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Carleton University               Winter 2007   
                   
Department of Political Science

PSCI 4807A
Migration and Mobility: Politics of Citizenship and Identity

8:35 a.m. – 11:25 a.m. Tuesdays
(400 St. Patrick’s Building)

Instructor: Nazeer Patel
Office: A800 Loeb
Office Hours: 12:30 a.m. - 2:30 p.m. Tuesdays
Phone: (613) 520-2600 x2063 (no voicemail)
Email: TBA

Course Description 

This seminar-based course explores how claims related to cultural identity affect a
normative understanding of citizenship within liberal democratic states.  The primary
objective of the course will be to critically evaluate the moral and practical consequences
of a normative theory committed to recognizing the cultural attributes of citizens.   An
emphasis on the theoretical dimensions of citizenship will be evaluated with an eye
toward exploring competing conceptions of equality, justice and belonging. 

Requirements and Evaluation

“Reading maketh a full man, conference a ready man, and writing an exact man.”
Francis Bacon

"What is written without effort is, in general, read without pleasure."
Samuel Johnson

Seminar Participation: 15%
Term Paper: 45%
Seminar Presentation: 10%
Critiques (2): 30%

Seminar Participation: 15%

Students are expected to attend seminars having read and considered the relevant
readings.  Critical commentary and contributions that further useful discussion and
debate will serve as the measure for evaluation.  The emphasis on participation speaks to
the importance of formulating and articulating reasoned argument within the context of
abiding differences of opinion.  Rigorous criticism of argument and critical comments
must not be confused with rude or disrespectful behaviour.  



2

Term Paper: 45%

Each student is required to submit a paper (3750-5000 words) that addresses a topic or
theme in the course.  The topic of the paper will be determined, in large part, by the week
in which the student presents to the class. Two copies of the paper must be handed in one
week prior to the presentation. One of these copies will be put in the Political Science
Reading room for other students to read.  A significant range of sources (10 minimum)
should be used as the research basis for the essay.  A late penalty of 5% per day will be
enforced.  

Presentation: 10%

Each student will be required to give an oral presentation of his or her term paper.  The
presentations should be of approximately 15 minutes duration and give a broad review of
the material in the paper. Presentations will begin in Week Five.  A late penalty of a
letter grade per day will be enforced.

Critiques (2): 30%

Each student will be required to write a critique of two other student’s papers. The
critiques are due in class on the day that the essay is presented, and they should be a
maximum of five typed pages (1500 words).  A late penalty of a letter grade per day
will be enforced. 

The purpose of a critique is to convey two essential messages: what the essay was about,
and how effective the author was in conveying his or her message.  In this assignment,
you are expected to provide a summary of the main points that the author was trying to
make, and to comment critically on how well she or he expressed the arguments.  What
was the essential argument that the author tried to communicate in this essay - why was it
written?  What were the most important elements of the argument she or he tried to
construct in order to get that message across?  How convincing were the arguments, and
why?  Was there consistency in the arguments and examples?  Can you identify
significant assumptions informing the author’s argument?  Do you refute or support the
central message of the author?  Your critique should incorporate a MINIMUM of 4
other sources beyond the essay; this outside material should be referred to
substantially to support your comments on the essay. 

Criteria Governing the Evaluation of Written Assignments 

Written work is evaluated according to the student's capacity to present ideas in a way
that integrates the material of the course while demonstrating an ability to think critically.
Grades are given not according to competition among students (who is "the best") but
according to the expectations for a particular assignment relative to the material covered
in class up to that point. 
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Overall Presentation:  

The following characteristics reflected in the assignment are taken into account in
grading papers:   

• Overall clarity  
• Clear thesis statement  
• Understanding of issues  
• Interaction with material  
• Analytic ability  
• Synthesis of material  
• Formulation of ideas  
• Use of arguments  
• Use of resources  
• Clear conclusion  
• Structure and organization  
• Style  
• Grammar and Spelling  
• Footnotes and Bibliography  
Note: Substance is weighted more than form. 

Evaluation of Content: 

A+ (90-100), Publishable. Assignment is of sufficient substance and style to be submitted 
to a refereed journal for publication.  

A (85-89), Outstanding. Superior understanding of the subject matter. Evidence of 
original thinking and an extensive knowledge base. Careful, concise, critical 
analysis with a clear and well argued hypothesis based on the material. Shows a 
capacity to analyse, synthesise, and evaluate material. Shows a grasp of all the 
scholarly issues involved. Shows evidence of learning being extended beyond the initial
learning situation. Clear thesis and conclusion. Well-researched and 
documented. Stylistically flawless.  

A- (80-84), Excellent. Superior understanding of the subject matter. A careful analysis 
with some precision and attention to the details of the material. Shows some 
critical capacity and analytic ability and some original thinking. Needs a bit of 
fine-tuning of the details. Clear thesis and conclusion. Good research and 
documentation. Stylistically flawless.  

B+ (77-79), Very Good. Solid understanding of the subject matter. Good analysis and 
some critical reasoning. Reasonable understanding of relevant issues and 
familiarity with the material. Demonstrates a solid understanding of the 
relationship or connections among the basic concepts. Needs to be more concise 
or precise in details and more careful in forming arguments. Stylistically sound.  
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B (73-76), Good. Generally accurate account of the subject matter with acceptable 
analysis and some critical reasoning. Some interaction with relevant material. 
Demonstrates some understanding of the relationship or connection among the 
basic concepts. Needs more precision and attention to details and greater precision in the
use of arguments. Some careless stylistic errors.  

B- (70-72), Fine. Generally accurate description of the subject matter and an adequate 
grasp of the critical issues and ideas involved. Demonstrates rudimentary 
understanding of the relationship or connection among the basic concepts. Needs more
attention to detail and better use of arguments. Some careless stylistic errors.  

C+ (67-69), Average. Acceptable treatment of the subject matter. Demonstrates an 
understanding of the basic facts, vocabulary, details, and elemental concepts. 
Shows an ability to deal with simple issues arising out of the material. Needs to 
explore the subject matter more fully and formulate ideas more clearly. Closer 
attention should be given to stylistic elements including sentence structure and 
paragraph organization.  

C (63-66), Adequate. Generally acceptable treatment of the subject matter and issues. 
Demonstrates an awareness of the basic facts, vocabulary, details, and elemental
concepts. Impressionistic or vague at points. Shows that the learning experience was
profitable. Lacks clarity in formulating the issues and shows little or no evidence of
critical reflection on the issues or data. Closer attention should be given to grammar,
spelling, and punctuation.  

C- (60-62), Minimally Acceptable. Adequate understanding and treatment of the data 
and issues, but imprecise, impressionistic or vague. Lacks clarity in expressing the issues
and shows no evidence of critical reflection on the issues or data. Major problems related
to issues of style.  

D, Inadequate. Sloppy, imprecise or careless discussion of the material with little or no
evidence of critical reflection. Stylistically flawed. 
 
F, Failure. Work is not of sufficient merit to warrant a passing grade.

Class Schedule
 
Unless otherwise indicated all readings can be found in the Coursepack (available in the
Bookstore).  The remaining readings will be placed on Reserve at MacOdrum Library or
in the Department of Political Science Reading Room (C666 Loeb). 

Week One: January 9  

Introduction

Overview of the course objective and requirements as well as a brief lecture on some of
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the important themes and concepts we will address throughout the term.  Students will
also be required to sign up for a presentation.

Week Two: January 16

The Problems of Citizenship?  

We will consider and canvass some of the central issues surrounding the issue of
citizenship within contemporary liberal democratic states. 

Beiner, Ronald. “Liberalism, Nationalism, Citizenship: Three Models of Political
Community” Liberalism, Nationalism, Citizenship: Essays on the Problem of Political
Community. 

Kymlicka, Will and Wayne Norman.  “Citizenship in Culturally Diverse Societies:
Issues, Contexts, Concepts.”  In Will Kymlicka and Wayne Norman, eds.  Citizenship in
Diverse Societies.  (Reserve)

Guttmann, Amy.  “The Good, the Bad, and the Ugly of Identity Politics.”  Identity and
Democracy.  
Taylor, Charles.  “Democratic Exclusion (and Its Remedies).”  In Alan
Cairns et al. eds.  Citizenship, Diversity and Pluralism: Canadian and
Comparative Perspectives.  (Reserve)

Week Three: January 23 

Recognition, Citizenship and Culture

One of the central questions we will consider deals with how questions of recognition
and citizenship are implicated with notions of difference.  How are we different as
citizens and yet similar?  Should these differences be considered when formulating an
understanding of the citizen?  What are the practical implications of these differences?

Taylor, Charles.  “The Politics of Recognition.”  In Amy Guttmann, ed. 
Multiculturalism: Examining the Politics of Recognition. 

Young, Iris Marion.  “Polity and Group Difference.”  In Ronald Beiner, ed.  Theorizing
Citizenship. (Reserve)

Brubaker, Rogers and Frederick Cooper.  “Beyond Identity.” Theory and Society 29
(2000).  pp.1-47.

Week Four: January 30 
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Liberal Culturalists and Their Critics I

We consider arguments from a liberal perspective for the importance of culture to a
definition of the citizen.  What are some of the moral implications of the liberal
culturalist argument?  Does the liberal culturalist argument obfuscate commonalties
between citizens? 

Margalit, Avishai and Moshe Halbertal.  “Liberalism and the Right to Culture.”  Social
Research 61:3 (Fall 1994).  pp.491-510.

Raz, Joseph.  “Multiculturalism: A Liberal Perspective.”  Dissent Winter (1994).  pp.67-
79.

Barry, Brian.  “The Limits of Cultural Politics.”  Review of International Studies 24
(1998).  pp.307-319.

Week Five: February 6 PRESENTATIONS BEGIN

Liberal Culturalists and Their Critics II

We continue our discussion of the liberal emphasis on culture.  The debate between
Kymlicka and Kukathas highlights some of the more important arguments around
contemporary liberal democratic citizenship. 

Kymlicka, Will.  Chapters 5, 8-9.  Multicultural Citizenship: A Liberal Theory of
Minority Rights. (Reserve)

Kukathas, Chandran.  “Are There Any Cultural Rights?”  In Will Kymlicka, ed.  The
Rights of Minority Cultures.  (Reserve)

Waldron, Jeremy.  “Cultural Identity and Civic Responsibility.” In Will Kymlicka and
Wayne Norman, eds.  Citizenship in Diverse Societies. (Reserve)

Week Six: February 13

Constitutional Identity and Citizenship
What role can or should a constitution play in our understanding of
citizenship?  Are the rights and responsibilities enunciated in a constitution
sufficient as a normative basis for citizenship?  Is the constitutional
patriotism argument forwarded by Habermas a meaningful rejoinder to the
liberal culturalist position?
Tully, James.  Strange Multiplicity: Constitutionalism in An Age of
Diversity.   Chapters 1-2.  (Reserve)
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Simone Chambers, "New Constitutionalism: Democracy, Habermas, and
Canadian Exceptionalism," in Ronald Beiner, ed.  Canadian Political
Philosophy.  pp. 63-77.
Habermas, Jurgen.  “Citizenship and National Identity: Some Reflections on the Future
of Europe.” In Ronald Beiner, ed.  Theorizing Citizenship. (Reserve)

Week Seven: February 20

Winter Break: No Class
Week Eight: February 27
Integration or Assimilation?
What expectations and/or legal requirements should we make of
immigrants?  Is a common national identity endangered by the cultural
recognition of immigrants?  Should immigrants have expectations of the
majority society and should the majority society transform to
accommodate these expectations?
Gray, John.  Enlightenment’s Wake: Politics and Culture at the Close of
the Modern Age. Chapters 3 and 9 (Reserve)
Heath, Joseph.  “Immigration, Multiculturalism, and the Social Contract.”  Canadian
Journal of Law and Jurisprudence 10:2 (July 1997).  pp.343-361. 

Carens, Joseph.  “The Integration of Immigrants.”  Journal of Moral Philosophy 2:1
(2005).  pp.393-420.

Huntington, Samuel.  Who Are We?  The Challenges to America’s National Identity. 
Chapter 9.  (Reading Room)  

Week Nine: March 6
Immigration: Who Belongs?
What normative understanding of citizenship informs immigration policies? 
Is there a link between our understanding of citizenship and immigration?
Carens, Joseph.  “The Case for Open Borders.” In The Rights of Minority
Cultures (Reserve) 
Walzer, Michael.  “Membership.”  Spheres of Justice: A Defense of
Pluralism and Equality.  USA: Basic Books, 1983.  pp. 31-63.  Total in
source: 345.  ISBN 0-465-08189-4.
Parker, Owen and James Brassett.  “Contingent Borders, Ambiguous
Ethics: Migrants in (International) Political Theory.”  International Studies
Quarterly 49 (2005).  pp. 233-253.

Week Ten: March 13
Citizenship and Religion
How is our understanding of citizenship affected by deep religious
differences within liberal democratic societies?  What role should religion
play in the public identity of the state?  How should a liberal state
accommodate demands from religious groups?
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Modood, Tariq.  “Anti-Essentialism, Multiculturalism, and the ‘Recognition’
of Religious Groups.”  Journal of Political Philosophy 6:4 (1998).  pp.378-
99.
Barry, Brian.  “Liberal States and Illiberal Religions.”  Culture and Equality:
An Egalitarian Critique of Multiculturalism. 
Carens, Joseph.  Culture, Citizenship and Community: A Contextual
Exploration of Justice as Evenhandedness.  pp.140-160.

Week 11: March 20
Citizenship and Minority Nationalism
Can we think of a state as having more than a single national identity? 
How is an understanding of citizenship affected by minority national
identities?
Scruton, Roger.  “In Defence of the Nation.”  Philosopher on Dover Beach: Essays.  
Miller, David.  On Nationality. Chapters 3-4. (Reserve) 
Tamir, Yael. “The Right to National Self-Determination.”  Liberal
Nationalism. 
Taylor, Charles.  “Why Do Nations Have to Become States.”  In Guy
Laforest, ed.  Reconciling the Solitudes: Essays on Canadian Federalism
and Nationalism. 

Week Twelve: March 27
The Cosmopolitan Approach
Has globalization created ‘citizens of the world’ and undermined the
importance of the nation-state?  Should a normative understanding of
citizenship reflect the realities of contemporary globalization?  What does
this mean for issues like belonging and membership as we have come to
understand them?
Waldron, Jeremy.  “On Cosmopolitan.”  The Journal of Political Philosophy
8:2 (2000).  pp. 227-243.
Waldron, Jeremy.  “Minority Cultures and the Cosmopolitan Alternative.” 
In The Rights of Minority Cultures.  (Reserve)
Appiah, Anthony. Cosmopolitanism : Ethics in a world of strangers.  TBA
(Reading Room). 

Week 13: April 3
Gender and Socioeconomic Identity
Has an emphasis on culture displaced more salient dimensions of a
differentiated citizenship?  Should we be more concerned with cultural
attributes than with gender or socioeconomic issues?
Smith, Lynn.  “Is Citizenship a Gendered Concept.”  In Alan Cairns et al.
eds.  Citizenship, Diversity and Pluralism: Canadian and Comparative
Perspectives. 
Yuval-Davis, Nira.  “Citizenship and Difference.”  Gender and Nation. 
California: Sage Publications, 1997
Fraser, Nancy.  “Rethinking Recognition.”  New Left Review 2000, 3, May-
June, 107-120.
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Okin, Susan Moller.  “Multiculturalism and Feminism”  In Avigail Eisenberg
and Jeff Sinner-Halev, eds.  Minorities within Minorities: Equality, Rights
and Diversity.  

Academic Accommodations

For Students with Disabilities: Students with disabilities requiring academic accommodations in

this course are encouraged to contact the Paul Menton Centre (PMC) for Students with

Disabilities (500 University Centre) to complete the necessary forms. After registering with the

PMC, make an appointment to meet with the instructor in order to discuss your needs at least two

weeks before the first in-class test or CUTV midterm exam . This will allow for sufficient time to

process your request. Please note the following deadlines for submitting completed forms to the

PMC for formally scheduled exam accommodations: November 6 , 2006 for fall and fall/winterth

term courses, and March 9 , 2007 for winter term courses.th

For Religious Observance: Students requesting accommodation for religious observances

should apply in writing to their instructor for alternate dates and/or means of satisfying academic

requirements. Such requests should be made during the first two weeks of class, or as soon as

possible after the need for accommodation is known to exist, but no later than two weeks before

the compulsory academic event. Accommodation is to be worked out directly and on an individual

basis between the student and the instructor(s) involved. Instructors will make accommodations in

a way that avoids academic disadvantage to the student. Instructors and students may contact an

Equity Services Advisor for assistance (www.carleton.ca/equity).

For Pregnancy: Pregnant students requiring academic accommodations are encouraged to

contact an Equity Advisor in Equity Services to complete a letter of accommodation. Then, make

an appointment to discuss your needs with the instructor at least two weeks prior to the first

academic event in which it is anticipated the accommodation will be required.

Plagiarism: The Undergraduate Calendar defines plagiarism as: "to use and pass off as one's

own idea or product, work of another without expressly giving credit to another."  The Graduate

Calendar states that plagiarism has occurred when a student either:  (a) directly copies another's

work without acknowledgment; or (b) closely paraphrases the equivalent of a short paragraph or

more without acknowledgment; or (c) borrows, without acknowledgment, any ideas in a clear and

recognizable form in such a way as to present them as the student's own thought, where such

ideas, if they were the student's own would contribute to the merit of his or her own work. 

Instructors who suspect plagiarism are required to submit the paper and supporting

documentation to the Departmental Chair who will refer the case to the Dean.   It is not permitted

to hand in the same assignment to two or more courses. The Department's Style Guide is

available at:  www.carleton.ca/polisci/undergrad/styleguide.pdf

Oral Examination: At the discretion of the instructor, students may be required to pass a brief

oral examination on research papers and essays.

Submission and Return of Term Work: Papers must be handed directly to the instructor and will

not be date-stamped in the departmental office. Late assignments may be submitted to the drop

box in the corridor outside B640 Loeb. Assignments will be retrieved every business day at 4

p.m., stamped with that day's date, and then distributed to the instructor.  For essays not returned

in class please attach a stamped, self-addressed envelope if you wish to have your assignment

returned by mail.  Please note that assignments sent via fax or email will not be accepted. Final

exams are intended solely for the purpose of evaluation and will not be returned.

Approval of final grades: Standing in a course is determined by the course instructor subject to

the approval of the Faculty Dean. This means that grades submitted by an instructor may be

subject to revision. No grades are final until they have been approved by the Dean.
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Course Requirements: Students must fulfill all course requirements in order to achieve a passing

grade.  Failure to hand in any assignment will result in a grade of F.  Failure to write the final exam

will result in a grade of ABS. FND (Failure B No Deferred) is assigned when a student's

performance is so poor during the term that they cannot pass the course even with 100% on the

final examination. In such cases, instructors may use this notation on the Final Grade Report to

indicate that a student has already failed the course due to inadequate term work and should not

be permitted access to a deferral of the examination. Deferred final exams are available ONLY if

the student is in good standing in the course.

Connect Email Accounts: The Department of Political Science strongly encourages students to

sign up for a campus email account. Important course and University information will be

distributed via the Connect email system. See http://connect.carleton.ca for instructions on how to

set up your account.
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