Political Science 603

Modern Political Thought

Winter 2007
MikaLaVague-Manty OfficeHours:
mmanty@umich.edu 2EB Mondays
734.615.9142 2EB Thurgdays
7640 Haven Hall & by appointment

Description

Thisseminar servesthree different functions. It is, in aloose sense, asequel to PS602, which
coversthe ancient and medieva periods of the Wesern politica thought. It ao fills out
some of the gapsleft in the canon of modern political thought in last yearOgeration of PS
603. And it isafreeganding introduction to some centra themes, texts and thinkers of what
political theorists (unlike, say, artistsor architects) consder the modern period: seventeenth
through the nineteenth centuries The seminar will be accessble even to participantswith
little or no theory background.

Thisterm, we begin in the early eighteenth century with MontesquieuO8ersian
Letters (1721) and end with Friedrich NietzscheO®n the Genealogy of Morality (1888). Lagt
yearOseminar focused on the heavy hitters, on the Top 40, on the supposed donOteave-
home-without-these-bookslist: the social contract theorigts, the textbook liberas, and the
Marxig dternative. Our thinkersthisterm are equally important and influential, sometimes,
at least arguably, moreinteresing. They are harder to place politically and intellectualy
(Montesquieu and Hume have been cdled both liberas and conservatives), and their
approaches are more varied. Our thinkersare, in short, not Sdieri againg last yearO®ozart,
but Tom Waitsagaingt last year@Bruce Soringsteen: geniuses of adightly different sort, but
geniusesdl the same.

Making sense of and coming to termswith the rapidly changing world, particularly
social and politica diversty, were centra preoccupations of modern politica theorisgs We
will try to understand the thinkersQiifferent approachesand answersto these questions. We
will assumethat al political theory amsto persuade itsaudience in someway and that a
theorist@epistemological commitments (how she thinkswe know anything) inform her
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attemptsat persuason. One of the thingswe will see forming in the textswe sudy arethe
philosophica and even methodological foundations of the modern scientific worldview N
and dso early critiquesof that worldview.

Our selection sacrifices breadth for (amodicum of) depth. What youOllearn, | hope,
by our focuson thefive thinkersisthe ability to read difficult primary textscarefully, to
undergand some of the main themes, and to engage theoriesin an intelligent, even origina
way. YouOlhaveto do that on your own with the other modern thinkerswe now sidestep.
(You really will haveto do that if you hopeto take aprelim in political theory.)

Thisisaseminar in which we engage in inquiry. Textsare our object; for our method,
condder thefollowing statement:

| alwaystook for granted that the writerswe were sudying were much smarter than | was.
If they were not, why was| wasting my time and the sudentsQime by sudying them?If|
saw amigakein their arguments, | supposed those writerssaw it too and must have dealt
with it. But where?l looked for their way out, not mine. Sometimestheir way out was
higorical; in their day the question need not beraised, or wouldn®arise and so couldn®
then be fruitfully discussed. Or there wasapart of thetext | had overlooked, or had not read.

| assumed there were never plain misakes, not onesthat mattered, anyway.*

Snce the person speaking is John Rawls, who was undoubtedly smarter than any of us, weQll
take hisword for it and use aprinciple of charity asour primary interpretive approach:
generationsof scholars, politicians, and intellectuas have consdered these texts centrd to
the gudy of politics. Our task isto figure out why.

I Quoted in Barbara Herman, CEditor@IntroductionGin John Rawls, Lectures on the History of Moral Philosophy
(Cambridge: Harvard Univerdty Press, 2000), xviExvii.
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Seminar mechanics

¥ Everybody needsto cometo seminar meetingsprepared. Therewill bealot of reading, but
there will be gudy quegstionswhich will help focusyour reading abit. Attendanceis
mandatory, and unexplained absences are not allowed. One unexplained absence will
result in an Efor participation, two will result in failure in the course.

¥ Regigered sudentswill writetwo short papers (one 300B400-word response paper and one
1,000-word paper) aswell asa 3,50084,000-word term paper (with arequired draft). The
term paper can be based on one of thetwo short papers. There will be aseparate handout
on theterm paper details.

¥ Theregonse paper will becirculated to all ssminar participantsbefore the ssminar; we will
schedulethose assignmentsduring the firs two weeks of the seminar. The person who
writesthe regponse paper will also gpend about five minutestalking about it at the
beginning of the seminar.

¥ All written work N that is, all written work N must conform to the guidelinesof the
Chicago Manual of Style, 15" edition, and use American style. The course website hasalink

to abrief online explanation of the 14™-edition styles, and they are pretty much the same as
the 15"

¥ Peaseturninal work eledtronicaly. E-mail me your papersasattachments, preferably as
Microsoft Word or RTFfiles.

¥  Therewill no incompletesexcept in cases of documented medical emergencies, provided
that at least half of the work hasbeen completed.

Grading
Short papers 30%
Term paper 50%
Participation 20%
Readings

The following books have been ordered through Shaman Drum Bookshop. You should have the
edition specified.

G.W.F. Hegel, Elements of the Philosophy of Right (Cambridge UP).
David Hume, Political Writings (Hackett).

Immanuel Kant, Toward Perpetual Peace and Other Writings (Yale UP).
Montesquieu, Persian Letters (Hackett).

Montesquieu, The Spirit of the Laws (Cambridge UP).

Friedrich Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morality (Hackett)

Friedrich Nietzsche, Twilight of the Idols (Hackett). OPTIONAL
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Calendar

Below isthe calendar for the semeger. A number of paper topics are available for each week. They
will also serve assudy quegions, to orient you to the issueswe may want to focuson in class
discussion. The paper isdue on the Tuesday the material isdiscussed if it isthe 1,000-word paper; if
it isaregponse paper you are scheduledto circulate, it isdue on Monday evening by 8p.m. You may
not write on an earlier week@topics. The paper topicsshould also serve asstudy questionsand help
you focusyour reading even when you are not writing on one of them. On mos occasons, the
length limit isaseriouscongraint on what you could say; | am fully aware of that. The papershave
to bebrief and can serve asfirg-gab think piecesinto broader topics.

In addition to thetopicslised below, you may also write abook review on the reading for the day.
For exampleson what book reviewsin political theory look like, consult the APSR (or itsnew
incarnation, Perspectives on Politics) Of, €.9., Political Theory.

Week 1 Introduction. No reading.
January 9
Week 2 Montesquieu, Persian Letters, Introduction, letters 1£84.
January 16 Read my handout GHow to Read the Persian Letters,Oavailablein the resourceson
the course website.
Paper topics.

1. Discussthe political significance of the Troglodyte sory.
2. What isthe epigemological significance of letters 17018?
3. Wha motivateshumansin the Persian Letters?

Week 3 Montesquieu, Persian Letters, res.

Jnuary 23 Paper topics:
1. The@nlightenmentOistaken to promote QuniversaligGpolitical
values. Isthe Persian Letters universalig?In what way, if it is?
2. Where do wefind happinessin the world of the Persian Letters?
What do we make of it?
3. IsthePersian Letters afeminis text?

Week 4 Montesquieu, The Spirit of the Laws, Part 1, bks. 1Eb, 8. Part 2, bk. 12
January 30 _
Paper topics. .

1. Discussonethe of motivesin Montesquieu@political psychology
and contrag it to itscorregponding regime type.

2. Focuson somethemethat appearsboth inthe Persian Letters and_
the Spirit and discusswhether you detect changesin Montequieu@
views.

3. What isthe political sgnificance of moderation asavirtue?
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Week 5 Montesquieu, The Spirit, Parts 3B4.
February 6
Paper topics. . )

1. Monteqquieu@@limate theoryQisoften taken to be one of the key
foundations of modern wegern racialism and racism. Do you
agree or disagree?

2. ThePersian Letters usesirony frequently. Doesthe Spirit?

3. Onwhat groundsmight one reasonably describe Montesquieu as
@he founder of social scienceC?

Week 6 David Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature, BK. 111, Part 1. (Pp. 1E97 in Political
February 13 Writings).
Paper topics:

1. (MHumean drcumstances of justiceOisaconcept used to indicate
thedircumsatancesin which it can become meaningful to talk of
politics. Decribe what those circumstances are and why politics
can only arise under them.

2. What motivatespeople, accordingto Hume?

3. Describe Hume@theory of property.

Week 7 Hume, Political Writings, pp. 1018111, 1578181, 184E189, 230EP40.
February 20 Paper topics:

1. What isthe problem with social contract theories, accordingto
Hume? . )

2. Intheeighteenth century, @nthus asmQcounted as apathological
condition. Why?What isthe political significance of that?

3. Somecommentatorstreat Hume asaconservative, omeasa
liberal, some asboth. How about you?Why?

February 27 Soring break
Week 8 Immanuel Kant,
March 6 Qhat isEnlightenment™ ]
CConjectural Beginning of Human HigoryO
O heory and Practice, Oxc2EB
Paper topics.

1. Kant isone of theleading theorissof autonomy. How doeshe
understand autonomy, and what isitspolitical significance?

2. What doesKant mean by Quublic use of reasonC?

3. Why arerevolutionsillegitimate?

Week 9 Kant, Perpetual Peace
March 13

Paper topics.
1 Whyc doesn®aworld government follow as aconsequence of

Kant@argument in Perpetual Peace?

2. Perpetual Peace isthe source of the famous @emocratic peaceO
thes's. Explain Kant®@ argument.

3. Perpetual Peace outlinesKant@general theory of legitimagy, one
might argue. How?
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Week 10 G.W.F. Hegel, Elements of the Philosophy of Right, Preface & Introduction, Part I,

March 21 aaleyl.
Paper topics.

1. rheowl of Minervabeginsitsflight only at the onset of dusk,0
Hegel saysat the end of the Preface, describing hisconception of
the proper role of political philosophy. What doeshe mean?

2. Somecommentatorsread Hegel asaconservative. In what way
might the Preface and Introduction motivate such areading?

3. What istherelationship between personhood and private

property?
Week 11 Hegel, Philosophy of Right, Part 111, oal42EP56.
March 27 Paper topics:

1. What isthe purpose of the family?

2. How doesHegel undergand the private/ public diginction?

3. How isHegel@aivil society different from what we understand by
the concept?What isthe sgnificance?

Week 12 Hegel, Philosophy of Right, Part 111, ca257E860.

April 3 Paper topics:

1. What isthe purpose of the gate?

2. Dexribe one of thewaysin which Hegel @ s ateisdifferent from a
modern liberal-democratic date.

3. Inhisintroduction to the Philosophy of Right, Allen Wood
digtinguishesbetween Greedom in the ordinary senseQand
Hegel @conception of freedom. What isthe latter?(Write your
paper using Hegel, not Wood@intro.)

Week 13 Friedrich Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morality, Preface, Firg and Second
April 10 Treatise.
Paper topics.
1. Why genealogy?And what isit?
2. What isthedaverevolt in morality?
3. What, briefly, isthe geneal ogy of (ad conscienceC?

Week 14 Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morality, Third Treatise.

April 17 Nietzsche, Twilight of the Idols, @Reason@n Philosophy,O3How the @rue Worldd
Finally Became aFicionJoptional].

Paper topics.
1. DoesNietzsche have apolitical epigemology?
2. What@wrong with ascetism?
3. What doesNietzsche want?
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Recommended Readings

Below are recommended secondary readings. | don®expedt you to do the readings, and we likely
will never discussthem inthe seminar. But you may find them helpful asguidesinto thetexts, on
the one hand, and as examples of how contemporary scholarsengagethesetexts. They represent
jugt asmall part of the possible literatures, | havetriedto choose textsthat reflect different
approachesto thesetexts.

Montesquieu
Althusser, Louis. 1972. Politics and History: Montesquieu, Rousseau, Hegel and Marx. Trand ated by

B. Brewser. London: NLB.

Behdad, Ali. 1989. The Eroticized Orient: Images of the Harem in Montesquieu and His
Precursors. Stanford French Review 8 (2-3):109-126.

Hulliung, Mark. 1974. Petriarchalism and ItsEarly Enemies. Political Theory 2 (4):410-419.

N N N . 1976. Montesquieu and the Old Regime. Berkeley, LosAngeles, London: University of
CdliforniaPress

Keohane, Nannerl O. 1980. Philosophy and the State in France: The Renaissance to the Enlightenment.
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Krause, Sharon. 2002. Liberalism with Honor. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Universty Press.

Mosher, Michael A. 1994. The Judgmental Gaze of European Women: Gender, Sexuality and
the Critique of Republican Rule. Political Theory 22 (1):25-44.

Muthu, Sankar. 2003. Enlightenment Against Empire. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Robin, Corey. 2000. Reflectionson Fear: Montesquieu in Retrieval. American Political Science
Review 94 (2):347-360.

Shackleton, Robert. 1961. Montesquieu: A Critical Biography. Oxford: Oxford Universty Press

N N N . 1988. Essays on Montesquieu and on the Enlightenment. Edited by D. Gilson and M. Smith.
Oxford: The Voltaire Foundation.

Shklar, Judith. 1987. Montesquiew. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Todorov, Tzvetan. 1993. On human Diversity: Nationalism, Racism, and Exoticism in French
Thought. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press.

Yack, Bernard. 1992. The Longing for Total Revolution: Philosophic Sources of Social Discontent from
Rousseau to Marx and Nietzsche. Berkeley and Los Angeles. University of California
Press.

Hume

Baier, Annette. 1991. A Progress of Sentiments. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press.
Blackburn, Smon. 1998. Ruling Passions. New York: Oxford University Press.

Forbes, Duncan. 1975. Hume’s Philosophical Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Herzog, Don. 1985. Without Foundations. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Laursen, John Chridian. 1992. The Politics of Skepticism in the Ancients, Montaigne, Hume, and Kant.
Leiden: Brill.
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Miller, David. 1981. Philosophy and Ideology in Hume’s Political Thought. Oxford: Clarendon Press.
Pinch, Adela. 1996. Strange Fits of Passion. Sanford: Sanford University Press.

Sewart, ohn B. 1992. Opinion and Reform in Hume’s Political Philosophy. Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Whelan, Fredrick G. 1985. Order and Artifice in Hume’s Political Philosophy. Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

Wolin, Sheldon S 1954. Hume and Conservatism. American Political Science Review 48:4.

Kant

Allison, Henry E. 1990. Kant's Theory of Freedom. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Arendt, Hannah. 1992. Lectures on Kant's Political Philosophy. Edited by R. Beiner. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press.

Beiser, Frederick C. 1987. The Fate of Reason: German Philosophy from Kant to Fichte. Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard Universty Press.

Cassirer, Erng. 1991. Rousseau, Kant, Goethe. Hamburg: Felix Meiner Verlag.

Ellis, Elisabeth. 2005. Kant's Politics: A Provisional Theory for an Uncertain World. New Haven: Yale
University Press.

Habermas, JYrgen. 1989. The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere: An Inquiry into a
Category of Bourgeois Society. Translated by T. Burger. Edited by T. McCarthy, Studies in
Contemporary German Social Thought. Cambridge, Mass.: The MIT Press.

Henrich, Dieter. 1993. On the Meaning of Rational Acion in the Sate. In Kant ¢ Political
Philosophy: The Contemporary Legacy, edited by R. Beiner and W. J Booth. New Haven &
London: Yale Universty Press.

Herman, Barbara 1997. A Cosmopolitan Kingdom of Ends. In Reclaiming the History of Ethics:
Essays for John Rawls, edited by A. Reath, B. Herman and C. M. Korsgaard. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Kuehn, Manfred. 2001. Kant: A Biography. Cambridge: Cambridge Universty Press

Laursen, John Chrigtian. 1996. The Subversive Kant: The Vocabulary of ®ublicCand ®ublicityd
IN What is Enlightenment? Eighteenth-Century Answers and Twentieth-Century Questions,
edited by J Shmidt. Berkeley: University of California Press.

LaVague-Manty, Mika. 2002. Liberalism Grown Pale & KSnigsbergian. In Arguments and Fists.
New York: Routledge.

O®eill, Onora. 1989. Constructions of Reason. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

N N N . 1992. Vindicating Reason. In The Cambridge Companion to Kant, edited by P. Guyer.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Rawls, John. 2000. Lectures on the History of Moral Philosophy. Edited by B. Herman. Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press.

Reath, Andrews. 1997. Legidating for aRealm of Ends. The Social Dimension of Autonomy. In
Reclaiming the History of Ethics: Essays for John Rawls, edited by A. Reath, B. Herman and
C. M. Korsgaard. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Shmidt, ames. 1989. The Quegtion of Enlightenment: Kant, Mendelsson, and the
Mittwochgesellschaft. Journal of the History of Ideas 50:269-291.
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Shneewind, JB. 1992. Autonomy, obligation, and virtue: An overview of Kant@&moral
philosophy. In The Cambridge Companion to Kant, edited by P. Guyer. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Yack, Bernard. 1992. The Longing for Total Revolution: Philosophic Sources of Social Discontent from
Rousseau to Marx and Nietzsche. Berkeley and Los Angeles. University of California
Press.

Yovel, Yirmiahu. 1980. Kant and the Philosophy of History. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Hegd

Althusser, Louis. 1972. Politics and History: Montesquieu, Rousseau, Hegel and Marx. Trand ated by
B. Brewster. London: NLB.

Barber, Benjamin. 1988. Sirit@Phoenix and Higory@Owl or the Incoherence of Dialecticsin
Hegel @ Account of Women. Political Theory 16:1.

Beiser, Frederick C. 1993. The Cambridge Companion to Hegel. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Franco, Paul. 1997. Hegel and Liberalism. Review of Politics 59:4.
Pinkard, Terry. 2001. Hegel: A Biography. Cambridge: Cambridge Universty Press

Rawls, John. 2000. Lectures on the History of Moral Philosophy. Edited by B. Herman. Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press.

Smith, Sephen B. 1989. What is®ightOn Hegel @ Philosophy of Right?American Political Science
Review 83:1.

Taylor, Charles. 2006. Hegel. New edition. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
N N N . 2003. Hegel and Modern Society. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Yack, Bernard. 1992. The Longing for Total Revolution: Philosophic Sources of Social Discontent from
Rousseau to Marx and Nietzsche. Berkeley and Los Angeles. University of California
Press.

Nigtzsche

Ansall-Pearson, Keith. 1994. An Introduction to Nietzsche as Political Thinker. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Deleuze, Gilles. 1983. Nietzsche and Philosophy. New York: ColumbiaUniversity Press.
Leiter, Brian. 1997. Nietzsche and the Morality Critics. Ethics 107:2.

Srong, Tracy. 1999. Nietzsche and the Politics of Transfiguration. Expanded edition. Champaign,
lll.: The Universty of lllinoisPress.

N N N . 1985. Textsand Pretexts. Political Theory 13:2.

Thiele, Ledlie Paul. 1990. Friedrich Nietzsche and the Politics of the Soul: A Study of Heroic
Individualism. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Warren, Mark. 1985. Nietzsche and Political Philosophy. Political Theory 13:2.

Yack, Bernard. 1992. The Longing for Total Revolution: Philosophic Sources of Social Discontent from
Rousseau to Marx and Nietzsche. Berkeley and Los Angeles. University of California
Press.



