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About This Course

This seminar for undergraduate juniors and seniors and second- and third-year law students assumes a combination of academic maturity, familiarity with scholarly discussions regarding domestic and international poverty, and volunteer experience working with impoverished people.  We have three purposes.  First, we will deepen our knowledge of the scholarly treatments of poverty by reading and discussing studies of domestic and international poverty from several different disciplinary perspectives: legal studies, philosophy, and social science.  Second, each student participant will gain expert knowledge of a topic of interest from among her or his specialized fields of study by conducting research culminating in an essay of approximately twenty-five pages.  Third, we will critically engage these specialized research papers from several disciplinary perspectives through focused discussions of oral presentations on these papers.


The seminar portion of the course is intended to deepen our general knowledge of domestic and international poverty and to provide a common experience and body of knowledge from which to discuss each other’s papers.  Many of you will also find ways to draw on this array of readings and discussions during the first six weeks of the course for the papers you write during the second half of the course.  However, you are not required to incorporate the common seminar readings into your research papers.  Your knowledge of the seminar readings will be tested orally and in writing during the first half of the term.

Required Texts
Blank, Rebecca &

Haskins, Ron, ed.

The New World of Welfare

Shue, Henry


Basic Rights: Subsistence, Affluence, and U.S. Foreign Policy
\William H. Simon

The Community Economic Development Movement: Law, 





Business, & the New Social Policy 


All books are available through the Washington and Lee Bookstore.

Requirements

Seminar Participation: This course requires active participation in the discussions of each assigned reading.  The discussions will be based on a two-page, single-spaced “response” to the assigned readings and one-page, single-spaced “critiques” of the “response.”  The “response” should identify the major issues in the assigned readings and offer evaluative comments or questions regarding each of these issues.  We will begin the classes with oral presentations of the “critiques,” a commentary on the “response” concluding with critical comments or questions for the author of the “response.”  (The written “critiques” should be posted just before or immediately after the class, but it does not have to be available in writing before the class.)  All other seminar participants are expected to come prepared to raise questions and comments for the author of the “response,” which of course assumes reading and reflecting on the assignment and the “response.”  (The “response” will be posted the evening prior to class so that it will be available to all members of the seminar for class preparation.)  The instructor may begin some class sessions with brief remarks to offer background and context for the ensuing discussion.  (If you must miss a class, you are welcome to compensate with a two-page single-spaced paper written in the pattern of the “response” described above.  It should be completed no later than the next class meeting following the absence.)


Copies of the “response” will be posted on “blackboard” by 6:00 p.m. on the evening prior to class.  Instructions will follow on how to post on “blackboard” and to retrieve posted materials from “blackboard.” Authors of the “critiques” will post their work by class time or immediately thereafter.  Please post “critiques” as a “follow-up” to the “response” it addresses.  I will post comments on the “responses” and the “critiques” for all participants to read and e-mail grades and any additional remarks, if necessary, to the authors of the “responses” and “critiques.”


The seminar is divided into three segments: 1) readings from Blank and Haskins, 2) readings from Shue, and 3) readings from Simon.  Students who have not written a “response” or “critique” during a segment will post a 3-5 page (double-spaced) essay within five days after we finish that segment. These essays should identify some of the major issues and offer your evaluative judgments about the authors’ claims regarding those issues.  Unlike the responses for discrete assignments, they do not need to be comprehensive with regard to the readings.  However, they should focus on salient and considered, not minor and merely mentioned, themes in the readings.  Focus on themes that you select as worthy of a critical response.  Once again, I will post comments on the “blackboard” and e-mail grades and additional remarks to the authors.  You are not required to read all of these papers or my commentaries, but this procedure makes all of our written work available for all of us to refer to.


This procedure requires three brief essays from each participant, an essay of some kind, on each of our three books. 


The written and oral participation in this part of the seminar will constitute at least one-third of the final grade for the course.  The grade will be based on the instructor’s evaluation of your overall contributions to the seminar.  Grades and comments on written work will indicate the level of your performance along the way.  (This procedure may remind law students of their undergraduate days; undergrads are accustomed to it and may feel insecure without intermittent grades.)  The seminar contributes to more than one-third of the final grade because it should prepare all of us for the tutorials in the second half of the course, whether or not you directly use the seminar readings in your research papers.  Diligent participation in the seminars will help hone the kinds of skills required for the research papers.


Research and Essay: Each student participant will complete a research essay of twenty-five pages.  This assignment permits an in-depth investigation of a topic of particular interest and demands that you draw upon a specialized field of study.  (This specialization explains why sophomores and first-year law students, no matter how sophisticated they may be, are not ready to take the poverty seminar.)  Chose your topics in consultation with me and with advisers from the law school faculty or (for undergraduates) from faculty in the principal discipline you use for your paper, normally your major.  Some undergraduates may not need a specific adviser; I may refer you to multiple advisers knowledgeable about your research.  All students are well advised to have arranged for their advisers within the first two weeks of the term and to identify a general topic in the process.  Please report to me regarding your proposed topic and adviser.  


Law students are advised against selecting an adviser and topic from an area of law that they have not studied.  (For example, do not write on international law if you have not studied it or are not studying it this term.)  Undergraduates are not limited to their majors but should not rely on a discipline that they have not studied extensively.  (Do not propose an analysis of fiction depicting Appalachian poverty if you have not studied American fiction.)  This is an opportunity to develop and apply your special expertise.  Undergraduates are encouraged to choose topics that refer to their service-learning work in an Alliance internship or elsewhere, and law students too are encouraged, where possible, to build on firsthand experience working with impoverished person or communities.  


Full proposals with bibliography are due no later than Monday, February 21—law students will probably want to present their proposals during the prior week while undergraduates are on winter break.  Please schedule a meeting with me to discuss your proposal. These proposals should state the question you seek to answer or thesis that you seek to defend and an outline or plan for examining the question and/or defending the position that you will take.  They should not be more than one or two, single-spaced pages.  They should include a preliminary bibliography, annotated where possible. You should consult with your adviser at this stage of your project.  


After our first tutorial meeting we will meet at least five additional times—once each week—to discuss whatever writing you have completed for the week.  You will offer a complete first draft at the last tutorial in order to revise your entire paper at least one time.  Law students should also turn this draft into their advisers for comments. Remember that your advisers will participate in the evaluation of your paper.   Undergraduates may also ask their advisers for comments on this first complete draft.  You are urged to rely as much as possible on me for advice and comments—we do not want to overburden advisers—but also encouraged to contact your advisers when they can offer indispensable assistance.


The final draft of these essays is due no later than 6:00 p.m., Sunday, April 17.  Once again, law students and most undergraduates will want to turn in their final draft earlier. You may finish the papers by the first part of undergraduate winter-term finals, April 2-8.


Work on these papers also includes the presentation and discussion of the completed papers.  These presentations may take place during undergraduate final week (beginning on Tuesday, April 5) or during the first week of the undergraduate spring term (April 18-20).  Law students may avoid presenting their papers during law reading days by completing them in time to present during undergraduate final week.  Undergraduates who will be away for the spring term must present their papers during undergraduate final week.  Each student is responsible for a forty-five-minute presentation and discussion of his or her paper and for participating in the discussion of at least six other papers.  The oral presentations should be polished and may use outlines and other visual aids.  (Power point has become popular but is not required.)  Please limit your presentation to 20 to 25 minutes, leaving plenty of time for questions and discussion.  Your are welcome to invite your faculty adviser and other interested persons to the presentation of your paper.


You are also expected to attend and participate in discussing six presentations, in a addition to your own.  


Grades for the research and tutorial process, the completed essays, and the paper discussions will constitute up to two-thirds of the course grade and will be determined by me in consultation with your respective advisers.  Undergraduate advisers often make only a minor contribution to the overall assessment of the papers.  Law School faculty advisers play a co-equal role in establishing grades for these research papers.

Schedule of Classes and Other Important Dates
NB: You will note that each of you have been assigned responses and critiques.  Where I have some idea of students’ special interests and abilities, I have assigned responses and critiques accordingly.  Matt Null and Susan Somers have drawn the assignment to present on Henry Shue’s book the day Professor Shue will be present in our class.  Professor Shue will critique their presentations.  If any of you wish to switch assignments, you are welcome to do so.  Please notify me far in advance.  


You will also note that I am offering you an option to meet on one or two Sunday evenings in order to make up for the class I must miss on Thursday, January 6, and to make up for the organizational class.  (We need twelve substantive seminar sessions.)   If you vote to meet twice on Sunday evening, we will move all assignments forward so that our last day of class will be with Prof. Shue.  We will then read all of the Simon assignments between reading Blank and Haskins and reading Shue.  If you decide to meet one Sunday evening, we will read two Simon assignments before finishing Basic Rights on February 10 when Prof. Shue is visiting.  We will then have one Simon class after undergraduate winter break on February 22.  If you decide to retain the current schedule with no Sunday evening classes, we will meet twice after undergraduate winter break on February 22 and24.  The disadvantage of this last schedule is that it will cause some overlap between the seminar and work on the research paper.  

Jan. 4

Blank and Haskins, pp. 3-32 (Read and be prepared questions to discuss this 

introduction)


Orientation to the Course & Discussion of Reading


 

Jan. 11
 
Blank and Haskins, pp. 70-136




Response: Bryony Renner




Critiques: Sarah Strassel & Annalee Levine

Jan. 13

Blank and Haskins, pp. 137-68, 421-41


Response: Sherry Terborg-Galloway




Critique: Erin Julius & Kyle Meehan

Jan. 16

Alternative for make-up class; Sunday at 7:00.  Students’ decision.

Jan. 18

Blank and Haskins, pp. 223-44, 270-91, 291-310




Response: Joanna Persio




Critique: Nathan Weinert & Justine Small
Jan. 20

Blank and Haskins, pp. 311-34, 335-68




Response: Mackenzie Morgan




Critique: Emily Vander Schaaf & Ashley Trice

Jan. 25

 Blank and Haskins, pp. 442-60, 461-81




Response: Lindsay Rubel

Critique: Leah Greenberg & Chris Applewhite

Jan. 27

Shue, pp. ix-xiv, 5-64

Response: Elizabeth Wilson

Critique: Julie Anderson & Emily Vander Schaaf

Jan. 29

Alternative for make-up class; Sunday at 7:00.  Students’ decision.

Jan. 30

Blank and Haskins Papers due at 6:00 p.m.

Feb. 1

Shue, pp. 65-110

Response: Leah Greenberg

Critique: Lindsay Rubel & Julie Anderson

Feb. 3

Shue, pp. 111-152

Response: Brent Beshore

Critique:  Bryony Renner & Ashley Trice

Feb. 8

Simon, pp. 1-19, 34-48, 58-68; optional, pp. 19-34, 49-58




Response: Nathan Weinert




Critique: Joanna Persio & Christopher Applewhite

Feb. 10
Shue, pp. 152-180  (Henry Shue will join us for this seminar.)

Response: Matt Null and Susan Somers



Critique: Henry Shue

Feb. 12-20
Washington Holiday–Undergraduate School

Feb. 20
Shue papers due at 6:00 pm.

February 21
Latest date for a research proposal with preliminary bibliography. Please schedule the first tutorial meeting to discuss the proposal and plan the research and writing process during the week of February 21.  (I am pleased to begin with law students during the undergraduate Washington Holiday.)  We will meet weekly thereafter.  Share a revised version of this proposal with your adviser. 

Feb. 22
Simon, pp. 69-95, 113-137; optional, pp. 95-111, 137-41

Response: Kyle Meehan

Critique: Sarah Strassel & Justine Small

(If you choose the alternate class session, this seminar will be completed prior to the break.)

Feb. 24
Simon, pp. 143-45, 156-62, 167-69, 173-89, 196-211, 219-27; optional, pp. 145-



55, 162-65, 169-73, 189-73, 189-93, 211-17

Response: Annalee Levine
Critique: Elizabeth Wilson & Erin Julius

(If you choose a second alternate class session, this seminar will be completed before the break.)

February 28
Simon Papers due at 6:00 pm.

March 6-13
Law School Break

Feb. 14-April 15:
Weekly tutorials and paper drafts; no fewer than six meetings with the instructor, plus meetings with special area advisers.

April 2-17
Final Exams and Term Break for Undergraduates

April 16-19
Law School Reading Days

Sunday, April 17: All final papers due at 6:00 p.m.  Please leave one hard copy and send an electronic copy by e-mail.  The hard copy will be returned with comments.  The electronic copy will be archived on the Shepherd website.

April 20
Law School Examinations Begin

Presentations and Discussions of Papers 

Since law school finals are early again this year relative to the undergraduate calendar, I am offering all law students and undergraduates an opportunity to present their papers during undergraduate final week.  This means you should have your papers finished and ready to present by 6:00 p.m. on the evening prior to the day we discuss your paper.  These presentations can begin as early as Tuesday, April 5 and continue through Thursday, April 7.  


Possible times for paper discussions follow.  We can discuss up to two papers during each session.  You may choose which of the six or more papers (in addition to your own) that you would like to discuss.  Each seminar will begin with an oral presentation by the author of the paper (only 20-25 minutes please) explaining why she or he chose the topic and summarizing the paper’s conclusions and the arguments for them.  Printed outlines and other visuals are welcome.  

Tuesday, April 5, 3:00-4:30 p.m.

Tuesday, April 5, 6:00-7:30 p.m.

Wednesday, April 8, 3:00-4:30 p.m.

Wednesday, April 8, 6:00-7:30 p.m.

Thursday, April 9, 3:00-4:30 p.m.

Thursday, April 9, 6:00-7:30 p.m.

Monday, April 18, 3:00-4:30 p.m.

Monday, April 18, 6:00-7:30 p.m.

Tuesday, April 19, 3:00-4:30 p.m.

Tuesday, April 19, 6:00-7:30 p.m.

Wednesday, April 20, 3:00-4:30 p.m.

Wednesday, April 20, 6:00-7:30 p.m.


Undergraduates who choose to present on April 20 should not expect law students to be present to discuss their papers.
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