order. Gaddini’s considers how white
evangelicals reproduce a racialized moral order through expressions of
defensive racism—a multi-modal form of anti-Blackness that displaces
racism away from white people and denies its effects on Black Ameri-
cans—while seeking to uphold the idea of a righteous Christian nation.

Seda Saluk’s historical and discursive analysis of Erdogan’s political
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rhetoric in contemporary Turkey shows how reproductive righteousness
takes shape through what she calls “fraternal natalism.” Fraternal
natalism describes how long-standing alliances between different state
actors in Turkey—such as government officials, physicians, religious
authorities, and military leaders—consolidate righteous power through
reproductive politics. Saluk shows that fraternal natalism finds expres-
sion in narratives of a national family in crisis that provoke demographic
anxieties about religious and ethno-racialized “others,” casting their
reproductive activities as inherently dangerous for the right-wing na-
tion’s continuity and security.

Focusing on Hungary, Andrea Pet6 and Borbdla Juhdsz analyze the
family mainstreaming policies put forward by the ruling FIDESZ gov-
ernment, which, they argue, are premised on a “cult of righteous
motherhood.” Analyzing the policy-focused discourses of right-wing
political leaders, Pet6 and Juhasz show that family-focused policies
are “Janus-faced” in seemingly supporting the rights and needs of
women while, in effect, forcing them “back into the kitchen.” Their
article demonstrates the difficulty for, yet necessity of, feminist schol-
arship on illiberal policy efforts.

Other authors in the special issue draw attention to the proxy roles
that anti-LGBTQIA+ discourses and policies often play in advancing
right-wing agendas. Drawing on auto-ethnography, interviews, and
analysis of political discourse, Marcin Smietana exposes the logics of
reproductive righteousness in contemporary Poland where the creation
of families among LGBTQIA+ people is systemically discouraged
through forms of social sterilization. Smietana traces right-wing anxi-
eties about LGBTQIA+ reproduction as “contaminating” future genera-
tions and, thus, “threatening the nation.” Eugenic expressions of anti-
LGBTQIA+ right-wing Polish politics create what Smietana calls
“unreproductive citizenship,” which describes how queer and trans
people are “tolerated” yet disallowed status as reproductive subjects.

In the context of Israel, Lea Taragin-Zeller and Ben Kasstan-Dabush
examine the political rhetoric and policy pursuits of Noam, an extreme
right-wing party that champions ethno-religious nationalism and op-
position to LGBTQIA+ rights. The authors’ discursive analysis of right-
wing political materials traces how Noam frames gender and sexual di-
versity as evidence of the state’s moral decline and as a contaminating
force, which can only be redressed by righteous (heterosexual) saviors.
Noam’s vision of a “Jewish state” is underpinned by a “grammar of
normality” that is ethno-nationalist, heteronormative, and patriarchal.
Their attempts to construct threats to the “normal” Jewish nuclear
family help to gain broader public support and forge alliances with
hegemonic political parties through a discourse of “Jewish family
values,” embedded within a contemporary attempt to reproduce a
“pure” Jewish population through the control of gender, sexuality, and
exclusionary-nationalist stances.

Lastly, An Van Raemdonck uses ethnographic methods to examine
how international development agencies and NGOs attempt to curb the
rise of early (or underage) marriages among Syrian refugees in Jorda-
nian refugee camps. Her anthropological study showcases how Jorda-
nian health care workers create distinct reproductive ‘“cultures,”
distinguishing between local Jordanian and Syrian migrant patterns of
fertility, while reifying national boundaries. This work highlights how
perinatal care serves as a site of reproductive stigma and morality dis-
courses in postcolonial contexts.

Taken together, this special issue helps to lay bare the mechanisms
that link reproductive politics to moralizing appeals about the righ-
teousness of right-wing power. Expressions of reproductive righteous-
ness take varying forms and crosscut wide political terrain, from racist
demographic anxieties about migrants and ethno-religious minorities to
reifications of capitalism’s moral order by focusing on fetuses and white
supremacy. Within these expressions, reproductive politics come into
view as a proxy for different kinds of regressive agendas, be they colo-
nialist, ethno-religious, nationalist, anti-feminist, supremacist, and/or
capitalist. Some expressions of reproductive righteousness are strategi-
cally deceptive, both in how they obscure the role of reproductive
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politics and in how they hide intended policy goals, which pose theo-
retical and methodological challenges for studying them in isolated
national contexts.

Inspired by feminist methods of knowledge-sharing, we found in the
Reproductive Righteousness Project that collaborative international
dialogue helped chart a conceptual path toward more robust theoretical
perspectives on the elemental role of reproductive politics in the
resurging global right. We offer reproductive righteousness as an example
of what is possible when feminist methods and analyses align, and as an
analytical resource for understanding how right-wing extremism is
moralized—and resisted—around the globe. In doing so, this special
issue advances scholarly debates on right-wing configurations of power,
especially in interdisciplinary studies of gender, race, sexuality, nation,
and religion. Our research shows the vital importance of feminist theory
for social studies of right-wing extremism by theorizing how reproduc-
tive politics operate as a constitutive force within far-right movements,
which remains a crucial task today.

References

Arguedas-Ramirez, Gabriela. 2021. “Gender ideology, religious fundamentalism and the
electoral campaign (2017-2018) in Costa Rica.” Religion and Global Society (blog).
March 18. https://blogs.Ise.ac.uk/religionglobalsociety/2018,/12/gender-ideology-
religious-fundamentalism-and-the-electoral-campaign-2017-2018-in-costa-rica/.

Baiocchi, M. L. (2020). Editorial introduction: On the gender and the sexual politics of
contemporary patriarchal ethnonationalist authoritarianism. Association for Political
and Legal Anthropology. Speaking Justice to Power Series (blog). September 15 http
s://politicalandlegalanthro.org/2020/09/15/editorial-introduction-migration-
mobility-and-displacement/.

Bajoria, J. (2020). CoronaJihad is only the latest manifestation: Islamophobia in India
has been years in the making. May 1. The Polls Project. https://www.hrw.org/news/
2020/05/01/coronajihad-only-latest-manifestation-islamophobia-india-has
-been-years-making.

Barbosa, R., & Casaroes, G. (2022). Statecraft under god: Radical right populism meets
Christian nationalism in Bolsonaro’s Brazil. Millennium, 50(3), 669-699. https://doi.
org/10.1177/03058298221110922

Ben-Ghiat, R. (2020). Strongmen: Mussolini to the present. New York: W. W. Norton &
Company.

Bjork-James, S. (2023). Focus on the fetus: The evangelical ethic, anti-environmentalism,
and the spirit of neoliberalism. Women’s Studies International Forum, 99, Article
102762. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2023.102762

Blee, K. (2017). Similarities/differences in gender and far-right politics in Europe and the
USA. In M. Koéttig, R. Bitzan, & A. Pet6 (Eds.), Gender and far right politics in Europe.
New York: Palgrave Macmillan Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-43533-6_
13.

Bracke, S., & Aguilar, L. M. H. (Eds.). (2023). The politics of replacement: Demographic
fears, conspiracy theories, and race wars (1st ed.). New York: Routledge.

Briggs, L. (2017). How all politics became reproductive politics: From welfare reform to
foreclosure to trump. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Burdick, M. (2024). ‘Let’s make the womb safe again’: Ethnographic explorations of
white evangelical women’s language of reproductive injustice. Cultural Studies <
Critical Methodologies, 24(1), 24-33. https://doi.org/10.1177/15327086231218460

Butler, J. (2024). Who's afraid of gender? New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux.

Chaparro-Buitrago, J. (2024). Sterilizing body-territories: Understanding contemporary
cases of forced sterilization in the United States and China. Feminist Anthropology.
https://doi.org/10.1002/fea2.12135 (early view online).

Collins, P. H. (2000). It’s all in the family: Intersections of gender, race, and the nation.
In U. Narayan, & S. Harding (Eds.), Decentering the center: Philosophy for a multicul-
tural, postcolonial, and feminist world (pp. 156-167). Bloomington: Indiana University
Press.

Corréa, Sonia. 2018. “Gender ideology: Tracking its origins and meanings in current
gender politics.” Global Policy Journal. February 13. https://www.globalpolicyjour
nal.com/blog/13/02/2018/gender-ideology-tracking-its-origins-and-meanings-curr
ent-gender-politics. (blog).

Corréa, S., Paternotte, D., & House, C. (2023). Dr Frankenstein’s Hydra: Contours,
meanings and effects of anti-gender politics. In Routledge handbook of sexuality,
gender, health and rights (2nd ed., pp. 484-493). New York: Routledge.

Cromer, R. (2023). Conceiving Christian America: Embryo adoption and reproductive politics.
New York: NYU Press.

Cromer, R., & Bjork-James, S. (2020). Which lives matter? Pro-life politics during a
pandemic, 2020. Medical Anthropology Quarterly Critical Care Blog. http://
medanthroquarterly.org/2020/09/29/which-lives-matter-pro-life-politics-during-a-
pandemic/.

Davis, D.-A. (2019). Reproductive injustice: Racism, pregnancy, and premature birth. New
York: NYU Press.

Dietze, G., & Roth, J. (Eds.). (2020). Right-wing populism and gender: European perspectives
and beyond. Bielefeld: transcript Verlag. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783839449806-
001.



R. Cromer and L. Taragin-Zeller

Edelman, M. (2020). From ‘populist moment’ to authoritarian era: Challenges, dangers,
possibilities. The Journal of Peasant Studies, 47(7), 1418-1444. https://doi.org/
10.1080/03066150.2020.1802250

Ellis-Petersen, H., & Rahman, S. A. (2020). Coronavirus conspiracy theories targeting
Muslims spread in India. April 13, sec. World news. The Guardian. https://www.theg
uardian.com/world/2020/apr/13/coronavirus-conspiracy-theories-targeting-musl
ims-spread-in-india.

Erel, U. (2018). Saving and reproducing the nation: Struggles around right-wing politics
of social reproduction, gender and race in austerity Europe. Women’s Studies Inter-
national Forum, 68(May), 173-182. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2017.11.003

Fangen, K., & Skjelsbak, I. (2020). Editorial: Special issue on gender and the far right.
Politics, Religion & Ideology, 21(4), 411-415. https://doi.org/10.1080/
21567689.2020.1851866

Fekete, E. (2018). Europe’s fault lines: Racism and the rise of the right. New York: Verso
Books.

Franklin, S., & Ginsburg, F. (2019). Reproductive politics in the age of Trump and Brexit.
Cultural Anthropology, 34(1), 3-9. https://doi.org/10.14506/ca34.1.02

Gaddini, K. (2023). Defensive racism and Christian righteousness in the time of Trump.
Women’s Studies International Forum, 101, Article 102844. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j-wsif.2023.102844

Ginsburg, F. D., & Rapp, R. (1991). The politics of reproduction. Annual Review of An-
thropology, 20, 311-343.

Ginsburg, F. D., & Rapp, R. (1995). Conceiving the New World Order: The global politics of
reproduction. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Gokariksel, B., Neubert, C., & Smith, S. (2019). Demographic fever dreams: Fragile
masculinity and population politics in the rise of the global right. Signs: Journal of
Women in Culture and Society, 44(3), 561-587. https://doi.org/10.1086/701154

Graff, A., Kapur, R., & Walters, S. D. (2019). Introduction: Gender and the rise of the
global right. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 44(3), 541-560. https://
doi.org/10.1086,/701152

Grzebalska, W., & Petd, A. (2018). The gendered modus operandi of the illiberal trans-
formation in Hungary and Poland. Women’s Studies International Forum, 68, 164-172.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2017.12.001

Gutierrez Rodriguez, E., Tuzcu, P., & Winkel, H. (2018). Introduction: Feminisms in
times of anti-genderism, racism and austerity. Women'’s Studies International Forum,
68(May), 139-141. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2018.03.008

Inhorn, M. C., & Tremayne, S. (Eds.). (2012). Islam and assisted reproductive technologies:
Sunni and Shia perspectives (1st ed.). New York: Berghahn Books.

Kiely, R., & Saull, R. (2017). Neoliberalism and the far-right: An introduction. Critical
Sociology, 43(6), 821-829. https://doi.org/10.1177/0896920517712965

Luna, Z., & Luker, K. (2013). Reproductive justice. Annual Review of Law and Social
Science, 9(1), 327-352. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-lawsocsci-102612-134037

Maskovsky, J., & Bjork-James, S. (Eds.). (2020). Beyond populism: Angry politics and the
twilight of neoliberalism. Morgantown: West Virginia University Press.

Mason, C. (2019). Opposing abortion to protect women: Transnational strategy since the
1990s. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 44(3), 665-692. https://doi.
org/10.1086/701156

Mehta, A., & Varghese, G. (2018). Re-imagining queer rights in post-377 India. The
Funambulist, 20, 2-3.

Mondon, A. (2023). Epistemologies of ignorance in far right studies: The invisibilisation
of racism and whiteness in times of populist hype. Acta Polit, 58, 876-894. https://
doi.org/10.1057/541269-022-00271-6

Mondon, A., & Winter, A. (2020). Reactionary democracy: How racism and the populist far
right became mainstream. New York: Verso Books.

Morgan, L., & Roberts, E. F. S. (2012). Reproductive governance in Latin America. An-
thropology & Medicine, 19(2), 241-254. https://doi.org/10.1080/
13648470.2012.675046

Mouffe, C. (2018). For a left populism. New York: Verso.

Murray, L. (2022). ‘Missing the point’: A conversation with Sonia Corréa about the
emergence and complexities of anti-gender politics at the intersections of human
rights and health. Global Public Health, 17(11), 3243-3253. https://doi.org/
10.1080/17441692.2022.2135751

Women'’s Studies International Forum 105 (2024) 102947

Natividad, M. D. F. (2018). Catholicism and everyday morality: Filipino women’s nar-
ratives on reproductive health. Global Public Health, 14(1), 37-52. https://doi.org/
10.1080/17441692.2018.1471145

Pet6, A., & Juhdsz, B. (2024). Legacies and recipe of constructing successful righteous
motherhood policies: The case of Hungary. Women'’s Studies International Forum, 103,
Article 102885. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2024.102885

Raghavan, Priya, and Samreen Mushtaq. 2024. “India elections: The gendered and sexual
politics of national development.” Institute of Development Studies (blog). May 2.
https://www.ids.ac.uk/opinions/india-elections-the-gendered-and-sexual-politics
-of-national-development/.

Rapp, R. (2001). Gender, body, biomedicine: How some feminist concerns dragged
reproduction to the center of social theory. Medical Anthropology Quarterly, 15(4),
466-477.

Ross, L., & Solinger, R. (2017). Reproductive justice. Berkeley: University of California
Press.

Roth, S. (2018). Introduction: Contemporary counter-movements in the age of Brexit and
Trump. Sociological Research Online, 23(2), 496-506. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1360780418768828

Saluk, S. (2023). Fraternal natalism: Demographic anxieties and the righteous state in
Turkey. Women’s Studies International Forum, 98, Article 102751. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.wsif.2023.102751

Sasser, J. S. (2018). On infertile ground: Population control and women'’s rights in the era of
climate change. New York: NYU Press.

Silliman, J., Fried, M. G., Ross, L., & Gutierrez, E. (2004). Undivided rights: Women of color
organizing for reproductive justice. Cambridge, MA: South End Press.

Smietana, M. (2024). Unreproductive citizenship: Social sterilization of queer and trans
people in Poland. Women's Studies International Forum. , Article 102948. https://doi.
org/10.1016/].wsif.2024.102948

Spierings, N., Zaslove, A., Miigge, L. M., & de Lange, S. L. (2015). Gender and populist
radical-right politics: An introduction. Patterns of Prejudice, 49(1-2), 3-15. https://
doi.org/10.1080,/0031322X.2015.1023642

Taragin-Zeller, L. (2023). The state of desire: Religion and reproductive politics in the
promised land. New York: NYU Press.

Taragin-Zeller, L., & Kasstan-Dabush, B. (2024). A Normal Nation in Our Land’: Repro-
ductive righteousness, redemptive politics and LGBTQIA+ opposition in contem-
porary Israel. Women'’s Studies International Forum. , Article 102944. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.wsif.2024.102944

Tieri, S., & Ranjan, A. (2023). Covid-19, communalism, and islamophobia: India facing
the disease. Social Identities, 29(1), 62-78. https://doi.org/10.1080/
13504630.2023.2207460

Van Raemdonck, A. (2023). Early marriage/pregnancy among Syrian refugees in Jordan
in light of reproductive governance and justice. Women'’s Studies International Forum,
99, Article 102779. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2023.102779

Vertommen, S., Parry, B., & Nachman, M. (2022). Introduction: Global fertility chains
and the colonial present of assisted reproductive technologies. Catalyst: Feminism,
Theory, and Technoscience, 8(1), 1-17. https://doi.org/10.28968/cftt.v8i1.37920

Wilfred, F. (2021). Religious identities and the global south: Porous borders and novel paths.
New York: Palgrave Macmillan Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-60738-8_
5

Zavella, P. (2020). The movement for reproductive justice: Empowering women of color
through social activism. New York: NYU Press.

Risa Cromer®’, Lea Taragin-Zeller”

2 Department of Anthropology, Purdue University

Y Federmann School of Public Policy and Governance and the Program in
Cultural Studies, The Hebrew University of Jerusalem

" Corresponding author.
E-mail addresses: risac@purdue.edu (R. Cromer), lea.taragin@mail.huji.
ac.il (L. Taragin-Zeller).



