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Portrait of a Pariah: The Politics of Exclusion 

POSC 390-080, Honors Colloquium
Instructor:

Dr. Matthew S. Weinert

Email:


mweinert@udel.edu
Term:


Spring 2008

Time:


MWF: 11:15 a.m. – 12:05 p.m. 
Office Hours:
M and W: 12:15 – 1:45 p.m., and by appointment

Office:

Smith Hall 403

Phone:

302-831-2598
General Course Theme

Broadly construed, this course examines the relationships between human groups and their social, natural, constructed, and aesthetic environments; the social and cultural institutions (e.g., family, state, religion) that govern these relationships; and the ethical foundations, conventions, and norms that organize life on local and global scales.
Course Description 

Community—political, theological, moral, or otherwise—is often defined in the positive terms of commonality: commonality of dispositions, interests, and objectives. Yet there is a dark side to community formation, that is, the development of community through exclusions, expulsions, and emigrations. This course explores the nature of being a pariah—not simply an outcast, but one who develops an intense personal sense of honor and pride in the very identity that makes them an outcast. We examine the pariah through various prisms, including literature, film, philosophy, politics, and first-person narrative. We will consider, among other cases, the demonization of witches and pirates; illegitimate sexualities (homosexuality, inter-racial marriage/relationships); Jews in 18th and 19th century Europe; the expulsion of Asians from Uganda; Japanese-American concentration/internment camps during WWII; and Australia’s aboriginal policy.
Though there are no easy distinctions to make, I nevertheless attempt to construct the course around the subjective and objective conditions of pariahdom:

(a) Sections II – IV focus primarily on the subjective conditions of pariahdom by focusing on the individual pariah and the effects of exclusion;

(b) Sections V – VII focus on the objective conditions of pariahdom, that is, the role of the state, and state and social elites in creating pariahs.

Course Objectives    

This course aims:

(1) to examine the process of the construction of ‘others’ in light of prevailing social norms, institutions, and conventions; and

(2) to understand the role of socio-political institutions in the exclusion of particular groups.
Grading

Papers (2 @ 30%)



60%

Topic Discussion Leadership & write-up

5%

Topic Discussion Analysis Paper

10%

Writing Fellows
 (3 sessions)


5%

Participation and Attendance


20%

A. Attendance/Participation: 

Students are expected to attend all sessions and arrive on time. Late arrivals will be graded as half attendance (i.e., 2 late arrivals = 1 absence). I permit two absences with a proper excuse (illness, death in the family, car accident, jury duty) that will not count against your grade. Of course, under exceptional circumstances—to be determined by my discretion—absences in excess of two may be permitted without negative grading consequences. 

While I understand shyness and trepidation in conjunction with public speaking, I expect all students to participate in classroom discussion. Think of such participation as preparation for your future career: invariably you will be called upon to discuss an issue or respond to a question in the company of others. Such discussion can take many forms, including comments on the reading, questions, response to another student’s comment, etc. Finally, participation is based on QUALITY, not QUANTITY. 

B. Papers: 

You will compose two “long” papers during the semester. The first paper topic will be distributed on 17 or 19 March and will be due 11 April. The second paper topics will be distributed on 2 May; that paper will be due 19 May. Students are required to have completed all meetings with the Writing Fellows at least one class session prior to the paper due date. In the case of the first paper, you MUST schedule a meeting with the Writing Fellow the week before spring break.
C. Writing Fellows:

In Honors colloquia you have the added advantage of Writing Fellows, who are advanced students who have been trained to assist you in all stages of the writing process, from brainstorming and research to drafting and revision. This semester you will have three mandatory conferences with the fellows. You must arrive at pre-scheduled meetings on-time and must come prepared with the required materials. Writing Fellows are employed to help you develop your own writing skills, not to do the work for you. For more information, please ask me or visit the Writing Fellows Program website (www.udel.edu/honors/writingfellows).

Writing Fellows assigned to our Honors colloquium: 

(a) Carly Dominica (carlydom@udel.edu); 

(b) Natalie Hoffmann (natalieh@udel.edu).

Participation in the Writing Fellows Program is worth 5% of your course grade. To earn all points, you must schedule and attend all meetings with the Fellows; arrive on-time; prepare materials in advance; and use your time productively. 
I will assign each fellow 11 students. Each student will be permitted (owing to the Writing Fellows’ employment contract and their time and responsibilities) slightly less than 3 hours of interface time with the Writing Fellow for the entire semester. Typically, Writing Fellows read drafts of student papers, provide written feedback and then conference with each student, spending roughly an hour per student on each assignment. (How you divide and structure that time is up to you and the Fellow.) They may help you interpret an assignment, brainstorm, clarify a thesis, create an outline, accompany groups of students to the library, evaluate sources, etc. However, in no case will Writing Fellows proofread or “fix” your paper. 
D. Policy on Late Submissions: 
Late submissions, except under extreme circumstances, will be downgraded 10 points per hour increment. Please be advised this translates into 4 letter grades (i.e. a paper is worth 30/30, if it is 1 – 59 minutes late, the grade begins at a 20/30 = 66%).
E. Topic Discussion Leadership:

For most course topics, a small group of students will be responsible for generating analytical discussion questions and leading class discussion based on those questions and any observations or analyses you may wish to discuss. Each student in each group must also submit a 4 page analytical paper on one aspect of the topic on the day of discussion.
TOPIC





Questions due by
for discussion on

(1) Before Night Falls, rdgs (2 students)

3/14


3/17

(2) Foucault, also relate to BFN (3 students)
3/17


3/19

(3) Far From Heaven, rdgs (3 students)

3/24


3/26

(4) Pirates (2 students)



4/7 or 4/8

4/9

(5) Witches & Misogyny (2 students)

4/11


4/14

(6) Witches and the State (2 students)

4/16


4/18

(7) Uganda (2 students)



4/21


4/23

(8) Aboriginals (2 students)


4/28


4/30 and/or 5/2

(9) Japanese-American internment (2 students)
5/6


5/7 and/or 5/9

(10) Coming Home Defeated (2 students)
5/9


5/12
 F. Final Course Grading Scale:

    Percentage Scale            Letter Grade        Grade Point
    94.0% - 100.0%...................A........................4.0
    90.0% - 93.9%.....................A-.......................3.7
    87.0% - 89.9%.....................B+......................3.3
    84.0% - 86.9%.....................B........................3.0
    80.0% - 83.9%.....................B-.......................2.7
    77.0% - 79.9%.....................C+......................2.3
    74.0% - 76.9%.....................C........................2.0
    70.0% - 73.9%.....................C-......................1.7
    67.0% - 69.9%.....................D+.....................1.3
    64.0% - 66.9%.....................D.......................1.0
    60.0% - 63.9%.....................D-......................0.7
     0.0% - 59.9%......................F........................0.0.

** Please note that I do not round up grades. Thus, if your final grade computation totals 93.9, then you have earned an A-, not an A.

Texts
(1) Hannah Arendt, Rahel Varnhagen: The Life of a Jewess (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1997), first complete edition; on sale at the UD Bookstore

(2) Course Packet, on sale at Lieberman’s Bookstore, Main Street, Newark, DE

(3) Other readings as assigned
a. Available on Ereserve (ER) or traditional course reserves (as noted) (password 7972)
b. Accessible through JSTOR, Morris Library electronic database

c. Accessible on-line through Google search
Course Schedule

I. Introduction

13 February (W):

Course Introduction; Syllabus Distribution

15 February (F):

Student Introductions; Topics Assignments; Discussion
II. Thinking about Pariahs, Choice, and the Contexts of Exclusion


18 February (M):

Derrick Bell, “The Space Traders,” available online
http://edweb.tusd.k12.az.us/uhs/APUSH/1st%20Sem/Articles%20Semester%201/Artiles%20Semester%201/Bell.htm


20 February (W):

Kenji Yoshino, “The Pressure to Cover,” The New York Times, 15 January 2006




(accessible via search on the NYT website)
III. Pariahs and Parvenus: Rahel Varnhagen and 19th Century Prussian Jewry
“…the Jews essentially constituted an [sic] universitas apart from all others—indeed, outside the range of Christian society. The modern egalitarian state could no longer tolerate the existence of such a self-governing corporate body. Within the short span of a few decades the Jewish people was expected to divest itself of all the mores, manners, and outlook of life peculiar to an autonomous group in a territorial or fictitious ghetto and to become citizens on par with the non-Jewish majority. Emancipation, thus, was not, as it was often viewed at the time, a one-sided gift of a liberal-minded government to a declassed group…”

Baron, pp. 59f

22 February (F): 
Deborah Hertz, “Salonieres and Literary Women in Late-Eighteenth Century Berlin,” 



New German Critique, No. 14 (Spring 1978), pp. 97-108 (JSTOR)
Salo Baron, “The Jewish Question in the Nineteenth Century,” The Journal of Modern 
History, vol. 10(1), March 1938, pp. 51-65 (JSTOR)

25 February (M):
Judith Shklar, “Hannah Arendt as Pariah,” pp. 362-375 (ER, password: 7972) OR
 traditional course reserves, JA83.S52 1998 (Judith Shklar, Political Thought and 
Political Thinkers)
“Nineteenth-century Jews, if they wanted to play a part in society, had no choice but to become parvenus par excellence…The parvenu’s overestimation of himself, which often seems quite mad, arises out of the tremendous effort, and the straining of all his forces and talents, which are incumbent upon him if he is to climb only a few steps up the social ladder. The smallest success, so hard-won, necessarily dazzles him with an illusory: everything is possible; the smallest failure instantly sends him hurtling back into the depths of his social nullity, misleads him into the shabbiest kind of worship of success. ‘There is nothing the Jews cannot achieve’ was true because they stood outside of society, because there existed no prescribed ladder for them to climb form birth up, and because no one of his own free will stay on the lowest rung…The ‘great poison of all insight and outlook’ which the parvenu could never admit to himself in any circumstances was this: that he was gnawed by a multitude of things which he did not even really want, but which he could not bear to be refused; that he had to adapt his tastes, his life, his desires to these things; that in nothing and not for a single minute did he dare to be himself any longer.”

--Arendt, Rahel Varnhagen, pp. 238f, 241 

27 February (W):
Hannah Arendt, Rahel Varnhagen: The Life of a Jewess, Preface (79-83), chpt. 1 (85-



102)

29 February (F):
Arendt, RV, chpt. 2 (103-121)

3 March (M):
Arendt, RV, chpts. 3-7 (122-184), chpt. 9 (194-204)

5 March (W):
Arendt, RV, chpt. 10-11 (205-236)


7 March (F):
Arendt, RV, chpts. 12-13 (237-259)

IV. Illegitimate Sexualities

A. Cuban Homosexuality and the UMAP Camps (1965-67):

“Cuba’s Afro-Hispanic patriarchal culture, with its emphasis on compulsory heterosexuality, was strongest in rural areas…[T]he very smallness of prerevolutionary villages and cities made life intimate; sexual policing was thus an easy task and an effective deterrent against deviance from the norm. The openly homosexual ma or woman who remained in the interior was often ostracized or cast in the role of village queer—the homosexual version of the village idiot.”
--Arguelles and Rich, p. 686
10, 12, 14 March (M, W, F):
Before Night Falls


14 March (F):
Film Discussion, and
Homosexuality, Homophobia, and Revolution: Notes toward an Understanding of the Cuban Lesbian and Gay Male Experience, Part I , Lourdes Arguelles and B. Ruby Rich, Signs, Vol. 9, No. 4 (Summer, 1984), pp. 683-699;  (JSTOR)


17 March (M):
Arguelles & Rich article; also begin discussing Foucault (below)


B.  Foucault and the ‘Repressive Hypothesis’

“The question I would like to pose is not: Why are we repressed? But rather: Why do we say, with so much passion and so much resentment against our most recent past, against our present, and against ourselves, that we are repressed?”

--Foucault, “We ‘Other Victorians’” p. 297 

“This new persecution of the peripheral sexualities entailed an incorporation of perversions and a new specification of individuals. As defined by the ancient civil or canonical codes, sodomy was a category of forbidden acts; their perpetrator was nothing more than the juridical subject of them. The nineteenth-century homosexual became a personage, a past, a case history, and a childhood, in addition to being a type of life, a life form, and a morphology, with an indiscreet anatomy and possibly a mysterious physiology. Nothing that went into his total composition was unaffected by his sexuality. It was everywhere present in him: at the root of his actions because it was their insidious and indefinitely active principle; written immodestly on his face and body because it was a secret that always gave itself away. It was consubstantial with him, less a habitual sin than as a singular nature.”
--Foucault, “The Repressive Hypothesis” p. 322 



17 & 19 March (M, W):
Foucault selections, Course Reader (pp. 292-329)





Paper #1 Topics Distributed; Due Wednesday, 9 April


C. What will the Neighbors Think? 

1950s America as a Smorgasbord of Repression, Secrecy, and Gossip

“This case presents a constitutional question never addressed by this Court: whether a statutory scheme adopted by the State of Virginia to prevent marriages between persons solely on the basis of racial classifications violates the Equal Protection and Due Process Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment. For reasons which seem to us to reflect the central meaning of those constitutional commands, we conclude that these statutes cannot stand consistently with the Fourteenth Amendment. 

In June 1958, two residents of Virginia, Mildred Jeter, a Negro woman, and Richard Loving, a white man, were married in the District of Columbia pursuant to its laws. Shortly after their marriage, the Lovings returned to Virginia and established their marital abode in Caroline County. At the October Term, 1958, of the Circuit Court of Caroline County, a grand jury issued an indictment charging the Lovings with violating Virginia's ban on interracial marriages. On January 6, 1959, the Lovings pleaded guilty to the charge and were sentenced to one year in jail; however, the trial judge suspended the sentence for a period of 25 years on the condition that the Lovings leave the State and not return to Virginia together for 25 years. He stated in an opinion that: 

‘Almighty God created the races white, black, yellow, malay and red, and he placed them on separate continents. And but for the interference with his arrangement there would be no cause for such marriages. The fact that he separated the races shows that he did not intend for the races to mix.’"

--Excerpt, Loving Et. Ux. v. Virginia, S.Ct. 388 U.S. 1, June 12, 1967



21, 24, 26 March (F, M, W):
Far From Heaven


26 March (W):
Film Discussion
Miscegenation Law, Court Cases, and Ideologies of "Race" in Twentieth-Century America 

Peggy Pascoe; The Journal of American History, Vol. 83, No. 1. (Jun., 1996), pp. 44-69; (JSTOR)
28 March (F):
Loving v. Virginia 388 U.S. 1 (1967) (text of Supreme Court decision 

can be found online through Google)
29 March – 6 April
SPRING BREAK

NO CLASSES
v. The Making of the Early Modern European State: The Need for an ‘Other’

A. Pirates

“…many Royal Navy seamen considered life on board a pirate ship heaven compared with the conditions they had experienced on board ships of His Majesty…Most naval ratings longed to desert to a pirate ship to escape the floggings and picklings—where salt or vinegar was rubbed into the open wound after a flogging—which were routine in the navy. In the Royal Navy, after a summary trial, he could be hanged from the yardarm and his body left for the seabirds. Many ordinary seamen had been press-ganged into the service and were, consequently, never allowed ashore except in places so inhospitable that no one would think of deserting…Although a pirate stood a good chance of departing this life at the end of a rope, he could at least look forward to a few years of freedom and high living. This was a greater life expectancy than in the navy.”

--N. Cawthorne, A History of Pirates, p.78
“Those demonized by the rulers of society as the ‘common enemies of mankind’…were heroes to the common sailor. One major reason was how the outlaws organized their ships, which attracted many seamen…This new social order, articulated in the organization of the pirate ship, was conceived and deliberately constructed by the pirates themselves. Its hallmark was a rough, improvised, but effective egalitarianism that placed authority in the collective hands of the crew, which is to say that the core values of the broader culture of the common sailor were institutionalized aboard the pirate ship.”
--M. Reiker, Villains of all Nations, pp. 60f


7 and 9 April (M, W):
ALL Pirate Selections from Course Reader:

(a) Cawthorne: “The Buccaneers” and “Life aboard the Pirate Ships”

(b) “The New Government of the Ship”

(c) “Hunting  Down the Pirates”
B. Witches, Misogyny, and Forced Exclusions

“To understand witchcraft as a historical phenomenon, one has to recognize that it received much of its thrust from the metaphysics of misogynism. That is, to elucidate the full meaning of witchcraft both as mendacious doctrine as well as lamentable reality one is really required to investigate, to engage, the acute existential predicament confronted by the crucial ‘outsider’ group in this context: women…The medieval conception of women shares much with the corresponding medieval conception of Jews. In both cases, a perennial attribution of secret, bountiful, malicious ‘power’, is made. Women are anathemized and cast as witches because of the enduring grotesque fears they generate in respect of their putative abilities to control men and thereby coerce, for their own ends, male-dominated Christian society…Linked to theological traditions of Eve and Lilith, women are perceived as embodiments of inexhaustible negativity. Though not quite quasi-literal incarnations of the Devil as were Jews, women are, rather, their ontological ‘first cousins’ who, like the Jews, emerge from the ‘left’ or sinister side of being.”

--S. Katz, The Holocaust in Historical Perspective, “Witchcraft and Misogynism, pp.433ff.  

11 April (F):
PAPER #1 DUE

11 April (F):
Witches Selection, Course Reader:






Steven Katz, “Persecution of Witches,” pp. 401-432 

14 April (M):
Course Reader: Katz, Witchcraft and Misogynism,” pp. 433-453, 478-491

“Christina Larner presents a thoughtful and influential discussion of the status of satanic witchcraft as a crimen exceptum—that is, an exceptional crime for which extraordinary procedures were thought to be necessary…[S]he suggests that the prosecution of witches should be viewed as part of a more general pattern in early modern society. Witchcraft was one of a number of crimes removed from the jurisdiction of church courts and prosecuted with increasing severity by secular authorities…these were ‘abstract crimes’ against a model of correct behavior embraced by governing elites. The ultimate purpose of their suppression was to enforce social control, a term for which Larner includes ‘all the norms, ideologies, and sanctions by which certain types of social behavior are encouraged and others discouraged.’”

16 April (W):
Witches Selections, Course Reader:




(a) “Witchcraft, the State and Social Control,” pp. 201-204
(b) Christina Larner, “The Crime of Witchcraft in Early Modern Europe,” pp. 201-212


18 April (F):
Witches Selections, Course Reader:



Brian Levack, “State-Building and Witch Hunting in Early Modern Europe,” pp. 213-225

vi. The State as Leviathan: Forced Expulsions

A. External Exiles: The Asians from Uganda
“…it seemed to me that the vast majority of educated and reasonable-minded Black Ugandans were actually very supportive of Amin’s decision. Although many had suffered the effects of Amin’s brutal regime (relatives gone missing, believed killed) they still seemed to think that the Asians were somehow to blame for the political and economic mess than was now Uganda.”

--J. Siddiqi

21 April (M):
Ugandan Section, Course Reader: 
“The Expulsion of Asians from Uganda” (pp. 16-33, 55-67)
23 April (W):
Jameela Siddiqi, Uganda: A Personal Viewpoint on the Expulsion, 30 

Years On,” Information for Social Change 15, 

http://libr.org/isc/articles/15-Siddiqi-1.html (Google Search)


B. Internal Exiles



1. The Aboriginals of Australia

25 and 28 April (F, M):
Rabbit Proof Fence 



30 April (W):


2 May (F):

Discussion of Film and Readings

White-Aboriginal Relations in Western Australia: An Overview 

P. Biskup, Comparative Studies in Society and History, Vol. 10, No. 4. (Jul., 1968), pp. 447-45, (JSTOR active link)





“Bringing them Home—The Report” (National Overview)

http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/special/rsjproject/rsjlibrary/hreoc/stolen/stolen08.html




Paper #2 Topics Distributed; Due 19 May (M)
2. Internment of Japanese-Americans

“Historically, the problem of race in America has been presented in terms of black and white antagonism. Nevertheless, there is also an entire body of racist legislation and court rulings directed against Asian immigrants. Many of these laws and rulings centered on the question of naturalization. They had the effect of defining Asian immigrants as perpetual ‘outsiders’, as aliens ineligible for citizenship…From the mid-eighteenth century, a single line of racial theory shaped the legal reasoning that excluded certain groups from American citizenship…Historically, it set the stage for the World War II internment of Japanese Americans and the subsequent Supreme Court decisions defending its constitutionality.”

--J. Lesser, “Always ‘Outsiders’”, p.83

5 May (M):

Rabbit in the Moon 



7 and 9 May (W, F):
All Japanese-American Internment Readings from Course 





Reader 
3. Coming Home Defeated: Japanese WWII Veterans



12 May (M):

on ERESERVE (password: 7972)
Beatrice Trefalt, “Coming Home Defeated: Soldiers and the Transition from War to Peace in Post-World War II Japan,” in A. Usandizaga and A. Monnickendam (eds) Back to Peace: Reconciliation and Retribution in the Postwar Period (Notre Dame: U of Notre Dame Press, 2007), pp. 59-76
VII. Exclusion, Citizenship, and Human (In)Security

“In an age when international standards are continually refined to ensure protection and empowerment for all, millions of people are still prevented from exercising their legitimate rights. There are the ‘non-citizens’: people who are denied the right of citizenship. Citizenship is denied for reasons of political power and is most prevalent in situations of conflict Non-citizens are denied access to suffrage, justice, services, and rights in their countries and often become political scapegoats.”
--UNHR, Denial of Citizenship

14 and 16 May (W, F):
Denial of Citizenship: A Challenge to Human Security, UNHR report to the UN 

Advisory Board on Human Security, June 2004

http://www.humansecurity-chs.org/abhs/Boardmeetings/Denial%20of%20Citizenship.pdf

(active link)

VIII. Class Summary


19 and 21 May (M, W):
Course Discussion, Evaluations
