CLASSICS 250:  F18:  ROMAN WOMEN’S HISTORY:   W 2-5
Instructor:  Amy Richlin



richlin@humnet.ucla.edu
Course goals:  This seminar will get students started in the field of “Women in Antiquity,” which covers a 1500-year time span from Mediterranean prehistory to the rise of Christianity in the 200s-400s CE, and on into Byzantium.  Primary source readings will be assigned in English translation; students who read Latin and Greek will fulfill the required short-paper assignments using sources in the original languages.  The course aims to give students:


- familiarity with the ongoing discussions about what “women’s history” is


- the skill set needed to write Roman women’s history


- familiarity with the nature and shape of the evidence


- familiarity with the state of the question (SOQ) in this subfield


- preparation for teaching undergraduate courses on Women in Antiquity

In order to complete the main course assignment, a syllabus for such an undergraduate course, students will need to do considerable reading outside what is assigned.  A basic knowledge of Roman history from the mid-Republic to the late empire is assumed; students who do not already have this training should read a basic textbook like Ward/Heichelheim/Yeo, and know the emperors from Augustus through Severus Alexander.  
Although the course will not deal with material before the 200s BCE, or very much with literature or material culture, the main course assignment will encourage students to explore those areas; similarly, students whose main work is in earlier or later historical periods will be encouraged to design transhistorical or comparative syllabi.
Required texts
Bennett, Judith M.  2006.  History Matters:  Patriarchy and  the Challenge of Feminism.  Philadelphia:  University of Pennsylvania Press. 

D’Ambra, Eve.  2007.  Roman Women.  Cambridge:  Cambridge University Press. 

Gardner, Jane F.  1986.  Women in Roman Law and Society.  Bloomington:  Indiana University Press.
Kaldellis, Anthony, ed.  2010.  Procopius:  The Secret History and Related Texts.  Indianapolis:  Hackett.
Kraemer, Ross Shepard, ed.  2004.  Women’s Religions in the Greco-Roman World:  A Sourcebook.  Oxford:  Oxford University Press.

Lefkowitz, Mary R., and Maureen B. Fant, eds.  2016.  Women’s Life in Greece and Rome:  A Source Book in Translation.  4th ed. (previously in 1982, 1992, 2005).  Baltimore:  Johns Hopkins University Press.

Morgan, Sue, ed.  2006.  The Feminist History Reader.  London:  Routledge.

Richlin, Amy.  2014.  Arguments with Silence:  Writing the History of Roman Women.  Ann Arbor:  University of Michigan Press.
All other reading listed on the syllabus will be posted on the course CCLE, along with bibliographies for further reading.  All reading listed below is to be done for the date listed; readings for week 1 must be completed over the summer.  See Reading Guide posted on CCLE.
W 10/3  Week 1:  Theory of history, women’s history, ancient history
Is “women” a transhistorical category?  How about “lesbian”?  Why would you need a separate history of women?  How do you write the history of a group from whom we have so few records?  What difference does it make that Rome was a slave society?  Can we think “transnationally” about the premodern world?  How have all these questions developed since 1973?  [Yes, this is a long reading assignment; see the Reading Guide posted on the CCLE, which will help you manage it.]
Ardener, Edwin. 1975.  “Belief and the Problem of Women” and “The ‘Problem’ Revisited.”  In Perceiving Women, ed. Shirley Ardener:  1-27.  London:  J. M. Dent & Sons. 
Bennett, Judith M.  2006.  History Matters:  Patriarchy and  the Challenge of Feminism, 1-81, 108-55.  [an earlier version of 108-27 is excerpted in Morgan, 244-59]
Joshel, Sandra R., and Sheila Murnaghan.  1998.  “Introduction:  Differential Equations.”  In Women and Slaves in Greco-Roman Culture, ed. Sandra R. Joshel and Sheila Murnaghan:  1-21.  London:  Routledge.
Liveley, Genevieve.  2006.  “Surfing the Third Wave?  Postfeminism and the Hermeneutics of Reception.”  In Classics and the Uses of Reception, ed. Charles Martindale and Richard F. Thomas:  55-66.  Oxford:   Blackwell.

Morgan, Sue.  2006.  “Introduction” to The Feminist History Reader (1-48).  Also in Morgan, read Part I (pp. 49-129), along with the selection from Joan Scott “Gender:  A Useful Category of Historical Analysis” (133-48).*  [pp. 54-79 are an early version of ideas in Bennett 2006]  
Najmabadi, Afsaneh.  2006.  “Beyond the Americas:  Are Gender and Sexuality Useful Categories of Historical Analysis?”  Journal of Women’s History 18: 11-21.

Narayan, Uma.  2000.  “Essence of Culture and a Sense of History: A Feminist Critique of Cultural Essentialism.”  In Decentering the Center:  Philosophy for a Multicultural, Postcolonial, and Feminist World, ed. Uma Narayan and Sandra Harding:  80-100.  Bloomington:  Indiana University Press.

Richlin, Amy.  2014.  “Introduction:  In Search of Roman Women.”  Arguments with Silence, 1-35. Ann Arbor:  University of Michigan Press.

[Richlin, Amy.  1997.  “Towards a History of Body History.”  In Inventing Ancient Culture:  Historicism, Periodization, and the Ancient World, edited by Mark Golden and Peter Toohey:  16-35.  London:  Routledge.  Read this if you don’t know about the history of twentieth-century historiography, e.g. the Annales School.]
Strasser, Ulrike, and Heidi Tinsman.  2005.  “Engendering World History.”  Radical History Review 91:  151-64.

Stryker, Susan.  2008.  “Transgender History, Homonormativity, and Disciplinarity.”  Radical History Review 100:  145-57.
*Note:  All the essays in Morgan are abridged, except for the “Introduction”; if you are especially interested in any of these pieces, e.g. Joan Scott’s often-cited article, do look up the original full version.  You’ll find the citations listed on pp. x-xii.
In class today:  Go over syllabus; schedule reports; discuss the building of syllabi; discuss today’s reading; define our stance as historians.

For each week’s reading, starred secondary items are for discussion; others are for background or comparison (both also useful for discussion, but you can select according to your needs and interests).  L&F = Lefkowitz and Fant.
W 10/10  Week 2:  Law:  family, property, slavery, work


How does law make gender, and gender make law?  What rights did women have under Roman law?  How did that play out in reality, and how can we tell?  What does “jobs for women” mean in a slave society?  
Alan Watson’s edition and translation of the Digest of Roman law has been placed on reserve; this edition has the Latin + the English translation on facing pages.  
Primary reading:  L&F items 126-29, 132-42, 148-53, 155-61, 165-66, 177-81, 287-91 (287 is famous), + fig. 15; 386-402, 407-409 (+ figs. 34, 35), 415, 418-19; Digest 21.1 (the aediles’ edict.  This concerns the sale of slaves; plow through it if you’re seriously interested in law and/or slavery.  The PDF of Watson’s edition is up on the CCLE).
Secondary reading:  

Bennett, Judith. History Matters, 82-107 (“Less Money than a Man Would Take”)
D’Ambra, Eve.  2007.  Roman Women, 2-43, 76-91, 94-140
*Dixon, Suzanne.  2007.  Reading Roman Women, 89-132
*Gaca, Kathy L.  2010-11.  “Telling the Girls from the Boys and Children:  Interpreting Paides in the Sexual Violence of Populace-Ravaging Ancient Warfare.”  Illinois Classical Studies 35-36:  85-109.  
Gardner, Jane F.  1986. Women in Roman Law and Society 1-116, 205-56.
*Treggiari, Susan.  1976.  “Jobs for Women.”  American Journal of Ancient History 1:  76-104.

Uzzi, Jeannine Diddle.  2008.  “The Power of Parenthood in Official Roman Art.”  In Constructions of Childhood in Ancient Greece and Italy, ed. Ada Cohen and Jeremy Rutter:  61-81.  
  W 10/17  Week 3:  Law:  sex crimes

How was the experience of slave and free women policed by legal definitions of them according to access to their bodies?  What happened to those definitions in the Christian Roman empire?  What difference does it make what kinds of sources you consult on this?
Primary reading:  L&F items 130, 143-47, 154, 162-64, 167, 176, 362, 365-69; Richlin “Women in Antiquity” reader on CCLE, legal/historical sources on pp. 22-36.
Secondary reading:

*Fantham, Elaine.  1991.  “Stuprum:  Public Attitudes and Penalties for Sexual Offences in Republican Rome.”  Echos du Monde Classique/ Classical Views 35, n.s. 10:  267-91.

*Flemming, Rebecca.  1999.  “Quae Corpore Quaestum Facit:  The Sexual Economy of Female Prostitution in the Roman Empire.”  Journal of Roman Studies 89:  38-61.

Gardner, Jane. Women in Roman Law and Society, 117-36.
*Harper, Kyle.  2011.  Slavery in the Late Roman World AD 275-425, 281-325, 442-47.
*Richlin, Amy.  2014/1981.  “Approaches to the Sources on Adultery in Rome” (in Arguments, pp. 36-61).
W 10/24  Week 4:  Medicine and the body

Same questions as week 3.  How is medicine like law as an institution of social control?  How might women have used this institution for their own ends?
Primary reading:  L&F pages 318-52 (starts from Galen); Richlin undergrad course reader pp. 52-54 (from the elder Pliny)
Secondary reading:

*Brooten, Bernadette.  1996.  Love between Women, 143-73 [on lesbians]
*Flemming, Rebecca.  2007.  “Women, Writing and Medicine in the Classical World.”  CQ 57:  257-79.
King, Helen.  2011.  “Galen and the Widow:  Towards a History of Therapeutic Masturbation in Ancient Gynaecology.”  Eugesta 1:  205-35.

*Martin, Emily.  1991.  “The Egg and the Sperm:  How Science Has Constructed a Romance …”  Signs 16.3:  485-501.
*Parker, Holt N.  2012.  “Galen and the Girls:  Sources for Women Medical Writers Revisited.”  CQ 62:  359-86. (rebuttal of Flemming 2007)
*Richlin, Amy.  2014.  “Pliny’s Brassiere.”  Arguments with Silence, 241-67.
Syllabus outline due.
W 10/31  Week 5:  Women writing
Is there such a thing as women’s writing?  Why is women’s literary work in Latin so nearly gone?  How do letters and graffiti help the historian looking for female subjectivity? Do women-authored texts give us access to sex-positive attitudes, for a change?
Primary reading:  L&F items 25, 28-30, 259-65; Kraemer item 76 (Egeria’s travel diary); Richlin translation of Sulpicia’s elegies and the fragment of Sulpicia the satirist (undergrad course reader pp. 19-21); CIL 4.5296-5300 (Milnor’s lesbian graffito -- translation in Levin-Richardson below); Vindolanda letters in Greene (below); papyri from Bagnall and Cribiore, 374-85
Secondary reading:

Bagnall, Roger, and Raffaella Cribiore.  2006.  Chapters 1-6, 10.  In Women’s Letters from Ancient Egypt 300 BC - AD 800, ed. Roger S. Bagnall and Raffaella Cribiore:  1-55, 84-93.  Ann Arbor:  University of Michigan Press.  Those who can read Greek are strongly recommended to read also pp. 56-67; economic and social historians should read pp. 68-83.
*Cliff, Michelle.  1985. “Claiming an Identity They Taught Me to Despise.”  In The Land of Look Behind, 40-47.  Ithaca:  Firebrand Books.
*Gauthier, Xavière.  1980[1974].  “Is there such a thing as women’s writing?”  In New French Feminisms:  An Anthology, ed. Elaine Marks and Isabelle de Courtivron: 161-64.  Trans. Marilyn A. August.  Amherst:  University of Massachusetts Press.  
*Greene, Elizabeth.  2013.  “Female Networks in Military Communities in the Roman West:  A View from the Vindolanda Tablets.”  In Women and the Roman City in the Latin West, ed. Emily Hemelrijk and Greg Woolf:  369-90.  Leiden:  Brill.

*Hinds, Stephen.  2010.  “Between Formalism and Historicism.”  In The Oxford Handbook of Roman Studies, ed. Alessandro Barchiesi and Walter Scheidel:  369-85.  Oxford:  Oxford University Press.   

*Johnson, Merri Lisa.  2002.  “Jane Hocus, Jane Focus:  An Introduction.” In Jane Sexes It Up, ed. Merri Lisa Johnson:  1-13.  New York:  Four Walls Eight Windows.
*Levin-Richardson, Sarah.  2013.  “Fututa Sum Hic:  Female Subjectivity and Agency in Pompeian Sexual Graffiti.”  Classical Journal 108.3:  319-45.
*Morgan reader:  from Part IV, essays by Amos/Parmar and Lorde (284-99)
Richlin, Amy.  2014/1992.  “Sulpicia the Satirist.”  In Arguments with Silence:  110-29.
Wilfong, Terry.  2002.  Women of Jeme:  Lives in a Coptic Town in Late Antique Egypt, 1-22, 117-49, 151-58 (“Introduction,” “Koloje the Moneylender,” “Epilogue:  Harriet Martineau at Jeme, 1846”).
W 11/7  WEEK 6:  NO CLASS MEETING.  WORK ON YOUR SYLLABUS!
W 11/14  Week 7:  Lesbians


Are there lesbians before 1900?  How did Anne Lister “read against the text,” and is she a model?
Primary reading:  Richlin undergrad course reader, pp. 45-51; Kraemer #58 (magic love charm – this is one of the ones in Brooten); love charms from Brooten (below); CIL 4.5296-5300 (PDF on CCLE); British Museum relief (CCLE)
Secondary reading:

Brooten, Bernadette.  1996.  Love between Women, 73-113 [on love charms].
*Clark, Anna.  1996.  “Anne Lister’s Construction of Lesbian Identity.”  Journal of the History of Sexuality 7:  23-50.
*Hallett, Judith P.  1997.  “Female Homoeroticism and the Denial of Roman Reality in Latin Literature.”  In Roman Sexualities, ed. Judith P. Hallett and Marilyn B. Skinner:  255-73.  Princeton:  Princeton University Press.
*Morales, Helen.  2006.  “Marrying Mesopotamia:  Female Sexuality and Cultural Difference in Iamblichus’ Babylonian Tales.”  Ramus 35: 78-101. 
Morgan reader: Part III, pp. 203-70

*Rabinowitz, Nancy Sorkin. 2002. “Introduction.”  In Among Women:  From the Homosocial to the Homoerotic in the Ancient World, ed. Nancy Sorkin Rabinowitz and Lisa Auanger:  1-33.  Austin:  University of Texas Press.

Bibliography potluck 12 noon on Saturday, at AR’s house.
W 11/21  Week 8:  Religion

FULL DRAFT OF SYLLABUS DUE IN CLASS TODAY


Is there such a thing as “women’s religion”?  What would a real history of ancient religion look like?  “Women’s culture”:  good news or bad news?
Primary sources:  Kraemer items 14, 15, 32, 34-36, 38, 42, 43, 68, *70 (how to raise your daughter), *81-82 (Vestals), 117A (Aconia Fabia Paulina), 122-24 (women ascetics; Desert Mothers); 131 (Isis), 132 (three gnostic texts, including Thunder, Perfect Mind)
Secondary sources:

*Beard, Mary.  1995.  “Re-reading (Vestal) Virginity.”  In Women in Antiquity:  New Assessments, ed. Richard Hawley and Barbara Levick:  166-77.  New York:  Routledge.
Beard, Mary.  1980.  “The Sexual Status of Vestal Virgins.”  Journal of Roman Studies 70:  12-27.

*Dolansky, Fanny.  2011.  “Reconsidering the Matronalia and Women’s Rites.”  Classical World 104:  191-209.

Giovannini, Maureen J.  1981.  “Woman:  A Dominant Symbol within the Cultural System of a Sicilian Town.”  Man n.s. 16:  408-26.
*Holland, Lora L.  2012.  “Women and Roman Religion.”  In A Companion to Women in the Ancient World, ed. Sharon L. James and Sheila Dillon:  204-14.  Chichester, UK:  Blackwell.

*Kraemer, Ross S.  2011.  Unreliable Witnesses:  Religion, Gender, and History in the Greco-Roman Mediterranean, 3-28.
*Parker, Holt N.  2004 [2007].  “Why Were the Vestals Virgins?  Or, the Chastity of Women and the Safety of the Roman State.”  American Journal of Philology 125:  563-601.

*Richlin, Amy.  2014.  “Carrying Water in a Sieve:  Class and the Body in Roman Women’s Religion.”  Arguments with Silence, 197-240.

Syllabus drafts due.
W 11/28  Week 9:  Biography
Biography, the White Rabbit of history.  Think about Nicole Hollander’s character, “the woman who lies in her personal journal.”  How close can we get?  Why do you think Christian writers were so much more interested in writing women’s lives?  How does Procopius, in the Byzantine period, bring us back to square 1?
Primary sources:  Procopius Secret History (Kaldellis trans. -- you own this; focus on the Theodora and Antonina parts); Kraemer items 61 (Berenice), 71 (life of Paula), 73 (life of Marcella), 75 (life of Olympias), 105 (Acts of Thecla), 114, 120, 121 (Perpetua’s prison diary; Lives of Pelagia the Harlot and Mary the Harlot)
Secondary sources:

Bakhtin, Mikhail.  1981.  [section on ancient biography, pp. 130-46,] from The Dialogic Imagination, trans. Caryl Emerson and Michael Holquist.  Austin:  University of Texas Press.
D’Ambra, Roman Women, 141-80
*Gold, Barbara K.  2011.  “Gender Fluidity and Closure in Perpetua’s Prison Diary.”  Eugesta 1:  237-51.
*Joshel, Sandra R.  1997.  “Female Desire and the Discourse of Empire:  Tacitus’s Messalina.”  In Roman Sexualities, ed. Judith P. Hallett and Marilyn B. Skinner:  221-54.  Princeton:  Princeton University Press. 

*Joshel, Sandra R.  1992.  “The Body Female and the Body Politic:  Livy’s Lucretia and Verginia.”  In Pornography and Representation in Greece and Rome, ed. Amy Richlin:  112-30.  New York:  Oxford University Press.

*Skinner, Marilyn B.  1983.  “Clodia Metelli.”  TAPA 113:  273-87. 

*Steedman, Carolyn.  1989.  “Women’s Biography and Autobiography:  Forms of History, Histories of Form.”  In From My Guy to Sci Fi:  Genre and Women’s Writing in the Postmodern World, ed. Helen Carr: 98-111.  London:  Pandora.
Warwick, Celsiana.  2018.  “Christian Martyr as Homeric Hero.”  CJ 114.1:  86-109.
Drafts returned.  Allow time for serious rewriting by next week.
W 12/5  Week 10:   Presentations of syllabi:  diving into the wreck
Bring your completed syllabus to class, with enough copies for everyone.  Each person will have 25 minutes to present his or her syllabus to the class (based on class size of 6-7).

RULES AND REGULATIONS
1.  Instructor contact:  richlin@humnet.ucla.edu.  My office hours will be M 1-3. I’ll be in other than MTW only at random; please do make an appointment, because I’m sure to be in quite a bit and will not want to come in specially.  I’ll be away lecturing November 2-11.
2.  Course requirements:

Discussion:

20%

Short paper #1:
15%


+ report,
  5%

Short paper #2:
20%


+ report, 
  5%

Syllabus:

30%


+ report, 
  5%
Since discussion is a big part of your grade, attendance will be taken; students will receive a 0 for discussion for all classes missed after the first absence.  Feedback will be given in weeks 3 and 8.
Two short papers:  About 5 pp. each.  Students who can read Greek and Latin are required in these papers to analyze primary materials in the original language(s); students who cannot are required to present a literature review from their own field on material comparable to that week’s reading.


For each paper, students will present a 5-minute version in class:  those analyzing texts in the original language will present a small section of text and explain to the whole class what matters about the wording (what’s lost in translation), using a handout; those doing literature reviews will present the SOQ, with a bibliographical handout.


These papers and reports will be presented in weeks 2 through 9; four reports maximum per class.  


So that students can benefit from feedback on the first short paper, students are asked not to schedule papers two weeks in a row.

Syllabus:  Each student is to design a syllabus for a fifteen-week undergraduate women’s history course that incorporates material on women in antiquity.   Syllabi must include a full statement of required readings and assigned projects, along with a page of “Rules and Regulations” (which, in turn, must describe the assignments, just like the page you are reading).  Students should use this assignment to pursue their own particular interests; designs might focus on Greece instead of Rome, or focus on Rome in more detail, or do Greece and Rome combined, or Greece + Rome + Christians + Jews, or do Greece/Rome + the Near East and/or Egypt, or Greece + Rome + medieval or world or comparative ancient cultures, or incorporate literature and mythology (an approach known as “images of women”), or incorporate or focus mainly on material culture -- or any combination of the above.  Readings should average out to 100 pages per week, primary and secondary combined, and the syllabus must state the assigned pages; syllabi must include well-balanced testing, written assignments, and other projects (be inventive:  staged scenes from plays?  role-playing?  small group work?  online work?).  At least 50% of the material on all syllabi, however, must address the question of finding out about real women’s lives (so, no “Women in the Iliad,” followed by “Women in the Odyssey,” followed by “Women in the Aeneid” … -- those are not women).


Outlines of syllabi are due in class on October 24; these will be returned on October 31, with comments and markup.

Full drafts of syllabi are due in class on November 21; these will be returned on November 28, with comments and markup.  Students are strongly encouraged to meet with the instructor before November 21 to discuss scope and approaches.  Students will be asked to workshop their syllabi in class throughout the term.

Students will present their syllabi at the last class meeting (December 5):  bring a copy of your syllabus for everyone; you will have 20-25 minutes to point out its beauties (per class size). 

3.  All papers will be graded for both style and content.  Please edit your papers carefully before handing them in; after the third typo I find, I will send the paper back to you for editing, and this will affect your grade.  A style guide for citation will be provided; all students are expected to follow it meticulously.  This is practice for when you start to publish, for an arbitrary style will always be imposed on you, and you will often spend most of your time undoing the errors inserted into the text by your copy editor.

4.  Critical reading is an important element in this course.  You are expected to do all the reading, to think about it, and to mark passages you particularly wish to discuss in class.  If you don’t speak, you will be called on in class to bring such passages up.

5.  Discussing critical reading in class:  You are welcome to bring a tablet or laptop to class, if that’s where you are keeping the critical reading (as opposed to printing it out).

