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In a globalized world, “nature” seems to be a thing of the past, and it is not clear that community action is a meaningful concept.  Can communities be designed by the everyday citizens who live in them?  What political processes happen when people try to design better places, or other types of artifacts?  We will explore these (and other) questions by way of a lot of reading and writing, but also some walking and talking.  Grades will be determined as follows:

1.  Class participation, including group project working sessions, consultations, and presentation (15%)

2.  Portfolio of 1-2 page commentaries on readings (10%); due in class the day readings are assigned unless otherwise noted. Although questions to focus your commentary are suggested on this syllabus, your commentary can focus on any aspect of the readings that interests you.
3.  Three take-home essay exams (50%)

4.  A final research essay of 8-10 pages (25%)

Since nearly all of your grade is based on written work, you would do well to avail yourself of the services of the Writing Center, where another pair of eyes can look over drafts of your take home and research essays, and help in a multitude of ways with your writing.  ALL of your faculty at Pomona College do the same thing in their work, i.e., we all draw on colleagues in our specialized areas as well as general readers to critique and strengthen our work.  The Writing Center is located in Smith Campus Center 216, above the Coop Fountain.  One-on-one consultations can be scheduled at any stage of the writing process — from generating a thesis and structuring an argument to fine-tuning a draft. Consultations are available by appointment, which you can make online:
http://writing.pomona.edu/writingcenter.

Sustainability and design
9/4 – 
Introduction and overview; David J. Hess, Alternative Pathways in Science and Industry:  Activism, Innovation, and the Environment in an Era of Globalization, Introduction 

9/11
William McDonough and Michael Braungart, Cradle to Cradle:  Remaking the Way we Make Things;  campus walking tour.

Commentary:  How do the authors answer their question (p. 67) “What would it mean to be 100 percent good?”
Essay 1 (10% of course grade):  McDonough and Braungart focus on better design and institutional change, respectively, in making their case for the feasibility of a sustainable society.  Discuss how these two elements of the book are presented and developed.  Do you think the authors place too much emphasis on one or the other of these types of activities in making the case for sustainability, or is the balance and connection between them about right?      

Due Sept. 14, noon, in mailbox, politics dept. office.

Politics and Design
9/18 – 
Hess, chs 1-3; Claremont walking tour


Commentary:
How has globalization affected the role of science and technology in society?

9/25 – Kevin Lynch, Good City Form, Part II; recommended, Part I; (half session)
Commentary:  Describe some actual artifact of city form (anything from a public stairway to the shape of an entire metropolis), and use one of Lynch’s design criteria to describe why it works well (or fails miserably).

9/26
Lecture:  Rick Worthington, “Research, Communities and Us”, Frank Blue Room, noon

10/2 -
Hess, chs 4-5

Commentary:  Compare and contrast any two cases from the chapters on industrial opposition movements and technology and production movements

10/9 -   Hess, ch. 6 and Conclusion; Inland Valleys tour; meet at 12:30 p.m.

Commentary:
What are the political limitations on non-profit organizations as agents of social change, according to Hess?
10/16 –  Davis, chs. 1-5

Commentary:  How does the portrayal of “local” and “global” in Davis compare to Hess’s observations on the same theme?

10/23 – Fall break, no class
Essay 2 (20% of course grade):  Taking into consideration the modest accomplishments of ecology and justice movements depicted in Hess, and the downright pessimistic portrayal by Davis, where are we on the path to a world that takes Lynch’s design criteria seriously?  Or are we in it at all?  

Due October 26, noon, in mailbox, politics dept. office
10/30 – Davis, chs. 6-8, epilogue 

Participation in Research and Design

11/6 –  Community-based research, consensus conferences, scenario workshops:  Daniel Goldrich, et al., “Working Toward Community-Controlled Economic Development and Environmental Enhancement; the Case of the Whiteaker Neighborhood, Eugene, Oregon,” in G.J. Coates, ed., Resettling America:  Energy, Ecology and Community, 1981 (e-res); Orlando Fals-Borda, “Research for Social Justice:  Some North-South Convergences”, Plenary Address, Southern Sociological Association, 1995, at http://comm-org.wisc.edu/si/falsborda.htm; Fritz van den Berg, “The Science Shop for Physics:  An Interface Between Practical Problems in Society and Physical Knowledge”, 1998 (Presented to American Physical Society); Rajesh Tandon, “Should Participatory Research be Taught in a University?” Keynote Address, Participatory Research Methods Conference, Mysore University, India, 2003, accessible at http://www.pria.org/cgi-bin/president-mess.htm?id1=15. Mary Brydon-Miller, “The Terrifying Truth:  Interrogating Systems of Power and Privilege and Choosing to Act,” in Patricia Maguire, et al., Traveling Companions:  Feminism, Teaching and Action Research, 2004 (e-res);  Richard Sclove, Democracy and Technology (excerpt), 1995 (e-res); “Democratic Politics of Technology:  The Missing Half”, 1999, at http://www.loka.org/idt/intro.htm. consensus conference reports TBA

Commentary:  Has all this participatory stuff accomplished anything?

11/13 – Nanotechnology – science, applications, and history;  Royal Society and Royal Academy of Engineering, Nanoscience and Nanotechnologies:  Opportunities and Uncertainties, chs. 1-4, at http://www.nanotec.org.uk/finalReport.htm; Chris Phoenix, “A History of Nanotechnology – From 1959 to 2029” (e-res); additional readings TBA.

Commentary:  What did you know about nano before doing the readings?  What do you know that is new, and what does it matter?
11/20 – Nanotechnology – “Principles for Oversight of Nanotechnologies and Nanomaterials”, at http://www.loka.org/nano_Principles_for_the_Oversight_of_Nanotechnologies_and_%20Nanomaterials_final.pdf “Precaution, Participation and Nanotechnology”, Loka Alert 11:1, 2007, at Loka Alert, at http://www.loka.org/LokaAlert_NanotechnologyJointPrinciples.pdf; additional participation readings TBA.


Commentary:  Can the nanoactivists really challenge the nanobehomeths and get changes?  If so, what types of changes (in policy, corporate practices, etc.) do you think are feasible?  

Politics of Community Design Case Studies 

11/27 – Research workshop
Essay 3 (20%):  Can everyday citizens be meaningful players in the design and use of technology?  Why or why not?  What would have to happen for democracy in the realm of technology to become a reality? 

Due November 30, noon, in mailbox, politics dept.         
12/4 – Research consultations
12/11 - presentations
Final essay:  research and critically analyze an attempt to improve sustainability and/or social well-being at the community level; use the tools of analysis developed in this course to examine successes, failures, and future prospects for your case.  Research methods can range from traditional data collection and analysis to participatory action research.
Final essay due Dec. 18
