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Synopsis
 

The aim of this module is to introduce students to contemporary issues in political theory. The module considers several ideas in contemporary political theory such as liberty, justice, and freedom. The module then criticizes the modern emphasis on materialism, meritocracy, and wealth. The problems of society today are ironically correlated with a desire for unattainable social, political, economic, and cultural status that serve to weaken the basic meaning of the text in our lives. The third part of the module shows how modern texts construct and influence our lives. The module refers to the work of Marx, Nietzsche, Kariel and more recent contemporary political theorists. No prior knowledge of political theory is required. The module is only meant for honors students in political science.

Teaching Method
 

The instructor will explain the place of each reading in the overall scheme of the module, and how each reading contributes toward achieving the module’s aim. This will be followed by a general discussion on the reading material by the instructor and the students. There will be a 20 minute break in the middle of the seminar. At the end of each seminar, the instructor will summarize the main points and show its coherence within political theory. The number of compulsory readings will be determined by the size of the class. Examination questions will be based on what is taught and not what is listed in the readings, so there are no Trojan Horses here.
 
Prerequisites
 
Experience has shown that students who have read political theory previously perform equally well with students who have not. The most important prerequisites are attitude and aptitude. If you have the right attitude (ie a hardworking student) and the correct aptitude (believe that university modules should make you think rather than regurgitate) then this is the module for you.
 
Seminar 1 Introduction
 

This seminar begins with an overview of the module and explains the place of political theory as a sub-field of political science. This seminar is concerned with the weakening of political philosophy and the rise of political theory. It also examines the importance of political theory in political science.
 

Farr, James, and Raymond Seidelman, eds. 1993. Discipline and History: Political Science in the United States. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press. See especially, Ricci’s “Contradictions of a Political Discipline”, pp. 165-178; and Gunnell’s arguments, “American Political Science, Liberalism, and the Invention of Political Theory”, pp. 179-200.
 

Isaac, Jeffrey C. 1987. “On the Subject of Political Theory” Political Theory, 15, 4, 639-645. (JSTOR)
 

Isaac, Jeffrey C. 1995. “The Strange Silence of Political Theory” Political Theory, 23, 4, 636-652. (JSTOR)
 

McClure, Kirstie M.  1995. “The Strange Silence of Political Theory: Response”, Political Theory, 23, 4, 657-663.
 

Martin, Robert W. T. 1997. “Context and Contradiction: Toward a Political Theory of Conceptual Change” Political Research Quarterly, 50, 2, 413-436. (JSTOR)
 

Gunnell, John G. 1981. “Political Theory and the Theory of Action,” The Western Political Quarterly 34, 3, 341-358 (JSTOR)
 

Putnam, Hilary. 2000. “To Think with Integrity” The Harvard Review of Philosophy, VIII: 4-13. (JSTOR)
 
Taylor, Charles. 1985. “Connolly, Foucault, and Truth” Political Theory 13, 3, 377-385. (JSTOR)
 

Tully, James. 1989. “Wittgenstein and Political Philosophy: Understanding Practices of Critical Reflection” Political Theory, 17, 2, 172-204. (JSTOR)
Seminar 2 Nietzsche and Modernity 1
How is Nietzsche’s work related to modernity? Indeed, what exactly is "modernity" and why is it a contemporary issue in CPT? The notion of modernity itself can be traced to the period of positivist political science in the late 1940s to early 1960s while the data that supports its concepts are traceable to the beginning of the Industrial Revolution in the west. Could this era of technological dependence and the rise of the super machine age such as found in nanotechnology and bioengineering be the end of the beginning of what Thiele calls the ‘twilight of modernity’? Is Nietzsche merely a philosopher of culture and not of politics?
 

Kariel, Henry S. 1963. “Nietzsche's Preface to Constitutionalism” The Journal of Politics, 25, 2, 211-225. (JSTOR)
 

Olafson, Frederick. 1991. “Nietzsche's Philosophy of Culture: A Paradox in The Will to Power” Philosophy and Phenomenological Research, 51, 3, 557-572. (JSTOR)
 

Strong, Tracy B. 1985. “Text and Pretexts: Reflections on Perspectivism in Nietzsche” Political Theory 13, 2, 164-182. (JSTOR)
 

Thiele, Leslie Paul. 1994. “Twilight of Modernity: Nietzsche, Heidegger, and Politics” Political Theory, 22, 3:468-490. (JSTOR)
 

White, Richard. 1988. “The Return of the Master: An Interpretation of Nietzsche’s ‘Genealogy of Morals’ ” Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 48, 4, 683-696. (JSTOR)

 

Seminar 3 Nietzsche and Political Philosophy
 

Does Nietzsche possess a philosophy, let alone a ‘political’ one? This seminar explores the potentiality of the idea that has come to be known as the ‘political philosophy’ of Nietzsche which in itself exists as an extension of modern nature. It analyzes the ways in which Nietzsche has come to be both reviled and respected as one of the most influential thinkers of the modern age.
 

Abbey, Ruth and Fredrick Appel 1999. “Domesticating Nietzsche: A Response to Mark Warren” Political Theory, 27, 1, 121-125. (JSTOR)
 

Bakewell, Charles M. 1899. “The Teachings of Friedrich Nietzsche” International Journal of Ethics, 9, 3, 314-331. (JSTOR)
 

Gemes, Ken. 1992. “Nietzsche's Critique of Truth” Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 52, 1, 47-65. (JSTOR)
 

Warren, Mark. 1985. “Nietzsche and Political Philosophy” Political Theory, 13, 2, 183-212. (JSTOR)
 

Woolfolk, Alan N. 1986. “On Warren’s ‘Nietzsche and Political Philosophy’” Political Theory, 14, 1, 51-54. (JSTOR)
 

Seminar 4 Nietzsche and Modernity 2
 

This seminar compares Nietzsche with other philosophers and their theories in modernity. The seminar serves to present the basis of political action and political thought that Nietzsche may or may not have had over modern society through the comparative philosophical lens.
 

Andrew, Edward. 1975. “A Note on the Unity of Theory and Practice in Marx and Nietzsche” Political Theory, 3, 3, 305-316. (JSTOR)
 

Miller, James. 1990. “Carnivals of Atrocity: Foucault, Nietzsche, Cruelty” Political Theory, 18, 3, 470-491. (JSTOR)
 

Thiele, Leslie Paul. 1991. “Reading Nietzsche and Foucault: A Hermeneutics of Suspicion?” The American Political Science Review, 85, 2, 581-592. (JSTOR)
 

Seminar 5 Critical Theory: Meritocracy
 

The idea of critical theory began with theorists in the wake of a bourgeoning Nazi party and rising German nationalism. The critical theorists were also known as left Hegelians, a group of like-minded social theorists with an intellectual savoir faire centering on a site of intellectual thought known as the ‘Frankfurt School’ at the Institute for Social Research. Famous for their intense and radical approach to the remnants of the Enlightenment, these intellectuals included Walter Benjamin, Theodor W. Adorno, Max Horkheimer, Herbert Marcuse, Eric Fromm, Leo Lowenthal, and in the second generation, Jurgen Habermas. Important books include Adorno and Horkheimer’s Dialectic of Enlightenment (note the ‘Culture Industries’) and Habermas’ The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere. There is little wonder that the impact of these American-German-Jewish intellectuals had a powerful influence over the nature of social and political theory through their own undertaking of Marx’s corpse. They were after all neoMarxists. Compare the readings below on critical theorists and the work of Martin Heidegger. Do you see more than a resemblance in the theoretical models of reality? Why is this the case? This seminar uses the class approach to examine the modern concept of meritocracy in liberal and illiberal societies.
 

Powell, Jason L. and Harry R. Moody, 2003. “The Challenge of Modernity: Habermas and Critical Theory” Theory and Science, 14,1, 1-7 (JSTOR)
 

Rocco, Christopher. 1994. "Between Modernity and Postmodernity: Reading Dialectic of Englightenment Against the Grain" Political Theory 22, 1, 71-97.
 

Thiele, Leslie Paul. 1994. “Twilight of Modernity: Nietzsche, Heidegger, and Politics” Political Theory, 22, 3, 468-490.
 

Wiggershaus, Rolf . 1994. The Frankfurt School. Cambridge, Polity Press.
 

Wild, John. 1963. “The Philosophy of Martin Heidegger” The Journal of Philosophy 60, 22, 664-677.
 

Seminar 6 Liberalism and Neoliberalism: Freedom, Justice, and Materialism
 

This seminar is about classical liberalism, modern liberalism, neoliberalism, and postmodern bourgeois liberalism. It focuses on the importance of political liberalism and Rorty’s notion of postmodern bourgeois liberalism. The instructor notes that the article on Rorty has had a profound effect on contemporary political theory and indeed, on Rorty himself some 20 years after its publication. This seminar examines the meaning of freedom, justice and materialism from the classical liberal, modern liberal, neoliberal, and postmodern bourgeois liberal perspective.
 

Larmore, Charles. 1990. "Political Liberalism.” Political Theory 18, 3, 339-360 [CL RBR I-3570]
 

Mara, Gerald M. and Suzanne L. Dovi. 1995. “Mill, Nietzsche, and the Identity of Postmodern Liberalism” The Journal of Politics, 57, 1, 1-23. (JSTOR)
 

Rorty, Richard. 1983. “Postmodern Bourgeois Liberalism” The Journal of Philosophy, 80, 10, Part 1, 583-589.
 

Seminar 7 Critics of Empirical Political Theory
 

Contemporary empirical political theory is a growing sub-field within CPT and illustrates the continuing importance of “numbers” and “enumeration” in the study of political theory. Yet there has been a clear development in this sub-field since the work of Cnudde and Neubauer in the late 1960s and early 1970s when compared to Murray Edelman’s more recent, “Veiled Uses of Empirical Political Theories” in the Monroe edition.
 

Cnudde, Charles F. and Neubauer, Deane E. eds. Empirical Democratic Theory. Chicago: Markham Pub. Co., 1969. Read the introduction and the chapter by Neubauer. (RBR/CLMS)
 

Gemes, Ken. 1992. “Nietzsche's Critique of Truth” Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 52, 1, 47-65.
 

Monroe, Kristen Renwick. Ed. 1997. Contemporary Empirical Political Theory. Berkeley: University of California Press. Read the introductory chapter, pp. 1-12; chapter 5, Murray Edelman, “Veiled Uses of Empirical Political Theories,” pp. 100-114; chapter 7, Catherine Zukert and Michael Zukert, “Empirical Political Theory 1997,” pp. 143-165; and chapter 9, William H. Riker, “The Ferment of the 1950s and the Development of Rational Choice Theory,” pp. 191-201. (RBR/CLMS)
 

Seminar 8 & 9 Postmodern Political Theory 1 & 2
 

These seminars introduce students to the anti-foundational discourse of postmodern political theory. Students will be given alternative definitions of modernity and postmodernity and be shown how to unravel and deconstruct power hierarchies, coercive structures, and other violent systems.
 

Connolly, William E. 1995. The Ethos of Pluralization. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. Read chapters 1 “Nothing is Fundamental,”; and Chapter 2, “The Desire to Punish”, pp. 1-104.
 

Laclau, Ernesto. 1993, “Politics and the Limits of Modernity” in Thomas Docherty, ed., Postmodernism: A Reader New York: Columbia University Press, pp. 329-343. (CLRBR/CLMS)
 

Featherstone, Mike. 1991. Consumer Culture and Postmodernism. London: Sage.
 

Fish, Stanley. 1980. Is There A Text In This Class? The Authority of Interpretive Communities. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
 

Hollinger, Robert. 1993. “Postmodernism and Politics,” in Stephen J. Gould, ed., Paradigms in Political Theory, Ames: Iowa State University Press, Chapter 12, 165-173.
 

Kariel, Henry S. 1989. The Desperate Politics of Postmodernism. Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press.
 

Kariel, Henry S. 1990. “The Feminist Subject Spinning In The Postmodern Project.” Political Theory 18, 2, 255-272 [CL RBR I-3589].
 

Malpas, Simon. ed. 2002. Postmodern Debates. New York: Palgrave. (optional)
 

Seminar 10 Rationality and the Military
 

This seminar examines the role and function of the military from the perspective of modern liberal and illiberal societies such as the US and China. It also examines the position of the SAF in the context of Singapore's modernity.
 

Ferguson, Kathy E. and Phyllis Turnbull. 2000. “Blurring Centers and Resisting Peripheries: The US Military in Hawaii” HAGAR: International Social Science Review, 1,1, 144-167.
Knopf, Jeffrey W. 1998. “How Rational Is "The Rational Public"? Evidence from U.S. Public Opinion on Military Spending” The Journal of Conflict Resolution, 42, 5, 544-571. (JSTOR)
**The Instructor will be away from Nov 1-7, 2005 for a regional conference, and from Nov 14-19, 2005 to attend the NEPSA Conference in Boston, MA.
 


Seminar 11-12 Optional Seminar
 

Olafson, Frederick. 1991. “Nietzsche's Philosophy of Culture: A Paradox in The Will to Power” Philosophy and Phenomenological Research, 51, 3, 557-572.
 

Urbinati, Nadia. 1998. “From the Periphery of Modernity: Antonio Gramsci's Theory of Subordination and Hegemony” Political Theory, 26, 3, 370-391. (JSTOR)
 

Seminar 12 Instructor’s Review
 

Assessment 
 

1. One term project (30%). The student is encouraged to discuss the topic with the instructor.
2. Discussion & Participation (25%)
3. One book review (5%)
4. Final examination (40%) TBA
 

Notes
  
Defining Contemporary Political Theory Contemporary Political Theory is the study of social and political phenomena through the use of multivariate methods from different disciplines. Some theorists argue that the starting point was around the time of the Industrial Revolution in Europe (circa.1800s) while other argue that this starting point was in 1945 after WWII.
 

There are four main assumptions in CPT:
1. Politics is everywhere. 
2. Politics is a multifaceted phenomenon that cannot only be understood through myopic, parochial, and narrow lenses and points of view. 
3. No single academic discipline can effectively capture and explain the nature of politics. 
4. No single methodology can claim to best explain politics.
 

Paradigms in the History of Ideas (History of Knowledge) 
1. sacral, sacred, unscientific, [god[s]-centered worldview] 
2. human-centered world [enlightened worldview] 
3. movement from the unknown to the known, from the non-scientific to the scientific, from God-centered to Human-centered 
4. The earth as the "center" as opposed to the earth as "decentered" 
5. Religion versus Science as the vocabulary of Knowledge
 

Natural Science versus Social Science 
1. There is  such a thing as a scientific method that involves a specific sequence of investigating social phenomena. 
2. Natural science is concerned with testing of subjects within a controlled environment. 
3. Science as the new vocabulary of Knowledge 
4. Society as the uncontrollable laboratory 
5. Controlling the world through Science
 

Positivist Political Science 
1. Imitative Behavior 
2. Behavioralism 
3. Cartographization of the world 
4. Quantifying reality 
5. Empirical representation of reality 
6. Progress through rational thought, logical progression, and objective analyses
 

Critics of Positivist Political Science 
1. Cannot predict effectively 
2. No such thing as rational and value-free 
3. Knowledge acquisition is never free of prejudice and bias 
4. Hermeneutic alternatives 
5. Deconstructive techniques 
6. Facts do not fit theory
7. Teleological: theory forced to fit facts
 

Political Science and Political Theory 
1. Foundational character of Greek political theory 
2. Essentialist character of Medieval and Modern political theory 
3. PT as a subfield of PS but underpinning all other PS' subfields such as womens' studies, policy studies, public administration, and international relations
 

Some useful terms raised by PS4201 Theory Class, 2001/02: 
1.  Symbolism (see Murray Edelman's The Symbolic Uses of Politics) 
2.  Crisis of Modernity ("Modernity & the Precarious Public") 
3.  State of Nature (John Locke) 
4.  Objectification 
5.  Rationalization 
6.  Dis\Location 
7.  De\Consecration 
8.  Paradox [L. doxa]
 

Some useful terms raised by PS4201 Theory Class, 2002/03: 
1.  The McDonalization of the Globe
2.  The meaning of gender in the military
3.  The problematic of terrorism in Southeast Asia
4.  The politics of architecture in public space
5.  Christian Existential Philosophers
6.  Foucault’s political quest and postmodernism
7.  Racism and Culture
8.  The Public Domain and Habermas’ Theory of Communicative Action
 

Some useful terms raised by PS4201 Theory Class, 2003/04:
1.  reflexivity
2.  the meaning of the public
3.  structuration theory
4.  analytical philosophy
5.  interstitiality
6.  tolerance
7.  nature and reason
8.  Ockham's razor
9.  political resistance
10.  neoliberal nature of the international capitalist system
 
Some useful terms raised by PS4201 Theory Class, 2004/05:

· Recurrence

· Plane of immanence

· Universalism

· Nietzschean modernity

· Nietzschean universalism

· Consequence

· Nietzschean morality

Antonio L Rappa
Last Update: August 9, 2005
 

The Slot Machine of Modernity
 

Modernity has lost a world of rich tradition, a secure place in the order of being, a well-grounded morality, a spiritual sensibility, an appreciation of hierarchy, an attunement to nature; and these vacated places have been filled by bureaucracy, nationalism, rampant subjectivism, an all-consuming state, a consumer culture. A commercialized world or perhaps a disciplinary society (William E. Connolly, Political Theory & Modernity, 1988:1)
 

This quote represents part of what Connolly believes as constituting the ethos of pluralization on one hand and the viability of democracy on the other. Connolly’s conception of modernity is tied directly to his perception of democracy. One concept, modernity, is larger than the other as it possesses a civilizational aura that surrounds and contains all. The other concept, democracy, refers to a set of ideological beliefs, norms and values that bond the people who believe in democracy, the democrats, together. However, it is a “smaller” concept than modernity primarily because it is overwhelmingly contested by other political ideologies such as capitalism, authoritarianism, Western European neo-socialism, the New Right, and Communism as seen in N. Korea, the PRC, Cuba, and Vietnam today. When Connolly says that modernity forces everyone, he means that we all do not have a choice, but to surrender to the slots accorded to us – on bus lines, trains, and airliners as seen in the horrific World Trade Center bombing last night. These slots are akin to the slot machines found in gambling halls where punters place bets based on the luck of predetermined, mechanical spindles. In a sense then, to live in modernity is to live life like a quarter piece, merely serving a function and a singular purpose – to help turn the wheels of the system and to make it work. Connolly is thus arguing that we are only part of a larger process of modernity, and democrats or believers in a prescribed democratic ethos are the only ones who might find a way out of the system. Or at least allow the system to help them survive. We are all parts of a larger global society where all things including culture and religion are increasingly becoming similar. This is known as the homogenizing effect of modernity. Another point would be that we are all also being commodified and made into goods and services to be bought and sold (after the Frankfurt School especially the work of Theodore Adorno and Max Horkheimer). Why does Connolly use the word “pretend”? Part of the answer is because it is about surfaces and artificialities that are created for temporary relief only to disappear after a while. There is no escape from modernity and there is no way out except through death and by which time it becomes too late. (Not to be quoted without written permission from the author, Antonio L Rappa © September 10, 2001)
PAGE  
1

