pols Y490:  The politics of gay rights

Professor Andersen, CA 503E

Phone: 278-7558, Fax: 278-3280, E-mail: eanderse@iupui.edu
Office Hours: M 3-5pm and W 11am-1pm…and anytime by appointment

COURSE DESCRIPTION

In the past 35 years, the subject of gay rights has moved from the fringes to the center of American political discourse. Tensions over gay rights touch on issues ranging from bedroom to boardroom to battlefield. Should same-sex couples be permitted to marry? To adopt children? Should openly lesbian, gay, bisexual, or transgender (LGBT) people be permitted to serve in the military? Should people be protected from employment and/or housing discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation? On the basis of gender identity? Why or why not?

In this course we will seek to understand how and why the battle over gay rights has come to occupy such a prominent place in our society and what this battle tells us about politics more generally.  Although the course is centered on the politics of gay rights in the American context, we will also compare the American experience to those of other nations. 

This course is a senior seminar, the culmination of your Political Science major at IUPUI.  As such, it will draw on the knowledge you’ve gained from many of your earlier classes in American politics, political theory, comparative politics, and methods. It will also touch on all dimensions of the Principles of Undergraduate Learning. We will be communicating orally and in writing on a variety of topics, using empirical evidence (quantitative and qualitative) to explore ideas. As we integrate various areas of study, we will apply our knowledge to current problems, testing the ways we come to understand our society and our values through analysis of a particular subject.

IMPORTANT NOTE

This is a course about the politics of the struggle over gay rights.  It is not a course about why gay rights are good, bad, or morally indifferent, or about what the “right” side of a public policy issue such as same-sex marriage is. However, those issues will certainly come up, and they will perforce implicate the deep-seated and passionate beliefs we all hold about sex, sexuality, and religion. We will certainly not always agree about the issues we discuss.  Disagreement is a good thing in a classroom. Conformity is boring. But the only way this class will work is if we treat each other with respect. That doesn’t mean you can’t express your disagreement with another person’s position. It does mean that you must recognize that other people hold their positions as sincerely as you hold yours, and you must respond politely and avoid engaging in personal attacks.

One other thing: we will be reading a variety of texts in this class. Some are written in a dispassionate scholarly style. Others are written by openly LGBT authors or by openly anti-gay authors.  You may be offended by some of the arguments made and/or the language used. 

REQUIRED TEXTS

I have tried hard to keep costs down. I am requiring you to buy two paperback books.  All other materials will be available online or will be handed out in class. Here are the two books to buy:

Keen, Lisa and Suzanne Goldberg. 1998. Strangers to the Law. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press. 

Rimmerman, Craig, Kenneth D. Wald, and Clyde Wilcox, eds.. 2000. The Politics of Gay Rights. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 
COURSE REQUIREMENTS

Your final grade will be based on the following:

1) Response Papers. You will be assigned five response papers over the course of the semester. These papers should both summarize and critically evaluate the reading for the week. Among the kinds of questions you might address are the following: What does the reading tell you about the politics of the battle over gay rights? Are there logical gaps in an author’s argument?  Does the world depicted in the readings reflect the world you live in? (Are there empirical oversights or flaws?) Are you comfortable with the world described in the readings or do you find it distasteful? Why or why not? (Are there normative problems with the readings?) All papers must employ proper citation practices (see below). The papers are due by 2pm each Monday and should be about 1000-1500 words in length. I encourage you to email them to me, although you are welcome to bring a typed copy to my office. The critical reflections are worth 25% of your final grade.

2) Participation. For each week you submit a short paper, you will be expected to help facilitate the class conversation. That means that it’ll be your job to prepare some discussion questions, to help your classmates work through the readings, and to otherwise engage the class in a spirited (yet civil) discussion of the materials.  During those weeks that you are not submitting a short paper, your will expected to participate actively and thoughtfully in discussions. You are expected to attend all class meetings and to read all assignments before the class in which they will be discussed, and to participate actively in discussions. Participation will comprise 25% of your course grade.

3) Capstone Paper. You will write a 3-5 paper reviewing your previous courses in political science and relating them to this senior seminar. Do you feel your coursework sufficiently prepared you for this course? Why or why not? You should use this assignment as an opportunity to reflect on what you’ve learned (or didn’t learn but wish you had!) as a political science major. The paper is due on November 28th and is worth 5% of your course grade. Note: I will not grade the content of this paper. Your paper will be graded solely on a handed in/not handed in basis.  Papers handed in on time receive an A. Papers that are not handed in receive an F. I encourage you to remove any identifying information from this paper, though that’s up to you. The purpose of this paper is to help the political science department reflect on whether it is accomplishing its educational goals. 

4) Research Paper. You will write an 18-20 page research paper examining some aspect of the politics of homosexuality. Appropriate paper topics include:

a) Investigations of the nature of public opinion concerning some aspect of LGBT rights.  Such investigations may involve either primary data (that is, you might design and conduct your own survey or interviews) or secondary data (that is, you might use existing data sets).  

b) Investigations of the political attitudes of LGBT people. Such investigations will probably involve primary data.

c) Comparative examinations of pro- and anti- gay rights activists, whether in terms of their attitudes about other issues, their motivation for becoming activists, or their preferred political strategies

d) Investigations of the factors shaping current battles over gay rights in Indiana, including the proposed constitutional amendment to limit marriage and its legal incidents to heterosexual couples and the proposal to revise Indianapolis’ Human Rights Ordinance to include, among other things, protection from discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation and gender identity in employment and housing. Such investigations will probably involve primary data. 

e) Comparative studies of the emergence, progress, and outcomes of the gay rights movement and/or particular gay rights concerns in different nations. 

f) Comparative analyses of the utility of political vs. legal strategies to advance or limit gay rights. Such analyses might involve examinations of similar issues in different countries, or different issues in the same country.

g) Theoretical inquiries into the appropriate relationship between the state and LGBT people. 

This is not an exhaustive list. I am open to a wide range of political subjects, but you must clear your choice with me. To help you get started, I’m requiring you to write a 1-2 page proposal, due on or before October 10, 2005 that tells me what you want to study, how you plan to approach the topic, and what resources you plan to use. The proposal will be graded on a pass/not yet pass basis. You’ll need to rework your proposal in consultation with me if you receive a not yet pass grade. You will have one week from the return of comments from me to resubmit your proposal for a new grade. Your proposal must receive a pass grade by November 21, 2005 for you to be eligible to submit your final paper.
You will be assigned to present the central argument/findings of your paper on either  November 28th, December 5th or December 12th. The paper itself is due on or before December 12, 2005. The oral presentation is worth 15% of your grade.  The paper itself will comprise 30% of your grade. 

OTHER POLICIES AND GUIDELINES
Due-dates: I will not accept late research or response papers without a compelling reason. 

Students with disabilities: I am happy to work with Adaptive Educational Services to make reasonable accommodations for students requiring special assistance. 

Academic honesty: You are responsible for adhering to the university’s guidelines on academic misconduct.  See the Code of Student Rights, Responsibilities, and Conduct.  Know that for serious violations of the Code (such as submitting someone else’s work as your own), you will fail the course.

Citations: As you know, there are several standard ways to cite sources. In this class, we will use the American Political Science Review format. For your convenience, I have reproduced part of the APSR style sheet here. More information can be found on this course’s home page.

· All notes that consist merely of supporting citations should be placed in parentheses in the text. For example: In a thoughtful essay, Hayden (1991)... Or Media stories often portray the civil jury as generous (Daniels & Martin 1986:236; Hans 1989: Huber 1988). 

· Footnotes should be used only to convey information you think is cool or useful but that doesn’t really fit into the body of the paper.

· A list of references must be placed at the end of the paper. The list should contain only those sources actually cited in the paper. Give authors' names as they appear in the original source. If you cite more than one publication by the same author, list them in chronological order, with the older item first. For more than one publication in one year by the same author, use small (lower-case) letters to distinguish them (e. 1970a, 1970b).


Here is the correct formatting for some common kinds of sources:


Book: 
Last Name, First Name. year.  Title of Book. City: Publisher.

Example: 
Brigham, John (1978) Constitutional Language. Westport, CT: Greenwood Press.

Chapter: Last Name, First Name. year. “Title of Chapter," in Author, ed(s)., Title of Book. City: Publisher.

Example: 
Hahn, Jeanne. 1973. “The NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Fund: Its Judicial Strategy and Tactics,” in Stephen L. Wasby, ed., American Government and Politics. New York: Scribner.
Article: 
Last Name, First Name. Year. “Title of Article," Name of Journal volume numbe): page numbers of article. (Give month or issue number if each is separately paginated.)

Example: 
Padgett, John F. (1990) "Plea Bargaining in Prohibition," Law & Society Rev. 24:413-50.
Case: 
Party A v. Party B, volume Legal Reporter first page (year).

Example: 
Brown v. Board of Education, 347 U.S. 483 (1954).

Every piece of written work you submit in this class must have appropriate citations. As a general rule, if you get a quote or an idea from a text, you must inform the reader (me!) exactly where you got it from.  (That may mean that you have several citations on a single page, which is just fine.) I recognize that knowing just what and when to cite is difficult, but your experiences in English W132 and your previous political science classes should have prepared you well for the writing you will be doing in this class. 

Grading: The best research and response papers will share several features. They will have clear theses, be well-organized and easy to understand, support their claims with good evidence, document that evidence appropriately, and have no grammatical errors.

COURSE HOME PAGE:

The home page for this course can be found at https://original-oncourse.iu.edu. 
 WEEKLY SCHEDULE

	Aug. 29
	Introductions and Overview of Class



	Sep. 5
	Labor Day, no class



	Sep. 12
	Class cancelled due to a family emergency

	Sep. 19
	Introductory Case Study

Stein, Arlene. 2001. The Stranger Next Door. Boston: Beacon Press.

	Sep. 26
	An Overview of the Gay Rights Movement in the United States

Rimmerman, Wald, and Wilcox, chs. 1, 2, 4, 5


Mintner, Shannon. 2000. “Do Transsexuals Dream of Gay Rights? Getting Real About Transgender Inclusion in the Gay Rights Movement.”  New York Law School Journal of Human Rights, Vol 17: 589. [LEXIS/NEXIS ACADEMIC UNIVERSE]
For more on the history of the gay rights movement see:

D’Emilio, John. 1983. Sexual Politics, Sexual Communities, The Making of a Homosexual Minority in the United States: 1940-1970. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 
Adam, Barry. 1995 The Rise of a Gay and Lesbian Movement. Rev. ed. Boston: Beacon Press. 

Marcus, Eric. 1992 Making History: The Struggle for Gay and Lesbian Equal Rights. NY: HarperPerennial.
Faderman, Lillian. 1991 Odd Girls and Twilight Lovers: A History of Lesbian Life in Twentieth-Century America. New York: Penguin Books. 


	Oct. 3
	An Overview of the Opposition to Gay Rights in the United States

Rimmerman, Wald, and Wilcox, chs. 6, 7

Review following websites for their discussion of (homo)sexuality: 

American Family Association

Christian Coalition

Concerned Women for America

Family Research Council

Focus on the Family
For more on opposition to the gay rights movement see:

Bull, Chris and John Gallagher. 1996. Perfect Enemies: The Religious Right, and the Gay Movement, and the Politics of the 1990s. New York: Crown. 
Herman, Didi. 1997. The Antigay Agenda: Orthodox Vision and the Christian Right. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 


	Oct. 10
	1st Half of Class: Understanding (Homo) Sexuality: Theories, Science, and Morality

Keen and Goldberg, chs. 3, 4

Caramagno, Thomas C. 2002. Irreconcilable Differences? : Intellectual Stalemate in the Gay Rights Debate. Westport, CT: Praeger. Read chs. 7, 8, 9.
For more on this subject see:


LeVay, Simon (1996) Queer Science: The Use and Abuse of Research into Homosexuality. MA: The MIT Press.

2nd Half of Class: Public Opinion about Gay Rights

Rimmerman, Wald, and Wilcox, ch. 16

Brewer, Paul R. 2003. “The Shifting Foundations of Public Opinion about Gay Rights.” Journal of Politics 65(4): 1208-20. 

Craig, Stephen C., Michael D. Martinez, James G. Kane, and Jason Gainous. 2005. “Core Values, Value Conflict, and Citizens' Ambivalence about Gay Rights.” Political Research Quarterly 58(1): 5-27. 



	Oct. 17
	Gay Rights in the Legislative Context
Wald, Kenneth D., James W. Button and Barbara A. Rienzo. 1996. “The Politics of Gay Rights in American Communities: Explaining Antidiscrimination Ordinances and Policies.” American Journal of Political Science. 4(November): 1152-1178. 

Rimmerman, Wald, and Wilcox, chs. 9, 13, 14



	Oct. 24
	1st Half of Class: Gay Rights in Court

Rimmerman, Wald, and Wilcox, ch. 15

Andersen, Ellen Ann. 2005. Out of the Closets and into the Courts. Ann Arbor: Univresity of Michigan Press. ch. 5.
2nd Half of Class: Gay Rights at the Ballot Box

Gamble, Barbara S. 1997. “Putting Civil Rights to a Popular Vote.” American Journal of Political Science, 41(1): 245-269. 

Rimmerman, Wald, and Wilcox, ch. 8



	Oct. 31
	The Law and Politics of Anti-Gay Initiatives: A Closer Look

Keen and Goldberg, chs. 1, 2, 5, 6, 7




	Nov. 7
	The Law and Politics of Anti-Gay Initiatives (cont’d)

Keen and Goldberg, chs. 8, 9, 10, appendix

Tymkovich, Timothy M., John Daniel Dailey, and Paul Farley. 1997. “A Tale of Three Theories: Reason and Prejudice in the Battle over Amendment 2.” University of Colorado Law Review Vol. 68 (2): 287-333. 


	Nov. 14
	The Law and Politics of Same-Sex Marriage

Andersen, Ellen Ann. Out of the Closets and into the Courts. Ann Arbor: Univresity of Michigan Press ch. 7, Afterword.

Pinello, Dan. Forthcoming. “Oregon.” Chapter 5 in Same-Sex Marriage. Cambridge: University of Cambridge Press.

Barclay, Scott and Shauna F. Fisher. 2003. “The States and the Differing Impetus for Divergent Paths on Same-Sex Marriage, 1990-2001.” Policy Studies Journal 31: 331 


	Nov. 21
	Marriage in Comparative Context

Legal Marriage Report: The Global Status of Legal Marriage. Updated regularly by the Partners Task Force for Lesbian and Gay Couples. (Look at entire site, but pay particular attention to nations of Europe and Canada.)

Badgett, M.V. Lee. 2003. “Variations on an Equitable Theme:  Explaining International Same-Sex Partner Recognition Laws.” In Same-Sex Couples, Same-Sex Partnerships and Same-Sex Marriages:  a Focus on Cross-National Differentials. Proceedings from the Stockholm Conference, September 25-26, 2003.
Badgett, M.V. Lee. 2004. Will Providing Marriage Rights to Same-Sex Couples Undermine Heterosexual Marriage? Evidence from Scandinavia and the Netherlands. New York: Institute for Gay and Lesbian Strategic Studies



	Nov. 28
	Student Presentations

	Dec. 5
	Student presentations

	Dec. 12
	Student presentations


