Going Public: Bringing the Humanities Home
Fifteen years ago, the challenge before us was to imagine how new technology might provide a new platform for the practice of scholarship in the humanities, but today our challenge is the reverse. It is no longer about opening the university and inviting the public in: it’s about getting out where they already live, and meeting the public in the information commons, on the same terms that everyone else does. In fact, it’s almost too late for us. We will find that hard to believe, ensconced (as we all are) in solid-seeming residential universities, with long histories and the expectation of a long future—but older institutions on more solid foundations have been swept away or radically transformed in cultural upheavals of the past. In spite of the inertia of these institutions, which we all know so well, the forces of change outside the institution have much greater inertia, and all of the practical furniture of our daily academic lives could easily be gone, or changed beyond recognition, in a generation. (John Unsworth, 2005)
Research Questions:

The syllabus comprising this course of study and practice are grounded in an idea proposed by Jürgen Habermas, that modernity is an “unfinished project.” Enlightenment theorizations of the human and natural sciences fostered specialization, but their goal was always to bring back home to educated people the insights achieved through specialization. That project is incomplete: most academic specialists do not believe that their discipline-specific knowledges can be translated into ordinary language without intellectual loss. The impetus to make humanistic knowledge available to the public has been fueled by digital media. Sometimes the project of publicizing humanities work digitally has been associated with efforts to compensate for (rather than protest against) shrinking budgets for the humanities, making faculty wary of embracing publicity, digital humanities, or both. Although hard questions about the place of humanities disciplines in neoliberal corporate universities need to be asked, associating public and digital humanities with some sort of cooptation diverts us from thinking about the intellectual value and activist potential of both, especially in conjunction with each other. This course is designed to take Habermas’s idea seriously, to determine whether it is possible to formulate a public, digital humanities while assessing the strengths and limitations of such a field in light of the transformation of universities into new forms. Rather than starting with digital humanities, however, the thought process adumbrated here begins with humanities methods as they have changed over time, attempting to distill them into publicly communicable forms, and then assessing how digital work incorporates those methods or alters them, for better and worse.  This course of study and practices poses two major questions:

1. Can specialized humanities methodologies be made available to the generally educated public without loss?
2. Do the practices and ideas comprising the emerging field of digital humanities abet or impede humanist methodologies and making those methods public?
Principles of Syllabus and Reader Organization:


Methods Discussion:
Every proposed meeting except the first two focuses on a “Methods Discussion.” The participants will be engaged in attempting to distill humanities methods into language comprehensible to an educated audience. Whereas introductory humanities classes in specific disciplines are usually designed to introduce students into the disciplinary discourses circulating in any particular field, the goal here is to bring disciplinary practices back home to the public at large: is it possible? Are publicly understandable and interdisciplinary versions of disciplinary methodologies limiting, or, on the other hand, can publicizing humanities methods produce sophisticated and valuable disciplinary insight?


Readers and the Practicum:
Readings adumbrating “traditional” humanities methods are collected together in the Humanities Methods Reader. Digital counterparts to those methods are collected in the Digital Companion to the Humanities Methods Reader, both to be distributed with the course (tables of contents now available). The Digital Companion is specifically not designed to present the field of Digital Humanities as a field—many books and articles now available do so from various perspectives. It is genuinely a “companion,” designed to correspond directly to current humanistic methodologies. The Digital Companion necessarily has an online component, linking to readings that are not amenable to paper format and to tools that will be presented via a Practicum connected with each set of readings about methods.


General Discussion:
Readings listed under the “General Discussion” section of the syllabus come from a) texts assigned for the whole course of study, listed below, and b) from a variety of sources—these will be distributed via dropbox. The latter are not methodological readings but theoretical and topical. The list of theoretical and topical readings are not gathered together into a “theory” or “policy reader” because the list is open to revisions and suggestions: participants can change the list for any given meeting.
Symbols in Readings:
HR = Humanities Methods: A Reader (table of contents attached)
DC = Digital Companion to the Humanities Methods Reader (table of contents 


attached)
CH = Martha Nussbaum, Cultivating Humanity: A Classical Defense of Reform in Liberal Education (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press, 1997).
TT = Walter Truett Anderson, ed., The Truth about the Truth (New York: Penguin Putnam, 1995)
BC = Blackwell’s A Companion to Digital Humanities, Ed. Susan Schreibman, Ray Siemens, John Unsworth (Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing, 2004), available online: http://www.digitalhumanities.org/companion/ 

BC2 = Blackwell’s A New Companion to Digital Humanities, Ed. Susan Schreibman, Ray Siemens, John Unsworth
OO = other texts to be made available via dropbox
Meeting 1 – Problems
General Discussion:
OO: Allan Bloom, from The Closing of the American Mind, and Lawrence Levine, from The Opening of the American Mind
Friedrich Hayek, from The Constitution of Liberty and The Road to Serfdom
Alan Liu, from The Laws of Cool
Jacques Derrida, “The Future of the Profession or the University Without Condition (thanks to the ‘Humanities,’ what could take place tomorrow)”
Sheila Slaughter, Gary Rhoades, “The Neo-Liberal University”

Frank Donoghue, from The Last Professors: The Corporate University and the Fate of the Humanities
David Golumbia, et al., “Neoliberal Tools (and Archives): A Political History of Digital Humanities”
CH: Conclusion: “The New Liberal Education”
TT: “The Opening of the American Mind,” Havel, 204-238
Meeting 2 – Solutions
General Discussion:
OO: Simon During, “Stop Defending the Humanities”

Sharon Marcus, Caitlin Zaloom, “About,” Public Books
Gerald Graff, “Public Intellectuals and the Future of Graduate Education”

Laura Kipnis, “Public Intellectuals Do it with Style”

Michael Bérubé, “Res Publica”
Lorraine Ouimet, “The ‘Ins and Outs’ of Public Intellectualism”

Kevin Lamb, Jonathan Culler, eds., from Just Being Difficult? Academic Writing and the Public Arena
Johann Neem, “Coming Down from the Clouds: on Academic Writing”
Aske Kammer, “Post-Industrial Cultural Criticism: The Everyday Amateur and the Online Cultural Public Sphere”

John Unsworth, “University 2.0” (http://www.educause.edu/thetowerandthecloud/PUB7202w)  

Michael Crow, William Dabars, “American Research Universities at a Fork in the Road” 
Cathy N. Davidson, David Theo Goldberg, “Pillars of Institutional Pedagogy: Ten Principles for the Future of Learning”

Cathy N. Davidson, “Project Classroom Makeover”
Ted Underwood, “Versions of Disciplinary History” (response to Golumbia)
Julia Flanders, “The Literary, the Humanistic, and the Digital” (https://dlsanthology.commons.mla.org/the-literary-the-humanistic-the-digital/) 

Practicum: HASTAC, 4Humanities
Meeting 3 – Humanities and/as Hermeneutics
General Discussion:
Naomi F. Collins, “The Humanities,” in Mary K. Cayton, Peter Williams, ed., Encyclopedia of American Cultural & Intellectual History
CH: Introduction: The Old Education and the Think-Academy

Methods Discussion:
HR: Section II, Hermeneutics as what defines the Humanities

A.
Hans-Georg Gadamer, from Truth and Method

B.
Maurice Merleau-Ponty, from Sense and Nonsense

C.
Paul Ricouer, from Interpretation Theory: Discourse and the Surplus of 


Meaning and Freud and Philosophy: An Essay on Interpretation

D.
Jürgen Habermas, “Hermeneutic and Analytic Philosophy. Two 


Complementary Versions of the Linguistic Turn”

E.
Heather Love, “Close but not Deep”
We will discuss, in depth, “What do we have in common as humanities disciplines? What binds us together and splits us apart?” and finally, “What practices do we have in common?”
Meeting 4 – Digital Approaches to Hermeneutics
General Discussion:
OO: Stanley Fish, “Mind your P’s and B’s: The Digital Humanities and Interpretation”
Mark Liberman, “The ‘Dance of P’s and B’s”: Truth or Noise?”
Christopher Newfield, et al., “The Limits of the Numerical”

BC2: Joris vanZundert, “Screwmeneutics and Hermenumericals: The Computationality of Hermeneutics”

Methods Discussion:

DC: Implementing II. Hermeneutics – quantitative reading?
Franco Moretti, from Graphs, Maps, and Trees; from Distant Reading; “Style, Inc. Reflections on Seven Thousand Titles (British Novels, 1740–1850)”; “Relatively Blunt”

Katie Trumpener, “Critical Response I: Paratext and Genre System”

Lisa Samuels, Jerome McGann, “Deformance and Interpretation”

Julia Flanders, “Detailism, Digital Texts, and the Problem of Pedantry”
Ian Lancashire, “Cognitive Stylistics and the Literary Imagination” (http://www.digitalhumanities.org/companion) 

The MONK Project (http://monk.library.illinois.edu/) 
Practicum: Metadata Trends and Analysis (OpenRefine, BigDIVA, MONK), Close Reading (The Whitman Archive, Annotation Studio, http://www.annotationstudio.org/ and Stylo Demo)

We will discuss the extent to which digital methods might potentially promote, enact, detract from, or supplement humanistic reading methods. When might humanistic work benefit from digital work that is either quantitative (distant reading, Metadata analysis and search, stylometrics) or qualitative (deformance, annotation)? 
Meeting 5 – Interpreting in Practice
General Discussion:
OO: Robyn Wiegman, “The Possibility of Women’s Studies” and “Feminism’s Broken English: A Defense of a Theoretical Humanities” 
CH: Ch. 2, “Citizens of the World”; Ch. 4, “The Study of Non-Western Cultures”; Ch. 5, “African-American Studies”; Ch. 6, “Women’s Studies”


Methods Discussion:
HR: Section III: Hermeneutics (Reading):

A.
René Wellek & Austin Warren, from Theory of Literature

B.
Walter Ong, from Interfaces of the Word

C.
Clifford Geertz, from Person, Time, and Conduct in Bali
D.
Same Wineburg, “On the Reading of Historical Texts”
HR:  Section IV: Interpreting Culture:

A.
Clifford Geertz, from Interpreting Culture

B. 
Robert Darnton, from The Kiss of Lamourette: Reflections in Cultural
History


C.
Hortense Spillers, "Mama's Baby, Papa's Maybe; An American Grammar 


Book”

D.
Paul Gilroy, from The Black Atlantic
E.
Margaret Kovach, from Indigenous Methodologies

F. 
Linda Tuhiwai Smith, from Decolonizing Methodologies
What kinds of interpretive moves are deployed in understanding texts, and what are the methods used to understand culture as a whole? Are they connected? How do race, gender, ethnicity, sexual orientation, etc., inflect or transform these methods?
Meeting 6 – Exegesis and Editing

General Discussion:

OO: Peter Schillingsburg, “Hagiolatry, Cultural Engineering, Monument Building, and Other Functions of Scholarly Editing”

Paul Eggert, from Securing the Past
Elizabeth Long, “Textual Interpretation as Collective Action”

Susan Schreibman, “Digital Scholarly Editing” (https://dlsanthology.commons.mla.org/digital-scholarly-editing/) 

Alan Liu, “From Reading to Social Computing” (https://dlsanthology.commons.mla.org/from-reading-to-social-computing/) 

Methods Discussion:

HR: Section XVI: Exegesis and Editing


A.
Dante Alighieri, from The Letters of Dante

B.
Jacob Neusner, from From Literature to Theology in Formative Judaism

C.
Fredric Jameson, “On Interpretation: Literature as a Socially Symbolic

Act,” from The Political Unconscious

D.
D. C. Greetham, from Textual Scholarship

F.
D. F. Mackenzie, from “Bibliography and the Sociology of Text”


G.
Michelle Warren, “The Politics of Textual Scholarship”

H.
Tjamke Snijders, “Work, Version, Text, and Scriptum”
DC: Implementing XVI. Exegesis and Editing
Karen Knight, “Exegesis of Digital Text from the History of Economic Thought”

Jerome McGann, “Rethinking Textuality”

Hans Walter Gabler, “Theorizing the Digital Scholarly Edition”

Peter Robinson, “What Text Really Is Not, and Why Editors Have to Learn to Swim”

Julia Flanders, “Data and Wisdom: Electronic Editing and the Quantification of Knowledge”
Ray Siemens, et. al., “Toward Modeling the Social Edition: An Approach to Understanding the Electronic Scholarly Edition in the Context of New and Emerging Social Media”

Practicum: Leximancer (free trial), Voyant ScatterPlot, JuxtaEditions, JuxtaCommons, Versioning Machine, A Social Edition of the Devonshire Manuscript (https://en.wikibooks.org/wiki/The_Devonshire_Manuscript), Transcribe Bentham (http://www.transcribe-bentham.da.ulcc.ac.uk/td/Transcribe_Bentham), Harlem Shadows: An Electronic Edition (http://harlemshadows.org)
We may be able to agree that the affordances of print publishing foster a clear demarcation between editing and exegesis.  In what specific ways do digital media muddy that distinction, if at all? What are the costs and benefits of that allegedly clear demarcation to humanities methodologies?
Meeting 7 – Digital Tools for Analyzing Texts and Culture
General Discussion:
OO: N. Katherine Hayles, from How We Became Posthuman and Writing Machines
Noah Wardrip-Fruin, “Digital Media Archeology: Interpreting Computational Processes”
John Guillory, “The Sokal Affair and the History of Criticism,” and Christopher Newfield’s response

Ted Underwood, “Emerging Conversations Between Literary History and Sociology”


Methods Discussion:
DC: Implementing III. Hermeneutics: Reading via machine

Elijah Meeks, “Digital Literacy and Digital Citizenship”
Geoffrey Rockwell, Stéfan Sinclair, from Hermeneuti.ca: Computer-Assisted Interpretation in the Humanities
Ted Underwood, “Seven Ways Humanists are Using Computers to Understand Texts”

Heather Froehlich, “Corpus Analysis with Antconc”

Practicum: Word Frequency, Cluster, Trends, and Collocation (Voyant, Antconc)

DC: Implementing IV. Interpreting Culture
Mark Olsen, "Texts, Signs and Readers: Quantitative Methods in Socio-Cultural History"
Lev Manovich, “The Science of Culture: Social Computing, Digital Humanities, and Cultural Analytics”

Institute for Pure & Applied Mathematics (UCLA), videos: Workshop I: Cultural Analytics Beyond Text (http://www.ipam.ucla.edu/programs/workshops/workshop-i-culture-analytics-beyond-text-image-music-video-interactivity-and-performance); Workshop II: Mathematical Analysis of Cultural Expressive Forms: Text Data http://www.ipam.ucla.edu/programs/workshops/workshop-iv-mathematical-analysis-of-cultural-expressive-forms-text-data/) 

Aboriginal Territories in Cyberspace: Empowering First Nations with New Media Technologies (http://abtec.org) 
Practicum: On Broadway (http://on-broadway.nyc/), EVIA Digital Archive (http://eviada.org/) 
Can interpreting at scale, quantitatively, add methods to the Humanities that are humanistic, or does cultural analytics move humanistic analysis closer to the sociological? Do they deplete or enrich the repertoire of humanities methods? What role does skepticism play in humanities methods and in digital humanities methods?
Meeting 8 – Historical Forms of Thought
General Discussion:

OO: Stephen Greenblatt, “Presidential Address 2002: ‘Stay, Illusion’ – On Receiving Messages from the Dead,” PMLA 118.3 (2003 May), 417-426.

Pierre Bourdieu and Jean-Claude Passeron, from The Inheritors: French Students and Their Relation to Culture, trans. Richard Nice (Univ. of Chicago Press, 1979)

Natalie Zemon Davis, Joan Wallach Scott, “A New Kind of History,” in A History of Women in the West, eds. Georges Duby and Michelle Perrot (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press, 1992), preface.
Roy Rosenzweig, from Everyone a Historian
Tom Scheinfeldt, “Theory, Method, and Digital Humanities,” from Hacking the Academy

Methods Discussion:

HR: Section VI: Historical Forms of Thought:

A.
Wilhelm Dilthey, “The Understanding of Other Persons and Their Life Expressions” (from Collected Writings)


B.
William Dray, “‘Explaining What’ in History”


C.
R. G. Collingwood, “History as a Re-enactment of Past Experience,” “On

the A-Priori of History” (from The Idea of History)

D.
Dominick Lacapra, from History and Memory after Auschwitz

E.
Joan Wallach Scott, “Experience”


F.
bell hooks, “Eating the Other: Desire and Resistance”

G.
Sam Wineburg, “Picturing the Past”


How do historians configure the relationship between cultural artifacts and past experience, and how does that differ from common ways of thinking about the past? How do humanists understand the persistence of the past in the present, and how is that understanding related to common notions of progress and obsolescence?
Meeting 9 – Probabilistic History

General Discussion:
BC2: Matthew Jockers, Ted Underwood, “Text Mining the Humanities”


Methods Discussion:
DC: Implementing VI. Historical Forms of Thought
Mark Olsen, “Motives, Memory and Mind: Collingswood’s theory of Actions and ‘Histoire des Menalités’”

Lauren Klein, et. al, “Exploratory Thematic Analysis for Digitized  Archival Collections”

Miriam Posner, “Very Basic Strategies for Interpreting Results from the Topic Modeling Tool”

Shawn Graham, Scott Weingart, Ian Milligan, “Getting Started with Topic Modeling and MALLET”

Cameron Blevins, “Topic Modeling Martha Ballard’s Diary”

Benjamin Schmidt, “Words Alone: Dismantling Topic Models in the Humanities.”

Robert K. Nelson, “Mining the Dispatch”

Practicum: Topic Modeling (MALLET)

To what degree can topic modeling be used to interrogate cultural artifacts and create histories?
Meeting 10 – Practicing History
General Discussion:
CH: Ch. 3, The Narrative Imagination

Methods Discussion:
HR: Section IX: Narrative Shape

A.
Gérard Genette, from Narrative Discourse

B.
Hayden White, from The Content of the Form, including “The Value of 


Narrativity”


C.
Roy Schafer, “Narration in the Psychoanalytic Dialogue”


D.
Roy Rosenzweig and David Thelen, from The Presence of the Past: 


Popular Uses of History in American Life
E.
Kathleen Wells, “Analysis of Narrative in Context (HIV),” from Narrative 



Inquiry
HR: Section VIII, Rhetorical Analysis:


A.
Aristotle, from Rhetoric

B.
Kenneth Burke, from A Grammar of Motives

C.
J.  L. Austin, from How to Do Things With Words

D.
H. P. Grice, from Studies in the Way of Words

E.
George Lakoff, Mark Johnson, from Metaphors We Live By

F.
Paul Ricouer, from The Rule of Metaphor
How do representational strategies—in cultural artifacts from the past and in historical work itself—enter into understanding past experiences?
Meeting 11 – Quantitative Analysis of Representations (Text)

Methods Discussion:

DC: Implementing VIII. Rhetorical Analysis
Michael Witmore, “Auerbach was Right: A Computational Study of the Odyssey and the Gospels”

Geoffrey Rockwell, Stéfan Sinclair, “Now Analyze That! Comparing Discourse on Race” (http://hermeneuti.ca/now-analyze-that) 

Mark Olsen, “Gender Representation and histoire des mentalités: Language and Power in the Trésor de la langue française”

Ted Underwood, David Bamman, “The Instability of Gender” 

Practicum: Ubiquity / Docuscope (http://vep.cs.wisc.edu/ubiq/), Voyant Collocation, BookNLP (https://github.com/dbamman/book-nlp), Morphadorner Glossary (http://morphadorner.northwestern.edu/glossary/) 

DC: Implementing IX. Narrative Shape
Ted Underwood, “The Life Cycles of Genres”

Niels Reiter, Anette Frank, Oliver Hellwig, “An NLP-based Cross-document Approach to Narrative Structure Discovery”

Amit Goyal, Ellen Riloff, Hal Daumé, “A Computational Model for Plot Units”; “Toward Plot Units: Automatic Affect State Analysis

Practicum: AESOP (http://www.umiacs.umd.edu/~amit/AESOP.html), Narrative Structure Tool (http://idhmcmain.tamu.edu/projects/160elements) 

Can the fields of cultural analytics and natural language processing render salient the representational strategies informing past artifacts or, because of its quantitative visualizations, does it risk obfuscating them?
Meeting 12 – Representation and Truth
General Discussion:
OO: Nicholas Maxwell, excerpts from From Knowledge to Wisdom
TT: “The Construction of Reality” (selections by Becker, Berger, Foucault, 34-45) and “Science without Scientism” (sel. by Gardner, Kuhn, Feyerabend, 182-203)

Methods Discussion:
HR:  Section VII, Mimesis:


A.
Plato, from Parmenides 130B–135C

B.
Aristotle, from Poetics

C.
John Locke, from An Essay Concerning Human Understanding (4th ed., 



1700)
D.
Rudolf Carnap, “Truth and Confirmation”

E.
Karl R. Popper, “Prediction and Prophecy in the Social Sciences”

F.
Eric Auerbach, from Mimesis

G.
Richard Rorty, from Philosophy and the Mirror of Nature

H.
Stephen Greenblatt, “The Touch of the Real”

DC: Implementing VII. Mimesis
Todd Presner, “Hypermedia Berlin,” and “The View from Above / Below”
Diane Favro, Chris Johanson, “Rome: Jumping over the Line” (from Presner, et al., HyperCities: Thick Mapping and the Digital Humanities)
Bethany Nowviskie, “‘Inventing the Map’ in Digital Humanities: A Young Lady’s Primer”

Jim Clifford, Josh MacFadyen, Daniel Macfarlane, “Intro to Google Maps and Google Earth”

Practicum: Mapping (Google Maps, Google Earth, Hypercities, Geocommons), Visualizing Statues (http://inscriptions.etc.ucla.edu/), RomeLab (http://romelab.etc.ucla.edu), ORBIS (http://orbis.stanford.edu/), Civil War Washington (http://civilwardc.org/maps/), The September 11 Digital Archive (http://911digitalarchive.org/), Mapping Police Violence (http://mappingpoliceviolence.org/) 

What are classical, empirical, positivist, and literary methods for representing reality? How have historians, philosophers, and literary critics interrogated those methods? Do digital representations of reality adequately express and interrogate those methods?
Meeting 13 – Visual Literacy (Image)

General Discussion:
OO: Howard Gardner, from Frames of Mind: The Theory of Multiple Intelligences
Johanna Drucker, from Graphesis
Stéfan Sinclair, et al., “Information Visualization for Humanities Scholars” (https://dlsanthology.commons.mla.org/information-visualization-for-humanities-scholars/) 

Tanya Clement, “Text Analysis, Data Mining, and Visualizations in Literary Scholarship”
BC2: Johanna Drucker, “Graphical Approaches to Digital Humanities”

Geoffrey Rockwell, Stéfan Sinclair, “Textual Analysis and Visualization: Making Meaning Count”

Methods Discussion
HR: Section XIV: Visual Analysis (Critical)
A. Rudolf Arnheim, from Visual Thinking
B. Ron Burnett, from How Images Think
C. Barbara Maria Stafford, from Good Looking
D. Jonathan Crary, from Techniques of the Observer
E. Peter Galison, from Image
F. Bruno Latour, “Drawing Things Together”

DC: Implementing XIV. Visual Analysis – Image

Edward Tufte, “The Cognitive Style of PowerPoint”

Nathan Yau, from Visualize This and Data Points: Visualization that Means Something
Johanna Drucker, “Humanities Approaches to Graphical Display”
Leland Wilkinson, from The Grammar of Graphics
Practicum: Visualization Types (http://guides.library.duke.edu/datavis/vis_types), Simile (http://www.simile-widgets.org/timeline/), d3 (https://github.com/d3/d3/wiki/Gallery), Tableau Public (https://public.tableau.com/s/), Watson Analytics (http://www.ibm.com/analytics/watson-analytics/us-en) 

What dangers do the proliferation of computer graphics pose to humanities thinking? How does privileging print among humanists promote the suspicion of images, and does that suspicion, perhaps more justified in the case of computer-generated graphics, contribute to what is arguably a rampant illiteracy in reading images—ironically, given their proliferation at our current moment? How can humanists enter into productive dialogue with the field of information visualization and promote visual literacy—could humanists’ reading methods in conjunction with those developed in the fine arts serve an important function among the educated public?
Meeting 14 – Dialectics 
General Discussion:
TT: Symbols at Work and Play (selections by Baudrillard, Sternberg, Derrida, Katz, 79-95), and Different Kinds of Difference (sel. by Rorty, hooks, 100-107, 117-129)

CH: “Socratic Self-Examination” (15-49)


Methods Discussion:
HR: Section X, Dialectics:
A.
Classical Dialectics: excerpts from Aristotle and Plato


B.
G. W. F. Hegel, from The Science of Logic

C.
Friedrich Schleiermacher, from Dialectic; or, the Art of Doing Philosophy

D.
Karl Marx, Friedrich Engels, from The German Ideology

E.
Bertrand Russell, “Dialectical Materialsm,” from Freedom and
Organization


F.
Theodor Adorno, from Negative Dialectics
G.
Sergei Eisenstein, “A Dialectic Approach to Film”

H.
Andrew Cole, from The Birth of Theory
I.
Shulamith Firestone, from The Dialectic of Sex
J.
Ann Snitow, “A Gender Diary”

K.
Judith Butler, “Critically Queer,” from Bodies That Matter
HR: Section XI, Dialogue:


A.
Plato, from Phaedrus

B.
William Blake, Songs of Innocence and Experience

C.
Mikhail Bakhtin, from The Dialogic Imagination

D.
Maurice Friedman, from Dialogue and Human Image

E.
Rita Kohli, “Racial Pedagogy of the Oppressed: Critical Interracial 


Dialogue for Teachers of Color”
Do power asymmetries affect the functioning of dialectic and dialogue, and if so, precisely how? Can dialectical and dialogic methods foreground contextual power relations? How do these two methods of thinking, dialectic and dialogue, manifest in popular culture? Are power asymmetries there elided or pronounced?
Meeting 15 – Digital Methods for Teaching Dialectics / Dialogue

Methods Discussion:

Implementing X. Dialectics
Bruce Robinson, “Dialectics and Modelling in Information Systems”

M. D. Myers, “Dialectical Hermeneutics: A Theoretical Framework for the Implementation of Information Systems” 

Douglas Schuler, “Towards a New Public Infrastructure”

Geoff Cox, from Antithesis: The Dialectics of Software Art
Practicum: e-Liberate Online Deliberation Tool (http://www.publicsphereproject.org/e-liberate/), Loomio (http://www.publicsphereproject.org/e-liberate/), IdeaMaché (http://ideamache.ecologylab.net/) 

Implementing XI. Dialogue
David Elson, Nicholas Dames, Kathleen McKeown, “Extracting Social Networks from Literary Fiction”

A. Ravenscroft, “Promoting Thinking and Conceptual Change with Digital 

Dialogue Games”



Practicum: play InterLoc (http://www.interloc.org.uk/) 

Can digital tools be used to teach the cognitive power of dialogue and dialectic and/or to expose the asymmetries that affect their functioning?
Meeting 16 – History of Culture through Words
General Discussion:

OO: Henry Louis Gates, “Statistical Stigmata,” from Deconstruction and the Possibility of Justice, ed. Drucilla Cornell, et. al. (330-345).
Gregory Crane, David Bamman, and Alison Jones, “ePhilology: When the Books Talk to Their Readers,” in Companion to Digital Literary Studies http://www.digitalhumanities.org/companionDLS (Item 2)
Erving Goffman, from Stigma: Notes on the Management of Spoiled Identity
Selections from Acts of Recall: Cultural Memory in the Present, eds. Mieke Bal, Jonathan Crewe, Leo Spitzer
TT: Pluralism, Culture, and Ethnicity (selections by Berlin, Wagner, Sollors, 46-71)

BC: Willard McCarty, “Modeling: A Study in Words and Meanings”

Methods Discussion:
HR: Section XII, Philology (Etymology, Connotation, Culture)
A.
Martin Heidegger, Part 1, Lecture 1 and Part II, Lectures 2 and 3, from What is Called Thinking?

B.
Ludwig Wittgenstein, from Culture and Society

C.
Iurii Lotman, et. al., from The Semiotics of Russian Cultural History

D.
Roland Barthes, from S/Z

F.
Sheldon Pollock, “Philology in Three Dimensions”


G.
James Turner, from Philology: The Forgotten Origins of the Modern 



Humanities

H.
Henry Louis Gates, "The Blackness of Blackness: A Critique on the Sign
and the Signifying Monkey"
DC: Implementing XII. Philology and Etymology
Culturomics: Jean-Baptiste Michel, Erez Aiden Liberman, “Quantitative Analysis of Culture Using Millions of Digitized Books”

Alexander Petersen, “Statistical Laws Governing Fluctuations in Word Use from Word Birth to Word Death”

Etymology: Margaret Taylor, “The Layers of English”

Practicum: Google N-Gram Viewer, Bookworm, Etymology Marker (https://github.com/four-d-tesseract/EtymologyMarker), TextDNA (http://graphics.cs.wisc.edu/Vis/SequenceSurveyor/TextDNA.html) 

What methods do we have for investigating how particular words embody historically evolving norms, and can public digital archives and tools turn the process of investigating those norms into a common practice?
Meeting 17 – Visual Literacy (Film)
General Discussion:

OO: Walter Benjamin, “The Work of Art in the Age of Mechanical Reproduction,” from Illuminations
Jean-Louis Baudry, “Ideological Effects of the Basic Cinematic Apparatus”
Theresa de Lauretis, “Through the Looking Glass”

Marie-Claire Ropars-Wuilleumier, “The Cinema, Reader of Gilles Deleuze”

David Bordwell, “Slavoj Žižek: Say Anything”

Methods Discussion:

HR: Section XIII, Visual Analysis—Film 
A.
Stephen Heath, “Narrative Space”

B.
Kaja Silverman, “Suture”

C.
Laura Mulvey, “Visual Pleasure and Narrative Cinema”

D.
Judith Mayne, from Cinema and Spectatorship, and from Framed: 


Lesbians, Feminists, and Media Culture
E.
David Sulton, Peter Wogan, from Hollywood Blockbusters: The 

Anthropology of Popular Movies
F.
David Bordwell, “Common Sense + Film Theory = Common-Sense Film 


Theory?”
DC: Implementing XIII. Visual Analysis – Film
Bradford Hosack, “VideoANT: Extending Online Video Annotation Beyond Content Delivery”

Tara McPherson, “Scaling Vectors: Thoughts on the Future of Scholarly Communication”

The Media Ecology Project  (http://sites.dartmouth.edu/mediaecology/)

Vectors and Scalar Press (http://scalar.usc.edu/)

Critical Commons (http://www.criticalcommons.org/how-to) 

Practicum: VideoANT (https://ant.umn.edu/welcome), Digital Storyboard (http://www.storyboardthat.com/), Blender (http://www.blender.org), Early African American Film (http://dhbasecamp.humanities.ucla.edu/afamfilm/whatis/definition/)
What constitutes film literacy, and can digital media promote it?
Meeting 18 – Comparative Humanities
General Discussion:
OO: Fredric Jameson, Preface, The Cultures of Globalization
Fredric Jameson, “On Literary and Cultural Import-Substitution in the Third World: The Case of Testimonio”
Michael Hardt, Antonio Negri, from Empire (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ. Press, 2000)

Rita Raley, “eEmpire”
Verena Laschinger, “Digital Humanities in Developed and Emerging Markets,” and other excerpts from Digital Humanities and the Study of Intermediality in Comparative Cultural Studies (2013)
CH: “Citizens of the World” (50-84)

DH2: Daniel O’Donnell, et al., “Only Connect: The Globalization of Digital Humanities”

Methods Discussion:
XVII. 
Comparative Relation

A. Goethe, from Conversations with Eckermann
B. Étiemble, “Comparaison n’est pas raison: la crise de la littérature comparée”

C. Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak, from Death of a Discipline
D. Steven Tötösy de Zepetnek, from Comparative Literature: Theory, Method, Application
E. Lois Zamora, “Comparative Literature in an Age of ‘Globalization’”

F. Rebecca Walkowitz, “Comparison Literature”

G. Todd Presner, “Comparative Literature in the Age of Digital Humanities,” in A Companion to Comparative Literature
Implementing XVII. Comparative Relation / Connectivity
Graciela Boruszko, “New Technologies and Teaching Comparative Literature”

Mark Newman, from Networks

Daniel Chang, et al., “Visualizing the Republic of Letters”

Rita Raley, “The Ordinary Arts of Political Activism”

Kevin Slavin, “How Algorithms Shape Our World” (www.ted.com/talks/kevin_slavin_how_algorithms_shape_our_world) 
Elijah Meeks, Maya Krishnan, “Introduction to Network Analysis and Representation” (http://dhs.stanford.edu/dh/networks/) 
Practicum: Palladio (http://palladio.designhumanities.org/#/), Nexus X (http://criticalinquiry.uchicago.edu/X/), Mapping the Republic of Letters (http://republicofletters.stanford.edu/) 

How have comparative humanities methods been affected by or themselves impact globalization? Can network analysis tools and algorithms foster comparative critical thinking?
Meeting 19 – Specific Methods: Translation, Essay, Poetry
General Discussion:
OO: Marie-Laure Ryan, from Narrative Across Media

Methods Discussion:
HR: Section XV, Translation

A.
Walter Benjamin, “The Task of the Translator,” from Illuminations

B.
W. V. O. Quine, on Translation, from Word and Object

C.
Umberto Eco, from Experiences in Translation
D.
Walter Benjamin, “The Work of Art in the Age of its Technological 



Reproducibility” (new translation)


E.
Dictionaries – Samuel Johnson, “Preface”; Académie Française
HR:  Section XVI, The Essay

A. Michel de Montaigne, “Of Books,” “A Custom of the Island of Cea,” “Of 
Vanity”
B.
essays from Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society (1662-1700)

C.
John Locke, from An Essay Concerning Human Understanding

D.
Samuel Johnson, Rambler 4, 8

E.
Malthus, Essay on the Control of Populations

F.
Virginia Woolf, from A Writer’s Diary

G.
Theodor Adorno, “The Essay as Form”

HR: Section V: Poetic Forms of Thought 


A.
Aristotle, from Poetics

B.
Tzvetan Todorov, from Poetics

C.
Samuel Taylor Coleridge, “Symbol and Allegory” (from The Statesman’s

 Manual)


D.
Angus Fletcher, from Allegory


E.
Northrop Frye, from Anatomy of Criticism

F.
David Rodowick, from Reading the Figural, or, Philosophy after the New 


Media.
To what degree are these humanities methodologies print-bound, and what aspects of them can and should be intermediated?
Meeting 20 – Specific Methods Digitized

General Discussion:
OO:  Brad Pasanek, from Metaphors of Mind

Methods Discussion:
Implementing XV. Translation
Anabela Barreiro, et al., “Open Logos”

“Translation-Machination” (special issue of Amodern)
Co-Exist, “Welcome to the Era of Big Translation”
Practicum: Perseus Under PhiloLogic (http://perseus.uchicago.edu/), Perseus Digital Library (http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/), Alpheios (http://alpheios.net/), Meedan’s Bridge (https://meedan.com/en/)
Implementing XVIII. Essay
Jeffrey Wasserstrom, Rebecca Nedostup, “Shanghai’s Lens on the New(s)”

Nicholas Jankowski, et al., “Enhancing Scholarly Publications: Developing Hybrid Monographs in the Humanities and Social Sciences”

Craig Dietrich, Jentery Sayers, “After the Document Model for Scholarly Communication: Some Considerations for Authoring with Rich Media”

Practicum: Scalar, ThoughtMesh, Visualizing Cultures (http://ocw.mit.edu/ans7870/21f/21f.027/home/index.html) 
Implementing V. Poetic Forms of Thought
Brad Pasanek, D. Sculley, “Meaning and Mining: The Impact of Implicit Assumptions in Data Mining for the Humanities”
Jerome McGann, “Marking Texts of Many Dimensions” (http://www.digitalhumanities.org/companion) 
Matt Wilkens, “Critical Text Mining, or Reading Differently”

Kate Singer, “Digital Close Reading: TEI for Teaching Poetic Vocabularies”

Mark Marino, “Critical Code Studies”
John Zuern, “Reading Screens: Comparative Perspectives on Computational Poetics”
Practicum: Poetry Visualization (For Better or Verse, Myopia, Literary Elements), Talan Memmott, “Lexia to Perplexia” (http://collection.eliterature.org/1/works/memmott__lexia_to_perplexia.html), Stylo Demo

What happens to the short- and long-form argument in digital media? Are those two print forms ideal for sustained analyses of rhetoric and figuration? How might sustained analyses be remediated? Could non-exploitative, crowd-sourced translation and pictorial composition (“image-driven scholarship,” http://ocw.mit.edu/ans7870/21f/21f.027/home/index.html) offer the public the experience and representations of sustained attentiveness? Are poetic forms most amenable to remediation, and if so, why?
Meeting 21 – Critique

General Discussion:
BC2: Claire Warwick, “Building Theories or Theories of Building? A Tension at the Heart of Digital Humanities”
OO: N. Katherine Hayles, Jessica Pressman, “Making Critique: A Media Framework”

Methods Discussion:
XIX.
Critique


A.
Immanuel Kant, from A Critique of Pure Reason; “What is



Enlightenment?”


B.
John Dewey, from How We Think

C.
Jürgen Habermas, “The Undermining of Western Rationalism through the 

Critique of Metaphysics,” Lecture 6, The Philosophical Discourse of 

Modernity: Twelve Lectures
D.
Luc Boltanski, from On Critique: A Sociology of Emancipation
E.
Bruno Latour, “Why Critique Has Run Out of Steam”

F.
Rita Felski, “Suspicious Minds”
Implementing XIX: Critique
Alexis Lothian, Amanda Phillips, “Can Digital Humanities Mean Transformative Critique?”

Laila Weir, “Digital Media Empowers Kids to Create and Critique”

Jeremiah McCall, “Historical Simulations as Problem Spaces: Criticism 

and Classroom Use”

Steve Anderson, “Critical Interfaces and Digital Making”

Taria Allen, Sara Queen, “Beyond the Map: Unpacking Critical Cartography in the Digital Humanities”
FemTechNet Critical Race and Ethnic Studies Pedagogy Workbook (http://scalar.usc.edu/works/ftn-ethnic-studies-pedagogy-workbook-/index) 
Roger Whitson, “Critical Making in the Digital Humanities Webinar Series,” HASTAC blogpost

Practicum: Hypothes.is, Open Annotation Collaboration 

(http://www.openannotation.org/), World Without Oil 

(http://writerguy.com/wwo/metahome.htm)

What methodologies of critique are susceptible of being made public and/or digitized?
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