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I. Pre-requisites: Completion of College Writing I and II, ENC 1123, or equivalent with a grade of C or better.

II. Course Description: This upper-division course provides students an introduction to the comparative study of politics and society in Latin America.  This is a writing intensive course that meets the University-wide Writing Across the Curriculum (WAC)
 criteria, and serves the Political Science, International Studies, and Latin American Studies concentrations of the Wilkes Honors College.  In this course, students will engage actively in writing as a form of learning by producing, revising, and criticizing their own written work as well as the work of their peers. Students will produce a series of writing assignments, in which they compare and contrast alternative views and theories, evaluate and assess empirical evidence, and interpret and synthesize different theoretical positions on questions related to democracy and development in Latin America. These assignments and revisions are designed to enhance student’s abilities to conduct independent research, understand and evaluate evidence from peer reviewed journal articles, academic books, and other relevant source materials, and construct an argument utilizing the methods and discourse of the discipline of political science.
II. Course Content and Objectives
I have constructed the course with the following goals in mind:

1. The recognition of diversity in Latin America as well as the intellectual and cultural assumptions that have historically characterized the study of democracy and development in the region.  You should come out of this course with a better understanding of the similarities and differences between various Latin American countries and political systems.
2. The ability to analyze current events in Latin America in terms of a coherent political and historical framework.

3. The recognition of the factors that inhibit or promote the growth of democracy in Latin America.

4. An understanding of the basic arguments about the goals, methods of pursuing, and outcomes of development.
5. The ability to conduct independent research on a relevant and topic in Latin American politics and to construct a clear and persuasive academic argument in a major research paper using the relevant evidence and discourse from the field of political science. The major writing assignment for the course is designed to assist students in preparing for writing their Honors Thesis research and writing, and thus requires that the final assignment follow the Wilkes Honors College Honors Thesis Guidelines. Writing assignments will take place outside of class, but class time will be dedicated to the writing process, assistance with research, rules of grammar, syntax, punctuation, and strategies to enhance writing effectiveness. The instructor will provide substantive feedback on all writing assignments that are to be revised and re-edited for a final grade. All assignments, readings, and writing, are detailed in the syllabus below.
As implied, "democracy" and "development" are the central themes around which we will explore a variety of issues and questions.  We will attempt to provide definitions for each of these concepts and weigh the merits of different paths to each of them.  In the process we will examine the social, cultural, economic, and political elements that help shape various political and economic outcomes in specific countries and in the region in general. The course will be broken down into two units.  The first section will be theoretical, dealing with definitions and theories of democracy and development.  The second part of the course will focus on case studies in South America and Central America, as well as Mexico and Cuba.  Special attention will also be given to the role of the military, revolutionary groups, indigenous movements, and the Church.

II. Required Readings
Modern Latin America, Thomas E. Skidmore and Peter H. Smith
I, Rigoberta Menchu: An Indian Woman in Guatemala edited by Elisabeth Burgos-Debray 

Fujimori’s Coup and the Breakdown of Democracy in Latin America, Charles D. Kenney

All other required readings are in the PDF or HTML files on the CD or are linked to the electronic version of the syllabus on MyFAU.
III. Course Requirements
Classes will consist of lectures and discussion, with occasional films or guest speakers.  You should complete all readings before the date for which they are assigned and be ready to discuss the material.  If discussion is not satisfactory I may give weekly quizzes on the readings.

Attendance and Participation: Students are expected to attend class and participate in class discussion.  I will keep an attendance record.  My rule of thumb for grading participation is that everyone starts with a B- for showing up to class.  If you participate, the grade goes up from there.  If you miss classes, the grade goes down from there.  If you have difficulty speaking in class feel free to email me with your questions or comments and you will receive credit toward your class participation grade.  

Exams: There will be two written exams for this course.  Exams will include essay and short answer questions and will total approximately 1000 words each.  For each exam, I will hand out a review sheet with terms and concepts the week prior to the exam. The exams will consist of 4 or 5 short answer questions which require you to define a term, event, or person, contextualize the term/event/person historically, and explain the significance.  Longer essay questions will require you to explain and compare concepts utilizing evidence from the cases we have studied. Exams may not be made up unless there is a very good reason and you notify me prior to the day of the exam.

Research Paper: Your research paper is broken down into a series of separate but related assignments.  Your final product will be a 4000-6000 word (including citations) research paper that is typed, double spaced, 12-font, 1-inch margins, unjustified, single side, and in black ink utilizing the Chicago Manual of Style for citation. Your paper will be on the topic of your choice relating to the comparative politics of Latin America and should be addressed to an audience of intelligent readers who may not be fully familiar with all the terms and authors you are referencing. In other words, write as if you are addressing a classmate who has not taken this class, avoid jargon, and maintain a professional tone.

There are multiple approaches to completing this assignment, but all of them require that you read extensively about your topic, synthesize the related existing knowledge/theories, and generate your own argument/thesis about the topic.  You may do an in-depth case study of a particular country, compare a small number of critical case studies, compare data across numerous cases, or focus on sub-national issues in a particular case or across cases.  Your thesis may choose one theoretical perspective over another, question an accepted argument or hypothesis from your research, point out and provide evidence for unwarranted assumptions in the literature, falsify a theoretical generalization you find in the literature, or develop and test a specific hypothesis based on data or case studies.  Your paper should follow the format guidelines for Honors College Theses (http://www.fau.edu/divdept/honcol/Thesis_Guidelines.doc). 
The schedule and grading for paper requirements is as follows (100 points total):

Assignment  1:  Due 9/10—Submit and peer review potential research questions (5 points).  
Assignment  2: 9/17 – Library visit to collect and review sources on your subject.  We will attend a class taught by Ethan Allan of the MacArthur Campus Library to familiarize you with the political science and Latin American studies resources available to students on our campus.  The objective this class session is to gain proficiency in searching database, tracking down articles and books through online sources and interlibrary loan, and evaluating the quality of your sources.  Unacceptable online documents are those whose reliability, accuracy, or verifiability are hard to establish because they are anonymous, have no citations, or offer no further sources. On 9/24 you will be required to come to class with a revised research question (200 words minimum) and a bibliography (in Chicago Style) of a minimum of 10 sources (5 points). Your research question and bibliography will be graded for completeness, acceptability of sources, and relevance and will receive substantial written feedback from the professor.
Assignment 3: Due 10/13—Outline: The purpose of an outline is to help you think through your topic carefully and organize it logically before you start writing. A good outline is one of the most important steps in writing a good paper. The first part of you our outline should state your thesis and the purpose of your research paper clearly. Why is your topic important?  What are the big questions being debated? What do other researchers say about the topic (this will eventually form your literature review—see below). State also how you plan to approach your topic and the methods you plan to use. Is your paper a comparison between cases, a critical case study, or an analysis of a particular problem? Explain briefly the major points you plan to cover in your paper and why readers should be interested in your topic. The second part of your outline should present the body of evidence you intend to use to support your arguments. Your conclusion should summarize your arguments. Explain why you have come to a particular conclusion.  The entire outline should be between 200 and 400 words.  See the following websites for information on structuring your outline: http://www.utsc.utoronto.ca/~tlsweb/TWC/Outline.pdf, http://www.albany.edu/eas/170/outline.htm. Your outlines will be evaluated by your peers in class and graded by the professor based upon logic and coherence of argument and thesis, and use of supporting evidence.  You will receive substantial written feedback from the professor on this assignment. (5 points total)
Assignment 4: Due 10/29 —Literature Review: A literature review is a critical evaluation of what has been published on a topic by accredited scholars and researchers.  The purpose of a literature review in academic writing is to learn for yourself and to convey to your reader what knowledge and ideas have been established on a topic, and what their strengths and weaknesses are. It is NOT simply a list describing or summarizing one piece of literature after another. It is usually a bad sign to see every paragraph in a literature review beginning with the name of a researcher. Instead, organize the literature review into sections that present themes or identify trends, including relevant theory. You are not trying to list all the material published, but to synthesize and evaluate it according to the guiding concept of your thesis or research question. Your literature review should: be organized around and related directly to the thesis or research question you are developing; synthesize results into a summary of what is and is not known; identify areas of controversy in the literature; and formulate questions that need further research.  Your review should be between 2000 and 3000 words and will be evaluated by the professor according to the rubric at the end of the syllabus for content, argument, organization, critical thinking, and research and writing skills.  You will receive substantial written feedback from the professor as well.
Assignment 5: Due 11/10--First draft of paper due.  First draft should be as complete as possible with correct formatting and a complete bibliography.  DO NOT treat your first draft as a throw-away version of your paper. This draft of your paper will be anonymously reviewed by two of your classmates.  This version of your paper is worth 15 points (I will average the grades given by your two reviewers with my own evaluation which will include substantial written feedback).  Your own peer reviews of your classmate’s papers are also worth 5 points each. You will each provide a holistic evaluation of the paper utilizing the rubric at the end of the syllabus as a guide. You should also provide specific comments/suggestions for your peers related to the content, argument, organization, critical thinking, and research and writing skills demonstrated in their draft.
STEP 5: 11/26--Final draft of paper due (40 points) Late papers will be marked down 5 points for each day late. I will utilize the same rubric and papers will be graded holistically for content, argument, organization, critical thinking, and research and writing skills.  Each paper will also receive substantial written feedback both on the comments section of the rubric and on the paper itself.
STEP 6: 12/1-3—Class Presentations: The final two days of the class will be organized as research presentations.  You will be asked to present your paper in 10 minutes without using power point or handouts.  For information on how to organize and present your talk see: How to Give an Academic Talk: Changing the Culture of Public Speaking in the Humanities, Paul N. Edwards
School of Information University of Michigan (PDF).  Talks will be evaluated according to the rubric at the end of the syllabus.
Honor Code: All work completed in this course is subject to the honor code.  For a complete text of the honor code see the Honors College Webpage at: 

http://www.fau.edu/divdept/honcol/academics_honor_code.htm
“In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, students who require special accommodations due to a disability to properly execute coursework must register with the Office for Students with Disabilities (OSD) and follow all procedures.  The OSD is a part of Diversity Student Services on the MacArthur Campus in Jupiter and is located in the Student Resource building in SR 117.  The phone number is 561-799-8585, and the TTY number is 561-799-8565.”
Grading: Your grade will be based on the following:

Class participation 


10%

Midterm #1



20%

Midterm #2



20%



Research Paper
Assignments

50%

IV. Meetings, Topics, and Readings

8/25

Course Introduction and Logistics
8/27 

The Colonial Legacy



Skidmore & Smith pp. 1-41.

Menchu, pp. 1-20, 79-86.

9/3   

Economic Cycles and the Latin American Political Game

Skidmore & Smith pp. 42-68.




Menchu, pp. 21-55.

9/8
 
Democracy in Latin America: Definitions and Realities




Dahl, Robert, Polyarchy (New Haven: Yale University Press): 1971: 1-32 (PDF)




Kenny, Chapters 1 and 8.




Discussion: How to ask a Research Question in Political Science.


Explaining Development and Underdevelopment  
9/10


Modernization Theories
Discuss and Peer Review sample research questions.

Rostow, W. W. Politics and the Stages of Growth (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press) 1971: 5-16. (HTML)

Samuel P. Huntington, Political Order in Changing Societies 1968, pp. 1-71. 78-92 (PDF).




Menchu, 91-101.

9/15

Cultural Theory and Dependency Theory


Wiarda, Howard J. Social Change, Political Development, and the Latin American Tradition” in The Promise of Latin American Development Peter Klaren and Thomas Bossert eds. (Boulder: Westview) 1986: 197-218. (PDF)

Gunder Frank, Andre, “The Development of Underdevelopment” in The Promise of Latin American Development Peter Klaren and Thomas Bossert eds. (Boulder: Westview) 1986: 111-123. (PDF).

9/17


Library Visit: How to find and evaluate proper sources for academic papers.
9/22


Video on Brazil: Americas Series
9/24

Bureaucratic-Authoritarianism and the Role of the Military
Menchu 102-140.




Fitch, Samuel J. “Armies and Politics in Latin America: 1975-1985” in Abraham Lowenthal and Samuel J. Fitch eds. Armies and Politics in Latin America (New York: Holmes and Meier) 1986: 26-45 (PDF)

9/29

Midterm # 1
10/1


PRELIMINARY BIBLIOGRAPHY AND PAPER DESCRIPTION DUE




Chile  





Skidmore and Smith, Chapter 4

Menchu, 141-149, 157-172.


Video “Missing”
10/6


Paul E. Sigmund, "Chile" in Latin American Politics and Development, 




Howard J. Wiarda and Harvey F. Kline eds. (PDF).
 “Chile: Thirty Years Later” NACLA Report on the Americas, July August 2003. (PDF).
“Politics in Chile” PBS Online News Hour Special Report: http://www.pbs.org/newshour/bb/latin_america/chile/
10/8


Venezuela 

Karl, Terry Lynn “Petroleum and Political Pacts: The Transition to Democracy in Venezuela” in Transitions from Authoritarian Rule: Latin America Guillermo O’Donnel, Philippe Schmitter, and Laurence Whitehead eds. (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press) 1986: 196-219.(PDF).




Romero, Anibal “Rearranging the Deck Chairs on the Titanic: The Agony 



of Democracy in Venezuela” Prepared for Delivery at the 1995 Meeting of 



the Latin American Studies Association, The Sheraton Washington, 




September 28-30, 1995.(PDF)
10/13


OUTLINE DUE




Cristobal Valencia Ramirez, “Venezuela’s Bolivarian Revolution: Who 




are the Chavistas? Latin American Perspectives, 2005 (PDF)




María Teresa Romero, “Venezuela after the referendum: US policy 




toward Chavez is unlikely to change” Hemisphere, Autumn, 2004 




(PDF)




“The Talented Mr. Chavez: The Turning of a Continent”




http://www.theatlantic.com/doc/print/200605/chavez
Christopher I Clement, “Confronting Hugo Chavez” Latin American 


Perspectives, May 2005 (PDF) 

The Economist Country Briefing: Venezuela: http://www.economist.com/countries/Venezuela/
10/15thru

 

10/20


Mexico







Skidmore and Smith, Chapter 8.




Martin C. Needler, "Mexico: The Permanent Crisis" in 




Latin America: Its Problems and Its Promise, Jan Knippers Black ed. (Westview, 1998) (PDF).




John Stolle-McAllister, “What does Democracy Look Like? Local Movements Challenge the Mexican Transition” Latin American Perspectives, July 2005 (PDF)



PBS Online News Hour: Democracy in Mexico: http://www.pbs.org/newshour/bb/latin_america/july-dec00/mexico_analysis_7-05.html



Discussion and Peer Review of Outlines.

10/22-W 10/27

Peru




Skidmore and Smith, Chapter 6.



Kenny, Chapters 2-7

Menchu, 195-203,  172-182.



Video “Fire in the Minds”



CRS Report for Congress: January 15, 2008:



http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/row/RS22715.pdf
10/29


LITERATURE REVIEW DUE




Cuba



Skidmore and Smith, Chapter 9.

11/3


Canadian Dimension, July-August 2003 v37 i4 p21(4) 




Democracy, Cuban-style. (Storm Over Cuba). (US media interpretation 




of political events in Cuba) Karen Wald (HTML)


            “Much Ado About Something? Regime Change in Cuba” Eusebio Mujal-




León and Joshua W. Busby (HTML)

“Cuba after Fidel: Stability, Movement, Reform” by Antoni Kapcia http://www.opendemocracy.net/node/44711/pdf
Discussion/Revision of Literature Reviews

11/5


Central America

 


Skidmore and Smith 356-371



Menchu, 182-195, 210-end.


11/10


FIRST DRAFT OF PAPER DUE 




Guatemala


Robert Trudeau and Lars Schoultz, “Guatemala” (PDF)



Interviews with Mench and Stoll (PDF).




Skidmore and Smith, 389-395.

11/12


 Nicaragua




Skidmore and Smith, 333-380



“Searching for a new Combo” Economist (HTML)
11/17


Costa Rica



Skidmore and Smith, 371-373.

Mitchell A. Seligson, "Costa Rica" in in Latin American Politics and Development, Howard J. Wiarda and Harvey F. Kline eds. (PDF).

11/19

Midterm 2
11/24


Religion, Politics, and the Indigenous Resurgence in Latin America
Cleary and Steigenga, Chapters 1 and 10.




11/26


FINAL DRAFT OF PAPER DUE 




Rethinking Democracy and Development



Skidmore and Smith: 428-455.
12/1


Paper Presentations
12/3 


Paper Presentations
	
	Rubric for Evaluating Student Presentations
	
	

	
	

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	Total

	Organization
	Audience cannot understand presentation because there is no sequence of information.
	Audience has difficulty following presentation because student jumps around.
	Student presents information in logical sequence which audience can follow.
	Student presents information in logical, interesting sequence which audience can follow.
	

	Subject Knowledge
	Student does not have grasp of information; student cannot answer questions about subject.
	Student is uncomfortable with information and is able to answer only rudimentary questions.
	Student is at ease with expected answers to all questions, but fails to elaborate.
	Student demonstrates full knowledge (more than required) by answering all class questions with explanations and elaboration.
	

	Eye Contact
	Student reads all of report with no eye contact.
	Student occasionally uses eye contact, but still reads most of report.
	Student maintains eye contact most of the time but frequently returns to notes.
	Student maintains eye contact with audience, seldom returning to notes.
	

	Elocution
	Student mumbles, incorrectly pronounces terms, and speaks too quietly for students in the back of class to hear.
	Student's voice is low. Student incorrectly pronounces terms. Audience members have difficulty hearing presentation.
	Student's voice is clear. Student pronounces most words correctly. Most audience members can hear presentation.
	Student uses a clear voice and correct, precise pronunciation of terms so that all audience members can hear presentation.
	

	
	
	
	
	Total Points:
	


	Strengths
	Weaknesses

	Research Design/Persuasive Argument

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Clear thesis/purpose 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Clearly identifies debates/issues raised 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Explains how examples/proofs contribute to argument

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Addresses counter-arguments

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Prioritizes examples or supporting ideas 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Articulates relations among supporting ideas

Research Skills

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Good examples/proofs

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Appropriate documentation of secondary sources

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Effective use of quotations

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Effective paraphrasing

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Uses data appropriately

Analysis and Critical Thinking   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Ideas well developed

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Precise description and/or analysis

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Interesting and valid evaluations

Style and Process

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Resists vague generalizations or pat endings

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Accurate vocabulary

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Developed sense of personal voice

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Consistent and effective formatting

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Consistent  and clear paragraph development

Grammar, Sentence Structure, and Punctuation 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Clear and correct sentences

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Variety in sentence length and structure

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Correct punctuation and spelling

Specific comments and suggestions on content:


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unclear thesis or purpose

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Asserts that which he/she claims to prove

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Does not address relevant counter arguments

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lacks priority

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Poor articulation of relations among supporting ideas

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Overstates conclusions

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Neglects to define key terms/uses terms inconsistently
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lack of supporting evidence

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Incorrect documentation of sources

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Inappropriate or ineffective use of quoted material

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Does not adequately distinguish his/her work from the work of          others

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Plagiarism

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lack of effective and systematic analysis

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Summarizes the ideas of others but displays little independent            analysis

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Neglects to explain importance/relevance of topic/argument
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Uses cliché

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Inaccurate or imprecise use of words

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Unnecessary repetition 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Wordiness

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Inappropriate voice, tone, or level of formality

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Missing Words

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Poor paragraph construction

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Problems with transition phrases between paragraphs

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sentence fragments

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Run-on sentences

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Lacks variety in sentence structure

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Awkward sentence construction

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Incorrect use of modifying words and clauses (dangling infinitives, participles, and gerunds)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Indefinite use of pronouns (they, it, you)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Pronoun shifts

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Vague use of this, that, and which

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Problems with subject-verb agreement

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Problems with tense

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Problems with the use of the possessive

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Incorrect use of commas, periods, or other punctuation




� The University’s WAC program promotes the teaching of writing across all levels and all disciplines, critical thinking skills, and writing-to-learn activities. If this class is selected to participate in the university-wide WAC assessment program, you will be required to access the online assessment server, complete the consent form and survey, and submit electronically a first and final draft of a near-end-of-term paper.








