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WGSST 8820 Topics in Power, Institutions, and Economies 
Autumn 2014 Topic: “Feminists Interrogate Violence”
Mondays 2:15-5 pm., 3 cr., 286A UH
Instructor: Dr. Cathy A. Rakowski
Rakowski.1@osu.edu  (email is best way to reach me) 
292-6447 (office)

Office: 414C Kottman Hall

Office hours: T 4-5 or by appointment
Available to meet with WGSST 8820 students before or after class
Introduction: Before 1970, there was little understanding of rape or incest and the concepts of “battered women” and “sexual harassment” simply did not exist as such in the U.S. Feminist scholars and activists changed this when they focused on forms of violence that involved, initially, gender and, later, other forms of social differentiation such as race, class, sexuality, and other. Feminists have been at the forefront of theorizing both the forms and the causes of violence. They have conducted research and developed service programs and legal/policy reforms to prevent violence against women (later, all forms of interpersonal violence, or IPV), provided and organized support systems for victims and survivors of violence, and expanded definitions of what constitutes violence. However, among feminists—scholars, activists, service providers, and individuals—these changes have contributed to competing theories and perspectives and to growing disagreement (and very public clashes) over  what constitutes violence, which theoretical approaches best explain violence, and what strategies are required to prevent and respond to specific forms of violence. Conflict and dissent have come from both inside and outside anti-violence movements, programs, and the academy. 

The objective of the course is to foreground debates over what constitutes violence; provide a space to assess feminist conceptualizing of certain forms of “violence,” consequences, and proposed “solutions;” and to consider new gendered lenses that do not assume men are perpetrators, women are victims, or that “violence” is about gender only. This course will introduce you to some classic and some more contemporary debates that have shaken up feminist foundational theories regarding what constitutes sexual/gendered violence and its relationship to patriarchy and other structural forms of oppression or opportunities. 
This is a collaborative class; responsibility for discussions will be shared by class members and the instructor. Students will be asked to take charge of leading discussions on specific topics and students are strongly encouraged to bring their  individual research interests to our discussions. We will discuss different ways in which this can be achieved.
Requirements and grading:
Class discussion & weekly “comments”



30%
Longer “thought pieces” [3]




30%

Leading class discussion on topic of choice


15%

Seminar paper & in-class discussion of



25%

Readings:
Assigned readings: All readings are journal articles, book chapters, or internet sites. Items marked “@” are posted to our Carmen site on the Comment page. Unless otherwise indicated, all journal articles are available through the library’s online journal service. (If accessing from off-campus, you must log in at “off campus log in” before you can access online journals.) I provide internet addresses for most internet items.
For students who are not familiar with the key differences among diverse feminist theoretical approaches/ traditions, I strongly recommend:   Rosemarie Tong. Feminist Thought: A More Comprehensive Introduction. Westview Press, 2013. Fourth Edition. THIS BOOK IS A GOOD RESOURCE TO HAVE ON YOUR SHELF. Some of the feminist traditions covered in the book include: Liberal Feminism; Radical Feminism; Marxist and Socialist Feminisms; Psychoanalytic and Care-focused Feminisms; Ecofeminism; Existentialist and Postmodern Feminisms; Women of Color feminisms. 
Many of the readings that we will discuss are influenced by a particular feminist theoretical tradition or several. Some, but not all, identify their approach and the approaches are linked to the selection of strategies to combat violence. [What you do about violence depends on how you define it!] The most common approaches historically in the field of violence are the radical and liberal approaches followed by socialist and psychoanalytic; but postmodern/postcolonial/poststructural, multicultural, care-focused, and third wave are gaining importance. 
Weekly Comments: A single page outlining key ideas from readings that you would like to discuss during class. The comments will help you “collect your thoughts” and you will hand it in for feedback from me. 
Thought pieces:  “Thought pieces” are short to medium length essays. They will be approximately 1000 words each and will present a thoughtful analysis of a selected course theme or issue, emphasizing analysis primarily through course materials. The idea is to provide you with an opportunity to think more deeply about an idea or issue as it was presented in a reading or set of readings (from those covered up to and including the due date) that, of necessity, we discussed quickly and incompletely in class. In the thought pieces, you should explore your ideas and responses to course materials and discussions more completely and in greater depth. There are 5 due date options on the syllabus for handing in the thought pieces. Choose 3 of the 5 dates (you can work them into your busy schedule). Give the word count at the end of each paper. Be sure to discuss class materials; any reference to materials or ideas drawn from outside class or the recommended readings should be of secondary importance. DATE OPTIONS ARE INDICATED ON THE SCHEDULE AS Week 3, Week 6, Week 8, Week 10, and Week 12.
Seminar paper: Students may choose any aspect of violence that interests them (this includes forms of violence or issues not discussed in class and activities whose classification as “violence” may be at issue). You are free to construct your analysis from any disciplinary perspective you choose. 
There are many ways to approach the paper. For example, a conceptual paper might use readings from the class as well as outside readings to critique and/or develop a theory or model of violence, debate the evidence for or against competing feminist positions on a violence issue, etc. A research paper is likely to draw mainly on materials that discuss research that has been conducted by others or, in some cases, a research question or issue with which a student already is engaged (i.e., for a thesis). Another possibility would be a literature review and statement of future research objectives for development of a research proposal. Please let me know by Week 5 of the course what your topic will be so that I can provide feedback. Just send me an email describing what you intend to cover in your paper and if you have or need resources.

Post an abstract (no more than 1 page single spaced) for your paper on Carmen by Week 13 (the week of December 1). You will discuss your paper during our last class meeting and this way all students will have seen each other’s abstracts.

Your completed paper should be approximately 3500-4500 words, not including references. It is due the last week of class and can be handed in or submitted as an email attachment. You can use Adobe Acrobat or Microsoft Word (the latter with file extensions .doc or .docx only). I suggest these word counts in the interest of fairness and so that you have a reasonable “target.” This length also works for a conference paper. But length is negotiable. Talk with me.
Class participation: A significant portion of your grade is based on class participation. The participation of every person is important to the success of this class; your diverse backgrounds and perspectives will enrich discussion. But, should something arise that would interfere with your class participation, please let me know as soon as possible so that we can discuss how to handle this. We only meet once a week, so one absence is 7% of the course.
Together we will figure out how to build into class discussion each student’s specific interests. Look over the topics and readings assigned on the syllabus. If you see a way to bridge a topic with your interest, let me know. You should volunteer to “host” discussion that day. Hosting involves volunteering to lead the day’s discussion and may include bringing in outside information/materials to enhance discussion.
I also want to know if certain class topics cause you personal distress. We try to stick to an intellectual analysis of the issues (and avoid personalizing issues during discussion even when they may be deeply personal to class members), but this does not mean that I don’t appreciate or want to help when the personal and the intellectual collide as they often can do. Tell me! I may be able to help.
Course policies:  

Late papers  No papers will be accepted late unless you have asked me for an extension or you have a verifiable extenuating circumstance or illness. If at all possible, students should consult with me prior to the due date or call/e-mail as soon as a problem crops up. Just talk to me about any problems or conflicts that you are having so we can work it out. 
Plagiarism  Any student suspected of plagiarizing written work will be referred to the pertinent university authorities.  At any stage of the writing process, all academic work submitted to the teacher must be a result of a student’s own thought, research, or self-expression. When a student submits work purporting to be his or her own, but which in any way borrows organization, ideas, wording, or anything else from a source without appropriate acknowledgment of the fact, he/she is engaging in plagiarism which is both unethical and illegal.



	Special needs:

If you have special needs, please let me know as soon as possible and contact the Office of Disability Services. I will work with you and with Disability Services to meet your needs. Disability Services: Office phone: 292-3307 /end_of_the_skype_highlighting Email: ods@studentlife.osu.edu


@ indicates that reading can be found on the Content page of the course Carmen site.
SCHEDULE
(some readings may be subject to change)
	WEEK ONE Sept 8  Introduction to the course and some foundational materials


Assigned readings: (together they provide a type of introduction to debates) 
Chancer, Lynn. “From pornography to sadomasochism: Reconciling feminist differences.” Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 571, September 2000:77-88.
Johnson, Katherine. “From gender to transgender: Thirty years of feminist debates.” Social Alternatives 24, 2, 2009:36-39.

Richie, Beth. “A black feminist reflection on the antiviolence movement.” SIGNS 25, 4, 2000:1133-37.

Rubin, Gayle. “Blood under the bridge: Reflections on ‘Thinking Sex’.” GLQ 17, 1, 2010:15-48.

@ “Feminisms and feminist thought” chart
Want more? 
@Burston, Bonnie. “The radical feminist foundations.” Pp. 1-19 in Burston. Radical Feminist Therapy. Sage, 1992.
@Yeatman, Anna. “Feminism and power.” Pp. 144-57 in Reconstructing Political Theory: Feminist Perspectives, eds. M. L. Shanley and Uma Narayan. Pennsylvania State University Press, 1997.

@Kelly, Liz. “When does the speaking profit us?: Reflections on the challenges of developing feminist perspectives on abuse and violence by women.” Pp. 34-49 in Women, Violence and Male Power, eds. M. Hester, L. Kelly and J. Radford. Open University Press, 1996.

@Jasinski, Jana. “Theoretical explanations for violence against women.” Chapter 1 in C. Renzetti, J. Edleson, R. K. Bergen, eds. Sourcebook on Violence Against Women. Sage, 2001. (a pretty good overview of different theoretical approaches but, ironically, her discussion of “feminist approaches” is woefully inadequate)

Ristock, Janice. “Taking off the gender lens in Women’s Studies: Queering violence against women.” Canadian Woman Studies 24, 2/3, 2005: 65-69.
	WEEK TWO Sept 15  Pornography


Assignment: View the classic radical feminist film “Not a Love Story” for discussion this week. It is available on our course playlist through the Media Library and I will schedule it for a week. It presents the classic anti-porn position taken by radical feminists. Be ready to discuss it in class.
Read before viewing the film: 

@Dworkin, Andrea. “Power.” Chapter 1 (pp. 13-24 in Pornography: Men Possessing Women. Perigree,1981. 

@Royalle, Candida. “Porn in the USA.” (interview with porn filmmaker) Pp. 540-50 in D. Cornell, ed. Feminism and Pornography. Oxford University Press.

McElroy, Wendy. “A feminist defense of pornography.” http://www.secularhumanism.org/library/fi/mcelroy_17_4.html
Assigned readings for class discussion:

Norden, Barbara. “Campaign against pornography.” Feminist Review 35, 1990:1-8. [recounts details of the very first anti-porn campaign conference in 1989]
Shrage, Laurie. “Exposing the fallacies of anti-porn feminism.” Feminist Theory 6, 1, 2005:45-65.

Boyle, Karen. “The pornography debates: beyond cause and effect.” Women’s Studies International Forum 23, 2, 2000: 187-95. 

Ciclitira, Karen. “Pornography, women and feminism: Between pleasure and politics.” Sexualities 7, 3, 2004:281-301.

Want more?:

@Russell, Diana E.H. “Pornography and rape: A causal model.” Pp. 48-93 in D. Cornell, ed. Feminism and Pornography. Oxford University Press, 2000.  [Scan this. It is THE consummate anti-porn position presented by the researcher whose groundbreaking studies on violence against women are the benchmark for current statistics on violence used by the National Institute of Justice/FBI and on feminist fact sheets.]

Smith, Kevin. “Clean thoughts and dirty minds: The politics of porn.” Policy Studies Journal 27, 4, 1999:723-34.

Paasonen, Susana. “Strange bedfellows: Pornography, affect and feminist reading.” Feminist Theory 8, 1, 2007:43-57.
Andrews, David. “What soft-core can do for porn studies.” The Velvet Light Trap 59, Spring 2007:51-61.
DeVoss, Danielle. “Women’s porn sites—Spaces of fissure and eruption or ‘I’m a little bit of everything’.” Sexuality and Culture 6, 3, 2002:75-94
Mackinnon, Catharine. “Pornography is oppression.” http://www.spectacle.org/1195/mack.html  [Mackinnon, a feminist legal theorist, worked with radical feminist Andrea Dworkin on legislation to outlaw pornography]

	WEEK THREE    Sept 22   Sex Work                HOST:__________________________________________
 THOUGHT PIECE OPTION 1 DUE DATE (write on any topic from weeks 1-3)


Assigned readings: 
Overall, Christine. “What’s wrong with prostitution? Evaluating sex work.” SIGNS 17, 4, 1992:705-24.


And read any 3 of the following:

Coy, Maddy; Josephine Wakeling; and Maria Garner. “Selling sex sells: Representations of prostitution and the sex industry in sexualized popular culture as symbolic violence. Women’s Studies International Forum 34, 2011:441-48.

Jeffreys, Sheila. “Prostitution, trafficking and feminism: An update on the debate.” Women’s Studies International Forum 32, 2009:316-20.

Bernstein, Elizabeth. “The sexual politics of the ‘new abolitionism’.” Differences: A Journal of Feminist Cultural Studies 18, 3, 2007:128-51.

Limoncelli, Stephanie. “The trouble with trafficking: Conceptualizing women’s sexual labor and economic human rights.” Women’s Studies International Forum 32, 2009:261-69.

Jeffreys, Sheila. “The sex industry and business practice: An obstacle to women’s equality.” Women’s Studies International Forum 33, 2010:274-82.

Want More?

Harcourt, C. and B. Donovan. “The many faces of sex work.” Sexually Transmitted Infections 81, 2005:201-6.

Boris, Eileen, Stephanie Gilmover and Rhacel Parreñas. “Sexual labors: Interdisciplinary perspectives toward sex as work.” Sexualities 13, 2, 2010:131-37.

Farley, Melissa. “Theory versus reality: Commentary on four articles about trafficking for prostitution.” Women’s Studies International Forum 32, 2009:311-15.

Soderlund, Gretchen. “Running from the rescuers: New US crusades against sex trafficking and the rhetoric of abolition.” NWSA Journal 17, 3, 2005:64-87.

Andrijasevic, Rutvica. “Beautiful dead bodies: Gender, migration and representation in anti-trafficking campaigns.” Feminist Review 86, 2007:24-44.

Kamala Kempadoo. “Globalizing sex workers’ rights.” Canadian Woman Studies/Les Cahiers de la Femme 22, ¾, 1998:143-50.

Halley, J. et al. “From the international to the local in feminist legal responses to rape, prostitution/sex work, and sex trafficking: Four studies in contemporary governance feminism.” Harvard Journal of Law and Gender 29, 2006:335-423.
	WEEK FOUR Sept 29   Sadomasochism              HOST:____________________________________


Assigned Readings: 
Hopkins, Patrick D. “Rethinking sadomasochism: Feminism, interpretation, and simulation.” Hypatia 9, 1, 1994: 116-141. (a classic)
Ritchie, Ani and Meg Barker. “Feminist SM: A contradiction in terms or a way of challenging traditional gendered dynamics through sexual practice?” Lesbian and Gay Psychology Review 6, 3, 2005: 227-239. Online journal located at http://oro.open.ac.uk/17262/1/2AF6D7AB.pdf
Deckha, Maneesha. “Pain as culture: A postcolonial feminist approach to S/M and women’s agency.” Sexualities 14, 2, 2011:129-50.

Newmahr, Staci. “Rethinking kink: Sadomasochism as serious leisure.” Qualitative Sociology 33, 2010:313-31.

Review Chancer article that we read in Week 1

Want More?

Lynch, Karen. “The ‘heterosexualisation’ of sadism and masochism.” Hecate 34, 13, 2003:34-46.

Chaline, E.R. “The construction, maintenance, and evolution of gay SM sexualities and sexual identities: A preliminary description of gay SM sexual identity practices.” Sexualities 13, 3, 2010:338-356.

Newmahr, Staci. “Becoming a sadomasochist.” Journal of Contemporary Ethnography 37, 5, 2008:619-43.

Summary of
	WEEK FIVE Oct 6   Racing Violence               HOST:_____________________________


Assigned Readings: Tentative
@Garfield, Gail. “Researching black women’s lives: A closer look at violence against women.” Pp.61-81 Feminism and Multiculturalism: How Do They/We Work Together? Ed. J. Warren. Cambridge Scholars Press, 2006.

@Garfield, Gail. Knowing What We Know: African American Women’s Experiences of Violence and Violation. Rutgers University Press, 2005.  
@Carby, Hazel. “White woman listen! Black feminism and the boundaries of sisterhood.” Pp 110-128 in Materialist Feminism: A Reader in Class, Difference and Women’s Lives, ed. R. Hennessy and C. Ingraham. Routledge, 1997.
Want More?
Childs, Erica Chito. “Looking behind the stereotypes of the ‘angry black woman:’ An exploration of black women’s responses to interracial relationships.” Gender & Society 19, 4, 2005:544-61.
West, Carolyn M. “Black women and intimate partner violence: New directions for research.” Journal of Interpersonal Violence 19, 12, 2004:1487-93.

West, Carolyn M. “Battered, black and blue: An overview of violence in the lives of black women.” Women & Therapy 25, ¾, 2002:5-27.

Buchanan, NiCole and Alayne Ormerod. “Racialized sexual harassment in the lives of African American women.” Women and Therapy 25, ¾, 2002:107-124.

@Banyard, Victoria et al. “Childhood sexual abuse in the lives of black women: Risk and resilience in a longitudinal study.” Pp. 45-58 in Battered, Black and Blue, ed. C. West. Haworth, 2002.

	WEEK SIX Oct 13   Queering/Transgendering Violence        HOST:_________________________
 THOUGHT PIECE OPTION 2 DUE DATE  (write on any topic from weeks 4-6)


Assigned Readings: (read any 4 of the following)
Mayer, Doug. “Interpreting and experiencing anti-queer violence: Race, class, and gender differences among LGBT hate crime victims.” Race, Gender & Class 15, ¾, 2008:262-82.

Jenness, Valerie and Kendal Broad. “Antiviolence activism and the (in)visibility of gender in the gay/lesbian and women’s movements.” Gender & Society 8, 3, 1994:402-23.

Arriola, Elvia. “The penalties for puppy love: Institutionalized violence against lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgendered youth.” The Journal of Gender, Race & Justice 1, 1998:429-70.

Jauk, Daniela. “Gender violence revisited: Lessons from violent victimization of transgender identified individuals.” Sexualities 16, 7, 2013:807-25.

Moran, Leslie and Andrew Sharpe. “Violence, identity and policing: The case of violence against transgender people.” Criminal Justice 4, 4, 2004:395-417.

Stacey, Michele. “Distinctive characteristics of sexual orientation bias crimes.” Journal of Interpersonal Violence 26, 15, 2011:3013-32.

Girshick, Lori. “No sugar, no spice: Reflections on research on woman-to-woman sexual violence.” Violence Against Women 8, 12, 2002:1500-1520.

Want More?

Elliot, Patricia. “Engaging trans debates on gender variance: A feminist analysis.” Sexualities 12, 1, 2009:5-32.

Nagoshi, Julie and Stephan/ie Brzuzy. “Transgender theory: Embodying research and practice.” Affilia 25, 4, 2010:431-43.

Kirkland, Anna. “Victorious transsexuals in the courtroom: A challenge for feminist legal theory.” Law and Social Inquiry 28, 1, 2003:1-37.

Lombardi, Emilia et al. “Gender violence: Transgender experiences with violence and discrimination.” Journal of Homosexuality 42, 1, 2001:89-101.

	WEEK SEVEN Oct 20  Resistance & Empowerment                      HOST:_____________________


Shared reading: 
Caputi, Jane. “’Take back what doesn’t belong to me’: Sexual violence, resistance, and the ‘transmission of affect.’” Women’s Studies International Forum 26, 2, 2003:1-14.

@Cahill, Ann. “Possibilities for resistance.” Pp. 198-207 in her book, Rethinking Rape. Cornell Univ. Press., 2001.


Choose one of the following sets of readings:

Set 1: Speaking out:
Heberle, Renee. “Deconstructive strategies and the movement against sexual violence.” Hypatia 11, 4, 1996:63-76.

Cermele, Jill. “Telling our stories: The importance of women’s narratives of resistance.” Violence Against Women 16, 10, 2010:1162-1172.

Set 2: Getting physical:

McCaughey, Martha. “The fighting spirit: Women’s self-defense training and the discourse of sexed embodiment.” Gender & Society 12, 3, 1998:277-300.

Wesely, Jennifer, M.T. Allison, I. E. Schneider. “The lived body experience of domestic violence survivors: An interrogation of female identity.” Women’s Studies International Forum 23, 2, 2000:211-222.

Set 3: Guns:

Carlson, Jennifer. “The equalizer? Crime, vulnerability, and gender in pro-gun discourse.” Feminist Criminology 9, 1, 2014:59-83.

Carlson, Jennifer. “From gun politics to self-defense politics: A feminist critique of the great gun debate.” Violence Against Women 20, 3, 2014:369-77.
Want more?

Hollander, Jocelyn. “The roots to resistance to women’s self-defense.” Violence Against Women 15, 5, 2009:574-94.

Alcoff, Linda and Laura Gray. “Survivor discourse: Transgression or Recuperation?” SIGNS 18, 2, 1993:260-89.

Hollander, Jocelyn. “’I can take care of myself’: The impact of self-defense training on women’s lives.” Violence Against Women 10, 3, 2004:205-35.

@Bevacqua, Maria. “Historical development: Rape on the feminist agenda.” Pp. 18-65 in her book, Rape on the Public Agenda: Feminism and the Politics of Sexual Assault. Northeastern Univ. Press, 2000.

@Hoagland, S. L. “Moral revolution: From antagonism to cooperation.” Pp. 175-92 in N. Tuana and R. Tong, ed. Feminism and Philosophy. Westview, 1995.

	WEEK EIGHT Oct 27   Using the Master’s Tools: Law    HOST:__________________________
THOUGHT PIECE OPTION 3 DUE DATE (write on any topic from weeks 7-8)


Shared Readings:  
Bevacqua, Maria and Carrie Baker. “’Pay no attention to the man behind the curtain!’ Power, privacy, and the legal regulation of violence against women.” Women & Politics 26, ¾, 2004:57-83.
Rothenberg, Bess. “’We don’t have time for social change:’ Cultural compromise and the battered woman syndrome.” Gender & Society 17, 5, 2003:771-787.

MacGregor, Joan. “Why when she says no she doesn’t mean maybe and doesn’t mean yes: A critical reconstruction of consent, sex, and the law.” Legal Theory 2, 1996:175-208.

Chambers, Lori. “Unprincipled exclusions: Feminist theory, transgender jurisprudence, and Kimberly Nixon.”  Canadian Journal of Women and the Law (CJWL/RFD) 19, 2007:305-34.
Want more?

West, Robin. “Jurisprudence and gender.” Pp 493-529 in Patricia Smith, ed. Feminist Jurisprudence. Oxford Univ. Press, 1993.
Franke, Katherine. “Theorizing yes: An essay on feminism, law, and desire.” Columbia Law Review 101, 2001:181-208.

Gruber, Aya. “Rape, feminism and the war on crime.” Washington Law Review 84, 2009:581-658.

	WEEK NINE  Nov 3  Rape Culture on Campus: Deja Vu again!   HOST:______Rakowski______


We will discuss the persistence of rape culture, rise and fall of prevention programs (OSU as an example), the politics of addressing rape on campus, among others.
Assigned Readings: tentative
@Jackson, Stevi. “The social context of rape: Sexual scripts and motivation.” In P. Searles & R. Berger, eds. Rape and Society. Westview, 1995: 16-27

Littleton, H. & D. Axsom. “Rape and seduction scripts of university students: Implications for rape attributions and unacknowledged rape.” Sex Roles 49, 9/10, 2003: 465-75.
@Brown, J. “The writing on the stall: free speech, equal rights, and women’s graffiti.” In J. Gold and S. Villari, eds. Just Sex: Students Rewrite the Rules. Rowman & Littlefield, 2000: 77-90.  
Foubert, J. & B. Perry. “Creating lasting attitude and behavior change in fraternity members and male student athletes.” Violence Against Women 13, 1, 2007: 70-86.  
@ Burt, Martha. “Rape Myths” in M.E. Odem & J. Clay-Warner, eds. Confronting Rape and Sexual Assault. SR Books, 1998

The case of OSU: TBA
Want more?
Armstrong, E. et al. “Sexual assault on campus: A multilevel, integrative approach to party rape.” Social Problems 53, 4, 2006: 483-99.
@ Tuel, B.D. “Sexual assault: when victims are gay, lesbian, or bisexual students.” In AJ Ottens & K. Hotelling, eds. Sexual Violence on Campus: Policies, programs and perspectives. Springer series on Family Violence, 2001: 190-217.  (tentative)
McCaw, Jodee and Charlene Senn. “Perception of cues in conflictual dating situations: A test of the miscommunication hypothesis.” Violence Against Women 4, 5, 1998:609-24.

	WEEK TEN Nov 19     Class Choice       HOST:_____________________________
THOUGHT PIECE OPTION 4 DUE DATE  (write on any topic from weeks 9-10)


	WEEK ELEVEN  Nov 17 Class Choice     HOST:_____________________________


	WEEK TWELVE  Nov 24   Class Choice     HOST:_____________________________
 THOUGHT PIECE OPTION 5 DUE DATE  (write on any topic from weeks 11-12)


	WEEK THIRTEEN Dec 1 Class Choice    HOST:_____________________________


	WEEK FOURTEEN Dec 8  Student Paper Presentations and Discussion


Print out and bring to class all abstracts. These should have been emailed to class members during Week Thirteen.
We will organize the discussion as if this is a panel presentation, with one difference. Each presenter will have an allotted time which will include the time to present their research topic plus time for Q&A and discussion. With 8 class members and if we start class on time and take into account “breaks,” this would mean approximately 16-18 min each.

CLASS CHOICE OPTIONS (OTHERS TO SUGGEST?)
· IPV/DV – interpersonal/domestic violence, femicide (possible topics: differences across race, class, sexuality; what we know from over 40 years of research and theorizing; links between theory/research and applied work/activism)
· Women as perpetrators of violence for good or for evil (possible topics: Pink Sari group and/or Durga Vahini, guerrillas/freedom fighters, suicide bombers, women of the KKK and Nazis, gender and genocide, vigilante justice, girls in gangs)

· Militarism as violence and/or gendered experiences of violence in the military

· Human rights campaigns targeting women’s rights (possible topics: the right to a life free of violence, how international agreements “translate” into action at the local level in different countries, murders/torture/imprisonment of women human rights activists)
· Sexual Harassment (Anita Hill will be on campus in November)

