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This course is of interest to those who want to know where their ideas come from, whether these ideas "correspond to", "distort", "construct" or "mystify" social reality...

Course requirements :
Reading weekly material before coming to class is absolutely necessary. The lectures will cover the main points, but the material is too complex to grasp without careful reading. Attendance is also strictly necessary.

1) Response papers (2 x 25 %) : Students will assess various approaches to ideology in the form of response papers of max. 4-5 pages. There will be two of these papers to write for this course. The papers will be purely theoretical – no case studies, no research, no internet sources. Only the reading material can be used to write the papers. Paper will be handed in on the date to be specified at the beginning of the course. No paper will be accepted after the deadline.

2) Term Paper  (50 %):  At the end of the course, students will be asked to write a term paper using one of the formats to be provided in due time. The papers will not exceed 12 typewritten pages with 1½ spacing. 

* A paper writing guideline will be distributed in class *


REQUIRED READING

1. MARXIST THEORIES OF IDEOLOGY
Week 1-2: Marx: From inversion to ideology
 (All texts are from Robert C. Tucker (ed), The Marx-Engels Reader (1st ed.), New York, W.W. Norton & Co, 1972)
Karl Marx, Contribution to the Critique of Hegel's Philosophy of Right: Introduction , p. 11-23
Karl Marx, Theses on Feuerbach , p. 107-109
Karl Marx, The German Ideology (excerpts) , p. 111-139

Week 2-3: Marx: From alienation to the fetishism of commodities
Karl Marx, The Economico-Philosophical Manuscripts of 1844:  First Manuscript: "Estranged Labour" (selections) , p.53-67
Karl Marx, Capital, Vol. I: "The Fetishism of The Commody and Its Secret " (excerpts) , p. 162-177
John Mepham, “The Theory of Ideology in Capital” in J. Mepham and D.-H. Ruben (eds), Issues in Marxist Philosophy III: Epistemology, Science, Ideology, Brighton, The Harvester Press, 1979, p. 141-169.

Week 4: Discussion and examples
Georg Lukacs, History and Class Consciousness, London, Merlin Press, 1971, p. 83-110
Theodore Adorno, “Culture Industry Reconsidered” in Larry Jay (ed), Critical Sociology, Hants, Edward Edgar, 1990, p. 131-138.
Jean Baudrillard, “Consumer Society” in Selected Writings, ed. M. Poster, Cambridge/Oxford, Blackwell, 1988, p. 29-56. 
* 1st response paper due *

2. LACAN- AND GRAMSCI-INSPIRED  THEORIES OF DISCOURSE
Week 5: Jacques Lacan
Jacques Lacan, "The Mirror-phase as Formative of the Function of the I" in S. Zizek (ed), Mapping Ideology,  London, Verso, 1994, p. 93-99
Peter Dews, "Jacques Lacan: A Philosophical Rethinking of Freud", Logics of Disintegration. Post-Structuralist Thought and the Claims of Critical Theory, London, Verso, 1987, p. 45-108.
Darian Leader and Judy Groves, Introducing Lacan, Cambridge, Icon Books, 2000.

Week 6: Louis Althusser
Louis Althusser, "Ideology and Ideological State Apparatuses", in S. Zizek (ed.), Mapping Ideology, London, Verso, 1994, p. 100-140
Jorge Larrain, "Ideology and its Revisions in Contemporary Marxism" in N. O'Sullivan (ed), The Structure of Modern Ideology, Hants, Edward Elgar, 1989, p. 91-121
Week 7: Laclau and Mouffe
Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe, "Beyond the Positivity of the Social: Antagonisms and Hegemony", Hegemony and Socialist Strategy. Towards a Radical Democratic Politics, London, Verso, 1985, p. 93-148
Michèle Barrett, "Ideology, Politics, Hegemony: From Gramsci to Laclau and Mouffe" in S. Zizek (ed.), Mapping Ideology, London, Verso, 1994, p. 235-264

Week 8: Discussion and examples 
Bobby Said, “Sign O’Times: Kaffirs and Infidels Fighting the Ninth Crusade” in E. Laclau (ed), The Making of Political Identities, London, Verso, 1994, p. 264-286
Micheal Apple , “Economics and control in everyday school life” (with Nancy King), Ideology and Curriculum, New York/London, Routledge, 1990 (2nd ed.), p. 43-60.
Slavoj Zizek, "Fantasy as a Political Category: A Lacanian Approach" in E. Wright and E.Wright, The Zizek Reader, Cambridge/Oxford, Blackwell, 1999, p. 87-101.

* 2nd response paper due *

4. END OF IDEOLOGY OR RETURN TO IDEOLOGY?
Week 9: Michel Foucault
Michel Foucault, "Truth and Power", Power/Knowledge, New York, Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1980, p.109-133
Michel Foucault, “Governmentality” in G.Burchell, C.Gordon & P. Miller (eds.) The Foucault Effect, Studies in Governmentality, Chicago, Univ. of Chicago Press, 1991.
Michel Foucault, “17 March 1976 lecture”, Society Must Be Defended, London, Penguin Books, 2004, p. 239-263

Week 10: Judith Butler
Judith Butler, Gender Trouble. Feminism and the Subversion of Identity, NY&London: Routledge, 1999, p. 171-180.
Judith Butler, Psychic Life of Power. Theories in Subjection, Stanford, Stanford UP, 1997, p. 1-30.
David Stern, “The return of the subject? Power, reflexivity and agency”, Philosophy and Social Criticism, Vol. 26 (5), 2000, p. 109-122.

Week 11: Late Frankfurt School
Christophe Menke, “Critique and Self-Reflexion: The Problematization of Morality”, Constellations, Vol. 7(1), 2000.
Rahel Jaeggi, “Rethinking Ideology” in B. de Bruin et al. (eds.), New Waves in Political Philosophy, Palgrave Macmillan, 2009, p. 63-86.
Michael Saar, “Power and Critique,” Journal of Power, Vol. 3(1), 2010, p. 7-20.

Week 12: Discussion and examples
Timothy Mitchell, “Enframing”, Colonizing Egypt, Berkeley, University of California Press, 1991, p. 34-62
Judith Butler, “Sexual Politics, torture, and secular time”, British Journal of Sociology, Vol. 59 (1), 2008, p. 1-23
Martin Hartmann and Axel Honneth, “Paradoxes of Capitalism”, Constellations, Vol. 13(1), 2006, p. 41-58.

Week 13: General discussion and examples

* Term Paper due *
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ACADEMIC HONESTY

The Department of Political Science and International Relations has the following rules and regulations regarding academic honesty.
1. Copying work from others or giving and receiving answers/information during exams either in written or oral form constitutes cheating.
2. Submitting take-home exams and papers of others as your own, using sentences or paragraphs from another author without the proper acknowledgement of the original author, insufficient acknowledgement of the consulted works in the bibliography, all constitute plagiarism. For further guidelines, you can consult: http://web.gc.cuny.edu/provost/pdf/AvoidingPlagiarism.pdf
3. Plagiarism and cheating are serious offenses and will result in:
a) an automatic F in the assignment or the exam,
b) an oral explanation before the Departmental Ethics Committee,
c) losing the opportunity to request and receive any references from the entire faculty,
d) losing the opportunity to apply in exchange programs,
e) losing the prospects of becoming a student assistant or a graduate assistant in the department.
The students may further be sent to the University Ethnics committee or be subject to disciplinary action.

A Statement on Plagiarism

Using someone else's ideas or phrasing and representing those ideas or phrasing as our own, either on purpose or through carelessness, is a serious offense known as plagiarism. “Ideas or phrasing” includes written or spoken material, of course—from whole papers and paragraphs to sentences—but it also includes statistics, lab results, art work, etc. “Someone else” can mean a professional source, such as a published writer or critic in a book, magazine, encyclopedia, or journal; an electronic resource such as material we discover on internet; another student at our school or anywhere else; a paper-writing “service” (online or otherwise) which offers to sell written papers for a fee.
 The examples below were originally written by the writing center staff at an esteemed college; that institution has asked us to remove its name from this Web page.
The original text (from Elaine Tyler May's “Myths and Realities of the American Family”):
Because women's wages often continue to reflect the fiction that men earn the family wage, single mothers rarely earn enough to support themselves and their children adequately. And because work is still organized around the assumption that mothers stay home with children, even though few mothers can afford to do so, child-care facilities in the United States remain woefully inadequate. 
Here are some possible uses of this text. 
Version A: Since women's wages often continue to reflect the mistaken notion that men are the main wage earners in the family, single mothers rarely make enough to support themselves and their children very well. Also, because work is still based on the assumption that mothers stay home with children, facilities for child care remain woefully inadequate in the United States.
Plagiarism. In Version A there is too much direct borrowing in sentence structure and wording. The writer changes some words, drops one phrase, and adds some new language, but the overall text closely resembles May’ s. Even with a citation, the writer is still plagiarizing because the lack of quotation marks indicates that Version A is a paraphrase, and should thus be in the writer's own language.
Version B: As Elaine Tyler May points out, “women's wages often continue to reflect the fiction that men earn the family wage” (588). Thus many single mothers cannot support themselves and their children adequately. Furthermore, since work is based on the assumption that mothers stay home with children, facilities for day care in this country are still “woefully inadequate.” (May, 589).
Plagiarism. The writer now cites May, so we're closer to telling the truth about our text's relationship to the source, but this text continues to borrow too much language.
Version C: By and large, our economy still operates on the mistaken notion that men are the main breadwinners in the family. Thus, women continue to earn lower wages than men. This means, in effect, that many single mothers cannot earn a decent living. Furthermore, adequate day care is not available in the United States because of the mistaken assumption that mothers remain at home with their children.
Plagiarism. Version C shows good paraphrasing of wording and sentence structure, but May's original ideas are not acknowledged. Some of May's points are common knowledge (women earn less than men, many single mothers live in poverty), but May uses this common knowledge to make a specific and original point and her original conception of this idea is not acknowledged.
Version D: Women today still earn less than men—so much less that many single mothers and their children live near or below the poverty line. Elaine Tyler May argues that this situation stems in part from “the fiction that men earn the family wage” (588). May further suggests that the American workplace still operates on the assumption that mothers with children stay home to care for them (589). This assumption, in my opinion, does not have the force it once did. More and more businesses offer in-house day-care facilities.
No Plagiarism.  The writer makes use of the common knowledge in May's work, but acknowledges May's original conclusion and does not try to pass it off as his or her own. The quotation is properly cited, as is a later paraphrase of another of May's ideas.
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