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Course Description
This course offers a chronological survey of  some central contributions to 
contemporary political thought. The twentieth century was a period when mass 
politics and the use of  mass media to mobilize and influence people became central. 
This course’s premise is that twentieth-century political thinkers have given us 
different (a) vocabularies to understand modern political world and (b) arguments 
for why and how we should try to change that world. 

Although this is a course in political theory, it is important to keep the historical 
context in mind. The twentieth century saw the rise of  mass democracy and mass 
politics as well as unprecedented political experiments, in both good and bad. Some 
of  the texts we read contributed to those events, others reflect and try to make 
sense of  them. Having some knowledge of  the history of  the twentieth century will 
therefore be useful for this course. Furthermore, since much of  the twentieth-
century political thought also consists of  developments of  and reactions to the 
nineteenth-century legacies of  liberalism and Marxism, you need to be familiar with 
those theories. If  you aren’t, that may affect your ability to do well in this course.

The course satisfies the Upper-level Writing Requirement (assuming your final 
grade is C– or higher).

Learning Objectives
The two primary purposes of this course is to introduce you to the key ideas 

of twentieth-century political thought and help you learn to think like a 

contemporary political theorist. 

Political theory is a type of  social inquiry which studies arguments made in texts. The purpose of  this 
course is to introduce you to some of  the most important arguments made in the twentieth-century, 
and to teach you to interpret and analyze the texts and evaluate the arguments. Most of  the steps 
require your own expressive skills, particularly your own writing. This means that while the 
knowledge objectives of  the course are limited to the theories we study, mastering the skill objectives 
will make you prepared more broadly.
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General Course Requirements

Writing
You will write much and often in this course, but you will also get much help. There are three key ideas 

guiding the writing pedagogy in the course: (1) The idea of  writing as a process from an initial half-
baked thought to a polished expression of  sophisticated ideas, with many steps in between. (2) The 
modularity of  the types of  writing: work by political theorists includes argument paraphrases, 
summaries and comparisons; counterarguments; and new normative arguments. Good work incorporates 
these into seamless wholes, but to be able to do that, one needs to learn to work with the modules by 
themselves. (3) To help you achieve that end, the third key idea is your own reflection of  the writing 
process, how you understand any given assignment and how you feel you accomplished it (we call 
those “metacognitive writing activities” and explain them in greater detail below). Throughout this 
course, we will practice these various steps and modules, and you will be able to incorporate others’ 
feedback as you develop your ideas.

It is important to keep in mind that although we both study and produce texts, they are different kinds 
of  texts. You won’t always be writing like the authors we study; you will be writing like political 
theorists who study those texts now. Some of  our authors are useful exemplars for that; others aren’t. 
You’ll also have other samples to model from. In this sense, political theory is no different from any 
other subfield of  political science: you do not replicate the object of  your study, but illuminate it for 
others.

There are two types of  writing assignments in the course: short papers, which help you practice the 
modular aspects of  theoretical writing, and a term paper, in which you bring the different modules 
together. Think of  the former as exercises — such as playing scales, doing pushups — and the term 
paper as the product with which you communicate your contribution — your performance of  a difficult 
composition, being in an athletic competition. In both cases, you will also practice revising your work.

Short Papers. You will write three very short papers (500 words). The first of  these 
papers is due on Wednesday, January 18. Topics for the other two will be assigned 
weekly, beginning early February, with specific due dates. You may choose which topic 
you want to write on; the only requirement is that you complete two additional papers.

The short papers ask you to practice the different modules of  theory writing: 
paraphrasing, reviewing and comparing arguments as well as making 
counterarguments and developing normative arguments of  your own.

Each of  these papers has a revision requirement. The first paper, which everyone will 
write, will be graded and commented on and returned to you for revision on January 
25. You will have a week to revise the paper. After you turn it in, it will be graded again. 
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Drafts and final versions of the 
papers will graded. The grade 
you receive for a paper is the 
weighted average of the draft 
(25%) and the second draft 
(75%). 
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You will revise the two other short papers on the basis of  a peer review. You will submit your draft to 
two other, pre-selected students who will have several days to comment on the draft. After making 
revisions, you will turn in your final version as well as your original version and your peers’ comments.

How the peer review works. Students in the course will be randomly assigned to 
groups of  three for the duration of  the semester. Each member of  a group must 
comment on two short papers by two of his or her peers in the group. The quality of  
your comments will be graded.

Term paper. The purpose of  the term paper is to allow you to combine the different types of  writing 
you have practiced in the short papers in a more sustained piece of  work. The term paper will be 
2,500–3,000 words long. A graded draft and a revised final version are required.

Each topic will be comparative in some way and require you to focus on at least two different theorists.

Metacognitive writing activities: Research in the fields of  education and writing indicates that explicit 
self-reflection and self-monitoring of  learning processes during writing can improve student 
performance. For that reason, you will complete three brief  metacognitive writing activities in 
connection with all of  the papers in the course: (i) a planning survey through CTools, (ii) insertion of  
self-reflective, monitoring comments on all drafts (including peer review drafts) using the MS Word 
comment tool, and (iii) a self-evaluation on CTools. Specific directions for each activity will be included 
in the paper guidelines. None of  the writing activities themselves will be graded, but you need to 
complete them to receive a grade for the papers. They will also help us evaluate your paper and can 
therefore affect your grade. 

Expectations about writing. We don’t assume you already have mastered the styles of  writing we 
focus on in this course, although your prior writing experience will help. Still, our purpose is to teach 
those styles to you now. We will provide many resources to give you a sense of  what we hope you will 
have mastered by the end of  the semester. For example, the course website has

• general and specific tips on writing political theory papers, 

• links to resources on, for example, grammar, and

• examples of  the different kinds of  papers we are asking you to write. Some of  these are from 
professional political theorists; others are from undergraduates like you.

We also urge you to take advantage of  the professor’s and particularly the GSI’s office hours. The GSI’s 
job is to help you work on your writing, and ignoring this great resource puts you at a disadvantage 
and wastes your tuition dollars.

We realize grades are important to you, and we therefore want to make it clear in advance what you 
will need to do well in this course. The following offers the rough principles on the basis of  which your 
papers will be graded:
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A+	

 A rare piece of superb work. The paper exceeds all expectations for writers at this level. It 
offers an original thesis and a complex valid and sound argument in its defense. It displays 
the writer’s familiarity with and understanding of relevant debates and literatures. Prose is 
mature and sophisticated and shows that the writer has not only mastered Standard 
Written English, but has also developed his or her own voice. A paper of this quality could 
be a candidate for publication.

A-A‒	

 Excellent work. Paper offers a clearly stated, interesting and very 
strong thesis which is supported with valid and sound arguments. 
The paper shows that the writer has thought about the assignment 
and developed his or her own ideas about it. Interpretations of 
theories are sophisticated and supported with textual evidence. 
Writing is excellent: the organization of the paper is clear, prose is 
good and grammar flawless.

B+	

 Good work. Paper offers a clearly stated thesis which is supported 
with arguments which are by and large valid and sound. The paper 
stays on topic and considers all the relevant aspects of the 
assignment. Interpretations of theories are plausible — or at least 
intelligent — and supported with textual evidence; more than one 
source is considered. Writing, including outline, grammar and style, is 
solid. There are at most two or three typographical or grammatical 
errors.

B	

 Satisfactory work. Paper offers a thesis and supports it with 
arguments. The thesis is solid but lacks complexity; there are some 
problems in the arguments or in how they are connected to the 
thesis. Interpretations are possible, but they can have some 
weaknesses. Paper uses textual evidence, but there are problems 
between the evidence and arguments. Paper only uses one textual 
source. Writing and organization have some minor problems that 
may affect readability; typographical, grammatical and stylistic errors 
are noticeable.

B‒	

 Acceptable work. Paper offers a thesis, but it is either simplistic, 
trivial, or otherwise weak. Arguments in support of the thesis have 
some significant problems (they may be invalid, unsound, or 
disconnected from the thesis), but they also have good aspects to 
them. The organization of the paper is confusing. Writing has some 
significant stylistic, grammatical and typographical problems. Textual 
evidence is generally insufficient or used poorly.

C-C+	

 Weak work. Paper offers a minimal thesis and minimal arguments in its support. 
Interpretations are misguided and/or unsupported with satisfactory evidence. Writing — 
both at the level or paper organization and grammar — is problematic.

C‒	

 Poor work. Minimal, incoherent, or badly misguided thesis. There are either no arguments 
and no textual evidence, or arguments and evidence are so poorly used that they do not 
support the thesis. Organization is borderline incoherent, writing is so awkward that it 
begins to be unintelligible.

D+-D‒	

 Extremely poor work. No thesis, no arguments, no evidence. Writer has little or no 
conception of most rudimentary aspects of writing (paragraphs, outline).

E	

 Unacceptable. The paper displays a fundamental lack of understanding of the principles that 
guide scholarly endeavors. 
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A word on grammar. Students often 
ask whether they will be “graded for 
grammar.” The answer is no and yes. 
“No,” in the sense that grammar alone 
isn’t a grading criterion. But “yes” in 
the sense that bad grammar — and 
awkward style — detract from the 
argument: they make it difficult to 
follow the writer’s logic, and they 
make it tiresome for the reader to go 
through the text. Your goal is not to 
entertain, but you also shouldn’t make 
the reading harder work than it needs 
to be. You are responsible for 
understanding the rules governing 
Standard Written English, and usage 
and grammar rules are important. As 
you can see in the descriptions on the 
left, your paper cannot be in the A-
range if  it has significant 
grammatical problems.



Winter 2012

Readings
All writing is about something, and in this course it is primarily about the texts we read. You will 
therefore need to keep up with the readings and, in particular, show up in class having read the 
material. 

The following are the required books for the course. 

• Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem (Penguin)
• J.M. Coetzee, Disgrace (Penguin USA)
• Franz Fanon, Black Skin, White Masks (Grove Press)
• Michel Foucault, Discipline and Punish (Vintage)
• Antonio Gramsci, Modern Prince (International Publishers)
• George Orwell, A Collection of  Essays (Harvest/Harcourt)
• Carl Schmitt, Concept of  the Political (U Chicago P)
• Max Weber, The Vocation Lectures (Hackett)

Additional required readings are available through the course website. 

Quizzes
In order to motivate you to keep up with the readings. there will be fifteen random quizzes in the 
course throughout the term. This means that there will be a quiz every week, sometimes twice. The 
quizzes will ask you to say something about or do something with the reading for the day. 

The quizzes are graded on a pass/fail basis. Passing credit indicates “good-faith effort” on your part: (a) 
your response clearly demonstrates you have done the reading and have engaged the question, and (b) 
you are able to answer questions about the readings when called on in class. If  you cannot answer a 
question regarding the assignment, you cannot receive credit for your quiz that day. Also, leaving class 
immediately after the quiz counts as a failure.

The quizzes count for 20% of  your final course grade. They translate into a letter grade as follows:

Pass 14 quizzes:	

 	

 A+
Pass 13 quizzes:	

 	

 A
Pass 11 or 12 quizzes:	

 B
Pass 9 or 10 quizzes:	

 C
Pass 7 or 8 quizzes:	

	

 D
Pass fewer than 7 quizzes:	

 E

You may make up one quiz if  you had a prior approval for your absence or if  it is a documented 
emergency. The makeup may be written or oral. In keeping with the university policy of  religious 
observances, this one-makeup rule includes classes missed because of  religious observances. 
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Participation
Participation and attendance count for two reasons: (1) Learning is collective. You might not care about 
discussions, but by avoiding them, you deprive your peers of  an educational opportunity they have a 
right to. (2) The ability to engage in an intelligent conversation is a skill which is different from being 
able to understand lectures and readings and from being able to write. 

Attend class regularly and participate in class and group discussions. Being more 
than ten minutes late to class counts as non-attendance; leaving early without prior approval 
counts as non-attendance.

CTools Gradebook
We use the Gradebook tool on the course’s CTools site to keep track of  your grades. Graded 
assignments are indicated as follows:

A+ 	

 =	

 4.1
A	

 =	

 4.0
A–	

 =	

 3.7
B+	

 =	

 3.3
B	

 =	

 3.0
B–	

 =	

 2.7
C+	

 =	

 2.3
C	

 =	

 2.0
C–	

 =	

 1.7
D+	

 =	

 1.3
D	

 =	

 1.0
D–	

 = 	

 0.7
E	

 =	

 0
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Summary of grading

Three short papers:	

 30%
Peer review:	

 	

 15%
Participation:	

 	

 10%
Quizzes:	

 	

 20%
Term paper:	

 	

 25%
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Quizzes
Pass 14 quizzes:	

 	

 A+
Pass 13 quizzes:	

 	

 A
Pass 11 or 12 quizzes:	

 B
Pass 9 or 10 quizzes:	

 C
Pass 7 or 7 quizzes:	

	

 D
Pass fewer than 7 quizzes:	

 E

Peer review

Participation

Grade grievances

If you believe that you have been 
unfairly graded, you must follow 
this procedure:

1. Wait 24 hours after 
receiving the grade before 
approaching the GSI or the 

professor.

2. Provide an explanation in 
writing for why the grade 
you received was unfair.

Departmental grade grievance 
procedures are outlined on the 
political science website.

Incompletes

The university policy on the 
grade of “incomplete” will apply 
in this course. It is generally not 
in a student’s interest to have 
an incomplete, so try to avoid 
getting one.

20%

15%

10% 30%

25%

Short papers

25% 75%

D
ra

ft

2d
 d

ra
ft

1

2

3

Term paper

First draft: 25%
Second draft: 75%
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General Policies

Religious Observances and Other Scheduling Conflicts
In keeping with the University of  Michigan policy of  respecting students’ religious 
commitments, all attempts will be made to accommodate conflicts arising out of  
religious observances. Please note that, according to the Provost’s policy on religious 
holidays, you must give notice of a religious conflict by the drop/add deadline. 
After that, requests cannot be honored.

Furthermore, we are sympathetic to the many other pressures students have in their 
lives and are willing to accommodate reasonable requests for extensions and other 
issues that involve scheduling conflicts. It is, however, your responsibility to bring 
conflicts to the professor’s attention, and to do so in advance. Student athletes will, in 
most cases, need a letter from the Athletic Department about the scheduling 
conflicts. As a rule, no late assignments will be accepted without prior permission except in cases of  a 
documented emergency. 

Academic integrity
Plagiarism and cheating are violations of  academic integrity and so violations of  the LSA Academic 
Conduct Code, and they will result automatically in a failure in the course. Furthermore, as the LSA 
Academic Judiciary Manual of  Procedures specifies, a student may be expelled from the university for 
academic misconduct. For the purposes of  this class, plagiarism will mean

submitting a piece of  work which in part or in whole is not entirely the student's own work 
without attributing those same portions to their correct source. 

Additional information on is available on the course website. You are responsible for familiarizing 
yourself  with those cases. Note that you may fail a paper by citing your sources incorrectly. You 
are also responsible for avoiding even the appearance of plagiarism.

Meeting the learning objectives in this course requires that you apply your current knowledge and skills 
to the questions and exercises. Shortcuts won’t get you there. Because of  this, the use of commercial 
study guides such as Cliff  Notes, Sparknotes.com, and other similar resources outside this course 
is a violation of academic integrity. You will automatically fail this course if  we catch you using such 
resources.
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Students with Disabilities
If you would like to request 
academic accommodations due to 
a disability, please make an 
appointment to see Prof. 
LaVaque-Manty. If you haven’t 
done so already, you are also 
encouraged to contact Services 
for Students with Disabilities 
(SSD), Rm. G-625 Haven Hall 
1045, tel. 763-3000 (Voice/TTY/
TDD).
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Calendar

1/4 Introduction — no reading

1/9 Max Weber, “Politics as a Vocation”
1/11 Weber, “Science as a Vocation”

1/16 MLK Day — No class
1/18 Walter Benjamin, “The Work of  Art in the Age of  Mechanical Reproduction”*

1/23 Carl Schmitt, The Concept of  the Political, pp. 19–45

1/25 Schmitt continued, pp. 45–79

1/30 Antonio Gramsci, The Modern Prince, pp. 58–89, 118–125
2/1 Gramsci continued, pp. 135–153, 181–188

2/6 George Orwell, A Collection of  Essays, 148–156, 156 –180, 188–210, 252–278
2/8 Franz Fanon, Black Skin, White Masks Introduction & chs. 1–4

2/13 Fanon continued, chs. 5 and 8
2/15 Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem, pp. 3–111

2/20 Arendt continued, pp. 112–219
2/22 Arendt continued, pp. 220–298

2/27 “Spring” break2/29 “Spring” break

3/5 Michael Walzer, “Political Action” Philosophy and Public Affairs 2:2. (1973).*
3/7 Martin Hollis, “Dirty Hands” British Journal of  Political Science 12:4. (1982)*

3/12 Foucault, Discipline and Punish, pp. 3–69
3/14 Foucault continued, pp. 73–130

3/19 Foucault, pp. 135–228
3/21  Jürgen Habermas,  The Structural Transformation of  the Public Sphere (excerpt)*

3/26 John Rawls, Justice as Fairness (excerpts)* 
3/28 Rawls continued

4/2 Iris Marion Young, Justice and the Politics of  Difference (excerpts)*
4/4 Term paper draft due

Nancy Fraser, “From Redistribution to Recognition?”*
4/9 Martha Nussbaum, “Human Functioning and Social Justice”*
4/11 J.M. Coetzee, Disgrace (read as much as you can)

4/16 Disgrace finished
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