PLS 329: Anarchy and Anarchism 
Professor: Dr. Brian Smith
Office Hours: Email me to schedule a Zoom meeting.
Contact: brian.smith@nu.edu.kz 

Class summary:

In the late 17th century, John Locke famously declared that “In the beginning, all the world was America.” Early modern European encounters with the Americas led to a burst of theorizing about pre-political human society, those living in a ‘state of nature’ or a ‘state of anarchy.’ Hobbes, Locke, Rousseau, and others tried to imagine what pre-political humans were like and what the transition to political society entailed (for good or bad). Is politics natural? Do humans need government? What have we lost/gained in the transition to political society? One finds in these imaginings about society prior to government the crude origins of modern anarchism. 

The purpose of this class is to provide a philosophical account of anarchism and the anarchist tradition. The immediate challenge one faces is that anarchism can only loosely be defined as a tradition; at the very least, it is a tradition without dogma, much less settled doctrine. There is very little of what can be called ‘anarchist orthodoxy’ as many of the arguments within this tradition are contested or are a source of debate. In this respect, it may be better to see anarchism as less a set of beliefs and more of a process, a way of thinking about political institutions and practices. This class will look at the legacies and contradictions in various anarchist writings. On top of the ‘classics,’ those text that arose in the context of labor struggle in the nineteenth century, we will look at Feminist, Black, and other non-European contributions to these questions. The main task of this class is to point out some of the major debates within the anarchist tradition, and the ways those traditions have been expressed at different moments in history. We will read the original texts of some leading anarchist figures, and we will look at different anarchist movements in history.

Learning Objectives:

1. Students will become acquainted with the foundational literature of the anarchist tradition (assigned readings, lectures) 
2. Students will be able to draw on the course material in order to present their ideas in an appropriate format. (papers, discussion posts, and final presentations)
3. Students will be able to synthesize, compare and contrast, and critically assess arguments within the anarchist tradition (papers)
4. Students will demonstrate the ability to develop a clear analysis of original source material (discussion posts, paper 3)
5. Students will be able to make their own evidenced-based arguments (papers)
6. Students will be able to listen to and be tolerant of different ideas (assigned readings, lectures)


Assignments:

	Assignment
	Due date
	Percentage

	Paper 1 Rough Draft Writing 
	4 March 
	(35% of paper 1 final)

	Paper 1 Final
	18 March
	25%

	Paper 2 Rough Draft Writing 
	8 April
	(35% of paper 2 final)

	Paper 2 Final
	29 April
	30%

	6 Seminar papers
	Any Friday (starting 1/28)
	20%

	5 Quizzes
	Unannounced During Zoom 
	10 %

	Presentations
	4/25
	10%

	Weekly Zoom Attendance
	Weekly
	5%



Papers 1 & 2:

There are two papers assigned for this class. (see assignment sheets in Moodle)

Paper 1 is Compare and Contrast: Undergraduate 1500 words (~ 6 pages). PhD 3000 words (~ 12 pages)
Compare and contrast two (or more) of the anarchist philosophers we have covered up to this point in the semester. 

Paper 2 is Critical Analysis. Undergraduate 3000 words (~ 12 pages). PhD 6000 words (~24 pages)
1. You can critically engage one of the authors’ arguments. 
1. Build on your compare and contrast midterm paper.
2. Focus on the real-world implications of the argument/critique
2. You can select a theme that runs through several authors’ work and critically engage it – e.g. revolutionary struggle, violence, individual versus collective anarchism
3. Select a contemporary event and show what the author’s critique would be.
4. You can select an anarchist movie or literary text and analyze its anarchist themes.

Pre-approved novels: Dostoyevsky, The Possessed (1873); Morris, News from Nowhere (1890); Camus, The Just Assassins (1949); Heinlein, The Moon Is a Harsh Mistress (1966); Le Guin, The Dispossessed (1974); Abbey, The Monkey Wrench Gang (1976)

See handouts for the breakdown of writing assignments.
	
Rough draft Policy: Please note that to get full credit for submitting a rough draft it must be at least 80% complete. If the word length for the final draft is 3000 words, the rough draft must have 2400 words. In other words, it must be a working draft that is near completion. Anything less than 80% will be treated as a non-submission.

Late Policy: Late papers will not be accepted. Please get your work in on time.

Reaction Papers:

You are required to submit 6 (for PhD 10), 500-600-word critiques of the reading. Requirements: These are to be submitted on Fridays (by 18:00). They must be about the reading for that week. There are no make-ups or multiple submissions. Since it is left to your discretion which weeks you make your submissions, you must stay on top of this assignment.  

About the assignment. You are free to write about any aspect of the assigned weekly writing for that week. Do not summarize or explain the reading. Your job is to critically engage with the text.

Please Note: You must write about the reading for the week you are submitting. Plan ahead. No Make-ups. No late submissions.

Remember, you will not get credit for merely summarizing the author’s ideas. You must critically engage with the text. Your essays must be thesis driven. This means choosing a definition, idea, or argument and think through it. Remember, to criticize does not mean to destroy or deconstruct. You may find the idea compelling but problematic. You may have discovered a connection that you want to explore. Think of yourself as a surgeon making fine grade cuts rather than someone with a hammer trying to knock down a wall. 

Here are some questions to help you think about what you will argue:
· Theoretical questions:
· What is the idea being discussed? Are there aspects of it that are inconsistent? Are there internal conflicts? Are there unexpected implications? Does it rely on unarticulated/inadequate assumptions? Does it produce a compelling reassessment of the way we normally think?
· Definitional questions:
· How are key concepts defined? Are they adequate? Do these new terms help us understand something better? If terms are defined in an unusual way, what are the benefits and weaknesses of the new definition.
· Evidential questions:
· Do the examples/evidence support the author’s argument? Are inferences weak? What kind of rhetoric does the author use? 
· Implications/policy questions:
· What are the implications of the argument? Maybe the author leads us to a place that is untenable. What are the practical consequences of their arguments – what kind of world would it produce? Are there difficulties in how their theories are applied?
	
Final Presentation:

The last week of the semester, each of you will upload a short presentation of your final papers. You must prepare a 10-minute presentation. Your presentation should cover the main ideas you develop in your paper, including your thesis, main arguments, and supporting evidence. You are expected to use visual aids, like PowerPoint. No one should simply read to the audience. Be familiar enough with your work that you can present the material in a clear and concise way. 
Grade Scale:
	A 

	95-100
	C+ 

	70-74.99

	A- 
	90-94.99

	C 

	65-69.99

	B+ 

	85-89.99
	C- 

	60-64.99

	B 

	80-84.99
	D+ 

	55-59.99

	B- 

	75-79.99
	D 
	50-54.99




Academic Misconduct:

Academic misconduct is defined broadly to include a wide variety of behaviors that conflict with the values and mission of NU. Students should become familiar with the NU Student Code of Conduct and Disciplinary Procedures (Student Code), which is the official document outlining policies and procedures around academic misconduct at NU. Students are responsible for complying with NU policies, as well as those described in the syllabus for an individual class, whether the student has read them or not.
Plagiarism of any kind will result in an immediate 0 for the assignment and a referral to the Dean’s office. Common forms of plagiarism include (this is not an exhaustive list):
· Using the exact language of another author as your own
· Employing ideas and arguments without proper attribution
· Running a foreign language text through translation software and using that language as your own
· Turning in a paper written by someone else
Schedule of readings:
Week 1 	Beginnings: Pierre-Joseph Proudhon the First Anarchist 
January 24 - 28	
Proudhon, What is Property? pp.  13-34; 67-116; 170-217.
Total pages:  ~ 119 
Week 2 	The Nihilism of Max Stirner, Individualist Anarchism
January 31 – February 4	
 Stirner, The Ego and Its Own, pp. 13-19; 89-129; 141-161; 166-209; 320-324	
Total pages: ~ 115
Week 3		Anarchism Comes of Age: Mikhail Bakunin and Peter Kropotkin
February 7 - 11
Bakunin, Revolutionary Catechism, pp. 76-97; The Program of International Brotherhood, pp. 148-159; God and State, pp. 225-242; The Paris Commune and the Idea of the State, pp. 259-273; State and Anarchy, pp. 323-350.		
Total pages:  ~100
Week 4 	Bakunin and Kropotkin, cont.
February 14 – 18

Kropotkin, Mutual Aid, pp.111-145; On Order, pp. 1-4; Modern Science and Anarchism, pp. 3-44; Anarchism: Its Philosophy and Ideal, pp. 2-27.
	 
Total pages: ~104
Week 5	The Violent and Nonviolent: Sergey Nechayev, Vladimir Lenin, Leo Tolstoy, Nester Makhno, and Alexander Berkman
February 21 - 25
	Nechayev, Catechism of a Revolutionist, pp. 1-6. 
Lenin, The State and Revolution, pp. 6-59; Lenin, Anarchism and Socialism, https://www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/works/1901/dec/31.htm ; 
Lenin, Socialism and Anarchism, https://www.marxists.org/archive/lenin/works/1905/nov/24.htm
Tolstoy, “On Anarchy,” pp. 68-70; “Thou Shall Not Kill,” in Government is Violence: Essays on Anarchism pp. 72-76.
Makhno, “The Anarchist Revolution,” https://www.nestormakhno.info/english/anar_rev.htm 
Berkman, The ABCs of Anarchism, pp. 3-49.
 

Total pages: ~ 141
Week 6	Anarcho-Syndicalism & Left Communism: Rudolf Rocker & Anton Pannekoek  
February 28 - March 4
		Rocker, Anarcho-Syndicalism, pp. 34-130.
		Pannekoek, Workers’ Councils, pp. 5-56.

*** March 4 Rough draft paper 1 due.
Total pages: ~ 147

Week 7	Anarcha-Feminism: Voltairine de Cleyre, Emma Goldman, and Milly Witkop

March 7 – 11 [March 8 Holiday]
de Cleyre, “Sex Slavery” pp. 93- 109; “They Who Marry Do Ill,” pp. 11-20; “The Making of all Anarchists” pp. 105-111 in The Voltairine de Cleyre Reader.
Goldman, “What I Believe,” pp. 48-60; “The Tragedy of Woman’s Emancipation,” pp. 158-167; “Victims of Morality,” in Red Emma Speaks: An Emma Goldman Reader pp. 168-174.
Witkop (Rocker), “The Need for Women’s Unions” https://forgottenanarchism.wordpress.com/2015/03/23/the-need-for-womens-unions-by-milly-witkop-rocker/ 

Total pages: ~ 123 pages
Week 8 	Murray Bookchin and the Ecology of Freedom
March 14 – 18 	
Bookchin, “Post-Scarcity Anarchism,” “Ecology and Revolutionary Thought,” and “The Forms of Freedom,” in Post Scarcity Anarchism pp. 55-104, 163-191
Social Anarchism of Lifestyle Anarchism, pp. 4-61

*** March 18 Final Draft Paper 1 Due

Total pages:  ~ 130 pages
Week 9 	Spring Break (no classes)
Week 10	Abdulla Öcalan and Democratic Confederalism in Rojava, Syria
March 28 – April 1
	Abdulla Öcalan, Democratic Confederalism pp. 7-44 
	Abdulla Öcalan, Liberating Life: Woman’s Revolution pp. 9-60
Gerber & Brincat, “When Öcalan met Bookchin: The Kurdish Freedom Movement and the Political Theory of Democratic Confederalism” pp. 1-25 

Total pages: ~ 113 pages
Week 11	Black Anarchism: Lorenzo Ervin, Ashanti Alston, and Kuwasi Balagoon, William Anderson, and Zoe Samundzi
April 4 – 8
Ervin, “Anarchism and the Black Revolution,” in Black Anarchism: A Reader, pp. 10-71
Alston, “Black Anarchism” (12 pages) https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/ashanti-omowali-alston-black-anarchism ; “Building a Non-Eurocentric Anarchism in Our Communities”  (25 pages) https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/jose-antonio-gutierrez-d-ashanti-alston-building-a-non-eurocentric-anarchism-in-our-communities 
Balagoon, “Anarchy Can’t Fight Alone,” in Black Anarchism: A Reader pp. 76-79
Anderson & Samundzi, “The Anarchy of Blackness” ROAR, Issue #5, (6 pages)

*** April 8 Rough draft paper 2 due.
		
Total pages: ~ 107 pages
Week 12	New Anarchism & Post-Structuralist Anarchism
April 11 – 15 
David Graeber, “The New Anarchists,” The New Left Review pp. 61-73.
	Giorel Curran, “Anarchism Old and New,” in 21st Century Dissent, pp. 19-48. 
Sureyyya Evren, “How New Anarchism Changed the World,” in Post-Anarchism pp. 1-19. Andrew Koch, “Post-Structuralism and the Epistemological Basis of Anarchism,” pp. 23-40. 
Saul Newman, “Post-anarchism,” in Palgrave Handbook pp. 293-303. 
Brian Smith, “Citizenship without the State: Rehabilitating Citizenship Discourse Among the Anarchist Left,” Citizenship Studies pp. 1-19.
	
Total pages: ~ 106 pages
Week 13	New Social Movements: The Rebirth of Anarchism?
April 18 – 22

Curran, “Movements of Anti-Globalization”; “The Politics of Zapatismo,” “Reclaim the Streets,” in 21st Century Dissent, pp. 49-74; pp. 129-156; and pp. 180-201.
Laura Galian, “Squares, Occupy Movements and the Arab Revolutions,” in Palgrave Handbook, pp. 715-731 
Sanya Sethi, “Anarcha Feminism: The Beginning of the End of All Forms of Oppression,” in Intersectional Feminism, https://feminisminindia.com/2020/02/03/anarcha-feminism-beginning-end-forms-oppression/  
Shmeul Lederman, “Councils and Revolution: Participatory Democracy in Anarchist Thought and the New Social Movements,” p. 243-260 

Total pages: ~ 109 pages

		*** April 25 Final Presentation.
*** April 29 Final draft paper 2 due.







