PLS 320: Feminist Political Theory 
Spring 2023
Thursdays, 13:30-16:20
Room 9.204 

Professors: Caress Schenk and Brian Smith 
Office Hours: TBD 
Contact: cschenk@nu.edu.kz and brian.smith@nu.edu.kz 

Class summary:

By taking this course, you are joining us on a journey. It is not one in which we are teachers, and you are students. Rather, we are joining into a pact to be co-creators of knowledge as we wrestle with our own humanity vis a vis the theories of Political Science and other academic fields. We will guide you in this process since we  likely have more experience than you do with the journeying and are happy to share whatever wisdom is gained along the way. But we invite, even insist, that you bring your full selves to the table so that we can also learn from you. We do not care so much what you think (e.g., the content of how you arrange thoughts and bases for evidence) but that you think and more importantly, that you are willing to re-think. We will promise the same. 
Before you read further and make goals about what you want to get out of this course, please ask yourself “what am I bringing?” What thoughts and questions have you been wrestling with in the past days and months? 2022 was a wild and transformative year for all people who love Kazakhstan. We will be unpacking the implications of all we experienced for years to come. All of these experiences are relevant for how we learn and what you bring to the table. You may have a completely different view than others in this course. Others may hold to their views as deeply as you hold to yours. Let’s be mindful of this as we go forward respectful of these differences.

As we begin to think about what the feminist tradition is, it is important to recognize that women have been writing on politics since ancient Greece, but their voices have often been overshadowed and excluded from the male-dominated canon of texts. As Jacqueline Broad and Karen Green point out, women theorists knew that they were seen as outsiders by their male contemporaries. Women have been writing consciously as women, from a standpoint that presumes gender, for hundreds of years, continuously confronting political and social modes of domination and exclusion. In short, gender and sexuality have always been salient political categories, and feminist contributions have become an important critical perspective. One of the overarching purposes of this class is to amplify the theoretical contributions of women. This class seeks to chart some of the main historical developments in feminist theory from the seventeenth century on. More specifically, however, this class will familiarize students with the arguments, critiques, and theory feminist writers have produced in a range of traditions. We will explore utilitarian, Marxist, Black, and Islamic feminist traditions (among others). We will explore issues of rights and political equality; the political struggles and theory around marriage, suffrage, birth control, and abortion; the role markets and capitalism play in the construction of the family; the relationship between sex and gender; the development and performance of one’s sexual identity; the intersection of race and sex; as well as other topics.

Course Learning Objectives:

1. Students will become acquainted with the foundational literature of the feminist tradition (assigned readings, lectures) 
2. Students will be able to draw on the course material in order to present their ideas in an appropriate format. (papers, discussion posts, and final presentations)
3. Students will be able to synthesize, compare and contrast, and critically assess arguments within the feminist tradition (papers)
4. Students will demonstrate the ability to develop a clear analysis of original source material (discussion posts, papers)
5. Students will be able to make their own evidenced-based arguments (papers)
6. Students will be able to apply the theoretical arguments of this class to the world (assigned readings, papers)

Program Learning Outcomes:

1. Possess an in-depth and sophisticated understanding of their domain of study.
2. Be intellectually agile, curious, creative, and open-minded.
3. Be thoughtful decision makers who know how to involve others.
4. Be entrepreneurial, self-propelling and able to create new opportunities.
5. Be fluent and nuanced communicators across languages and cultures.
6. Be cultured and tolerant citizens of the world.
7. Demonstrate high personal integrity.
8. Be prepared to take a leading role in the development of their country.

Course structure: 
Since the course is a seminar, we will only meet once each week for three hours. Attendance at each class meeting is required.  You will not succeed in this course if you are absent. The general structure of each seminar will be:
· 1st hour: instructor led discussion of the texts
· 2nd hour: empower hour (student-led activities and discussion)
· 3rd hour: interactive lecture 

Discussion hour: 
Learning through participation is a key goal for this course. The discussion hour of each week is driven by YOU in terms of topics and direction of the discussion. You will need to submit a discussion question prior to each class session. You need to come to class prepared to interact and reflect on the things you have read. You must prepare to discuss each reading. In class, you will be expected to have a copy of the reading with you that you can refer to. You need to refer to specific page numbers. You need to know the name of each author so you can refer to them as you go. 

Empower hour:
Each week we will have discussion leaders that will plan the second hour of each course session. Discussion leaders should prepare a presentation that brings in additional information and sources. The format is open to your creativity. It can take the form of a current events presentation, case study, a song/movie analysis, etc. Whatever focus you choose, you should apply the course readings of the day, but also go beyond the readings to present a substantial analysis of materials that you seek out yourself. 

Lecture hour:
A more structured but interactive lecture each week will provide a check on the reading and will also be an opportunity to ask any questions about concepts or ideas that were not clear. 

To retain some of the vibrant parallel discussions possible through Zoom, we will use a Discord channel during class where people can add their thoughts and reflections during class sessions. Join here 
Assignments:
We are experimenting with grading tracks this semester. This means you have a CHOICE in how you will be graded. There will be three grading options and you will need to finalize your preferred option by January 26 (week 3). If you plan to pursue track 2 or 3, this means you will need to meet with Prof. Smith/Schenk in week 2 to discuss your plans. 
Track 1. The Traditional Model. Standard Rubric.
Discussion leader 		             15% 
Weekly discussion questions		10%
Concept papers                                       	30%
Final paper (2,500 words)                       	30%
Final presentation			15% (10% presentation, 5% peer-review)

Discussion leader presentations should demonstrate how the theoretical concepts from the readings do or don’t work in practice (illustrated by current events, case studies, music, arts, etc.). While the presentations should not summarize the readings from the syllabus, they should refer to key concepts from the readings. You should also bring in some of your own sources (i.e. presentations based only on syllabus sources will fail). The goal of the presentation is to bring together theory and practice. You should clearly outline the important points about the topic you are discussing, then draw parallels to the theoretical concepts presented in the readings. We imagine that there will be about 2-3 students presenting each week, and it needs to fill the full empower hour (presentation + discussion led by you). Whether this is an individual or group presentation is up to you. What do you think? Let’s discuss! Please sign up for your discussion leader slot here by the beginning of week 2. Once sign ups are complete in week 2, the schedule will be set and can only be changed if you take responsibility for trading with another student and notify the Professors.

Before each class session (by 12:00), you should submit a discussion question based on the day’s reading. These should NOT be factually-oriented questions (e.g. what are the four stages of a social movement). Rather, they should be focused on provoking discussion. Your question can focus on a controversy in the readings (e.g. author x said y, do you agree/disagree? OR BETTER: author x seems to believe x, what are the consequences of this type of belief?), an application (e.g. author x said y about a certain case/example, how might this idea work/not work in a different setting?), a critique (e.g. author x said y, but this fails to recognize z, how should author x correct their approach to address issue z?), etc. Discussion questions should get us thinking and talking! Don’t be boring. You need to dig deep, think deep, and wrestle with the readings in order to ask good discussion questions. Submit your questions at this Google Form by 12:00 before each class meeting. You can see others’ discussion questions here. 
You will write three concept papers during the semester, each of which will analyze a key concept. There are a number of concepts suggested throughout the syllabus, though you may choose another key idea based on any of the topics we discuss as long as you clear it with me first. Papers should be 1,000 words and should give an overview of the concept that begins with (but is not limited to) the course readings and class discussions. You should include all syllabus readings related to the concept/topic, plus additional research, highlighting various schools of thought on the topic (i.e. a mini literature review) and analyzing the utility of the concept (i.e. what does it help us understand about political management/governance of identity issues). Papers are due in weeks 5, 8 and 11 as listed below.
Final presentations will be an opportunity for you to get feedback on your final paper topic and material as you develop it. Students will present their work and evaluate the work of others. More details to come! Due April 21. 
Final essays are quite open-ended. It could be a research paper on current event, a local issue (something in your hometown or community), analysis of a feminist author or theme in the feminist tradition, an analysis of feminist art/film/literature, or some kind of creative project. If you are ambitious, try formulating your essay as an analytical piece that could be published at Cabar or Oxus Society. The essay should not simply be a write-up of your discussion-leading/presentation. If you continue on the same topic, it should show significant development and refinement. Due May 1.  
Track 2. Service-learning oriented track:
Parts of this track can be incorporated into Track 1, but the goal of this final track is to actively build class assessments around community involvement. This track would require you to find some way of getting involved in the community, whether through volunteering or some type of direct action.
Depending on which grading track the student wishes to take, this could take the following form:
a.       Discussion leader (10%) 
b.       Volunteering in some community-based project or program. Could be activist or political. The actual service should be approved by the professor. By week 4 the student must have found a place to volunteer and agree to 10-15 volunteer total hours for the semester. (Documentation required) (20%)
c.       A weekly reflective journal about how the course material intersects with the material being covered in the class. (20%)
d.       Mid-term paper. Literature review or issue-based paper linked to service work. Must touch on literature from class. (15%)
e.       Final paper. Expansion of mid-term or a wider project on a social issue linked to service work. Must touch on literature from class (25%)
f.        Final presentation (15%)
Track 3. Student-Designed/Modified Rubric
Under this track, the student will work with the professor to establish a set of goals and guidelines for specific assignments. This could include weekly/bi-weekly check-ins with the professor. Honest self-assessment of performance in class based on student goals.
Possibility 1: Changing the types of assessment. As indicated above, students have the possibility of combining or substituting parts of Track 1 & 2. They can also propose alternative assignments. These are subject to professor approval, but students should feel free to think creatively about what they want to get out of the class and what kind of work would be fruitful to those ends. 
Note: many of the above assignments are left fairly open. For instance, in your role as a discussion leader, you are free to bring in any material you consider to be relevant. For your final project you have a great deal of flexibility in terms of design.
Possibility 2: Modifying the grade percentages to include a self-assessment option. What would this look like? For the student self-assessment, this requires a) the student to develop a rubric for self-assessment (something written and submitted prior to the assignment) and b) the student write a reflective assessment of how their performance aligns with the rubric. We will offer feedback but no formal requirements in terms of how long each of these components should be. 
To see how this might work, see the following examples:
Example 1: Discussion leader (15%) – this can be broken down into a 7.5% professor and 7.5% student (percentages are flexible, perhaps even up to 100% of the assignment being self-assessed). For example, students could break down their assessment under categories like this: 
a) What do you hope to get out of the assignment and how does your presentation fit into your learning goals for the class? → Did you meet your goals and expectations? Why or why not? How could your work have been improved?
b) How much time did you put into preparation? → Did you put a meaningful amount of time into the project? Did you wait until the last minute? Did you allocate enough time for research? How could you improve your research process? Did you engage in meaningful discussion about your work with classmates or faculty? What were the content of those discussions?
c) What is the quality of your work? → Do you feel like you did well not only in terms of preparation but also in terms of how the material was presented, the quality of discussion it generated, etc.
Example 2: Concept paper 1 (10%) – this could be broken down into a 5% professor and 5% student (percentages are flexible). The professor could provide comments on the written material and the student evaluates their performance based on:
a) Faculty feedback. Based on faculty comments, what kind of grade do you think this paper deserves.
b) Did you get something meaningful from the assignment? Was the material personally relevant? What?
c) Did you put thought and time into the composition of the piece? How much?
As noted above, these student assessments would come in the form of some written self-evaluation submitted to the professors. 
If you plan on modifying an assignment, you should communicate this with the professor not later than Week 4. You should propose a rubric in writing and meet with faculty to discuss it. We reserve the right to deny last minute requests, or requests made in what looks like bad faith.
This is highly experimental, and it requires your  . 

Grade Scale:
	A 

	95-100
	C+ 

	70-74.99

	A- 
	90-94.99

	C 

	65-69.99

	B+ 

	85-89.99
	C- 

	60-64.99

	B 

	80-84.99
	D+ 

	55-59.99

	B- 

	75-79.99
	D 
	50-54.99



A note on co-teaching:

As you’ve noticed, there are two professors for this course. We are sharing the responsibilities for the course in a very integrated way. Prof. Schenk will be the logistical point of contact for the course (e.g. managing Moodle and the syllabus). Please include BOTH Prof. Schenk and Prof. Smith on all email correspondence. Also please know that we keep in close contact about all course matters AND that we are each experienced parents in our own right, so don’t attempt to play us off each other! It won’t work and it could a) annoy us, and b) get you into trouble (e.g. academic misconduct). 

Academic Misconduct:
Academic misconduct is defined broadly to include a wide variety of behaviors that conflict with the values and mission of NU. Students should become familiar with the NU Student Code of Conduct and Disciplinary Procedures (Student Code), which is the official document outlining policies and procedures around academic misconduct at NU. Students are responsible for complying with NU policies, as well as those described in the syllabus for an individual class, whether the student has read them or not.
Plagiarism of any kind will result in an immediate 0 for the assignment and a referral to the Dean’s office. Common forms of plagiarism include (this is not an exhaustive list):
· Using the exact language of another author as your own
· Employing ideas and arguments without proper attribution
· Running a foreign language text through translation software and using that language as your own
· Turning in a paper written by someone else
Before we accept any written work, we need confirmation that we have a common understanding of plagiarism. Please review the slides on Moodle and complete this Google form before submitting your first written assignment. 
Schedule of readings:
Week 1 	Introductions
January 12	
		Ericka Tucker, “Feminist Political Theory,” in The Encyclopedia of Political Thought, 
Vol. 3. Eds. Michael T. Gibbons, Diana H. Coole, Elisabeth Ellis, Kennan Ferguson. Wiley-Blackwell, 2014: 1277-1289.

Delmar, Rosalind. “What is feminism?,” In Theorizing Feminism, pp. 5-28. Routledge, 2018.

		Nancy Cott, “The Birth of Feminism,” from The Grounding of Modern Feminism, pp. 
11-50

Catharine, MacKinnon, “Method and Politics,” from Toward a Feminist Theory of the State, pp. 106-125.

Total pages: ~
Week 2 	Early Feminism, 17th & 18th Centuries and continuities through the Centuries
January 19	
		Mary Astell, Some Reflections on Marriage, pp. 1-28.
Mary Wollstonecraft, Vindication of the Rights of Women	 in Philosophy of Women, pp. 112-128. (The book containing this reading is at the top of the Moodle page)
Toler, Pamela D. Women warriors: An unexpected history. Beacon Press, 2019. Introduction. (pp. 7-20)
Ancient Women Led Armies, Protested, And Even Married For Love
The Egyptian roots of feminism
		Watch https://vk.com/video-82248986_170837463 for discussion
Optional (not required): Zhussipbek, Galym, and Zhanar Nagayeva. "Human rights of daughters-in-law (kelin s) in Central Asia: harmful traditional practices and structural oppression." Central Asian Survey 40, no. 2 (2021): 222-241.
Total pages:  ~  
Week 3 	Legacies of the Sexual Contract
January 26		
Carole Pateman, The Sexual Contract, pp. 1-76, 154-188. 

Total pages: ~ 
Week 4		Utilitarianism, 19th Century
February 2	
	John Stuart Mill, The Subjection of Women in Philosophy of Women, pp. 153-170.
Harriet Taylor Mill, The Enfranchisement of Women in Philosophy of Women, pp. 171-185.
	
Total pages:  ~
Week 5		Suffrage and Radical Activism, 19th and early 20th Century
February 9
		
Sojourner Truth, “Ain’t I a Woman?,” pp. 1-2.

Susan B. Anthony, “Speech after Arrest for Illegal Voting,” p. 1.

Emmeline Pankhurst, “Freedom or Death – Nov. 13, 1913,” pp. 1-16.

Voltarine de Cleyre, “Sex Slavery” pp. 93- 109; “They Who Marry Do Ill,” pp. 11-20; The Voltairine de Cleyre Reader.

Emma Goldman, “What I Believe,” pp. 48-60; “The Tragedy of Woman’s Emancipation,” pp. 158-167; “Victims of Morality,” in Red Emma Speaks: An Emma Goldman Reader pp. 168-174.

			 
Total pages: ~
Concept Paper 1 due February 11 23:59

Week 6	Marxist Feminism
February 16

	Engels, “The Family,” in Philosophy of Women, pp. 273-288.

Lenin, “The Emancipation of Women,”  in Philosophy of Women, pp. 288-299.

Gayle Rubin, “The Traffic in Women: Notes on the ‘Political Economy’ of Sex,” pp. 33-65. 

Heidi Hartmann, “The Unhappy Marriage of Marxism and Feminism: Towards a More Progressive Union,” pp. 1-33. 

Total pages: ~ 
Week 7	 Existentialism Feminism
February 23
		Sigmund Freud, “On Femininity,” in Philosophy of Women, pp. 224-241,

Simone de Beauvoir, The Second Sex  (excerpts, TBA)

Total pages: ~ 

Week 8	Women’s Liberation, Radical Feminism
March  2
Carol Hanisch, “The Personal is Political,” pp. 1-5. 
Betty Friedan, The Feminine Mystique (excerpts, TBA) [**]
Ti-Grace Atkinson, “Radical Feminism,” 32-37.
Total pages: ~ 
Concept Paper 2 due March 4 23:59

Week 9		Black Feminism
March 9
	Angela Davis, “The Meaning of Emancipation According to Black Women,” pp. 53-59; “Racism, Birth Control and Reproductive Rights,” pp. 117-127 in Women, Race, Class
Audre Lorde, “The Master’s Tools Will Never Dismantle the Master’s House,” pp. 110-113; “Age, Race, Class, and Sex: Women Redefining Difference,” pp. 116-123. in Sister Outsider 
bell hooks, “Black Women Shaping Feminist Theory,” pp. 1-15; “Feminism: A Movement to End Sexist Oppression,” pp. 17-31. in Feminist Theory from Margin to Center
Francis Beal, “Double Jeopardy: To Be Black and Female,” pp. 166-176.		
Total pages: ~ 
Week 10	Post-colonial Feminism
March 16 	
Mann, Susan Archer, and Ashly Suzanne Patterson. Reading feminist theory: From modernity to postmodernity. Oxford University Press, USA, 2016. pp 395-404, 427-435, 481-490, 500-503. 

Mohanty, Chandra Talpade. "Under Western Eyes: Feminist Scholarship and Colonial Discourses." In Colonial discourse and post-colonial theory, pp. 196-220. Routledge, 2015. (24)

Tlostanova, Madina Vladimirovna, and Walter Mignolo. Learning to unlearn: Decolonial reflections from Eurasia and the Americas. The Ohio State University Press, 2012. Chapter 4. (30)

Hendl, Tereza. "Towards Accounting for Russian Imperialism and Building Meaningful Transnational Feminist Solidarity with Ukraine." In Transnational Feminist Solidarity with Ukrainian Feminists Following the On-line Meeting on May 9, 2022, p. 62-83. 2022. http://kcgs.net.ua/gurnal/26/gs26-2022_full.pdf#page=62 

Additional resources (not required reading):
	Syllabi on post-colonial and black feminisms

Total pages:  ~ 
Week 11	Spring Break (no classes)
Week 12	Islamic Feminism
March 30
Fatima Seedat, “Islam, Feminism, and Islamic Feminism: Between Inadequacy and Inevitability”

Bahar Şimşek and Joost Jongerden, “Gender Revolution in Rojava: The Voices Beyond Tabloid Geopolitics” 

Ivey, Christina L. "Combating epistemic violence with Islamic feminism: Qahera vs. FEMEN." Women's Studies in Communication 38, no. 4 (2015): 384-387.

Ayotte, Kevin J., and Mary E. Husain. "Securing Afghan women: Neocolonialism, epistemic violence, and the rhetoric of the veil." NWSA journal (2005): 112-133.

	
Total pages: ~ 
Week 13	Feminism in Central Asia
April 6
Yvonne Corcoran-Nantes, Lost Voices: Central Asian Women Confronting Transition (excerpts)

“Kazakhstani Feminist About Bras, Legalizing Prostitution and a Female Body” https://the-steppe.com/lyudi/kazakhstani-feminists-about-bras-the-legislation-of-prostitution-and-woman-s-body 

Botagoz Seydakhmetova, “Fighting Patriarchy in Kazakhstan: Problems and Perspectives,” https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/odr/fighting-patriarchy-in-kazakhstan/ 

Central Asian feminists are carving out their space in gender studies

Feminism and Central Asia – What Went Wrong?

Central Asia’s FemAgora Festival Embraces Cyberfeminism
	
Total pages: ~ 

Concept Paper 3 due April 8 23:59

Week 14	Gender and Queer Feminisms
April 13 
	Adrianne Rich, “Compulsory Heterosexuality and Lesbian Existence” pp. 11-47.
	Sarah Hoagland, “Lesbian Ethics” in Philosophy of Women, pp. 451-464.
	Evelynn Hammonds, “Black (W)holes and the Geometry of Black Female Sexuality,” pp. 301-314.
Laura Harris, “Queer Black Feminism: The Pleasure Principle,” pp. 3-29.	
Namaste, Viviane. "Undoing theory: The “transgender question” and the epistemic violence of Anglo-American feminist theory." Hypatia 24, no. 3 (2009): 11-32.
Judith Butler, “Subjects of Sex/Gender/Desire” from Gender Trouble pp. 3-44.

	Mari Mikkola, “Against the Gender Controversy,” from The Wrong of Injustice: Dehumanization and Its Role in Feminist Philosophy pp. 21-142.

	Mariya Levitanus (2022) Agency and resistance amongst queer people in
Kazakhstan, Central Asian Survey, 41:3, 498-515.

Total pages: ~ 
Week 15	 Intersectionality
April 20 

		bell hooks, “Sisterhood: Political Solidarity Between Women,” in Feminist Theory from 
the Margin to the Center, pp. 43-65.

Kimberly Crenshaw, “Demarginalizing the Intersection of Race and Sex: A Black Feminist Critique of Antidiscrimination Doctrine, Feminist Theory and Antiracist Politics,” The University of Chicago Legal Forum, 140 (1989), 139–167. (28)
 
Antonio Duran and Susan Jones, “Intersectionality,” pp. 310-320. 

		Patricia Hill Collins, “Intersectionality’s Definitional Dilemmas,” pp. 3-20.

Total pages: ~ 
Additional readings: 


