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O’Bannon, Brett 

Office: 108c Asbury Hall

Phone: x4157

Email: bobannon@depauw.edu

POLS 390 Women & World Politics

Spain’s first female-majority cabinet, April 2008. 

(Prime Minister José Luis Rodríguez Zapatero, center)

"Zapatero has formed a government that is too pink, something that we cannot do in Italy because there is a prevalence of men in politics and it isn't easy to find women who are qualified ... He will have problems leading them. Now he's asked for it." 

-- Italian Prime Minister Silvio Berlusconi
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A woman’s place is in the….

Course Description

This course is subversive and reconstructive. During the next 14 weeks I will introduce you to a number of issues in, and theoretical approaches to, the study of world politics. POLS 390 is subversive because we will expose conventional methods of political inquiry for their various biases. We will examine the very “curious” similarities in women’s social, economic and political condition in radically different cultural, political and geographic contexts. At the same time, however, we will also take note of important differences among the concerns and efforts of women in different contexts. That is, we will explore a variety of issues engaged by women who reside in different parts of the world and how they both construct, and are constituted by, varied opportunity structures that comprise local, historical, cultural and ideological contexts. 

The course is reconstructive in the sense that we do not merely examine the nature of the world “as it really is” to use the language of empiricism and realpolitik. Feminist analyses tend to reject empiricist and realist notions that there is some strictly immutable world that we can come to know through observation of its objective qualities. Similarly, we tend to reject the notion that we are constrained merely to understand and thus, presumably, learn how to adapt to the objective world. Rather, feminists of all stripes tend to see that the world is quite often what those with the access and power to make it have, in fact, made it. A course such as this moves beyond description and explanation to theorizing about how we may rethink the nature of what we study and thus how to reconstitute our empirical “realities” through meaningful praxis. 
We will begin the course with an introduction to feminist theories. Please note the plural usage. No area of study or methodological approach is more varied, some might say divided, than feminist studies. To assume a single “feminist” theory is to miss the rich and complex body of theories that compete to make sense of, and reconstitute, our world. We may be tempted to view the body of feminist approaches as a tapestry, one whose different fibers blend into an intellectually appealing product. We might equally be drawn, however, to the conclusion that competing feminist theories are irreconcilable or mutually exclusive accounts of the world. Wherever you arrive on this question, it is an objective of this course that you leave here with a fuller understanding of the varied political questions feminists ask, how they seek to answer them, and the competing visions of the nature of world politics they inform. 

Consistent with the subversive and reconstructive project in which we are engaged, this course will intentionally breach the wall of separation between two conventionally discrete areas of study in Political Science: Comparative Politics (CP) and International Relations. Beginning with the latter, International Relations (IR) is typically viewed as the study of what is often called “high politics:” war, peace, diplomacy, international economy, etc. Such a distinction has served a very useful function – exclusion. Women have rarely occupied top positions in national and international politics, and today they still hold an inequitable number of academic appointments in the fields dedicated to their study. Thus, a number of key concerns associated with these offices (war and peace, international organization, etc.) have been framed in decidedly masculinist ways. The distorted construction of the dominant paradigms in international politics is a function not only of the machinations of the practitioners of high politics, but of those who have traditionally studied the practitioners. Comparative Politics on the other hand, is a field concerned with what is considered “deep politics:” social movements, ecopolitics, human rights, governance, elections and other forms of political participation, etc. As you might expect, women occupy a more prominent place in the efforts among those who study comparative politics. Perhaps this is because women occupy a more visible place in the social movements, nongovernmental organizations and other institutions that we study in comparative politics scholarship. In connecting the deep politics of the Comparative subfield with the high politics of IR, that is, by seeing problems in political participation at the local level as connected to problems at the levels that host international organizations such as the World Trade Organization or the United Nations, we put ourselves in a better position to explore more holistically the gendered nature of world politics and also to critique the nature of international politics on very solid empirical and theoretical grounds. 














It is my deep conviction that this project is worth doing. I welcome you along what I hope you will find is a rewarding intellectual (and political!) journey. To give you some sense of where we are headed, the figure above is a graphical representation of the breach between International Relations and Comparative politics feminists are bridging. 

Course Objectives

By the end of the term you should:

· Have an understanding of the dominant themes, concepts and theories in world politics and an appreciation of the works that typify scholarship in these areas 

· Have an understanding of the varied criticisms that feminists have leveled against mainstream scholarship and the body of theory these criticisms have informed

· Understand the complex condition and efforts of women in various social, economic, ideological, political and geographical contexts

· Be able to bring your own informed voice to the varied discourses to which you have been introduced

Please note: I require your engagement of the intellectual material – not your approval of it on ideological or normative grounds. That is to say, though this is a feminist course on politics, you are certainly not required, or even expected, to subscribe to any variety of feminism. By the same reasoning, any disapproval of feminism or the feminist project in which we are engaged is not subject to my review. Any interference with your ability to engage the material that a disdain for feminism may cause, is, however, of my central concern. In other words, you don’t have to be a feminist to pass this course. You must, however, demonstrate the ability to comprehend, and critically respond to, the material we will explore. 

Also please note: I reserve the right to revise the syllabus through the course of the semester as I deem necessary to attain course objectives. 

Required Reading

There are four texts required for purchase.  They are/will be available at the campus book store and, of course, online. 

Anderlini, Sanam Naraghi. 2007. Women Building Peace: What They Do, Why it Matters. Boulder: Lynne Rienner Press. 
Paxton, Pamela and Melanie M. Hughes. 2007. Women, Politics, and Power: A Global Perspective. Los Angeles; Pine Forge Press.

Tickner, J. Ann. 2001. Gendering World Politics. New York: Columbia University Press.

Whitworth, Sandra. 2004. Men, Militarism and UN Peacekeeping: A Gendered Analysis. Boulder: Lynne Rienner Press.  

Schedule of Events
	Week
	Topic
	Tuesday
	Thursday

	1
	Introduction to Gender and Feminist Analysis
	No reading
	Hawkesworth, “Engendering Political Science”

Tickner: pp 1-22. 

Film in class (Watson Forum): “Pray the Devil Back to Hell”

	2
	Political Representation
	Paxton & Hughes: chapters 1,2
	Paxton & Hughes: chapter 3

Jalalzai, “Women Rule: Shattering the Executive Glass Ceiling”

	3
	Paths to power
	Paxton Hughes: chapter 4

Fish, “Islam and Authoritarianism”
	Paxton & Hughes: chapter 5

Tripp, “On the Fast Track to Female Legislative Representation”

	4
	Paths to Power
	The Quota Debate
	Paxton & Hughes: Chapter 6, 7 (memo due)

	5
	Test 
	Paxton & Hughes: chapter 8 
	Midterm Examination

	6
	Gender and Armed Conflict
	Tickner chapter 2, War, Peace and Security”

Carter, “Should International Relations Consider Rape a Weapon of War?”
	Whitworth: Preface and chs.: 1,2

	7
	Gender and Armed Conflict
	Whitworth: chs.: 3,4,5
	Whitworth: 6,7 (Memo due)

	8
	Gender and Armed Conflict
	Anderlini, “Introduction,” and “Preventing and Transforming Conflict Nonviolently” 

Schmeidl and Piza-Lpez, “Gender and Conflict Early Warning”
	Anderlini, “Getting to the Peacetable” and “Disarming, Demobilizing, and Reintegrating Fighters”


	9
	Test
	Anderlini, “Postconflict Governance and Leadership,” “Transitional Justice and Leadership” and “How the International System Lets Women Down”

	Test II

	10
	Gender and International Political Economy
	Tickner, chapter 3, “Gender in the Global Economy”

O’Bannon, “Toward a Feminist Model of Women in Development” 

Peterson, Global Householding amid Global Crises”
	Kopinak, “Gender as a Vehicle for the Subordination of Women Maquiladora Workers in Mexico”

Fernandez-Kelly, “Maquiladoras: The View from the Inside” (memo due)

	11
	National Liberation
	Waylen, “Revolution and National Liberation Struggles”

Britton, “Coalition Building, Election Rules, and Party Politics: South African Women’s Path to Parliament”
	Kampwith, “Rethinking Women and Guerilla Movements: Back to Cuba”

Film: Flame

	12
	Regime Change
	Tickner, “Democratization, the State and the Global Order: Gendered Perspectives”

Gal and Kligman, “After Socialism”
	Gal and Kligman, “Reproduction as Politics”

Rubin, “Women in the New Iraq”

	13
	Women and the Arab Spring
	TBA
	(Memo due)

	14
	Ungendering World Politics
	TBA
	


Areas of graded performance
Tests. There are two tests and a final examination. Test one is worth 17.5%, test two is worth 22.5% and the final is with worth 25%. 

Participation is worth 15 percent. Here’s how you get participation credit: 1) Come to class. I don’t have a formal attendance policy, but multiple failures to attend will cripple your attendance grade. 2) Come to class with the reading assignments complete so that your in-class participation reflects your familiarity with the material. 

Reflective Essays. An additional 20 percent will be awarded on a basis of four 3-5 page essays that will engage with the material of a section we will have just completed. These memos should lay out the major themes addressed in the section, and you should critically analyze the works we’ve read and discussed. (Critically analyze can mean saying positive things as well as negative things. But all criticisms need to be grounded in the material, with specific references to the text. 

The four essay subjects are:

1. Gender quotas – due week 4

2. Gender, Militarism and United Nations Peacekeeping – due week 7

3. International Political Economy – due week 10

4. Regime Change (including Arab Spring) – due week 13

Academic Integrity Policy (Please read this section carefully)
Academic integrity refers to the ethical standards and policies that govern how people work and interact in the academic enterprise at a college or university. These standards and policies attempt to do more than define and condemn what is wrong or unethical; they also attempt to provide a foundation for the mutual trust and individual responsibility necessary in a healthy academic community.
Almost all the types of academic dishonesty described below have to do with working with others or using the work of others. This is not to suggest that working with others or using their work is wrong. Indeed, the heart of the academic enterprise, learning itself, is based on using the ideas of others to stimulate and develop your own. In this sense, all academic work is collaboration, and therefore academic integrity focuses on those acts that demean or invalidate fruitful collaboration.

B.  Types of Academic Dishonesty
Cheating. Using or attempting to use unauthorized materials in any academic exercise or having someone else do work for you. Examples of cheating include looking at another student’s paper during a test, bringing an answer sheet to a test, obtaining a copy of a test prior to the test date or submitting homework borrowed from another student. 

Fabrication. Inventing or falsifying information. Examples of fabrication include inventing data for an experiment you did not do or did not do correctly or making reference to sources you did not use in a research paper. 

Facilitating academic dishonesty. Helping someone else to commit an act of academic dishonesty. This includes giving someone a paper or homework to copy from or allowing someone to cheat from your test paper. 

Plagiarism. Using the words or ideas of another writer without attribution, so that they seem as if they are your own. Plagiarism ranges from copying someone else’s work word for word, to rewriting someone else’s work with only minor word changes (mosaic plagiarism), to summarizing work without acknowledging the source. (See the Writing Center Guide to Documentation and Plagiarism for further information on plagiarism.) 

Multiple submission. Submitting work you have done in previous classes as if it were new and original work. Although professors may occasionally be willing to let you use previous work as the basis of new work, they expect you to do new work for each class. Students seeking to submit a piece of work to more than one class must have the written permission of both instructors. 

Abuse of academic materials. Harming, appropriating or disabling academic resources so that others cannot use them. This includes cutting tables and illustrations out of books to use in a paper, stealing books or articles and deleting or damaging computer files intended for others’ use. 

Deception and misrepresentation. Lying about or misrepresenting your work, academic records or credentials. Examples of deception and misrepresentation include forging signatures, forging letters of recommendation and falsifying credentials in an application. Of particular concern, given the current popularity of collaborative projects, is taking credit for group work to which you did not contribute significantly or meet your obligations. In a collaborative project, all members of the group are expected to do their share. Group members may work together on each phase of the project or they may divide the tasks--one person might do background research; another might take charge of the lab experiments; another might be responsible for drafting the report. Even in a modular project, however, each member of the group is responsible for being familiar and involved with the entire project. Be sure to get clear instructions on your individual and collective responsibilities from each faculty member for each course. 

Electronic dishonesty. Using network access inappropriately, in a way that affects a class or other students’ academic work. Examples of electronic dishonesty include using someone else’s authorized computer account to send and receive messages, breaking into someone else’s files, gaining access to restricted files, disabling others’ access to network systems or files, knowingly spreading a computer virus or obtaining a computer account under false pretenses. 

Carelessness. When does carelessness become dishonesty? Students sometimes make minor mistakes in completing academic assignments. Mistyping one of many endnotes in a long paper, for example, may in most cases be considered a careless mistake, rather than an act of deliberate dishonesty. 

When students make multiple mistakes in acknowledging sources, however, these mistakes cannot be considered simply careless. Students who copy long passages from a book or a Web source, for example, make a deliberate choice to do so. Such students have taken a short cut; instead of explaining the source of their ideas, they have simply stolen ideas from others. In such cases, carelessness is a form of dishonesty. 

Students are responsible for knowing the academic integrity policy and may not use ignorance of the policy as an excuse for dishonesty. 

Other types of academic dishonesty. The list above is a partial one. Instructors may explain in their syllabi other types of academic dishonesty relevant to the work in particular disciplines or particular courses.

· From the Academic Handbook. 
If you have any questions about any of this, please see me and/or consult the handbook for more information. 

“High” Politics: war/cooperation, international organization


Global Governance





International law, state sovereignty and humanitarian intervention 





Thatcher, Rice, Albright, Clinton








WTO, UN, EU, AU





Ghandi, Aquino, Chamorro, Bhutto








At the nexus: 


Theory and praxis


Globalization, neo-liberalism, transnationalism, democratization, 


climate change, peacebuilding





3rd World





1st World





Micro credit agencies, nationalist struggles, global factories, property rights





Social Movements, reproductive rights, pay equity, citizenship





Civil Society





“Deep” Politics: governance, regime change, human rights, elections, parties, interest groups





Feminist Scholarship and World Politics








