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Political Philosophy: Power & Liberty 

 
This paper examines the contested nature of the concepts of liberty and power and the different 

ways that power shapes and constrains our liberty. Are we freer the less we are constrained by the 

power of the state? Or does freedom involve more than being left alone to do whatever we wish? Is 

absolute freedom desirable or feasible? Can laws be a source of liberation? How do fear, cruelty and 

power relate? Does absolute power corrupt? Is the will to power a cause for celebration or the curse 

of modern existence? Do modern surveillance techniques empower us or are they the latest and 

most efficient method forcing us to conform? In exploring these questions we will draw on the work 

of a variety of thinkers in the history of political thought from Machiavelli to Foucault. 
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STRUCTURE 

Generally we will have a 50-minute lecture followed by a two-hour tutorial/study session for 

each topic so twice per week on Tuesdays and Fridays. The session on Berlin’s ideas on 

freedom will instead take the format of a two-hour seminar, and the first lecture on Nietzsche 

will take place on the Wednesday with no tutorial following. Essay consultations will take place 

on the final day following a lecture summarising the themes.  

 

The main purpose of this course is to engage in a close and critical reading of primary texts by 

some of the most important political philosophers in the Western tradition. These are 

generally complex texts and they require repeated reading: two to three times is the minimum 

required at any level of study. For this reason, additional time is allocated to work through the 

readings and to discuss them in class.  

 

During the tutorial/study sessions, you will be divided into groups to discuss the week’s 

reading. As such, you will be expected to take an active role in your own and your classmates’ 

learning in this course. Doing the readings – and coming to class armed with questions, 

insights and a collegial attitude – is essential for succeeding in this paper.  

 

 

KEY DATES 

Tuesday 9 January, 11 am: First Lecture  

Friday 12 January, 1pm: First Tutorial/Study Session  

Monday 22 January, 12pm: Minor Essay Due  

Tuesday 20 February, 11am: Major Essay Due 

 

 

ASSESSMENT 

 

This paper is focused on developing your skills in critical analysis, argumentation and writing through 

a close textual analysis of primary texts. A specific breakdown of the course work is as follows: 

 

Tutorial Participation (10%) 

 

Your tutorial assessment is based on the quality of your participation in class. It is not based on mere 

attendance, which is expected. So if you attend, but never contribute to the discussion you cannot 

expect to receive a high grade. Also, if you talk a great deal but show minimum acquaintance with 

the reading, you will not receive a good grade. You will be assessed on the basis of evidence in class 

that you have: 

 

• done the week’s required reading; 

• attended the lectures; 

• made a genuine attempt to reflect upon the issues raised by the weekly questions; and 

• contributed to class discussions in a collegial manner. 

 

10% can make an important difference to your final grade. All students should come to class with 

points to make and/or questions to ask in relation to the tutorial questions. You do not, however, 
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need to know all the answers in advance – relevant questions are also evidence of your work and are 

just as important in facilitating good discussion. So do not worry if there are things that you do not 

understand – that is normal – the tutorials will be devoted to working through the problems you raise 

in understanding the texts and grappling with the questions. 

 

If you have difficulty talking in a group, it is vital that you speak to Sam about it as soon as possible. 

My role is to assist your learning experience. However, to do so effectively, you need to inform me of 

any difficulties you may be experiencing. By contrast, if you are active and at ease in speaking to 

others, then you should work on the skills required to exchange ideas, elicit the participation of others 

and promote group discussion.  

 

Minor essay: textual analysis (20%) 

 

This essay should be 1,500 words (250-word leeway) in length and, depending on your mark for the 

major essay, is worth 20-30% of your final grade. Completed essays are due by 12pm Monday 22 

January. You need to choose one of the set questions on page 19. 

 

The aim is for you to show an in-depth acquaintance with and an intimate understanding of the 

primary texts. You will need to read them at least three times. Your task is to develop an argument 

around the themes in these texts and to demonstrate it with textual support. Although this is 

necessary in all essays, it will be the main focus here. Thus you do not need anywhere near the same 

level of knowledge of the secondary literature as you will need for your research essay. You may 

consult one or two secondary sources if you feel that you require assistance to grasp fully the texts, 

but the essential task in this essay is to develop your own responses to the primary texts. Otherwise, 

in terms of style, format and planning, the same expectations will be placed on this essay as on your 

research essay as outlined below.  

 

Major essay: research project (60%) 

 

This essay should be 3,000 words (250-word leeway) in length and, depending on your mark for the 

minor essay, is worth 60-70% of your final grade. Completed essays are due by 12pm Tuesday 20 

February. You need to choose one of the set questions on pages 19-20.  

 

Essays will be assessed on the basis of the following criteria: 

 

• Style (grammar, spelling, clarity of expression, organisation) and presentation. 

• Critical analysis: students are expected accurately to describe the arguments under 

consideration and to subject these arguments to critical evaluation. 

• Balance: you need to consider both sides of an argument and be fair to your opponents, whilst 

demonstrating their errors with supporting evidence from the primary texts, in particular, but it is 

also at times useful to provide quotations from the secondary literature. An essay is not a political 

treatise and so polemical discussions and unsubstantiated opinions – i.e., claims without supporting 

evidence – are inappropriate.  

• Argument: the essence of a good politics essay is the development of an integrated argument 

throughout. Each paragraph should contribute one main point toward the further logical 

development of your case. 

• Introduction and conclusion: both are vital to a well-integrated argument – introduce your 

argument by stating what you intend to demonstrate clearly in your first paragraph and summarise 
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the main points and crux of your argument in your final paragraph. Quotations and footnotes are not 

appropriate at this point.  

• Research: for your research paper, you should consult at least 10-12 published, quality 

sources. You need to show an intimate knowledge of both the primary texts and different views and 

interpretations of those texts in the secondary literature. As far as possible your sources should be 

integrated into your argument through extensive footnoting. They should primarily be made up of 

academic books and journal articles. Some of these materials may be obtained on the Internet, but 

only if they are from reputable, peer-reviewed sources (if in doubt, please consult me). If you need 

help locating resources, please consult with me or in the first instance a research librarian. 

• Proper references and a bibliography: If you state that someone says X or Y provide evidence 

with the use of your footnotes to support that claim. In-text referencing styles (e.g. Harvard, APA) 

will not be accepted in this paper. Please use the Chicago footnoting style. A guide to the Chicago 

style is available from the Politics department reception or at 

http://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/tools_citationguide.html or on Blackboard. 

 

Plussage (10%) 

 

Of your two essays, the one that receives a higher mark will be worth an additional 10% of your final 

grade. In other words, if you score higher on your major essay, the major essay will be worth 70% and 

the minor essay 20%; if you score higher on your minor essay, the major essay will be worth 60% and 

the minor essay 30%. 

 

 

COURSE MATERIALS 

All readings for your tutorials and exams are available on Blackboard. You will find them under Course 

Documents, then, E-Reserve Readings where they are grouped in Week 1, 2, etc. From there you can 

download them onto your computer and/or print them to read them in hardcopy (which is preferable 

in terms of studies of learning processes). All the readings have also been collected into a Reader, 

which you can purchase from The Uniprint Shop in the Central Library. 

 

As a study aid, students are encouraged to write notes and questions on the readings. Always read 

the instructions for the topic and think about the tutorial questions as they are designed to guide your 

reading toward the major issues and points to look for. They also form the basic structure for the 2 

hour study/tutorial session. Please make notes of points you do not fully understand and seek 

clarification in your tutorial. 
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COURSE AND TUTORIAL CALENDAR 

The following calendar gives you a general overview of the material to be covered and 

provides you with a guide to the themes, direction and content of the semester’s work.  

For each tutorial there are: 

• required reading assignments, and 

• questions that develop the basic issues and raise deeper or more specialised issues for us to 

talk about in the tutorials.  

 

Week 1.1. 
INTRODUCTION TO POWER & LIBERTY  

Lecture, Tuesday 9 January 

 

Week 1.2. 
FEAR AND POWER: MACHIAVELLI & THE PRINCE 

Lecture and tutorial, Friday 12 January  

 

Reading: 

Niccolo Machiavelli, The Prince, [1512]. Translated by W. K. Marriott. Online. The Project 

Gutenberg EBook, chapters 1-8, 15-27. Available: 

http://www.gutenberg.org/files/1232/1232-h/1232-h.htm   

 

Instructions: focus on chapters 15-27 for class; chapters 1-8 are also included for the essay (read for 

class if you have time). 

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. What is Machiavelli’s understanding of human nature? Is it a fair assessment? Is it a 

particularly ‘masculine’ perspective? 

2. What is Machiavelli’s advice on cruelty? Do you agree? 

3. What is the relationship between power and fear in Machiavelli’s advice to his prince? 

4. Are there any virtues involved in the way Machiavelli believes a prince should conduct his 

affairs?  

5. Do you agree that the retention of power is the most important end for a political leader? 

Would you recommend Machiavelli’s advice to current politicians? Why? 

6. Would a Machiavellian community be a stable and peaceful one? Or can you perceive dangers 

for a community with this mode of thinking? 

http://www.gutenberg.org/files/1232/1232-h/1232-h.htm
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Week 2.1. 
DESPOTISM & AGENCY: MONTESQUIEU  

Lecture and tutorial, Tuesday 16 January 

Reading: 

Montesquieu, “Seraglio Sequence from the Persian Letters” in Melvin Richter, The Political 

Theory of Montesquieu (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1977), 122-41. 

Montesquieu, The Spirit of the Laws. Translated and edited by Anne M. Cohler, Basia 

Carolyn Miller and Harold Samuel Stone. (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 

1989), 10-30, 154-66. 

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. How does Montesquieu characterise the relationship between Usbek and his wives? 

2. How does Montesquieu’s understanding of fear and love differ to Machiavelli’s? 

3. What are the differences in sovereign power between a republican, monarchical and despotic 

government for Montesquieu? 

4. What limits, if any, does Montesquieu believe there are on a despotic power? 

5. What is liberty for Montesquieu?  

6. What does Montesquieu mean by the separation of powers? How does this separation 

protect political liberty? 

 

 

Week 2.2. 
POWER, FEAR & CRUELTY: SHKLAR  

Lecture and tutorial, Friday 19 January 

Reading: 

Judith N. Shklar, Ordinary Vices (Cambridge, MA and London: The Belknap Press of Harvard 

University Press, 1984), chapter one, “Putting Cruelty First,” 7-44. 

(Optional) Michel de Montaigne, Essays, trans. M. A. Screech (London: The Penguin Press, 

1991), II:27, “On cowardice, the mother of cruelty”, 786-95; III:7, “On high rank as a 

disadvantage”, 1038-43.  

 

Note: the Montaigne readings can be found on Blackboard. They can be used as supplemental 

sources for the first essay.  

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. What did Montaigne mean when he said “it is fear that I stand most in fear of”? 
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2. What is the relationship between fear, power and cruelty?  

3. How is “necessity” in the Machiavellian sense problematic? Do you agree with Montaigne and 

Shklar that Machiavellianism is ultimately cowardly? 

4. Is Shklar correct to say that fear of the evil of cruelty is universal? Is, then, the prohibition of 

cruelty a necessary condition of human dignity?  

5. Are we wise to fear the power of governments, even in liberal-democratic societies, rather 

than trust them? 

6. What else does Shklar’s argument that cruelty is the first vice raise for your understanding of 

the thinkers so far examined in this paper?  

 

 

MINOR ESSAY DUE: 12PM MONDAY 22 JANUARY  

Remember that the course lecturer must receive requests (bar an unforeseen emergency) for an 

extension prior to this deadline.  

Essay questions are on page 17. 

Email Sam for an appointment to discuss your draft or any difficulties you might be having.  

 

Week 3.1. 
TWO CONCEPTS OF LIBERTY  

Seminar, Tuesday 23 January, 1pm 

NB: No lecture slot – meet today in the usual room for the tutorial session. 

Reading (optional): 
Isaiah Berlin, “Two Concepts of Liberty,” in Liberty. Edited by Henry Hardy (Oxford: Oxford 

University Press, 2002), 166-200. 

 

Instructions: You can opt instead to start reading Mill for Friday as that is a long text and one of the 

most classic, liberal statements on freedom. Berlin’s reading is essential for those wanting to write 

on freedom, but the main ideas will be workshopped in the two-hour tutorial session so they can be 

discussed there. Instead of a formal lecture plus the two-hour tutorial session, Sam will lead the two 

hours as a seminar to ensure you grasp the basic concepts. 

 

Seminar questions: 
1. What does Berlin understand by negative freedom?  

2. Must we “preserve a minimum area of personal freedom if we are not ‘to degrade or deny our 

nature’”? 
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3. What does Berlin understand by positive freedom? What are his objections to the concept? 

Do you agree? Why? 

4. What problems might there be with Berlin’s two categories? 

5. Do the differences between thinkers over the concept of freedom come down to different 

understandings of what constitutes “obstacles” to our freedom?  

6. What are these obstacles and to what extent do you think they might limit our political 

“freedom”? 

 

 

Week 3.2. 
JOHN STUART MILL’S ON LIBERTY  

Lecture and tutorial, Friday 26 January 

Reading: 

John Stuart Mill, On Liberty in Utilitarianism, On Liberty, and Considerations of 

Representative Government (London: J.M. Dent and Sons, 1972). 67-9, 71-9, 90-100, 

102-7, 111-19.  

John Stuart Mill, On Liberty [1860] (Harvard Classics, 1909) 32-41, 44-5, 48-50, 51-53. 

Online. Available: http://www.constitution.org/jsm/liberty.htm. 

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. What do you think of Mill’s views about the dangers posed to our freedom by a) democracy 

and b) the pressures exerted by social conformity as opposed to government interference? 

2. Is harm to others, as Mill defines it, the only legitimate basis to restrict our freedoms? 

3. If as Berlin says love of truth and individualism grow just as well in repressive communities, 

does Mill’s case for liberty collapse? 

4. Why does Mill think it is important for us to hear false views as well as truthful ones? He has 

a number of points to make note of here. Do you agree? Why? 

5. Does individual spontaneity have intrinsic worth? 

6. Do you think Mill has a wholly negative conception of freedom or does he adopt to some 

extent a positive conception? How might he been seen to accept some positive freedom in 

the application section of his text? 

 

 

Week 4.1. 
ARENDT ON FREEDOM  

Lecture and tutorial, Tuesday 30 January 

Reading: 

http://www.constitution.org/jsm/liberty.htm
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Hannah Arendt, “What is Freedom?” in Hannah Arendt, Between Past and Future: Six 

Exercises in Political Thought, (London: Faber and Faber, 1954 – 1961), 143-71. 

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. Do we have more freedom the less politics we have or are they interrelated? 

2. What does Arendt mean by an internal and more philosophical idea of freedom as free will?  

3. What might Arendt mean by political freedom? You will need the lecture to help you with this 

question.  

4. What do you think of Arendt’s claim that we invented the idea of free will via our experience 

of political freedom? 

5. Do you think we need to distinguish between political freedom and the philosophical or 

metaphysical idea of free will? Should political freedom take priority? 

6. Could Arendt’s theory of political freedom end up supporting authoritarian, nationalist 

regimes? 

 

 

Week 4.2. 
ARENDT ON POWER & VIOLENCE  

Lecture and tutorial, Friday 2 February 

Reading: 

Hannah Arendt, On Violence (New York: Harcourt Brace, 1969 and 1970), Chapter 2: 35-56. 

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. Is violence the ultimate kind of power? How are violence and power different if at all?  

2. Is power the same as force or strength?  

3. Do you think the instinct of submission is as strong as the will to power? Are they connected? 

4. Are power and liberty opposites? Are they the same? 

 

 

Week 5.1. 
NIETZSCHE ON THE WILL TO POWER  

Lecture, Wednesday 7 February 

NB: The lecture is on Wednesday as Tuesday is Waitangi Day, and there is no tutorial slot. We 

will discuss the week’s content during Friday’s tutorial session. 

Reading:  
Friedrich Nietzsche, Thus Spake Zarathustra. Translated by Thomas Common (Mineola, New 

York: Dover, 1999), 1-7. 
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Friedrich Nietzsche, The Antichrist in The Portable Nietzsche. Translated and edited by Walter 

Kaufmann (New York and London: Penguin, 1968), 569-76. 

Friedrich Nietzsche, Beyond Good and Evil in Basic Writings of Nietzsche. Translated and edited 

by Walter Kaufmann (New York: The Modern Library, 2000), 391-99, 405. 

Friedrich Nietzsche, The Gay Science. Translated by Josefine Nauckhoff and edited by Bernard 

Williams (Cambridge: Cambridge, 2001), 194-95. 

Friedrich Nietzsche, Ecce Homo in Basic Writings of Nietzsche. Translated and edited by Walter 

Kaufmann (New York: The Modern Library, 2000), 712-14. 

 

Week 5.2. 
NIETZSCHE ON RESSENTIMENT & THE ASCETIC PRIEST 

Lecture and tutorial, Friday 9 February 

Reading:  

Friedrich Nietzsche, The Genealogy of Morals: A Polemic in The Complete Works of Friedrich 

Nietzsche. Translated by Horace B. Samuel and edited by Oscar Levy (Edinburgh 

and London: T.N. Foulis, 1913), 8-10, 29-50, 53-75, 99-106, 112-15, 148-67. 

Available: https://www.gutenberg.org/files/52319/52319-h/52319-h.htm.  

Friedrich Nietzsche, Twilight of the Idols, or How to Philosophize with a Hammer. Translated 

by Duncan Large (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1998), 26-32. 

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. What does Nietzsche understand by a master morality and a slave morality? 

2. What is good and bad for Nietzsche? How is bad different from evil? 

3. What does Nietzsche mean by amor fati? What are some pros and cons to the eternal 

recurrence as a way of thinking about life? 

4. How does Christianity represent a vengeful ‘revaluation of all values’? Is Nietzsche’s 

argument convincing? 

5. Do victims of oppression have an unhealthy tendency toward ressentiment that we need to 

guard against? 

6. How does Nietzsche’s attitude toward victimhood contrast to that of Shklar? 

 

 

Week 6.1. 
FOUCAULT ON DISCIPLINE & SURVEILLANCE 

Lecture and tutorial, Tuesday 13 February 

Reading: 

https://www.gutenberg.org/files/52319/52319-h/52319-h.htm
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Michel Foucault, “The Eye of Power” in Michel Foucault, Power/Knowledge: Selected 

Interviews and Other Writings 1972-1977. Edited by Colin Gordon (New York: 

Pantheon, 1980), 146-65. 

Michel Foucault, The Foucault Reader. Edited by Paul Rabinow (London and New York: 

Penguin, 1984), 170-87, 206-13. 

 

Tutorial questions: 
1. What are the fundamental features of the Panoptican? 

2. How, according to Foucault, is the Panoptican a model for modern society? 

3. How does Foucault understand power differently to the other thinkers in the paper? 

4. Do you think he is correct to say that the strategies and technologies of power have 

fundamentally transformed in modern society? 

5. Is the dream of a transparent society bound to lead to increasing domination in Foucault’s 

sense? 

6. If power is so diffuse, is it possible to find sites of resistance? Is freedom in any sense possible? 

 

 

Week 6.2. 
SUMMARY  

Lecture, Friday 16 February 

Instead of the 1-3pm tutorial, Sam will have office hours for final essay consultations (and/or by 

appointment earlier in the week). Please ensure you see Sam this week with an outline of your essay 

and talk through your argument with him. 

 

RESEARCH ESSAY DUE: 12PM TUESDAY 20 FEBRUARY  

Requests for extensions must be received prior to this deadline. 

Essay questions are on pages 17-18. 
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STUDENT INFORMATION 

THIS IS IMPORTANT! 

You will find there is a lot of helpful information and resources on the Department’s website.  In 

particular, we require you to check out the section called ‘Essential Student Information’.  You’ll find 

it here:  http://www.otago.ac.nz/politics/study/current-students. This page provides a number of 

useful resources such as the Study and Style Guide and the Plagiarism Declaration Form you must 

attach to your assignments.  It supplies detailed information on assessment and student support.  In 

particular, it contains guidance on the topics of plagiarism and deadlines, both of which can incur 

penalties if not heeded.  This also is where you will find instructions for making online discussion posts 

and submitting assignments electronically if required, as well as guidance on using Otago Connect 

and Blackboard.  So, it is very important you make yourself familiar with this material.  Our 

assumption is that you have read it.   

 

GETTING INFORMATION AND ASKING QUESTIONS 

Information about the course is communicated to you through the course outline, through emails 

sent to your student email address, and through lectures and tutorials. It is your responsibility to 

ensure that you read the course outline, attend the lectures and tutorials, and read your emails.  

 

STUDENT EMAIL 

The University’s online learning tools use your student email address to communicate with you. If you 

do not wish to use this address, you should forward all incoming emails to your preferred email 

address. Instructions on how to do this can be found on the ITS FAQ webpage 

 

If you choose to use your student email address for all correspondence related to the online learning 

tools which your course uses (the default) then it is essential that you check your student email 

address regularly. 

 

BLACKBOARD 

Blackboard is the learning management system used at the University of Otago. It allows lecturers to 

upload lecture notes, reading lists, assessment information and other course-related material to each 

paper's Blackboard site so that students may access them. It may also hold things such as additional 

literary resources, videoconference podcasts, audioconference podcasts, Otago Connect recordings 

and facilities for online discussion. It also contains functions that enables students and teachers to 

interact via class announcements, email, discussion boards and tools used for assessing students, 

such as on-line tests and assignment submission. 

 

To access Blackboard go to http://blackboard.otago.ac.nz, login using your University Username and 

Password. For further help go to the ITS Frequently Asked Questions 

 

If you experience any difficulties using Blackboard, contact the ITS Service Desk on 0800 479888 

(8.30am to 9.00pm Monday to Friday, 10:00am to 5:00pm Weekends) or email 

its.servicedesk@otago.ac.nz  

 

  

http://www.otago.ac.nz/politics/study/current-students
http://blackboard.otago.ac.nz/
https://its-faq.otago.ac.nz/?action=show&cat=311
mailto:its.servicedesk@otago.ac.nz
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STYLE REQUIREMENTS 

Essays must be typed, using regular margins (2.5cm) and double-spacing. Fonts should be no smaller 

than 12pt, and preferably in a readable serif font such as Times New Roman. 

 

FOOTNOTING 

I do not mind whether you use footnotes or endnotes, although it is worthwhile keeping in mind that 

footnotes are easier to read and are just as easy to do in Word. Students in this paper need to use 

Chicago referencing. Further information is available in a PDF up on Blackboard, through the library, 

or follow the short guide below. 

Remember that when you first footnote a source, all the publishing details must be given, despite 

having to repeat these details in your bibliography. Note that unlike the bibliography where the 

surname is placed first, in footnotes the first name is placed first. Also see the PDF file on Blackboard 

for other differences with your Bibliography when using the Chicago Style.  

Basic format for footnotes/endnotes: 

Author’s Name, Book Title in Italics or Underlined (Place of publication: Publisher, date), page 

number(s). 

Author’s Name, “Article Title in Inverted Commas”, Journal Tile in Italics or Underlined, vol. x, no. x 

(date): page number(s). 

Author, “Title of article in inverted commas”, Title of webpage, Available: url & date of access. 

Ibid refers to the same source directly above, which is a convenient way to footnote, or you can use 

the author’s name and short title instead. 

Example: 

1. Charles Smith, Liberty (London: Routledge, 1986), 23. 

2. John Plamenatz, Democracy and Illusion (London: Longman, 1973), 65. 

3. Ibid., 75. OR Plamenatz, Democracy and Illusion, 75. 

4. Smith, Liberty, 5.  

5. John Stuart Mill, On Liberty [1859] (London: Macmillan, 1946), 78. 

6. Sharon James, “Liberty and Equality” Ethics, 87, no. 2 (April 1987): 41-43. 

7. Holly Moirs, “Exploring the MUDS: An Adventure in Cyberspace,” Colby Personal Pages, 

http://www.colby.edu/personal/leosborn/moirs.html (accessed 17 June 1999). 

8. Smith, Liberty, 65. 

9. James, “Liberty and Equality,” 45-47. 

10. Ibid., 53. 

11. Moirs, “Exploring the MUDS.” 

12. John Tippett, “An Approach that Creates More Crime than it Cures,” The Weekend Australian, 

27-29 August 1998, 6. 
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13. John Locke, Two Treatises of Government (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1968), 68 

cited in Barry Norman, An Introduction to Modern Political Theory, 3rd edition, (Hampshire 

and London: MacMillan, 1995), 23. 

14. Plamenatz, Democracy, 100-5. 

15. Ibid., 56. OR Plamenatz, Democracy, 56. 

16. Mill, Liberty, 80. 

17. Charles Taylor, “Conditions of an Unforced Consensus on Human Rights,” in The East Asian 

Challenge for Human Rights, ed. Daniel Bell and Joanne R. Bauer (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press, 1999), 127. 

18. Friedrich Nietzsche, Human, All Too Human, trans. Stephen Lehmann (London: Penguin, 

1984), 60. 

 

ESSAY WRITING TIPS 

The first step to writing a good research paper is to undertake extensive research. Reliance only 

on your tutorial readings will not be sufficient to pass your major paper. Nevertheless, in this course, 

your tutorial readings form the initial starting point for your essays. In most cases, the next step is to 

go to the full text of the thinker you will examine. You will also need secondary sources to enable you 

to place them within a wider context and to provide critical commentary. Many of the other thinkers 

in this paper will also provide some commentary to assist you. The sooner you start collecting 

material, the easier this task will be. Try to give yourself plenty of time to place holds on books that 

you might want but are on loan. For this paper, general internet sources will not be at all useful as the 

quality of sources is crucial.  

Proper referencing goes hand in hand with good research. I require footnotes or endnotes. In-

text referencing like Harvard and APA are not accepted in this paper. Incorrect footnoting such as 

omitting page numbers means that they are useless. The reader needs to be given all the necessary 

information to enable him or her to go to the library and find exactly where the quotation or 

information came from. It is vitally important you recognise that, in addition to acknowledging 

quotations, you must footnote all information taken from your sources even when you put it in your 

own words. Failure to footnote correctly is plagiarism, that is, theft of another’s writing and/or ideas 

or research for which there are severe penalties.  

Extensive footnoting also shows how well you have employed your sources in making your argument. 

For this reason, footnoting is not only an academic requirement, but when done comprehensively it 

will also improve your grade. Do not worry about over-footnoting. Only your introduction and 

conclusion should not possess footnotes. All other paragraphs should utilize your research material 

to demonstrate and explain your point in the paragraph and will thus require the acknowledgment of 

at least one, if not more, sources.  

When conducting your research it is essential that you keep these requirements in mind so that you 

can ensure you write down all the necessary information when you have access to the material. It is 

always far more time-consuming to have to go back to your sources to find the information at a later 

date. Also, make sure you write down the exact page number of each note you make from a source.  
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The second step is to develop your own argument. It does not have to be entirely original as it is 

always useful to have other sources to support the position you wish to demonstrate. However, the 

best essays always have a central theme and you must ensure that you answer the question. By 

developing your own argument in relation to the question, the essay becomes your work. I want to 

know what you think on the basis of your research rather than be presented with a summary of what 

exists in the literature. Without an argument you cannot do well in a politics essay. This does not 

mean you need to take an extreme view, for example, either for or against a thinker’s view. If you 

decide that the best option is a middle position, for instance, a modified form of what the thinker 

proposes, rather than outright rejection, that is still an argument.  

As well as making your own case, balance in an argument shows good scholarly skills. An academic 

essay is not a political treatise or pamphlet. You need to be fair to your opponents. Present their 

criticisms or objections to your position as accurately as possible without condemnation or polemical 

distortion. Then go on to show how they have misunderstood something, have been inconsistent in 

their argument or any other problems which might exist. You need to show why your reader should 

believe you and not those you disagree with, so tell your reader why your position is more convincing 

and provide evidence to support your case. To do this you do not need to distort others’ views or 

engage in moral outrage. Instead, you need to write down the steps of your thinking. Good essays 

are based on evidence, clear thinking and balanced argumentation. Never assume knowledge of your 

reader, you need to explain your points fully. 

The best way to develop a coherent argument is to make a plan of the main points you wish to make 

in your essay. Each paragraph should contain only one main point which is explained fully and 

demonstrated with evidence, e.g. a quotation from a political theorist or information you have 

summarized in your own words and footnoted. Often students include many different points in a 

paragraph without fully explaining them and then return to them later. This results not only in 

unnecessary repetition, but also confusion.  

Your introduction must outline exactly what you intend to argue in your essay, the themes you will 

examine, and how you intend to demonstrate your case. There is no point leaving your reader in the 

dark until the end - many students make this error. Doing an extensive plan and writing a second draft 

is best, but even if you develop your argument as you write, go back and ensure it agrees with what 

you have said in your introduction. On the basis of your introduction your reader should know exactly 

what to expect – you need to guide your reader, there is no need for surprises. A good introduction 

considerably helps improve your grade. So, do not underestimate its importance. At the same time, 

remember it is an introduction and should only be about 100-150 words. 

Your conclusion should then summarise the main points of your argument that have been fully 

explained and demonstrated in the main body of your essay. No new points, quotations or 

information should be included at this stage. This is your last chance to pull all your points together 

and convince your reader that you have made a strong case in support of your position. Be assertive 

– you have demonstrated a case so say so directly and clearly. Never use phrases like “in my 

opinion” or “I believe”. Hopefully you have demonstrated your case on the basis of careful reasoning 

and evidence, so do not denigrate your work by suggesting it is a mere opinion or belief. Many 

students do not grasp initially the important role that a conclusion fulfils, but a good conclusion is 

vital for a good grade.  
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You can talk to me about your argument and/or show me an extensive plan of your essay with the 

point of each paragraph outlined. It is not possible for me to read first drafts, but I can look at 

introductions and conclusions and you can talk through the rest of your essay with me. Indeed, I 

positively encourage you to do so as ensuring you’re on the right track both helps your confidence 

and your overall mark, and it means I read a better essay. It is often very helpful to talk through your 

ideas before you write – personally I find it essential. So please make use of my consultation times 

when you can just pop into my office for a chat or make an appointment for another time.  

Finally, note that when you print off a journal article from the University’s databases, whenever 

possible, use those in PDF format which have the original page numbers.  

Remember in-text referencing is not accepted in this paper. You must use either footnotes or 

endnotes. If you are in anyway unclear about footnoting, please seek further advice from me. 
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ESSAY QUESTIONS 

 

MINOR ESSAY: TEXTUAL ANALYSIS 

This essay is 1,500 words in length (250 word leeway) and is worth 20% of your final 

grade. Due date is Monday 23 January at 12pm. 

This essay is based on the primary texts of Machiavelli, Montesquieu and Shklar. A couple of 

supplementary texts to assist you in understanding the texts are acceptable but you do not 

need a comprehensive knowledge of the different interpretations in the secondary literature 

as you will for your research essay. We are seeking an in-depth understanding and knowledge 

of the original sources with a focus on your own critical analysis and construction of your own 

argument. Footnoting and other stylistic requirements are the same as for your research 

essay. All essays must utilise at least 2 of the 3 thinkers. If you use 3, you will not be able to 

examine the third in any depth but you may want to include an insight or two of a third 

thinker in your discussion. 

In addition to the texts in the course reader, you may also analyse the two Montaigne 

readings available via Blackboard. These are helpful for understanding Shklar and the other 

thinkers, but not essential. 

Choose one of the following questions: 

1. Does the separation of powers always enhance liberty? Answer with reference to 

Montesquieu and at least one other thinker. 

2. Does the belief that we can dominate Fortune lead to cruelty? Answer with reference 

to Shklar and Machiavelli. 

3. Is Machiavelli’s “leonine” prince actually a coward? Answer with reference to 

Machiavelli and at least one other thinker. 

 

MAJOR ESSAY: RESEARCH PROJECT 

This essay is 3,000 words in length (250 words leeway either way) and is worth 60% of 

your final grade. Due date is Tuesday 21 February at 12pm. 

All questions are designed for you to examine the thinkers in the second half of the course 

from Berlin onwards. Please see the instructions on pages 5-6 and 15-18 for my expectations 

for the research essay. 

Choose one of the following questions:  
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1. Is Foucault’s idea of power-knowledge an improvement on Arendt’s understanding 

of power? 

2. Is freedom threatened by slave morality? Answer with reference to Nietzsche and at 

least one other thinker. 

3. Examine and critically assess Berlin’s distinction between positive and negative 

liberty, using at least one other thinker from the second half of the course. 

4. Is political life the source of freedom, or a threat to it? Answer with reference to 

Arendt and at least one other thinker (preferably Mill and/or Berlin). 
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BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Journals that you may find useful include Political Theory, The Review of Politics, History of 

Political Thought, European Legacy, and History of European Ideas. 

However, I suggest you also make use of the University’s journal databases such as the 

Philosopher’s Index, Jstor, Muse and Blackwell Synergy, as relevant material is often 

published in a wide variety of places. In Jstor, for example, just tick the politics and 

philosophy sections to limit your search.  

It is also useful to buy or refer to specialist dictionaries that cover philosophical, political 

and/or general social science terms as opposed to normal dictionaries, which are generally 

unhelpful. Roger Scruton’s The Palgrave Dictionary of Political Thought, Revised Edition 

(2007) is highly useful. And many of the encyclopaedias such as the Stanford Encyclopaedia 

of Philosophy: http://plato.stanford.edu/ are very helpful as a beginning point. Finally, the 

introductions to the different editions of the primary texts are generally written by expert 

scholars on the thinker in question and are usually excellent guides to understanding the 

texts. I highly recommend them, also for the minor essay if you do feel you need extra 

assistance for those texts. 

 

Niccolò Machiavelli 

Primary texts: 

The Prince – there are numerous editions of this text & on the internet via Blackboard. 

The Discourses – numerous editions available & on the internet via Blackboard – for those 

who wish to read more about the ‘other’ republican side of Machiavelli. 

Secondary texts: 

Anglo, Sydney, Machiavelli: a dissection (London: Gollancz, 1969). 

Butterfield, Herbert, Statecraft of Machiavelli (Bell, 1940). 

Curry, Patrick and Zarate, Oscar, Introducing Machiavelli (Cambridge: Icon Books, 2000). 

Femia, Joseph, Machiavelli Revisited (Cardiff: University of Wales Press, 2004). 

Fleisher, Martin. Machiavelli and the Nature of Political Thought (New York: Atheneum, 

1972). 

Hulling, Mark, Citizen Machiavelli (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1983). 

Mansfield, Harvey, Machiavelli’s Virtue (Chicago: Chicago University Press, 1996). 

Meinecke, Friedrich, Machiavellianism: the Doctrine of Raison d’etat and its place in Modern 

History, trans. Douglas Scott (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1957). 

Parel, Anthony, The Machiavellian Cosmos (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1992). 

Parel, Anthony, ed., The Political Calculus: Essays on Machiavelli’s Philosophy (Toronto: 

University of Toronto Press, 1972). 
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Pitkin, Hanna, Fortune is a Woman: Gender and Politics in the Thought of Niccolo Machiavelli 

(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1984). 

Prezzolini, Giuseppe, Machiavelli (London: Hale, 1968). 

Rahe, Paul A., ed., Machiavelli’s Liberal Republican Legacy (New York: Cambridge University 

Press, 2005). 

Skinner, Quentin, et al., Great Political Thinkers (Oxford & New York: Oxford University 

Press, 1992). 

Skinner, Quentin, Machiavelli (New York: Oxford University Press, 1981).  

Smith, Bruce James, Politics and Remembrance: Republican Themes in Machiavelli, Burke, & 

Tocqueville (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1985). 

Strauss, Leo, Thoughts on Machiavelli (Glencoe: Free Press, 1958). 

Sullivan, Vickie B., Machiavelli, Hobbes, and the Formation of a Liberal Republicanism in 

England (Cambridge & New York: Cambridge University Press, 2004). 

Viroli, Maurizio, Machiavelli (Oxford & New York: Oxford University Press, 1998) – very 

strong republican argument. 

Warburton, Nigel (Also Jon Pike and Derek Matravers). Reading political philosophy: 

Machiavelli to Mill (London: Routledge, 2000). 

Whitfield, John Humphreys, Discourses on Machiavelli (Cambridge: Heffer, 1969). 

 

Charles de Montesquieu 

Primary texts: 

The Spirit of the Laws, trans. Anne M. Cohler, Basia Carolyn Miller & Harold Samuel Stone 

(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989) This is the most recent and best 

translation but there is also an earlier one by T. Nugent that is very readily 

available on the internet and via Blackboard. 

Persian Letters, trans. C. J. Betts (London: Penguin, 2004) – again this is one of the most 

recent translations but many editions are available on the internet and via 

Blackboard. 

Secondary texts: 
Carrithers, David W. and Coleman, Patrick, eds. Montesquieu and the Spirit of Modernity 

(Oxford: Voltaire Foundation, 2002).  

Cox, Iris, Montesquieu and the History of French Laws (Oxford: Voltaire Foundation at the 

Taylor Institute, 1983). 

Courtney, Cecil Patrick, Montesquieu and Burke (Oxford: Blackwell, 1963). 

Hampson, Norman, Will and Circumstance: Montesquieu, Rousseau and the French 

Revolution (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1983). 

Hulling, Mark, Montesquieu and the Old Regime (Berkeley: University of California Press, 

1976). 

Shklar, Judith N. Montesquieu (New York; Oxford University Press, 1987) - excellent. 
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Stark, Werner, Montesquieu, Pioneer of the Sociology of Knowledge (London: Routledge & 

Paul, 1960). 

 

Judith Shklar 

Primary texts: 

After Utopia: the decline of political faith (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1957). 

The Faces of Injustice (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1990). 

‘The Liberalism of Fear’ in Nancy Rosenblum, ed., Liberalism and the Moral Life (Cambridge, 

Mass. & London: Harvard University Press, 1989), pp. 21-38. 

Montesquieu (Oxford & New York: Oxford University Press, 1987). 

Ordinary Vices (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1984). 

Political Thought and Political Thinkers, ed., Stanley Hoffmanm (Chicago & London: 

University of Chicago Press, 1998).  

Secondary texts: 
Baier, A.C. ‘Ordinary Vices – Review’, Political Theory, vol. 14, no. 1 (1986) pp. 156-159. 

Baruchello, G., ‘Cessare Beccaria and the Cruelty of Liberalism: An Essay on Liberalism of 

Fear and its Limits’, Philosophy and Social Criticism, vol. 30, no. 5 (2004), pp. 303-

313. 

Benhabib, S. ‘Judith Shklar’s Dystopic Liberalism’, Social Research, vol. 61, no. 2 (Summer 

1994), pp. 477-489. 

Berkowitz, P. ‘Fear and Thinking’, New Republic, vol. 219, no. 2 (1998), pp. 34-40. 

Hoffmann, S., ‘Judith Shklar as a Political Thinker’, Political Theory, vol. 21, no.2 (May 1993), 

pp.172-181. 

Kekes, John, ‘Cruelty and Liberalism’, Ethics, vol. 106 (July 1996), pp. 623-642. 
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1102. 
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Review, vol. 94, no. 2 (2000), pp. 347-360. 
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Wihl, G. ‘Liberalism and the Articulation of Cruelty: An Essay on Judith Shklar and D.M. 

Thomas’, Texas Studies in Literature and Language, vol. 43, no. 4 (Winter 2001), pp. 

465-488.  

 

Isaiah Berlin and liberty in general 
 

Baldwin, Tom, ‘McCallum and the Two Concepts of Liberty’, Ratio, vol. 26, no. 2 (1984). 

Berlin, Isaiah, Four Essays on Liberty (London: Oxford University Press, 1969) - includes 

additional essays. 
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Berlin, Isaiah, Liberty, ed. Henry Hardy (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002) – includes 

even more essays on the topic 

Berlin, Isaiah, An Inaugural Lecture Delivered Before the University of Oxford On 31 October 

1958 (same essay, first edition) (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1958). 

Cohen, G.A., ‘The Structure of Proletariat Unfreedom’ Philosophy and Public Affairs, vol. 12, 

no. 1 (Winter 1983), pp. 3-33. 

Crowder, George, Isaiah Berlin: Liberty and Pluralism (Cambridge: Polity, 2004). 

Crowder, George & Henry Hardy, eds. One and the many: reading Isaiah Berlin (Amherst, 

NY: Promethus Books, 2007). 

Gray, John, Berlin (London: Fontana Press, 1995). 

Gray, John, ‘On Negative and Positive Freedom’, Political Studies, vol. 28 (1980), pp. 507-

526. 

Hirschmann, Nancy J., The Subject of Liberty: Toward a Feminist Theory of Freedom 

(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2003). 

Miller, David, ‘Constraints on Freedom’, Ethics, vol. 94 (1983), pp. 66-86. 

Miller, David, ed., Liberty (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1991). 

Pelczynski, Zbigniew & Gray, John, eds., Conceptions of Liberty in Political Philosophy 

(London: Athlone, 1984). 

Reid, ‘Berlin and the Division of Liberty, Political Theory, vol. 8 (1980), pp. 365-380. 

Ryan, Alan, ‘Freedom’, Philosophy, vol. 40 (1965), pp. 365-380. 

Ryan, Alan, ed., The Idea of Freedom: Essays in Honour of Isaiah Berlin (Oxford: Oxford 

University Press, 1979).  

Steiner, Hillel, ‘Individual Liberty’, Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, vol. 75 (1974-75), 

pp. 33-50. 

Swift, Adam, Political Philosophy: A beginner’s guide for students and politicians (Cambridge: 

Polity & Malden, MA: Blackwell, 2001). 

Taylor, Charles, ‘What’s Wrong with Negative Liberty’ in Charles Taylor, Philosophy and the 

Human Sciences: Philosophical Papers, vol. 2 (Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press, 1985). 

Warburton, Nigel, Freedom: An Introduction with Readings (London & New York: Routledge, 

2000). 

 

John Stuart Mill 

Primary texts: 

On Liberty – main relevance – numerous editions online and via Blackboard. 

The Subjection of Women – also relevant – numerous editions online and via Blackboard. 

Representative Government – also relevant – numerous editions online and via Blackboard. 

Utilitarianism – to place his views in the context also of his moral philosophy – numerous 

editions online and via Blackboard. 

Secondary texts: 
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Anschutz, R. P., The Philosophy of J. S. Mill (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1953). 

Baum, Bruce, Rereading Power and Freedom (Toronto, Buffalo NY: University of Toronto 

Press, 2000). 

Berlin, Isaiah, ‘John Stuart Mill and the Ends of Life’ in Isaiah Berlin, Liberty, ed. Henry 

Hardy (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002), pp. 218-251. 

Cook, Ian, Reading Mill: Studies in Political Theory (Basingstoke: Macmillan, New York: St 

Martin’s, 1998). 

Cowling, Maurice, Mill and Liberalism (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1963). 

Dworkin, Gerald, ed., Mill’s On Liberty: critical essays (Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield 

Publishers, c1997).  

Gray, John, Mill on Liberty: a defence (London: Routledge, 1996).  

Gray, John & Smith, G.W., eds., J.S. Mill, On Liberty in Focus (London & New York: 

Routledge, 1991). 

Himmelfarb, Gertrude, On Liberty and Liberalism: the case of John Stuart Mill (New York: 

Random House, 1974).  

Levin, Michael, J.S. Mill on Civilization and Barbarism (London & Portland, OR: Routledge, 

2004). 

Okin, Susan Moller, Women in Western Political Thought (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton 

University Press, 1979) – see chapter on Mill. 

Pyle, Andrew, ed., Liberty: contemporary responses to John Stuart Mill (England: Thoemmes 

Press, 1994). 

Radcliff, Peter, Limits of Liberty: Studies of Mill’s On Liberty (Belmont, Calif.: Wadsworth, 

1996). 

Riley, Jonathan, Mill on Liberty (London and New York; Routledge, 1998). 

Ryan, Alan, The Philosophy of John Stuart Mill (Basingstoke: Macmillan, 1987). 

Sánchez Valencia, Victor, The General Philosophy of John Stuart Mill (Aldershot, Hants & 

Burlington, VT: Ashgate, 2002). 

Skorupski, John, ed., The Cambridge Companion to Mill (Cambridge & New York: Cambridge 

University Press, 1998). 

Skorupski, John, ed., Why Read Mill today (London & New York: Routledge, 2006) 

Skorupski, John, John Stuart Mill (London and New York; Routledge, c1991).  

Ten, C. L., Mill on Liberty (Oxford: Clarendon Press & New York: Oxford University Press, 

1980).  

 

 

Hannah Arendt 

Primary texts: 

Crises of the Republic: lying in politics, civil disobedience on violence, thoughts on politics, 

and revolution (New York, Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, 1972).  
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Between Past and Future: six exercises in political thought (London: Faber and Faber, 1961) 

– particularly look at the chapter on authority. 

The Human Condition (Chicago; University of Chicago Press, 1958).  

The Origins of Totalitarianism (London; Allen & Unwin, 1958). & (Cleveland; World Pub. 

Co., 1967).  

On Violence (San Diego, New York & London: Harvest Book, Harcourt Brace, 1969 & 1970). 

Secondary texts: 

Allen, Amy, Hannah Arendt (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2008). 

Benhabib, Seyla, The Reluctant Modernism of Hannah Arendt (Lanham & Oxford: Rowman 

& Littlefield, 2003) esp. chapter 6. 

Bikowski, Lawrence J., ‘Politics versus aesthetics: Arendt’s critiques of Nietzsche and 

Heidegger,’ Review of Politics, vol. 75, no. 1 (1995), pp. 55-89. 

Birmingham, Peg, Hannah Arendt and Human Rights: the Predicament of Common 

Responsibility (Bloomington, Ind: Indiana University Press, 2006), esp. chap. 2. 

Canovan, Margaret, Hannah Arendt: A reinterpretation of her political thought (Cambridge & 

New York: Cambridge University Press, 1992). 

Canovan, Margaret, The Political Thought of Hannah Arendt (London: Dent, 1974) Leith 

Storage. 

Courtine-Denamy, Sylvie, Three Women in Dark Times: Edith Stein, Hannah Arendt, Simone 

Weil, or Amore fait, amor mundi, trans. G.M. Goshgarian (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell 

University Press, 2000). 

D’Entrèves, Maurizio Passerin, The Political Philosophy of Hannah Arendt (London & New 

York, 1994). 

Dietz, Mary, Turning Operations: Feminism, Arendt and Politics (New York: Routledge, 

2002). 

Hansen, Phillip, Hannah Arendt: Politics, History and Citizenship (Cambridge: Polity Press, 

1993). 

Hattem, Kees van, Superfluous People: A Reflection on Hannah Arendt and Evil (Lanham, 

Md: University Press of American, 2005). 

Jacobitt, Suzanne, ‘Hannah Arendt and the Will,’ Political Theory, vol. 16, no. 1 (1988), pp. 

53-76. 

Kateb, George, Hannah Arendt, Politics, Conscience, Evil (Totowa, N.J.: Rowman & 

Allanheld, 1984). 

Lang, Anthony & Williams, John, eds. Hannah Arendt and International Relations: Reading 

Across the Lines (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2005) esp. chaps. 2, 3 & 6. 

May, Larry & Kohn, Jerome, Hannah Arendt: Twenty Years Later (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT 

Press, 1996). 

Parekh, Bhikhu, Hannah Arendt and the Search for a New Political Philosophy (Atlantic 

Highlands: Humanities Press, 1981). 

Pirro, Robert Carl, Hannah Arendt and the Politics of Tragedy (DeKalb Ill: Northern Illinois 

University Press, 2001). 



   

27 

 

Villa, Dana, ed., The Cambridge Companion to Hannah Arendt (Cambridge & New York: 

Cambridge University Press, 2000). 

Vowinckel, Annette von, Hannah Arendt (Leipzig: Reclam Verlag, 2006). 

Watson, David, Arendt (London: Fontana Press, 1992).  

Williams, Gareth, ed., Hannah Arendt, 4 vols. (London & New York, Routledge, 2006) 

Wolin, Richard, Heidegger’s Children: Hananh Arendt, Karl Löwith, Hans Jonas, and Herbert 

Marcuse (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 2003). 

Young-Bruehl, Elisabeth, Hannah Arendt, for love of the world (New Haven: Yale University 

Press, 1982 & 2004). 

 

Friedrich Nietzsche 

Primary texts: 

Daybreak: thoughts on the prejudices of morality, ed., Maudemarie Clark and Brian Leiter. 

trans. R.J. Hollingdale (Cambridge & New York: Cambridge University Press, 1997).  

Beyond good and evil: prelude to a philosophy of the future. (Trans.) Walter Kaufmann (New 

York: Vintage Books, 1989, 1966) – also online via Blackboard. 

Beyond good and evil: prelude to a philosophy of the future, trans. & ed. Marion Faber. ‘Intro’. 

Robert C. Holub (Oxford & New York: Oxford University Press, 1998).  

On the genealogy of morals: a polemic by way of clarification and supplement to my last book, 

Beyond good and evil, trans. & intro. Douglas Smith (Oxford & New York Oxford 

University Press, 1998.  

On the genealogy of morality: a polemic, trans. Maudemarie Clark and Alan Swensen, intro. 

Maudemarie Clark (Indianapolis: Hackett Pub. Co., 1998).  

On the genealogy of morality. ed. Keith Ansell Pearson. trans. Carol Diethe (Cambridge & 

New York: Cambridge University Press, 1994).  

The will to power, trans. Walter Kaufmann and R. J. Hollingdale [with facsimiles of the 

original manuscript] (New York: Vintage Books, 1968, c1967) – also online via 

Blackboard. 

Secondary texts: 

Allison, David B., ed., The New Nietzsche: contemporary styles of interpretation (Cambridge: 

MIT Press, 1985, 1977). 

Ansell-Pearson, Keith, ed., A Companion to Nietzsche (Malden, M.A. & Oxford: Blackwell, 

2006), esp. chaps. 21-24. 

Ansell-Pearson, Keith, An Introduction to Nietzsche as a Political Thinker: The Perfect Nihilist 

(Cambridge & New York: Cambridge University Press, 1994). 

Ansell-Pearson, Keith, Nietzsche contra Rousseau: A Study of Nietzsche’s Moral and Political 

Thought (Cambridge & New York: Cambridge University Press, 1991). 

Appel, Fredrick, Nietzsche Contra Democracy (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1999).  

Aschheim, Steven E., The Nietzsche Legacy in Germany, 1890-1990 (Berkeley: University of 

California Press, 1992).  
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Babich, Babette E., ed., Habermas, Nietzsche, and Critical Theory (Amherst, N.Y.: Humanity 

Books, 2004). 

Berkowitz, Peter, Nietzsche: the Ethics of an Immoralist (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard 

University Press, 1995). 

Brown, Wendy. States of Injury: power and freedom in late modernity (Princeton: Princeton 

University Press, 1995). 

Bull, Malcolm, ‘Where is the Anti-Nietzsche?’ New Left Review, no. 3 (May/June, 2000), pp. 

121-145. 

Conway, Daniel W., Nietzsche’s Dangerous Game: Philosophy in the Twilight of the Idols 

(Cambridge & New York: Cambridge University Press, 1997). 

Conway, Daniel W., Nietzsche & the Political (London & New York: Routledge, 1996). 

Detweiler, Bruce, Nietzsche and the Politics of Aristocratic Radicalism (Chicago: Chicago 

University Press, 1990).  

Dudley, Will, Hegel, Nietzsche, and Philosophy: thinking freedom (Cambridge & New York: 

Cambridge University Press, 2002).  

Jurist, Elliot L., Beyond Hegel and Nietzsche: Philosophy, Culture and Agency (Cambridge, 

Mass.: MIT Press, 2000). 

Golomb, Jacob & Wistrich, Robert S., eds., Nietzsche, Godfather of Fascism?: on the uses and 

abuses of philosophy (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 2002). 

Gracia, Jorge J.E., Reichberg, Gregory M., Schumacher, Bernard N., eds., The Classics of 

Western Philosophy: a Reader’s Guide (Malden: Blackwell Publishers, 2003). 

Hinton, Thomas R., Nietzsche in German Politics and Society 1890-1918 (Manchester: 

Manchester University Press, 1983).  

Hollingdale, R. J., Nietzsche (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1973) includes: ‘40. Friedrich 

Nietzsche, Beyond Good and Evil (1886): Prelude to a Philosophy of the Future’ by 

Richard Schacht. 

Hoover, Arlie J., Friedrich Nietzsche: His Life and Thought (Westport, Conn.: Praeger, 1994). 
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ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION INSTRUCTIONS 

In addition to a hard copy, students are required to submit electronic versions of all essays they 

submit. These will be subject to a plagiarism check. The following are instructions for submitting the 

electronic version of your essay to Blackboard.  

 

1. Log into Blackboard and go to POLS301. 

2. Find the relevant assignment under “Assignments”. 

3. Click on “View/Complete Assignment”. 

4. Type your name, and the question number in the Comments box. 

5. Click on the “Browse” button to locate the file on your computer, then double-click it to select 

it. 

6. Click “Submit”. If you click “Save” instead of “Submit”, your assignment will not be 

submitted! You need to click “Submit”, otherwise your assignment will not have been sent to 

your lecturer/tutor. 

7. You should see a message like this: “The assignment has been updated.” 

8. If you want to check it, click on the “View/Complete Assignment” link. You will see a message 

like this: “This assignment is complete.” Click OK to review the result. 

 

If you have any problems submitting your file, contact the HelpDesk AND your lecturer/tutor 

immediately. 

 

RETURN OF MARKED WORK 

Assignments will be handed back in tutorials or lectures in the first instance.  After that they will be 

available for collection from Politics reception (room 4C12, 4th floor, Arts Building) between 9.00 – 

10.00am or 1.30 – 2.30pm Monday to Friday.   

 

PLEASE NOTE: Assignments/exams will only be available for collection during these hours. 

 

PLAGIARISM 

All Assignments submitted in the Department of Politics must be prefaced with a student 

Plagiarism Declaration Form. These forms can be downloaded from the Department website 

http://www.otago.ac.nz/politics/index.html under Quick links. 

 

It is also on the Blackboard site for this course. Students should make sure that all submitted work is 

their own. Plagiarism is a form of dishonest practice. Many students seem to be unsure of what 

plagiarism is, or why it is penalised heavily. Here is a definition. According to the Senate of the 

University of Otago: “Plagiarism is defined as copying or paraphrasing another’s work, whether 

intentionally or otherwise, and presenting it as one’s own (approved University Council, December 

2004). In practice, this means plagiarism includes any attempt in any piece of submitted work (e.g. 

an assignment or test) to present one’s own work as the work of another (whether of another student 

or a published authority).”  

 

The Penalty for Plagiarism 

Any student found responsible for plagiarism in any piece of work submitted for assessment shall be 

subject to the University’s dishonest practice regulations which may result in various penalties, 

including forfeiture of marks for the piece of work submitted, a zero grade for the paper, or in extreme 

mailto:helpdesk@otago.ac.nz
http://www.otago.ac.nz/politics/index.html
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cases exclusion from the University. Students are required to submit electronic versions of all 

assignments they submit. These will be subject to a plagiarism check. 

 

If you are in any doubt about the meaning of plagiarism it is vital that you consult carefully with me 

before you submit your essay. It is your responsibility to conform to the University’s statutes. If you 

are having difficulties with any of the concepts or material in this course, I am more than happy to 

assist you prior to your essay submission.  

 

ACADEMIC INTEGRITY 

Academic integrity means being honest in your studying and assessments. It is the basis for ethical 

decision-making and behaviour in an academic context.  Academic integrity is informed by the values 

of honesty, trust, responsibility, fairness, respect and courage. Students are expected to be aware of, 

and act in accordance with, the University’s Academic Integrity Policy. 

 

Academic Misconduct, such as plagiarism or cheating, is a breach of Academic Integrity and is taken 

very seriously by the University.  Types of misconduct include plagiarism, copying, unauthorised 

collaboration, taking unauthorised material into a test or exam, impersonation, and assisting 

someone else’s misconduct. A more extensive list of the types of academic misconduct and 

associated processes and penalties is available in the University’s Student Academic Misconduct 

Procedures. 

  

It is your responsibility to be aware of and use acceptable academic practices when completing your 

assessments. To access the information in the Academic Integrity Policy and learn more, please visit 

the University’s Academic Integrity website at www.otago.ac.nz/study/academicintegrity or ask at 

the Student Learning Centre or Library. If you have any questions, ask your lecturer. 

Academic Integrity Policy - http://www.otago.ac.nz/administration/policies/otago116838.html 

 

Student Academic Misconduct Procedures - 

http://www.otago.ac.nz/administration/policies/otago116850.html 

 

STUDENT SUPPORT  

The ‘Essential Student Information' link on the Department of Politics web page provides helpful 

information on how to access the University Library’s resources, as well as a guide to the support services 

available to students at the University of Otago, including the Student Learning Centre and Disability 

Support.  

 

For all administrative enquiries, please contact:  

Malle Whitcombe, Assistant Administrator for Politics.  

Email: politics@otago.ac.nz  Phone: 03 479 8663 

 

Politics Library Assistant 

Ms Kate Knox 

Office: Central Library: meetings by appointment only. 

Phone: 479 8976 Email: kate.knox@otago.ac.nz  

 

http://www.otago.ac.nz/study/academicintegrity
http://www.otago.ac.nz/administration/policies/otago116838.html
http://www.otago.ac.nz/administration/policies/otago116850.html
mailto:emily.waugh@otago.ac.nz
mailto:kate.knox@otago.ac.nz
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We recommend that you contact the Department as soon as possible if you have any problems 

participating in the course or accessing resources. Please remember to check your University 

email account regularly for updates and announcements. 

 

POLITICS DEPARTMENTAL POLICIES 

ASSIGNMENT SUBMISSION 

All essays should be handed into the essay box on the fourth floor, North Wing of the Burns Building 

directly opposite the lift. You will need to complete, sign and attach a departmental cover sheet 

regarding plagiarism that you can find on Blackboard or the department webpage. In accord with 

departmental policy you will also need to submit an electronic copy via Blackboard – please see the 

instructions on pages 15-16. 

 

LOST PAPERS 

To guard against the possibility of lost or missing papers, students must keep backup copies of their 

work (computer disk and/or hard copy). 

 

EXTENSIONS 

If extensions are not requested, it is departmental policy that late essays will face a penalty of 5% per 

day (10% per weekend) and will not be accepted after the close of business a week after it is due. 

Extensions are granted for medical and compassionate reasons (including job interviews). Unless an 

unforeseen mishap occurs, extensions must be requested from your tutor prior to 5pm on the day 

before the due date. 

 

The Extension Request form can be downloaded from the Politics webpage, or may be available on 

Blackboard.  Completed forms must be emailed to the Department at politics@otago.ac.nz in 

advance of the assignment due date.  No retrospective application will be accepted except in the 

case of serious medical condition, for which a medical certificate is required.  

 

Extensions will be granted only for the following cases: 

1. Ill-health 

2. Bereavement 

3. Personal difficulties of a serious nature 

4. Provincial or national representative activities 

5. Job interviews outside Dunedin 

 

Nothing else (such as pressure of other university work) will be accepted as a legitimate reason for 

extensions.  Computer problems do not constitute an exceptional circumstance unless it is an 

officially notified failure of University equipment. 

 

Your application for an extension must be accompanied by evidence: 

1. Medical certificate for ill-health 

2. Documentary evidence for bereavement 

3. Written statement in support of your application from another university officer for 

personal difficulties of a serious nature 

mailto:politics@otago.ac.nz
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4. Documentary evidence for provincial or national representative activities 

 

No other evidence will be accepted.  The evidence must be submitted to the Department at 

politics@otago.ac.nz, at the same time as, or within three working days after, the application for an 

extension either in hardcopy or as an email attachment of scanned image. 

Applications with evidence does not guarantee the grant of extensions.  The maximum length of an 

extension is ONE WEEK, i.e. five working days (except the case of serious medical conditions).  

Work that is more than one week late without an extension may be commented on but will not be 

graded.   

 

QUESTIONS 

For specific inquiries about tutorials and tutorial assignments, please write to your tutor in the first 

place.  For more general inquiries about the course as a whole, please write to the course co-

ordinator.  Please do not write about things that you can easily find out yourself from this coursebook, 

Blackboard, eVision, or the departmental noticeboard (such as tutorial locations.) 

 

CLASS REPRESENTATIVES 

You will be asked to nominate class representatives who will meet with the Head of Department to 

provide feedback on each course.  This is an important role which is valued by the department and 

can be added to the service section of your CV.  OUSA provide training and resources. 

 

CONCERNS ABOUT THE COURSE  

We hope you will feel comfortable coming to talk to us if you have a concern about the course. The 

Course Co-ordinator will be happy to discuss any concerns you may have. Alternatively, you can 

report your concerns to the Class Representative who will follow up with departmental staff. If, after 

making approaches via these channels, you do not feel that your concerns have been addressed, 

there are University channels that may aid resolution. For further advice or more information on 

these, contact the departmental administrator or head of department. 

 

ADDITIONAL SUPPORT 

Any student should feel free to approach their tutor or lecturer, if they are having any problems or 

concerns with a course. 

 

1. Student Learning Centre 

The Student Learning Centre at the University of Otago provides support for students in reading, 

writing, study skills, note taking and much more.  They even provide individual essay consultations 

and can assist with your grammar and essay planning. Check their website for information and 

contacts: http://hedc.otago.ac.nz/hedc/sld.html 

 

2. Support for International Students 

The Department of Politics encourages international students to seek support if they are having 

difficulties with their studies or meeting other challenges while they are a student at Otago. The 

Department of Politics contact is Lena Tan, politics@otago.ac.nz   

  

Students can also contact International Student Support: 

Telephone:  479 8344 

mailto:politics@otago.ac.nz
http://hedc.otago.ac.nz/hedc/sld.html
mailto:politics@otago.ac.nz
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Email: international.support@otago.ac.nz  

Website: www.otago.ac.nz/international  

Location: Archway West Building 

 

3. Maori and Pacific Students 

Humanities Division contacts: 

Ana Rangi is the Kaiāwhina Māori – Māori Student Support Officer for the Division of Humanities. 

She is of Ngāti Porou/Ngāti Kahungunu/Whakatōhea/Ngāti Kuia/Ngāti Koata descent, and originally 

from Christchurch. Her contact details are: Room 5C9, 5th Floor, Te Whare Kete Aronui (Arts 

Building). Email: ana.rangi@otago.ac.nz Tel: 479 8681 

 

Esmay Eteuati is the Pacific Islands Students' Support Officer for the Division of Humanities. She is 

of Samoan descent, born in Wellington and raised in Dunedin.  Her contact details are: Room 5C9a, 

5th Floor, Arts Building. Email: esmay.eteuati@otago.ac.nz  Tel: 479 9616 

 

4. Disability support 

If you are experiencing difficulty with your studies due to a disability, temporary or permanent 

impairment, injury, chronic illness or deafness, you may contact, in confidence, the University 

support staff (contacts below) to discuss adaptations in teaching and learning strategies and 

resources that may be helpful. 

 

University Contact: Disability Information and Support 

Email: disabilities@otago.ac.nz  

Phone: 479 8235 

Website: http://www.otago.ac.nz/disabilities  

Library Search Video Tutorial 

This 3 minute video covers the basics https://unitube.otago.ac.nz/view?m=qlUI54rkNHj  

 

Self Help resources 

This guide offers tips and techniques in developing independent research & information skills. 

http://otago.libguides.com/selfhelp  

 

Library Website 

The Library website provides online access to resources and services, including the Catalogue, Library 

Search, Article Databases, Group Room Bookings, Hours, Library Locations, Library News, New 

Books, Exam Papers, Subject Guides, and more! 

Library Website: http://www.otago.ac.nz/library  

 

Politics Subject Guides 

These guides will help you find information for your assignments including articles, books, websites 

and more! http://otago.libguides.com/politics  

Ask a Question 

Library staff at any Lending and idesk are available Monday to Friday, 9am to 6pm. Try these people 

first to answer any questions you might have about using the Library and its resources. 

Phone: 64 3 479 8910 

Email: ask.library@otago.ac.nz  

 

mailto:international.support@otago.ac.nz
http://www.otago.ac.nz/international
mailto:ana.rangi@otago.ac.nz
mailto:esmay.eteuati@otago.ac.nz
mailto:disabilities@otago.ac.nz
http://www.otago.ac.nz/disabilities
https://unitube.otago.ac.nz/view?m=qlUI54rkNHj
http://otago.libguides.com/selfhelp
http://www.otago.ac.nz/library
http://otago.libguides.com/politics
mailto:ask.library@otago.ac.nz
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DISCLAIMER 

While every effort is made to ensure that the information contained in this document is accurate, it 

is subject to change. Changes will be notified in class and via Blackboard. Students are encouraged 

to check Blackboard regularly. It is the student’s responsibility to be informed. 


