PAGE  
9

Geography 643: Geographies of Governmentalities
Spring ‘08
instructor: Dr. Nancy Ettlinger

office: 1144 Derby Hall

office tel: 292-2573 

e-mail: ettlinger.1@osu.edu 
office hours: by appointment

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Students with disabilities that have been certified by the

Office for Disability Services will be appropriately

accommodated, and should inform the instructor as soon as

possible of their needs. The Office for Disability Services is

located in 150 Pomerene Hall, 1760 Neil Avenue; telephone

292-3307, TDD 292-0901; http://www.ods.ohio-state.edu/.
 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
COURSE DESCRIPTION
Michel Foucault (1926-1984) was a ‘critical philosopher’ whose work has influenced research throughout the humanities and social sciences. Many students read Foucauldian-influenced research for courses without, however, reading Foucault’s own work or directly examining Foucauldian concepts.  This course addresses this gap, specifically focusing on the Foucauldian concept governmentality, which Foucault developed in the latter part of his life, and the relation of resistance to governmentality. 

“Governmentality” refers to the art (not the science) of government – how people’s behavior is guided and regulated. Foucault considered governance in modern society to be an art because those with authority in government cannot directly coerce free individuals by force; rather, they must design tactics (not laws) that guide free individuals with choices to act in accordance norms. Such indirectness means that governance is dissipated throughout formal and informal institutions in society at multiple scales; it is not confined to what is formally understood as ‘government’ with reference to elected officials who occupy specific spaces. Accordingly, governmentality is about governance (not formalized “government”) in a wide range of contexts. Crucially, governmentality transcends contexts while playing out differently in different contexts; thus specific contexts are not isolated microcosms but rather are connected to other contexts at other scales. Neoliberalism, for example, is part of governance of governments at national and supranational (e.g. World Bank, International Monetary Fund) scales, as well as in the context of Universities and their classrooms, neighborhoods, households, and so forth.  Thus, there are multiple, connected governmentalities that operate differently in different contexts but connect on a specific mentality (e.g. neoliberalism) of regulating the behavior of a population.  

Foucault wrote specifically about “governmentality” in the latter part of his life and discussed it in one of a series of lectures delivered at the Collège de France, 1977-’78.  Although his lecture on governmentality does not address directly how individuals resist governmentality, such issues are interspersed throughout Foucault’s later work. Many regard Foucault’s later work as a maturation of his earlier work (insofar as it deepens earlier expressed ideas) and also a reevaluation (insofar as it engages how people can use their freedom constructively towards resisting normalizing constraints – a type of ethical question that did not receive much attention in Foucault’s earlier work).  

Foucault is interpreted in this course is by reading a number of his texts.  Although he has one lecture entitled “Governmentality”, he discussed governmentality and its implications in other texts (notably in other lectures and in interviews); from this vantage point, the specific lecture entitled “Governmentality” is part of a larger picture, and the understanding of governmentality developed in the course is expansive; i.e. not limited to a specific expression of the idea. This approach has important implications for using the concept ‘governmentality’ as an analytical framework for research that students pursue in the course.  For example, a narrow reading of governmentality might see governmentality as pertaining to “the state” and its subjects; a more expansive view permits governmentality as a mode of analysis for the study of power relations at a variety of scales and with reference to a wide range of institutions.
Coursework will include direct reading of Foucault (his lecture on governmentality as well as other texts - lectures, interviews, published articles mostly from the latter part of his career, from around 1978-1984) as well as secondary Foucauldian scholarship that empirically grounds Foucault’s ideas about governmentality and resistance. Secondary reading in this course is focused on empirical case studies – though optional readings from the more abstract, secondary literature will be indicated to students wishing to read beyond requirements. One goal of the course (see ‘objectives’, below) is for students to critically read Foucault directly and empirically ground the ideas as a way to interpret the world in which they live.  Towards this end, students will conduct their own, empirically grounded research (see ‘course strategy’, below).
This course highlights the utility of a geographic perspective towards clarifying governmentality and resistance.  As indicated above, analytical concepts in geography such as context and scale are crucial.  Foucault’s approach to research – his epistemology – calls attention to the mesoscale – specific contexts in which macroscale norms play out.  Also, governmentality is useful towards connecting macroscale mentalities – norms –with everyday behaviors at the meso and also microscales. It is this connection that makes governmentality both fascinating and intelligible to students: the concept helps interpret ‘everydayness’ – daily practices in which individuals engage, often without consciousness of the linkage to macroscale norms.  And resistance to governmentality at the meso and microscales permits rupture in the otherwise dependent nature of individual and group behaviors on macroscale norms. Another type of geographic inquiry pertains to issues of spatiality, based on the idea that behavior and space are mutually embedded; in this regard, Foucault recognized that tactics designed to regulate behavior include particular uses of space – this too will be examined. 
COURSE OBJECTIVES
Students will use a geographic perspective to gain:
* an understanding of Foucault in general and specifically  “governmentality” and                        the relation of resistance to governmentality;

* an understanding of how to apply these concepts empirically.
Students will develop the above understandings through their own research experience. As elaborated under Course Strategy, below, students use their knowledge of governmentality and resistance to work through problems in their own environment; they develop research problems, questions, and analysis in groups and individually.

COURSE STRATEGY
Working groups and oral presentations 
A course focused on a concept (or more accurately, a set of related concepts) requires empirical grounding as soon as possible so that students can relate abstractions to life experiences.  Grounding abstract concepts will occur through reading empirical case studies, but also through active engagement by the students in group projects.  Towards this end, early in the quarter the class will be divided into working groups, each of which will develop a different (locally grounded) case study of governmentality and orally present their case study to the class. Two classes will be devoted to group workshops to offer a forum for students’ collaboration and also an opportunity for feedback; the groups will be small enough to permit students to effectively communicate outside class to prepare their oral presentation.  The group projects require some, but not considerable, outside research. Students are encouraged to situate their projects in their local environment (OSU, a residential neighborhood or campus area, Columbus…) so as to be able to have empirics with which students are already familiar and, moreover, are ‘on hand’. The group project is less about data collection and more about tapping governmentality and related concepts to interpret a familiar world in which the students live but which has not necessarily been understood in terms of governmentality.
The procedure will be roughly as follows.  Several broad topics for the study of governmentality will be ‘put on the table’ and the students will be asked to join a working group on a topic of interest.  For example, neoliberalism is a relatively well known governmentality; from the vantage point of critical race theory, racism can be considered a governmentality; similarly, patriarchy; other examples include Taylorism, nationalism, conspicuous consumption, scientific reasoning, development, and so on. The range of topics to be ‘put on the table’ will vary depending on the mix of students and their interests. Also, different groups might focus on different scales. One principle underlying course strategy is flexibility relative to mix of students and their interests. Once students are aligned with a group on a topic/scale of interest, each group will then narrow the topic relative to the intersection of interests of the specific group of students.  Each group will develop a ‘case study’ of governmentality and orally present to the class so that students become familiar with the projects of the other groups and thereby expand their frame of reference. The group projects will occur within the first half of the course.

Past experience with this type of strategy in this course has been fruitful! Students enjoy the active engagement with concepts and appreciate the group as a source of interaction with other students and continual feedback.
Independent research projects, poster, and paper
The working groups (as well as the oral presentations that allow students to expand their frame of reference beyond their own group project) will provide ‘research experience’ to help students to develop independent projects that will be represented at the end of the quarter in (a) a poster for a poster session on the last day of class, and (b) a written paper at the end of the quarter. The poster session is intended for students to become familiar with a broad range of projects and also permits interaction and critical discussion. The paper is handed in during final examination week so that students can make use of discussion at the poster session when finalizing the paper.  Past experience with poster sessions when students work on independent projects has been very positive –students’ involvement with their own projects positions them to develop genuine interest in what others’ research and the poster session offers a forum for students to critically engage each other.
It is expected that the students in class will have diverse backgrounds and interests, and will be at different levels – some already with advanced interests and others in exploratory mode.  In this light, it is expected that some students may develop independent projects that are based on already developed interests and are disconnected from group projects; some graduate students, for example, might fruitfully use this course towards developing their research program or a dimension of it. Other students (especially students who have not already developed a particular, independent area of interest) may choose to elaborate on a dimension of the group project to which they contributed in the first half of the quarter.
One class during the quarter, after the exam, will be devoted to discussing progress on individual research projects. Each student will briefly present what s/he is doing, situate it in course material, indicate the research strategy, and receive constructive feedback from the rest of the class.
Undergraduate students’ papers should be around 10 pages and should connect to course material with referencing (at least 5 references).  Graduate students’ papers should be 15-20 pages, should reference course material, and also extend academic referencing beyond course material. As reflected in the grading scheme below (see Evaluation and Grading), the final paper will figure more importantly for graduate students, who are encouraged to use this course towards their research program; that is, approach the paper with the idea of further revising and eventually submitting for publication.  The last two weeks of the course entails class activity that does not require assigned reading to permit students 
CLASS PREPARATION

Students are required to read the assigned material before, not after, the class in which material is to be discussed; note-taking on the assigned reading is strongly recommended.  Lectures are prepared based on the assumption that students are prepared for class.  Based on past experience, students who prepare inadequately for class are unlikely to perform well or at the level of their ability, and they are likely to fall behind and find themselves unable to effectively catch up.
CLASS ATTENDANCE

Regular and punctual attendance is required.  Students should drop this course if they have commitments that overlap with the class period.  Students should indicate in advance if they cannot be at a particular class on time or have to leave in the middle due to uncontrolled circumstances that can be documented (e.g. a medical appointment).  Students are responsible for any course material and announcements that are missed.

READING

Books will be available through the OSU bookstores and electronic copies of articles/chapters of books will be placed on Carmen.  See Syllabus for reading assignments and Bibliography for full references (subdivided by books and material that is electronically available).
EXAM

This course includes one take-home essay exam in the middle of the quarter. The exam requires critical synthesis of course material, and will position students to move forward with their projects. The exam should be double spaced, paginated, and proofed. Students have 10 days for the exam to permit time for organizing (that is, it is not expected that students will spend 10 days on the exams; the time frame is given in light of students' multiple responsibilities among courses, jobs, family responsibilities and so forth).  The exam is not due on a day in which class meets – due on a Friday  (N. Ettlinger’s office) – to avoid conflict with class preparation. 
QUESTIONS

There is no exam covering the material in the second part of the course.  Students’ understanding of this material will be evaluated on the basis of questions they raise on the required assignments; students post these questions on Carmen no later than 2 hours before class begins.
EVALUATION and GRADING
Students will be evaluated on the basis of class participation (notably as reflected in the group projects), a take-home essay examination, the final paper, and poster.  
The final grade will be figured as follows:




undergraduate students            graduate students


class participation    

 10%



10%


exam



 40%



30%


questions posted on Carmen
 10%



10 %


poster



 10%



10%


paper



 30%



40%

MISCELLANEOUS REGULATIONS
1) Plagiarism will not be tolerated.  See item #4 under "Academic Misconduct" in the Code of Student Conduct at OSU (see http://studentaffairs.osu.edu/resource_csc.asp). 
2) No extra credit will be given in this course.
3) Incompletes are discouraged and will be permitted only under extenuating circumstances.
GEOGRAPHY 643 FULFILLS THE FOLLOWING GEC REQUIREMENT:

4B: Social science: organizations and polities

goals/rationale: Social Science courses help students understand human behavior and cognition, and the structures of human societies, cultures and institutions.


learning objectives:


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


2. Students comprehend human differences and similarities in various psychological, social, cultural, economic, geographic, and political contexts.


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

SYLLABUS
 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1date
         class discussion
                           


    
required reading
	T  Mar  25
	introduction

	Th         27
	Foucault on governmentality and resistance
	Foucault 2000a, 1997

	T  Apr    1        
	
	Foucault 2000d, 2000e, 1984, 2000g

	Th           3
	method, issues of context and scale – Foucault & case study
	Foucault 2000b, 2000c, Cooper 

	T             8
	technologies of governance – Foucault & case study
	Foucault 2000f; Hughes

	Th          10
	working group workshop
	

	T            15
	spatiality & use of space in power relations – case studies
	Berman; Voyce

	Th          17
	techs. of governance, case studies cont’d.
	Larner and Le Heron; Argent

	T            22
	
	Mountz; Barnett et al.

	Th          24
	working group workshop
	exam handed out-due Fri., May 2

	T            29
	group presentations

	Th  May   1
	techs. of governance, practices of power, constructing change – case studies
	Clarke et al.; Prince et al.

	T              6
	discussion of progress on research projects

	Th            8
	case study – governmentality and colonialism
	Legg, chapts. 1-2

	T            13
	
	Legg, chapt.  3

	Th          15
	
	Legg, chapts. 4-5

	T            20
	open*
	

	Th          22
	film

	T            27
	discussion of film

	Th          29
	last class: poster session

	M June 2
	papers due – N. Ettlinger’s office (1144 Derby Hall)


* The ‘open’ class permits extended time on particular topics as needed.
REQUIRED READING

books
1) Faubion, J.D., ed. 2000. Michel Foucault/Power, transl. R. Hurley and others. New York: The New Press.  


chapters cited in syllabus, above: 

Foucault, M. 2000a. Governmentality. In Michel Foucault/Power, ed. J.D.Faubion, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp. 201-222. New York: The New Press. (Lecture from a lecture series at Collège de France, 1977-1978; first published in 1978.)

Foucault, M. 2000b. Questions of method. In Michel Foucault/Power, ed. J.D.Faubion, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp. 223-238. New York: The New Press. (Originally titled “Round Table of 20 May 1978”, first published in 1980.)

Foucault, M. 2000c. Interview with Michel Foucault.  In Michel Foucault/Power, ed. J.D.Faubion, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp.239-297. New York: The New Press. (Interview with M. Foucault, conducted by D. Trombadori, 1978; first published in 1980).

Foucault, M. 2000d. “Omes et singulatum”: toward a critique of political reason. In Michel Foucault/Power, ed. J.D.Faubion, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp. 298-325. New York: The New Press. (Originally the text of two Tanner Lectures, Stanford University, 1979.)

Foucault, M. 2000e. The subject and power.  In Michel Foucault/Power, ed. J.D.Faubion, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp.326-348. New York: The New Press. (Originally the appendix to H. Dryfus and P. Rabinow, eds., Michel Foucault: Beyond Structuralism and Hermeneutics, 1982).

Foucault, M. 2000f. The political technology of individuals. In Michel Foucault/Power, ed. J.D.Faubion, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp.403-417. New York: The New Press. (Lecture, University of Vermont, 1982.)
Foucault, M. 2000g. So is it important to think? In Michel Foucault/Power, ed. J.D.Faubion, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp. 454-458. New York: The New Press. (Interview with M. Foucault, conducted by D. Eribon; published in Libération, 1981.)

2) Legg, S. 2007. Spaces of Colonialism: Dehli’s Urban Governmentalities. Malden, MA: Blackwell.
articles (available electronically on Carmen)
Argent, N. 2005. The neoliberal seduction: governing-at-a-distance, community development and the battle over financial services provision in Australia. Geographical Research 43: 29-39.

Barnett, C., Cloke, P., Clarke, N. and Malpass, A. 2005. Consuming ethics: articulating the subjects and spaces of ethical consumption. Antipode 37: 23-45.
Berman, L.L. 1998. In your face, in your space: spatial strategies in organizing clerical workers at Yale. In Organizing the Landscape: Geographical Perspectives on Labor Unionism, ed. A. Herod, pp. 203-224. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.
Cooper, D. 2006. Active citizenship and the governmentality of local lesbian and gay politics. Political Geography 25: 921-943.

Clarke, N., Barnett, C., Cloke, P., Malpass, A. 2007. Globalizing the consumer: doing politics in an ethical register. Political Geography 26: 231-249.

Foucault, M. 1997. The ethics of the concern for the self as a practice of freedom. In Michel Foucault/Ethics: Subjectivity and Truth, ed. P. Rabinow, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp. 281-301. New York: The New Press. (Interviews conducted with M. Foucault by H. Becker, R. Rornet-Betancourt, and A. Gomez-Müller, 1984.)
Foucault, M. 1984. On the genealogy of ethics: an overview of work in progress. In Michel Foucault/Ethics: Subjectivity and Truth, ed. P. Rabinow, transl. R. Hurley and others, pp.253-280. New York: The New Press. (From interviews conducted by Paul Rabinow and Hubert Dreyfus, 1983).

Hughes, A. 2001. Global commodity networks, ethical trade and governmentality: organizing business responsibility in the Kenyan cut flower industry. Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers NS 26: 390-406.
Larner, W. and Le Heron, R. 2004. Global benchmarking: participating ‘at a distance’ in the globalizing economy. In Global Governmentality: Governing International Spaces, eds. W. Larner and W. Walters, pp. 212-232. New York: Routledge.
Mountz, A., Wright, R., Miyares, I., and Bailey, A.J. 2002. Lives in limbo: temporary protected status and immigrant identities. Global Networks 2: 335-356.
Prince, R., Kearns, R., and Craig, D. 2005. Governmentality, discourse and space in the New Zealand Health Care System, 1991-2003. Health and Place 12: 253-266.
Voyce, M. 2003. The privatization of public property: the development of a shopping mall in Sydney and its implications for governance through spatial practices. Urban Policy and Research 21: 249-262.
SOME RECOMMENDED (SECONDARY) READING ON FOUCAULT
Agrawal, A. 2005. Environmentality: Technologies of Government and the Making of Subjects. Durham, NC: Duke University Press.
Cook, D. 1992. The Subject Finds A Voice: Foucault’s Turn Towards Subjectivity. New York: Peter Lang.
Burchell, G., Gordon, C., and Miller, P., eds. 1991. The Foucault Effect: Studies in Governmentality. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
Crampton, J.W. and Elden, S., eds. 2007. Space, Knowledge and Power: Foucault and Geography. Burlington, VT: Ashgate.

Cruikshank, B. 1999. The Will to Empower: Democratic Citizens and Other Subjects. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.
Dillon, M. 2007. Governing through contingency: The security of biopolitical governance. Political Geography 26: 41-47.
Elden, S. 2007. Rethinking governmentality. Political Geography 26: 29-33.
Ettlinger, N. 2007. Unchaining the Micro. SECONS (Socio-Economics of Space), track 3, http://www.giub.uni-bonn.de/grabher/, track 3.
Fraser, N. 1989. Foucault on modern power: empirical insights and normative confusions. In Unruly Practices: Power, Discourse, and  Gender in Contemporary Social Theory, by N. Fraser, pp. 17-34. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.
Hindess, B. 1997. Politics and governmentality. Economy and Society 26: 257-272.
Hoy, D.C. 2004. Foucault: “Essays in refusal”. In Critical Resistance: From Poststructuralism to Post-Critique, by D.C. Hoy, pp. 57-100. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Jessop, B. 2007. From micro-powers to governmentality: Foucault’s work on statehood, state formation, statecraft and state power. Political Geography 26: 34-40.
Milchman, A. and Rosenberg, A.  2005. Michel Foucault: Crises and problematizations. Review of Politics 67: 335-351.

Moss, J., ed. 1998. The Later Foucault : Politics and Philosophy. Thousand Oaks: Sage. 

Rose, N. 1990. Governing the Soul: The Shaping of the Private Self. New York: Routledge.
Rose, N. 1999. Powers of Freedom: Reframing Political Thought. New York: Cambridge University Press.
