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Geography 465: GLOBAL POLITICS AND THE MODERN GEOPOLITICAL IMAGINATION 
GEC and other course assessment plan

As developed in consultation with the Undergraduate Studies Committee in the Department of Geography, Geography 465 will be reviewed and assessed through the following mechanisms:

1. Quantitative student SEI evaluation, completed on-line
2. A survey (reprinted below and attached to the end of the syllabus), to be handed out at the end of the quarter, and which asks students for their feedback on the extent to which the course lived up to its GEC goals and description
3. A discursive evaluation of teaching by enrolled students to be handed at the end of the quarter, and which ask students for general feedback on the course
4. Embedded testing in both the midterm and final exams
5. Class observation of the teaching faculty member by a faculty colleague, including a written report to be submitted to the Chair as well as the Undergraduate Studies Committee 

Items 2-5 will be maintained on file in the department (with the Undergraduate Studies Committee Chair) and with the instructor so that the progress of the course can be monitored and evaluated across time as the course evolves and to enable the department to address any major concerns or drift from the established goals and standards. 

Item 2 (GEC survey) will be returned to the Undergraduate Studies Committee Chair in the department for review.  The survey will provide an assessment of how well the GEC goals of the course are being met.   If the results suggest that the GEC learning objectives are not being clearly communicated through course content, the instructor will incorporate the lessons of the survey by altering readings, lecture content, and discussion in class.  If the data primarily indicate neutrality or that GEC material is being adequately covered in class, the instructor will still make more minor adjustments to readings and lecture content.  The Undergraduate Studies Committee will also have access to Item 3 (written discursive evaluation) so as to contextualize the GEC survey with more general discursive student commentary.
Item 4 (embedded testing) will comprise similar content questions and keys in the midterm and final exams which will be geared to evaluating the 3 central Social Sciences GEC “Organization and Polities” sub-categorization goals identified in the syllabus and below on pages 3 through 6. Starting in the second year the course is taught, comparisons will be made between classes in terms of content and cumulative scores on these embedded questions. In addition to the GEC survey and the written discursive evaluation, the embedded testing will demonstrate longitudinal trends in terms of meeting GEC goals. Because Teaching Assistants will be responsible for grading, and because they will not be aware of the embedded questions, there will remain little opportunity to “doctor” the embedded questions producing results favorable for the instructor.
Item 5 (class observation by faculty peer) already happens in the department. A copy of the peer evaluation will be kept with the other evaluation material from the class by the instructor and the Undergraduate Studies Committee Chair.
	Anonymous GEC assessment survey, to be completed on the final day of class

	Please help your instructor know how well the course met its GEC goals. Mark each question according to the following key: 

Strongly disagree    1
Somewhat disagree    2
Neutral (neither agree or disagree)  3
Somewhat agree    4
Strongly agree     5 

	This course helped me to grasp geopolitics as the strategic visualization of global space.

 1  2  3  4  5

	This course explained the gradual displacement of the state as the basic unit of geopolitical analysis over the past 150 years.

 1  2  3  4  5 

	This course helped me to understand the ways in which geopolitical scholarship is conditioned by place-specific social values and institutional contexts.

 1  2  3  4  5 

	This course helped me think about the general transformation of geopolitics from a handmaiden of the state to a more critical form.
 1  2  3  4  5 

	This course made me realize similarities and differences between geographical research on geopolitics and past and current research in International Relations.
1 2  3  4  5 

	This course helped me to understand the ways in which geopolitical scholarship is tied to foreign policy making and foreign policy practice by states and elites of statecraft.

 1  2  3  4  5 

	This course explained differences and similarities in geopolitical scholarship across the past 150 years, in large part by exploring the political contexts of geopolitics scholarship. 

 1  2  3  4  5 

	This course helped me to understand theories and methods of social science inquiry in Geography. 

 1  2  3  4  5  


Adherence to Social Science General Education Curriculum General Learning Outcomes

According to the GEC Program Learning Goals and Objectives, last updated 08/13/2009, the expected outcomes for the “Social Sciences” GEC component are:  

1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they are applied to the studies of individuals, groups, organizations, and societies. 

2. Students understand the behavior of individuals, differences and similarities in the contexts of human existence (e.g., psychological, social, cultural, economic, geographic, and political), and the processes by which groups, organizations, and societies function.  

3. Students develop abilities to comprehend and assess individual and social values, and recognize their importance in social problem solving and policy making. 

Geography 465 will fulfill the above GEC expected learning outcomes by fulfilling the Social Sciences GEC “Organization and Polities” sub-categorization (section 2 of the “Social Sciences” GEC component). The following language is included in the syllabus re GEC “Organization and Polities” goals. This description will help students assess the usefulness of the course with respect to the end-of-quarter GEC survey:

Geography 465 will fulfill the above GEC expected learning outcomes by fulfilling the Social Sciences GEC “Organization and Polities” sub-categorization (section 2 of the “Social Sciences” GEC component):
1. Students understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they are applied to the study of organizations and polities.

In this class we will question the geopolitical sciences by looking at how particular geopolitical thinkers, representative of particular periods of geopolitical theorization, make sense of the world via often extra-scientific methods, rules, and postulates about conflict, membership, identity, power, politics, culture, and space. Particular attention will be given to the important role played by geopoliticians’ “visualization of global space”. By this is meant geopoliticians’ cartographic framing of the world as literally a picture – an ordered, structured, and densely interconnected global totality, ostensibly separate from the person who is representing the world as such, and often colored by broad claims about “dangerous” and “safe” places and peoples. We will examine how this tactic of global visualization displaces the realities of geopolitical violence by virtue of its reduction of actually “lived spaces” to abstract, timeless, depopulated, and “civilizational” spaces, i.e. the “Iron Curtain”, the “West”, the “South”, etc. 

 In order to problematize geopoliticians’ visualization of global space, we will emphasize how particular geopolitical theories, often presented as objective, empiricist, and disinterested, on closer examination reflect the geostrategic interests of very specific sets of actors, i.e. states, cities, organizations, firms, individuals, etc.  We will refer to this as the politics of geopolitical science. At a more abstract level, we will consider how metatheoretical claims about how the world works (i.e. ontology) structures the acquisition, validation, and transmission of knowledge (i.e. epistemology) for particular schools of geopolitical thought at particular historical conjunctures. 

2. Students understand the formation and durability of political, economic, and social organizing principles and their differences and similarities across contexts.

In this class we will focus specifically on the intersection between geopolitical theories in the abstract and geopolitical conflict in the concrete. We will scrutinize the historical-geographical formation of geopolitical theories as well as how particular geopolitical  theories have been taken up by elites of statecraft in the context of states’ (and other organizations’) actual geostrategic practices. 

In the first instance, students will approach geopolitical theory as an “embedded” knowledge-making practice which reflects the particularities of both time and place. Differences between geopolitical theories will be explained by looking to the very specific social, political, and economic circumstances conditioning their emergence and formalization. For example, late 19th century British geopolitical theory will be examined in the context of Britain’s imperial decline; likewise, the turn away from scholarly geopolitics in the US after WW2 will be explored as a product of Geography’s fateful association with Nazi thought in the 1930s and 1940s. More recently, the revival of geopolitical thought in Geography in the post-Cold War world will be tied to the scholarly emergence of “globalization” as an object of inquiry, which shares the latter’s “visualization of global space” (see above).

In the second instance, students will be exposed to geopolitical thought as powerful insofar as it guides statecraft as well as structures actually-existing social, political, and economic differences and inequalities. In other words, students will be encouraged to think of theory not simply as an abstract exercise but as having feedback effects on geopolitical practice. This will be accomplished through the case studies identified in the lecture outlines below.
Explicit consideration will be given to the way in which context-dependent geopolitical thought is de-contextualized and rendered as durable extra-historical and extra-geographical “truths” which then structure the conduct of inter-state and intra-state conflict.

3. Students develop abilities to comprehend and assess the nature and values of organizations and polities and their importance in social problem solving and policy making.

By focusing in the latter half of the course on critical, postcolonial, radical, and in particular feminist geopolitical thought, we will ask to what extent traditional as well as mainstream geopolitical theories solve or reproduce the geostrategic dilemmas they set out ostensibly to solve. Emphasis will be placed on the naturalization of race, class, gender, sexuality, and other social differences in mainstream geopolitical theory, and the production of social, political, and economic strife and inequalities through the enactment of such theories via the actual practice of statecraft. By introducing students to alternate (and frequently marginalized) theorizations of geopolitics, this course will help students understand how geopolitics is a contestable social product, rather than an objective and strategic response to an already and always conflict prone world economy. As a result, students will be urged to “think outside the box” about contemporary geopolitical problems. 
GEC Narrative for course approval (not included in syllabus): 

1 . How does Geography 465 address the GEC category expected learning outcomes above?
A central goal of Geography 465 is to develop students’ abilities to comprehend and assess the nature and values of organizations and polities and their importance in social problem solving and policy making. This will be done by approaching the academic realm of geopolitical study as an organized and systematized way of “stating the truth” about world politics grounded in the messy world of political debate and social/institutional contest. Geography 465 will provide students with an account of the political, economic, and socio-cultural contexts of formal geopolitical research. In particular, students will be encouraged to think about geopolitical knowledge as mediated by time- and place- specific social values and institutional contexts. Students will also be encouraged to consider how geopolitical research feeds back into the latter through the foreign policy practices it authorizes as well as through the popular knowledges that it legitimates.
This lens onto geopolitical scholarship will provide students with a different outlook on what is typically presented as the hard-nosed, scientific and extra-social basis of geopolitical theory-building and policy making. Rather than an objective “nuts and bolts” account of interests in a conflict-prone world economy, students will learn that geopolitical research and policy making is a socio-cultural phenomenon mediated by social values and institutional contexts, and in turn productive of them.  
2. How do the readings assigned in Geography 465 address the GEC category expected learning outcomes above? 

Geography 465 will prompt students to understand the theories and methods of social scientific inquiry as they are applied to the study of organizations and polities by getting them to read more than a century of geopolitical scholarship, in the original, as well as material that historically and geographically contextualizes each of the geopolitical thinkers they read.  This format is maintained for each of the geopolitical theories and periods under scrutiny.  For example, in preparation for the lecture on British geopolitician Halford Mackinder, students will read his early 20th century work on the “geographical closure of global space” as well as secondary material on how Mackinder’s work was shaped by late 19th century European competition for territory in Africa.  Similarly, the lecture on postmodern geopolitics requires that students read current theoretical work on the changing geography of warfare in light of the war on terrorism and an emerging popular discourse concerning US imperialism.  
By encouraging students to read geopolitical theory alongside historical and geographical conceptualizations, the course will prompt students to investigate the two-way traffic between academic and institutional geopolitics.  In other words, Geography 465 will get students to think through how the formal models advanced by geopolitical scholars interact with the practice of foreign policy professionals and organizations, and how both are altered as a result.  Furthermore, students will be encouraged to relate the formal and practical realms of geopolitics with popular “everyday” geopolitical expressions, whether in film, cartoons or the media.  
In reading through the history of geopolitical thought, students will also necessarily be introduced to major disciplinary trends in Geography on geopolitics, particularly during the 20th century.  For example, the readings on Nazi geopolitics and the long shadow cast by Nazi geopolitical scholarship will give students a sense for the post-WWII depoliticization and marginalization of Geography, as well as the phenomenal growth of International Relations scholarship during the same period.  In this sense, Geography 465 offers students an alternative geopolitical lens through which to understand larger disciplinary developments in their possible fields of origin. 

3. How do the topics covered in Geography 465 address the GEC category expected learning outcomes above?

The topics covered in Geography 465 will encourage students to understand the formation and durability of political, economic, and social organizing principles and their differences and similarities across contexts. It will do so by introducing students to a periodized three-part “calendar” of geopolitical thought and practice: imperial geopolitics (late 19th century to 1945), Cold War geopolitics (1945-1990) and postmodern geopolitics (1990 to present). For each of these periods, students will be encouraged to think about continuities in geopolitical scholarship, as well as how these continuities in thought informed continuities in geopolitical practice.  At the same time, students will also be asked to consider watershed events which changed the face of geopolitical scholarship and practice, as well as similarities across each of the three geopolitical periods.  In order to explore these differences and similarities between and across the three periods, students will engage in lecture with a number of geopolitical case studies.  These are designed to contextualize, both temporally and spatially, the geopolitical theories reviewed during lecture.  
As listed on the syllabus, the case studies include: the “scramble for Africa” and the colonial partition of Africa in the 1880s; US geopolitical strategy in South America during the 20th century; the French colonial roots of the US war in Vietnam; the late 1990s Asian Financial Crisis and US market access geopolitics; the US covert war in Central America during the 1980s; environmentally-driven geopolitical conflict during the post-Cold War period; the Israeli-Palestinian and Lebanese conflicts; the 1990 and current Iraq wars; the rising geopolitical role played by China on the world stage; US-Mexico border militarization since the 1970s; and, US involvement in Afghanistan during the 1980s and now.  
4. How do the written assignments completed in Geography 465 address the GEC category expected learning outcomes above? 

The two written assignments are an important component of Geography 465.  They are designed to reinforce the three major themes broached above.  
The first assignment (on page 14 of the syllabus) gets students to address major similarities and differences in geopolitical scholarship from the late 19th century to the mid-Cold War period by comparing and contrasting at least two geopolitical theorists covered in the course.  It is expected that students’ papers will explicitly address the changing relationship between geopolitical scholarship and geopolitical practice in the form of state institutions and organizations.  Indeed, a major theme in the lectures up to this point in the course will be the changing relationship between academic and institutional geopolitics over the 1880-1970 period, i.e. the general transformation of geopolitics from a handmaiden of the state and foreign policy professionals to a more critical form aloof from the state as well as national security interests.
The second writing assignment (on page 23 of the syllabus) will get students to address the relevance/irrelevance of geopolitics in light of the apparent “death of geopolitics” due to globalization.  The goal here is to get students to think through the extent to which strategic visualizations of global space are still the bread and butter of the geopolitics theory industry, notwithstanding quite significant changes in these mappings since the late 19th century.  By looking back across 150 years of geopolitical scholarship, this assignment will get students to assess continuities and discontinuities in geopolitical research as well as differences and similarities in terms of the historical and geographical production of geopolitical knowledge.  
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