PO 343: Contemporary Political Thought

Beyond Seeing and/or Giving? Recognition and Redistribution as ethical idioms in 21st century political theory

Spring 2007
Tuesday and Thursday 3:30-4:45

AD 26

Mindy Peden, Political Science

Office: AD B05

Office Hours: Tuesday & Thursday 1:30-3:30 and by appointment

Phone: 397-4304

mpeden@jcu.edu
Overview

A moral and ethical impasse marks contemporary political thought from its predecessors; the holistic justice of the ancient era and the clumsy faith in reason and universality of modernity can no longer be sustained without serious consideration of critiques born out of struggle.   The women’s (and feminist) movements, the civil rights movements, and working class (and union) activity have all brought to light inconsistencies, blunders, blind spots and, in some cases, deceptions that point to deep problems with the way that we theorize the political world.  These struggles have been characterized as fights for redistribution of resources, and more recently as calls for recognition of personhood and difference.  

This course examines the redistribution/recognition dilemma that signals the beginning of 21st century political theory.  This dilemma, perhaps not Manichean as some believe, proceeds from the empirical ethical admission that perhaps democracy requires not only formal representation of interests.  The contemporary ethical subject may ask herself “What can I do to promote democracy?” and answer in any number of ways.  But the contemporary landscape points to a remembering that to answer “foster inclusion, promote a more grounded notion of freedom, or recognize difference” is to forget that inclusion can be oppressive, freedom is at best ephemeral, and the recognition of difference can easily slide into war.  The themes of this course are varied, but the overall goal is simple and timeless—to address the questions “What can I do?  What shall I do? What can be done?” given that the contemporary political landscape is one in which the damaged notions of universality, essential human nature, and progress have left a fissure in the pursuit of moral excellence.

Requirements for the course


Students are expected to read the syllabus carefully and plan ahead to be able to do the assigned readings on time.  A reading listed on the syllabus should be read BEFORE the date it appears.  Additionally, each student will be required to keep a weekly “Reading Journal” that will be periodically and randomly collected throughout the semester as well as collected and graded at the end.  There will be four theoretical papers required throughout the semester, which will be evaluated on their accuracy, originality, clarity and thoughtfulness.  Each student will also be required to do one 10 minute presentation on a reading.  Finally, students are required to actively engage in classroom discussions.  The best way to get the most out of this class is to read ahead of time and come to class ready to discuss.  Asking questions and engaging the professor and other students is considered excellent class participation, but un-thoughtful opinions or personal information without context is not.
Grade Distribution

Participation

10%

Reading Journal
10%

Presentation

15%

Papers (4)

65%
A: Outstanding scholarship

B: Superior Work

C: Average

D: Work of lowest passing quality

F: Failure
Papers will be evaluated on how well they show an understanding of the texts, their interpretive rigor, and their originality and depth of thought.  The presentations will be evaluated on how well they display an understanding of the material, how well they make links to others readings in the course or ideas from outside the course, interpretive accuracy, and originality.  Participation will be evaluated on thoughtfulness and consistency of contributions (quality not quantity!); what counts as a contribution is flexible and will vary by student.  

Presentations should be around 7-10 minutes long.  The presentation should assume that everyone has done the reading, but should also provide a “reading” of the text.  This means that students should provide textual support for an interpretive argument.  You may write out the presentation, or do it from notes, but in either case attention should be paid to speaking clearly and slowly and making links between passages and ideas in the text that you find difficult, interesting, or particularly enlightening.  Students may choose to use the blackboard, handouts, or PowerPoint, however the instructor values substance over form and would prefer that students spend considerable time thinking about complex ideas rather than skillfully presenting simple ideas or a reiteration of the text.  

Presenters should also come to class with 3-5 discussion questions.  These questions should attempt to make links between various ideas in the text and course, deepen our understanding, or point out anomalies in the argument or style of the author.  Under no condition should discussions questions be easily answered with “yes” or “no” unequivocally.  The best questions will provoke disagreement around interpretation or challenge the class to think beyond the framework of the text.  
Confidentiality and Safe Space

Because it is so important for students to actively participate in this course, the instructor asks that students consider the classroom to be a safe space.  What this means is that we all agree to hear each other out, especially if we disagree.  It will be helpful to question each other, and perhaps our long-held beliefs.  Because of this it is important that students feel comfortable bringing up whatever issues they think relate, without fear of being ostracized.  Please feel free to question the instructor and other students.  

Plagiarism

The instructor has no tolerance for plagiarism.  Please read the student handbook for the university’s policy on plagiarism.  If a student is nervous that something may constitute plagiarism, it likely does.  We will talk more extensively about plagiarism before the paper is due.  Plagiarism will result in a failing grade for the assignment and being reported to the appropriate Dean for disciplinary action.

John Carroll University recognizes its responsibility for creating an institutional climate in which students with disabilities can succeed. In accordance with University policy, if you have a documented disability, you may be eligible to request accommodations from the office of Services for Students with Disabilities (SSD). Students with disabilities are entitled to reasonable accommodations and should have equal access to learning. Please contact the SSD coordinator, Allison West, at (216) 397-4967 or come to the office located in room 7A, in the Garden Level of the Administration Building. After your eligibility for accommodations is determined, you will be given a letter which, when presented to instructors, will help us know best how to assist you. Please keep in mind that accommodations are not retroactive so it is best to register at your earliest convenience. 

Required Books

Bauman, Zygmunt.  Modernity and the Holocaust.  Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 
2000.
Cruikshank, Barbara.  The Will to Empower: Democratic Citizens and Other Subjects.  
Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1999.
Young, Iris Marion. Justice and the Politics of Difference. Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 1990.
Additional Readings are on ereserve or are available through the Library Gateway
Course Timetable
1/16 Introduction
1/18 The end of political theory
Read: Fukuyama’s “The end of history?” (ereserve)
1/23 Liberal Justice
Read: Rawls A Theory of Justice 3-22 (ereserve)
1/25 The Original Position
Read: Rawls A Theory of Justice 22-53 (ereserve)
1/30 Equality of Welfare
Read: Dworkin, Ronald. “What is Equality? Part 1: Equality of Welfare” in Philosophy and Public Affairs, Vol. 10, No. 3 (Summer, 1981), pp. 185-246
2/1 Equality of Welfare pt 2
Read: Dworkin, Ronald. “What is Equality? Part 1: Equality of Welfare” in Philosophy and Public Affairs, Vol. 10, No. 3 (Summer, 1981), pp. 185-246

2/6 Equality of Resources
Read: Dworkin, Ronald. “What is Equality? Part 2: Equality of Resources” in Philosophy and Public Affairs, Vol. 10, No. 4. (Autumn, 1981), pp. 283-345

2/8 Equality of Resources pt 2
Read: Dworkin, Ronald. “What is Equality? Part 2: Equality of Resources” in Philosophy and Public Affairs, Vol. 10, No. 4. (Autumn, 1981), pp. 283-345

2/13 Distributive Paradigm
Read: Young 3-38

2/15 Oppression
Read: Young 39-65

2/20 Welfare Capitalism
Read: Young 66-95

Paper 1 Due 

2/22 Impartiality: A Critique
Read: Young 96-121

2/27 Politics of Identity/Politics of Difference
Read: Young 156-191

3/1 The Myth of Merit
Read: Young 192-225

Spring Break

3/13 Science and Modernity 
Read: Habermas “Scientization of Politics and Public Opinion” (ereserve)
3/25 Modernity, Racism, Extermination
Read: Bauman 31-82
3/20 The Uniqueness and Normality of the Holocaust
Read: Bauman 83-111

Paper 2 Due
3/22 The Ethics of Obedience
Read: Bauman 151-168

3/27 Towards a Sociological Theory of Morality after the Holocaust
Read: Bauman 169-200
3/29 Towards a Sociological Theory of Morality after the Holocaust
Read: Bauman 208-221
4/3 The Duty to Remember-But What?
Read: Bauman 222-250

no class 4/5

4/10 Truth and Power
Read: Foucault “Truth and Power” (ereserve)
4/12 Governmentality
Read: Foucault “Governmentality” (ereserve)
4/17 Democratic “subjects”
Read: Cruikshank 1-42

Paper 3 Due

4/19 Liberal Arts of Governance
Read: Cruikshank 43-66

4/24 The will to empower
Read: Cruikshank 67-86

4/26 Self government
Read: Cruikshank 87-103

5/1 The “Welfare Queens”
Read: Cruikshank 104-125

5/3 Conclusion 
Final Exam Thursday May 10, 2007
