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Gisela Zaremberg, Conny Roggeband
Introduction

Feminism is a vibrant and influential force in Latin America. Feminist activism ac-
complished significant milestones, such as expanding political rights for women,
enacting laws to combat gender-based violence, and implementing reproductive
health programs. The massive and widespread protests witnessed in recent
years, denouncing sexual harassment, femicide, and advocating for abortion
rights, demonstrate a revitalized energy both on the streets and in digital spaces.
Particularly, in the field of sexual and reproductive rights, progress has been aston-
ishing in the last decade. Starting with the approval of voluntary termination of
pregnancy in Uruguay in 2012, a new wave of legislation and judicial rulings at
the national level ushered in an unprecedented era of progress for reproductive
rights in the region. The rapid regional spread of feminist mobilization known
as the “Green Tide”, which emerged from the fight for abortion legalization in Ar-
gentina and extended to various Latin American countries, is a prime example of
the mentioned process (Sutton and Borland 2019).

However, these advancements are challenged by rising authoritarian tenden-
cies spearheaded by a heterogeneous set of -religious and secular- conservative ac-
tors. Opposition to advances in gender and sexual equality and more broadly to
agendas driven by feminism is not a strictly novel phenomenon, but in recent
years, it has been renewed and gained unprecedented social and political leverage.
Several scholars agree that contemporary opposition discourse gained momentum
in forums such as the International Conference on Population and Development in
Cairo (1994) or the Fourth World Conference on Women in Beijing (1995) when the
Vatican and its allies coined the term “gender ideology” to discredit the notion of
gender as a social construct and question the actions of feminist movements and
international human rights agencies. The term “gender ideology” soon became a
pseudo-theoretical and political tool to discredit progressive agendas (Garbagnoli
2016; Sanders 2018; Biroli, Machado, and Vaggione 2020).

Authors who analyzed the growing global opposition to gender equality and
sexual rights (Kuhar and Paternotte, 2017; Correa, Paternotte, and Kuhar, 2018; Ver-
loo, 2018; Fassin, 2020) highlight how the common critique of ’gender’ unites a di-
verse set of actors, both religious and non-religious, who view ‘gender’ as the foun-
dation of laws and policies they aim to oppose, such as the legalization of abortion,
sex education in schools, and marriage equality (Paternotte and Kuhar, 2018). Some
authors note a shift in the tactics of conservative anti-rights movements, marked
by greater flexibility in forming political alliances across both right-wing and
left-wing parties, as well as different religious groups, particularly with the emerg-
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ing influence of neo-Pentecostal evangelical leadership (Pérez Guadalupe, 2017;
Vaggione and Machado, 2020; De la Torre and Semdan, 2021; Barcenas, 2023). This
strategic shift involves crafting a discursive framework that secularizes Christian
values to attract broader support (Garbagnoli, 2016), with emphasis on values such
as security, anti-corruption, and nationalism as central priorities (Wilkinson, 2021).
Additionally, through transnational networks, these actors share knowledge, strat-
egies, and repertoires of action that spread globally (Cornejo-Valle and Pichardo,
2017). Opponents of gender equality have also turned the discourse of human
rights, civil disobedience, and individual freedoms on its head, promoting it as a
challenge to secular law (Tabbush and Caminotti, 2020). In their opposition to gen-
der theory and gender studies, which they regard as an ideology, they have concen-
trated on developing alternative knowledge in the fields of natural science and
medicine (Mujica, 2007; Bracke and Paternotte, 2016; Garbagnoli, 2016).

Anti-gender conservatism in Latin America is led by three main groups of ac-
tors: Catholic Christian activism in alliance with Pentecostal leadership, “pro-life”
and “pro-family” NGOs, and anti-gender politicians (Vaggione 2020). Biroli, Macha-
do, and Vaggione (2020) argue that opposition to gender equality is closely linked to
a series of democratic setbacks in the region. These authors emphasize the impor-
tance of understanding the rise of anti-gender movements in the context of the
democratic decline experienced by several Latin American countries. As such, de-
pending on the specific forms of democratic regression in each country, distinct
types of conservative anti-gender and anti-rights movements can be identified
(Barcenas, 2023).

Despite the rich body of academic work in the field, the ongoing confronta-
tions between anti-gender conservatives and feminist activism, particularly in re-
lation to recent advancements in reproductive rights in the region have yet to be
examined systematically. Specifically, the struggles following pro-abortion re-
forms, particularly during their implementation phase across different levels of
government, within the judiciary, through state mechanisms, and in digital spaces,
require further exploration. There is a need for more attention to the strategic in-
teractions between feminist and anti-feminist actors in these struggles over rights.
What strategies do anti-gender actors use to counter or obstruct progressive policy
changes and prevent their implementation? And how do feminist actors in turn,
respond to these challenges and try to protect and advance recently obtained re-
productive rights?

This book aims to analyze these strategic interactions between anti-feminist
and feminist actors from a perspective that combines theories of feminist gover-
nance, relational political sociology, and novel approaches of cultural, communica-
tional, digital, and historical process tracing analyses. Before delving into what it
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means to adopt a relational perspective in this context, we will first clarify a key
theoretical point.

Conservative Anti-Gender Backlash, Reaction, or
Counter-Movement? Discussing different
approaches to opposition.

Many of the studies dealing with anti-gender campaigns and opposition to gender
equality see these as a reactive response or defensive countermobilization to ad-
vancements on the gender agenda—especially on doctrinal issues like abortion,
sex education, and LGBTQ+ rights.

Opposition to gender and sexuality rights is frequently defined as a counter-
movement contesting feminist and LGBTQ+ movements. Yet, this label does not
sufficiently acknowledge the heterogeneity of actors (Roggeband 2018; Paternotte
2020). Anti-gender campaigns mobilize a wide set of actors including clergy or
leaders of major orthodox religious organizations; political parties, men’s rights or-
ganisation, vested economic interest groups and business elites and other actors.
Anti-gender actors may use their powerful institutional positions (in government,
administration, courts) to defend their interests and oppose or prevent feminist
gains. Understanding the dynamics between progressive feminist actors and
their opponents as a “movement-countermovement” dynamics places both sets
of actors on equal footing and glosses over the gendered power differences be-
tween the two. Opposition to gender and sexual rights frequently comes from
well-established actors who have greater access to resources, as they defend tradi-
tional systems of inequality and leverage substantial personal and collective assets
in their efforts (Roggeband, 2018).

Some scholars use the concept of “gender backlash” to describe the growing
resistance to rights for women and LGBTQ+ groups, as well as the harassment
of women and minority candidates and officeholders (Piscopo and Walsh 2020).
However, Paternotte (2020) argues that not all actions invoking the discourse of
“gender ideology” are primarily reactions to feminist and LGBTQ+ agendas.
Based on a comparison of Colombia, Poland, Bulgaria, and Romania, he observes
that “anti-gender campaigns, although they share demands, arguments, modes of
action, and strategies transnationally, are in fact triggered by very different caus-
es” (2020:40). These campaigns can be both reactive and preventive, making it in-
accurate to always conceive of them as counter-mobilizations. In fact, Paternotte
suggests that many anti-gender campaigns are not triggered by reforms but rather
act as a kind of “prophylaxis” to prevent future reforms or emerging demands.
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Zaremberg, Tabbush, and Friedman (2021) and Piscopo and Walsh (2020) also
critique the conception of anti-gender mobilization as solely reactionary. The for-
mer authors specifically highlight how, in Central American countries, conserva-
tive actors wield such significant power that pro-gender equality groups are
often reduced to merely reacting to defend their agenda, frequently with limited
success. Furthermore, beyond this controversy surrounding the idea of counter-
mobilization—whether or not it accurately applies—there is a group of scholars
who relate opposition to gender equality to broader political and cultural process-
es, particularly concerning democratic developments both in the region and world-
wide (Krizsan and Roggeband 2020).

In the European context especially, these processes are often linked to process-
es of democratic decline (Roggeband and Krizsan 2018). This trend is associated
with the rise of populist leadership and illiberal movements, which encompass
a range of anti-establishment forces challenging the so-called neoliberal hegemo-
ny, both on the right and the left (Graff and Korolczuk, 2021). Paternotte (2020)
notes that anti-gender campaigns are framed within broader debates on national-
ism, migration, and issues such as academic freedom and freedom of expression.
Meanwhile, Kovéts (2018) argues that gender is not the primary target of conser-
vative movements in Europe; instead, “gender ideology” represents a set of “defi-
cits” that are politicized in hyperpolarizing ways to mobilize diverse actors against
liberal policies.

For Latin America, Biroli, Machado, and Vaggione (2020) draw connections be-
tween opposition to gender equality and a series of democratic setbacks in the re-
gion. They argue that it is crucial to analyze the emergence of movements opposing
gender equality in the context of democratic backsliding in several countries. On
one hand, these setbacks have weakened the state and its capacity to guarantee
inclusive policies and the equal exercise of rights. On the other hand, conservatism
aligns with a neoliberal vision of privatization and individualism, strengthening
sectors that seek a return to a hierarchical moral order governed by the heterosex-
ual family.

Another group of scholars emphasizes the transnational nature of opposition
to gender equality, highlighting processes of contagion, isomorphism, and global
diffusion. In this regard, Garbagnoli (2016) points out how the discourse of “gender
ideology” has been constructed transnationally as an empty signifier, capable of
adapting to different national contexts and issues related to sexuality. This rhetor-
ical device is effective because it reinforces the belief that the sexual order tran-
scends history. Far from being an exclusively Catholic belief, this notion is shared
by many social actors who converge in the moral panic surrounding “gender ideol-

Oth”
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Correa, Paternotte, and Kuhar (2018) point out that the anti-gender discourse
reclaims and reframes the Catholic Church’s Cold War-era anti-Marxist discourse,
stirring anti-communist sentiments in Eastern Europe and Latin America. Al-
though national triggers vary, the argumentation of groups organizing anti-gender
campaigns converges around the concept of “gender ideology.” This convergence
reflects not only discursive unity but also organizational cohesion, involving trans-
national secular networks (e.g., the World Congress of Families) and strategies
similar to those of the U.S. Christian Right that have been disseminated through
transnational diffusion processes in Latin America. Similarly, Gianella Malca
(2018) suggests that there is a transnational social movement against abortion
rights in Latin America, indicating a network of organized actors operating beyond
national borders and capable of confronting their opponents at local, regional, and
global levels. This movement is closely aligned with neo-pentecostal movements in
Latin America that promote a conservative moral framework, which emphasizes
the sanctity of life and the traditional family unit. Abortion is seen as a sin that
disrupts the natural order and God’s plan.

Finally, a fourth group of scholars highlights the growing connection between
the religious and political spheres. Pérez Guadalupe (2017) and Pérez Guadalupe
and Grundberger (2018) identify three formats through which evangelical groups
are increasing their electoral influence: a) the evangelical party, conceived as a
confessional movement or party, b) a political front led by “evangelical brethren”
from different denominations, but open to other actors by sharing their political
ideals (although not necessarily their religious ideals) and c) the evangelical fac-
tion, in which evangelical leaders participate in electoral processes within estab-
lished parties or political movements. However, political influence is not always ex-
erted through electoral processes or party systems -it can also take the form of
interest groups (Warner 2000, Nevache 2017, Pérez Guadalupe 2018).

Scope and Perspective

Our book proposes to analyze a dynamic and current phenomenon through an
novel framework spanning across various countries from different sub-regions
in Latin America. As previously noted, the region is at the forefront of advancing
sexual and reproductive rights. In just a few years, several countries have made
significant strides securing -advancements that were unthinkable just a few
years ago. However, this progress is met with strong conservative reactions that
seek to hinder or roll back these gains. This book uniquely approaches this phe-
nomenon using a relational theoretical paradigm.
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Adopting a relational perspective involves four key commitments. First, we
adopt a tripartite perspective that recognizes the crucial roles played by the fem-
inist movement, the state, and conservative counter-forces in advocacy processes
(Roggeband and Krizsan 2020). Feminists are not alone in their engagement
with the state; on the contrary, they contest this space with counter-movements.
In other words, when feminist movements interact with the state, they are not op-
erating in isolation; they are simultaneously contesting governmental institutions
alongside their adversaries. This analytical framework provides an original contri-
bution to the field of study by moving beyond a focus solely on the conservative or
feminist sides of these disputes. Instead, this approach sheds light on the interac-
tions between these conflicting networks of actors, thus avoiding dichotomous or
reductionist views on these controversies. Some of the chapters, particularly those
examining the relationships between the legislative, executive, or judiciary and
feminist or conservative actors, adopt this tripartite relational perspective.

Second, it is important to note that a relational perspective entails complexity
and a recognition of heterogeneity. Exploring the tripartite relationship between
feminist actors, their contenders and the state (institutions), this complexity un-
folds across multiple dynamic layers within various historical processes, each
shaped by specific contextual factors. However, this perspective also implies that
each actor -the state, conservatives, and feminists- does not constitute homogene-
ous or monolithic entity. Rather, they represent complex and heterogeneous fields,
where pluralities give rise to moments of both conflict and consensus. Even the
state, often viewed from a Weberian perspective as a monolithic and legitimately
dominant actor, is conceptualized in this book as a heterogeneous, fragmented, and
at times chaotically articulated field (Mann 1984; Jessop 2015). In the dynamic in-
teraction between feminists and conservative actors, the state plays a crucial
role in mediating the conflict, granting access and resources, and prioritizing cer-
tain actors over others (Krizsan and Roggeband 2021). While feminist actors histor-
ically gained access to the state by creating women’s policy agencies, conservative
actors have their own inroads and allies and often have a more robust power po-
sition due to the historical ties with vested interest groups and organized religion
(Roggeband and Krizsadn 2018). Several chapters, particularly those related with
digital and cultural (e.g. pseudo-scientific strategies,) delve deeper into the com-
plexity and heterogeneity of both the feminist and conservative fields. This explo-
ration makes clear that it is impossible to conceive of either field as unified or
frame them within a dichotomous opposition relation.

Third, an analysis of multiple layers, actors and levels feeds into a broader de-
bate about how disputes over progressive rights are intertwined with wider ad-
vancements and sethacks in democratic regimes. With this analytical framework
in mind, this book includes several chapters that explore the diversity of confron-
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tations between anti-gender conservatives and feminist movements regarding con-
tested sexual and reproductive rights, while taking into account the various layers
of democratic governance. Drawing on the work of Zaremberg and Almeida (2022),
we focus on the dimensions that capture these disputes in various branches of gov-
ernment (executive, legislative, and judicial), as well as at sub-national levels and
within social and civic organizations. Additionally, we seek to understand how
these disputes extend beyond face-to-face interactions to encompass cultural, com-
municational and digital spheres, particularly in the context of public disputes. All
chapters in the volume, emphasize the critical relationship between the broader
regime system and the specific features under analysis.

Finally, a relational perspective requires the adoption of distinct methodolog-
ical approaches. In this book, authors use social and digital network analysis, his-
torical process tracing, and discursive analysis tools. Collectively, these methodo-
logical approaches contribute to a nuanced understanding of the relational
dynamics at play in the phenomenon we are examining.

The book brings together contributions from renowned researchers in the
field, all of whom share the original analytical approach central in the book.
These authors offer deeper insights into the conservative anti-gender disputes
and setbacks surrounding crucial feminist right agendas. The contributions are
not only of interest to scholars in the field of gender studies but also for those in-
terested in advancing progressive and democratic human rights and regimes, both
in the region and globally.

Organization of the Book

Building on the perspective outlined in the previous section, in the first chapter of
this book Veronica Pérez-Betancur, Jennifer Piscopo and Cecilia Rocha-Carpiuc ex-
amine new areas of conflict that emerged after the passage legal abortion legisla-
tion. Focusing on the Chilean and Uruguayan cases, the chapter examines two key
strategies employed by conservative actors to undermine legal abortion laws. First,
although progressive coalitions succeed in decriminalizing abortion, conservatives
do not lose out entirely in the legislative phase. They manage to secure concessions
that move the bill away from feminists’ preferred version. Second, after the legis-
lation is passed, conservative actors use institutional channels, such as referenda
or appeals to supreme courts, to reverse the laws, reduce their scope, and obstruct
their implementation. As a result, conservative forces affect access to rights, par-
ticularly for certain groups of women. These processes also shed light on conser-
vative reactions to gender equality laws in Latin America and the Global South,
connecting the post-legislative stage with resistance and backlash against progres-
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sive change. Methodologically, this chapter exemplifies how the historical analysis
is useful to address relational inferences about processes over time.

The second chapter analyzes the actors involved in coalitions advocating for
abortion criminalization in the legislative agendas of Guatemala, El Salvador,
and Nicaragua. Jeraldine del Cid highlights the significance of the relationship be-
tween conservative civil society organizations and the state pushing this issue onto
the state agenda. The chapter reconstructs these agenda-building processes
through our relational framework, applying the concept of promoter coalitions.
In contrast to other parts of Latin America, these Central-American countries
have persisted in repressive and criminalizing policies, even experiencing legal set-
backs that threaten further punitive measures against sexual and reproductive
rights in the region. The chapter outlines how coalitions of actors in these coun-
tries managed to block any advances in abortion rights.

The third chapter by Debora Rezende de Almeida and Anne Karoline Vieira
analyses how feminist movement has struggled to expand its activism within po-
litical parties beyond the left and center-left, resulting in some of the lowest levels
of women’s representation in Latin American legislatures'. Despite these limita-
tions in engaging with political parties and the legislature, feminist networks
have successfully blocked conservative reactions against abortion due to their hor-
izontal pluralism, which incorporated various feminist perspectives alongside
strong connections to the Executive. From a relational perspective, this chapter
maps the blocking strategies of feminist networks within the Federal Brazilian
Legislature since the emergence of the Anti-Racist Feminist Parliamentary Front
with Popular Participation in 2019 until May 2023, during the term of far-right
president Jair Bolsonaro. Drawing on an extensive qualitative interview and sec-
ondary data, Almeida and Vieira present an analytical classification of these strat-
egies to provide a clearer visualization of the actions taken by activists, potentially
enable future comparative research between different social movements and insti-
tutional contexts.

In the fourth chapter Flavia Biroli and Luciana Tatagiba explore the disputes
within the executive and administrative arenas in Brazil where a growing back-
lash against abortion rights can be traced back to the 2000s. However, the authors
focus particularly on the new patterns of backlash that emerged with the election
of a far-right, openly anti-feminist government in 2018. The discussions in this
chapter are based on research that mapped the key actors responsible for gender

1 In 2023, Brazil held the twenty-ninth position with only 17.7 percent of seats in the National Con-
gress occupied by women, ranking just above Haiti, Santa Lucia, Belize, and Antigua and Barbados
in the region. Available at: https:/oig.cepal.org/en/indicators/legislative-power-percentage-women-
national-legislative-body-sdg-indicator-551a
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policies during Brazil’s far-right government from 2019 to 2022.> The research also
explored the strategies these actors employed and their effects in the context of a
government openly hostile to feminist and human rights agendas, where activism
against “gender” found new opportunities to thrive. In this chapter Biroli and Ta-
tagiba focus specifically on the prevailing mechanism employed by anti-abortion
activists within this context of newly emerging opportunities: delegitimization.
During this period, these activists held positions within the federal executive, par-
ticularly in two ministries: the Ministry of Women, Family, and Human Rights
(henceforth MMFDH)?, which succeeded the former Special Secretariat for Wom-
en’s Policies (2003-2015) and reversed the original mission of an institution creat-
ed in response to feminist demands; and the Ministry of Health, where, since the
return to democracy in the 1980s, a robust technical division focused on women’s
comprehensive health had been firmly established. Methodologically, this chapter
serves as a paradigmatical example of how to research activism -both conservative
and feminist- within heterogenous and complex state institutions.

The fifth chapter by Alba Ruibal moves to the judicial arena. It analyzes new
conservative repertoires of collective action, particularly litigation at the subna-
tional level in Cordoba, Argentina, to resist the local implementation of reproduc-
tive health policies. In this context, Argentina shows one of the most systematic
and persistent cases in the region of counter-legal mobilization in civil society,
led by conservative NGOs based in the province of Cordoba. Their efforts have
been oriented to block the subnational implementation of national legislation
and Supreme Court decisions on sexual and reproductive rights. Methodologically
this chapter makes an original contribution by applying a relational perspective to
trace the socio-legal process of conservative strategic litigation developed in this
subnational setting from 2002 until the present time, as well as the legal and public
health strategies developed by feminists at the local level in response to these con-
servative efforts to undermine women’s rights.

Chapters six, seven and eight expand into the realm of culture, communication
and digital networking. In chapter six Claire Nevache and Marina Acosta analyze
the popular hashtag #ConMisHijosNoTeMetas (Don’t mess with my kids), on social

2 This broader research project mapped the actors involved in managing gender policies during
Brazil’s far-right government across three ministries: Ministry of Women, Family, and Human
Rights, Ministry of Health, and Ministry of Education. The research also examined the mechanisms
these actors activated and their effects on three agendas: abortion, gender-oriented education, and
gender violence. See Biroli, Tatagiba, and Quintela (2024) and Biroli and Tatagiba (2023).

3 The acronyms mentioned throughout the chapter refer to well-known names of organizations
and institutions in Brazil. For the sake of brevity, they will not generally be spelled out in Portu-
guese; only their English translations will be provided for clarity.
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media platforms in Latin America, used by regional conservative movements for
massive demonstrations between 2016 and 2018. From 2009 onwards, the hashtag
has traveled across the continent and has been reinterpreted in different contexts
and situations. The chapter analyzes the use of the #ConMisHijosNoTeMetas hash-
tag on Twitter (more than 62,000 messages examined). The online conversation al-
lowed for organizing and extending mobilizations in the digital space. Methodolog-
ically, Nevache and Acosta employ social media mining and text analysis. The
study is framed within theoretical developments that propose the digital space
and techno-politics as new forms of social participation in a context of conserva-
tive demands opposing feminist and sexual diversity agendas. From a relational
perspective this chapter shows the sophisticated complexity that is behind the
so called conservative anti-gender reaction. From a methodological point of view
the chapter delves in innovative tools to inquire the digital world, a crucial sphere
in relation with the topic of this book, however, resistant to be systematized.
Chapter seven analyzes the ideas and ideals present in the organisation ‘Brazil
without Abortion’. Ana Carolina de Oliveira Gongalves, José Szwako and Carolina
Castro Ferreira analyze the arguments forwarded by this group, which seeks to
emulate a scientific approach by leveraging the conventions and authority of sci-
entific discourse to amplify the anti-abortion narrative. A critical study of current
forms of denialism is invaluable for understanding anti-gender discourses and ar-
guments, which are often aligned with claims to rights, or science -or both. The au-
thors critically assess the pretensions of scientific legitimacy put forth by the “pro-
life” intelligentsia, examining how they mimic established conventions in scientific
language and their strategic and aesthetic uses. By doing this, the chapter, from a
relational perspective, disentangles the multiple layers of pseudo-scientific strat-
egies operating behind the scenes within Brazil’s complex anti-abortion network.
Finally, in chapter eight Georgina Flores Ivich and Gisela Zaremberg apply in-
sights from the Feminist Governance Approach (FGA) and the Narrative Policy
Framework (NPF) to analyze the disputes surrounding proposals to approve the
Parental Pin* in Mexican state congresses. These initiatives constitute a recent phe-
nomenon that aligns with emerging conservative anti-gender movement opposing
reproductive and sexual rights. Based on an analysis of narratives extracted from
journalistic articles from 2020-2022, the authors show how pro-rights actors con-
structed a top-down narrative, portraying a series of ’heroes and heroines’ cen-
tered on state actors located in different branches and levels of government. In

4 The parental pin code in Mexico involves legislative proposals that aim to require explicit au-
thorization from parents, guardians, or tutors for schools to conduct activities involving content
on sex education, gender, feminism, or diversity for elementary, middle, and high school students.
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contrast, anti-rights actors constructed a bottom-up narrative, in which parents are
transformed from victims into heroes-saviors of a heteronormative family ideal.
Methodologically, the chapter shows the value of storytelling as a useful approach
to capture emotional narratives in the contentious communication around sexual
and reproductive right within the realm of public education.

Taken together, these chapters provide a comprehensive analysis of the com-
plex and dynamic interaction between feminism(s) and anti-gender mobilizations
in Latin America, shedding light on the challenges, strategies, and outcomes of
these ongoing struggles around sexual, reproductive rights and gender.

References

Aguilar Fernandez, Susana. 2011. “El movimiento antiabortista en la Espafia del siglo XXI: el
protagonismo de los grupos laicos cristianos y su alianza de facto con la Iglesia catdlica”.
Revista de estudios politicos, n.° 154: 11-39.

Bércenas Barajas, Karina. 2023. Movimientos antigénero en América Latina: cartografias del
neoconservadurismo. México: UNAM, Instituto de Investigaciones Sociales.

Biroli, Flavia, Maria das Dores Machado, and Juan Marco Vaggione. 2020. Género,
Neoconservadorismo e Democracia. 1.* ed. Sdo Paulo: Boitempo. https:/www2.boitempoeditorial.
com.br/produto/detalhe/1006/genero-neoconservadorismo-e-democracia

Bracke, Sara and David Paternotte. 2016. “Unpacking the sin of gender”. Religion and Gender 6 (2):
143-154. https:/doi.org/10.18352/rg.10167

Cornejo-Valle, Ménica, and J. Ignacio Pichardo. 2017. “La “ideologia de género” frente a los derechos
sexuales y reproductivos. El escenario espafiol”. Cadernos Pagu, n.° 50. https:/doi.org/10.1590/
18094449201700500009

Correa, Sonia, David Paternotte and Roman Kuhar. 2018. “The Globalisation of Anti-Gender
Campaigns”. 2018. https:/www.ips-journal.eu/topics/democracy-and-society/the-globalisation-of-
anti-gender-campaigns-2761/

De la Torre, Renée, and Pablo Semdn (Ed). 2021. Religiones y espacios publicos en América Latina.
Ciudad Auténoma de Buenos Aires: CLACSO.

Fassin, Eric. “Anti-gender campaigns, populism, and neoliberalism in Europe and Latin America.” lasa
Forum. Vol. 51. No. 2. 2020.

Garbagnoli, Sara. 2016. “Against the Heresy of Immanence: Vatican’s ‘Gender’ as a New Rhetorical
Device Against the Denaturalization of the Sexual Order”. Religion and Gender 6 (2): 187 -204.
https:/doi.org/10.18352/rg.10156

Gianella Malca, Camila. 2018. “Movimiento transnacional contra el derechoa al aborto en América
Latina”. En £/ aborto en América Latina: estrategias juridicas para luchar por su legalizacion y
enfrentar las resistencias conservadoras, editado por Paola Bergallo, Isabel Cristina Jaramillo
Sierra, y Juan Marco Vaggione, 1a ed, 351-78. Derecho y politica (Siglo Veintiuno Argentina
Editores). Buenos Aires, Argentina: Siglo Veintiuno Editores.

Jessop, Bob. 2015. State Power: Polity Press.



12 —— Gisela Zaremberg, Conny Roggeband

Krizsan, Andrea, and Conny Roggeband. 2018. “Towards a conceptual framework for struggles over
democracy in backsliding states: Gender equality policy in Central Eastern Europe.” Politics and
Governance 6 (3): 90-100.

Krizsan, Andrea, and Conny Roggeband. 2021. “Reconfiguring state-movement relations in the
context of de-democratization.” Social Politics: International Studies in Gender, State & Society
28 (3): 604-628.

Kuhar, Roman, and David Paternotte, eds. 2017. Anti-gender campaigns in Europe: Mobilizing against
equality. Rowman & Littlefield, 2017.

Mann, Michael. 1984. “The autonomous power of the state: its origins, mechanisms and results”.
European Journal of Sociology 25 (2): 185-213.

Mayka, Lindsay, and Amy Erica Smith. 2021. “Introduction The Grassroots Right in Latin America:
Patterns, Causes, and Consequences”. Latin American Politics and Society 63 (3): 1-20. https:/
doi.org/10.1017/1ap.2021.20

Mujica, Janis. 2007. Economia politica del cuerpo: la reestructuracion de los grupos conservadores y el
biopoder. Lima: Centro de Promocién y Defensa de los Derechos Sexuales y Reproductivos.

Nevache, Claire. 2017. “Las Iglesias evangélicas en Panama: Andlisis de la emergencia de un nuevo
actor politico.” Anuario Centro de Investigacién y Estudios Politicos 8: 77-114.

Paternotte, David, and Roman Kuhar. 2018. “Disentangling and Locating the “Global Right”:
Anti-Gender Campaigns in Europe”. Politics and Governance 6 (3): 6-19. https:/doi.org/10.
17645/pag.v6i3.1557

Pefias Defago, Maria Angélica; José Manuel Moran Faundes, and Juan Marco Vaggione. 2018.
“Conservadurismos religiosos en el escenario global: amenazas y desafios para os derechos
LGBTI”. Global Philanthropy Project.

Pérez Guadalupe, José Luis. 2017. Entre Dios y el César. El impacto politico de los evangélicos en el Perti
y América Latina. Lima: Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung and Instituto de Estudios Social Cristianos
(IESC).

Pérez Guadalupe, José Luis, and Sebastian Grundberger, eds. 2018. Evangélicos y poder en América
Latina. Lima: Instituto de Estudios Social Cristianos-Fundacién Konrad Adenauer.

Piscopo Jennifer. M., Walsh Denise M. 2020. Introduction: Symposium: Backlash and the future of
feminism. Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society, 45 (2), 265-278. https:/doi.org/10.
1086/704950

Roggeband, Conny. 2018. “The good, the bad, and the ugly: Making sense of opposition to
feminisms from a social-movement perspective.” In: Mieke Verloo (ed) Varieties of opposition to
gender equality in Europe. Routledge, 19-37.

Roggeband, Conny, and Andrea Krizsan. 2018. “Reversing Gender Policy Progress: Patterns of
Backsliding in Central and Eastern European New Democracies”. European Journal of Politics and
Gender 1 (3): 367 -85. https:/doi.org/10.1332/251510818X15311219732356

Roggeband, Conny, and Andrea Krizsan. 2020. “Democratic backsliding and the backlash against
women’s rights: Understanding the current challenges for feminist politics”. UN Women, UN
Women discussion paper series, 35: 55.

Sanders, Rebecca. 2018. “Norm Spoiling: Undermining the International Women’s Rights Agenda”.
International Affairs 94 (2): 271-91. https:/doi.org/10.1093/ia/iiy023

Sutton, Barbara, and Elizabeth Borland. 2019. “Abortion and Human Rights for Women in
Argentina”. Frontiers: A Journal of Women Studies 40 (2): 27 -61.

Tabbush, Constanza, and Mariana Caminotti. 2020. “Mas alla del sexo: la ampliacién de la oposicién
conservadora a las politicas de igualdad de género en América Latina”. Forum 51 (2): 27-31.



Introduction =— 13

Vaggione, Juan Marco. 2020. “The Conservative Uses of Law: The Catholic Mobilization against
Gender Ideology”. Social Compass 67 (2): 252 -66. https:/doi.org/10.1177/0037768620907561

Vaggione, Juan Marco, and Maria Das Dores Campos Machado. 2020. “Religious Patterns of
Neoconservatism in Latin America”. Politics & Gender 16 (1). https:/doi.org/10.1017/
S$1743923X20000082

Verloo, Mieke, ed. 2018. Varieties of opposition to gender equality in Europe. Routledge.

Warner, Carolyn. 2000. Confessions of an Interest Group: The Catholic Church and political parties in
Europe. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Wilkinson, Annie. 2021. “Gender as Death Threat to the Family: How the ‘Security Frame’ Shapes
Anti-Gender Activism in Mexico”. International Feminist Journal of Politics 23 (4): 535-57. https:/
doi.org/10.1080/14616742.2021.1957974

Zaremberg, Gisela, and Débora Rezende de Almeida. 2022. “Feminisms in Latin America: Pro-Choice
Nested Networks in Mexico and Brazil”. Elements in Politics and Society in Latin America,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. https:/doi.org/10.1017/9781108919258






