Paper Two: Appiah

Is a truly cosmopolitan world possible? Kwame Anthony Appiah makes his case for such a possibility in his essays “Making Conversation” and “Primacy of Practice.” Yet we also know from Julia Alvarez’s “Selections from Once Upon a Quinceañera” that it is a challenge even for people within a common culture to agree on the meaning and definition of things like quinces, let alone larger global issues. Using both readings, write a paper in which you assess the possibilities of unique cultures reaching across social and geographical borders and enacting positive social change.
Questions for Exploration: 

What role does “conversation” play in reaching across borders?  What’s more important—values or practices?  How do quinces represent positive social change?  In what ways do cultures converse? Is there a difference between how cultures handle issues within their own community versus how they handle them externally within a more globalized society? What importance, if any, does the role of the individual have in the different layers of culture? Is the way people define themselves important to how they view and deal with the world around them? Make sure you remember to engage both authors in your argument.
Using both readings, write a paper in which you assess the possibilities of unique cultures reaching across social and geographical borders and enacting positive social change.
Possible Argument:

Something about sustaining interaction. Interaction between cultures often happens in times of tragedy where one culture helps another.  However, after the tragedy is kind of forgotten, the “helping” culture disappears. This can leave the “helped” culture worse off and can make the “help” seem superficial because neither culture really understood each other. 

Possible Evidence:

American interest in Haiti

Missionaries giving make-up to Iraqi women

Extreme Home Makeover

Rough Outline

Argument: need extended interaction/help, or dangers of initial help or cosmetic help

Discuss what superficial or cosmetic change is at micro level


Examples: Extreme home makeover, Alvarez

Superficial or cosmetic changes at Macro level

Examples, Haiti, Iraqi women (Alvarez again, cosmetic changes that are meaningless)

Present alternative

Define “positive social change” using Appiah

How does this respond to the prompt?

I am arguing that it is possible reach across cultures to make positive change, but we need to make sure we define positive social change as more than cosmetic or temporary change because often, those are dangerous in the long run. 

Possible Argument:

Something about how positive social change is possible, but Appiah’s utopian idea of “world citizenship” is impossible because “reaching” will always puts one culture in a position of dominance over the other. 

Possible Evidence/Ideas:

Appiah’s recognition of disputed definition of “cosmo” as superiority over provincial

Colonialism (Native Americans?)

Alvarez – lots of money goes into ceremony that traditionally “keeps women down”

Possible Argument:

“reaching” isn’t positive social change because it nearly always means that the culture being reached is pushed to change to be more like the culture who is reaching.  

Ideas:

Americanizing – is this better or worse?

Imposing our values on others – value freedom of speech, often over community

Dominant culture prepares other culture to be inferior

If there was no reaching, and no relationship, then there couldn’t be one superior and one inferior culture.

Success defined in “mens” terms – third wave feminism now valuing women’s characteristics. 

Possible Argument:

Instead of reaching out, sometimes cultures need to “back off.”  Something about mosque at ground zero.  Yes, a mosque could teach non-Muslims about values that Muslims and persons of other faiths share. But putting the Mosque there might upset a few people so badly that they’ll never listen. Some people have argued that it’s an issue of tact, but Christianity wouldn’t be treated the same. For long term understanding, should Muslim’s (involved in the Mosque project) back off?

Possible Topic: 

MTV’s “If you knew me” – repercussions of micro “reaching across” cultures, Morgan Spurlock show about “changing places”  Wife swap.  Maybe models in pop culture promote reaching across cultures, show positive and negative attitudes, but fails to show why it matters.  (So, no one ever really values the other)

Problems:

· Not sure that you understand really nuanced meaning of cosmopolitanism, association, or conversation.  (Appiah uses conversation to mean something different than just exchanging words).

· Several views of cosmopolitanism seem to lack understanding of reality.  

· Sam’s religion teaches that abortion is wrong, fetuses are people at conception, and people must fight to protect the innocent.  Jane believes that her body is hers, fetuses aren’t people, and if you don’t want an abortion, don’t have one.  Since abortion is now legal, can we really expect Sam to stop fighting Jane?

· Ashley values second amendment rights—her right to own a gun. Bill thinks that the second amendment is outdated and fears that guns will kill innocent people (like his brother who was killed accidentally in a hunting accident).  Bill wants to take all guns away to ensure safety. He fights for legal change. How does Ashley not fight back?

· Student response: “London is an open city to anybody that wants to live there.”  No it isn’t.  You need citizenship, money to make it there, a place to live, a job, etc. 

· Student response: “The government we live in supports the thought of cosmopolitianism that everyone should be ruled the same.”  But this doesn’t happen in practice.  Minorities are more likely to get longer sentences than whites for the same crime.  Gay people can’t get married like “everyone.”  Do you think if you violated your probation that you’d get bailed out like Lindsay Lohan?

