PLS426/PLS526: Hannah Arendt on Power, Violence, and Revolution
Professor: Dr. Brian Smith
Office Hours: Email to schedule zoom appointment.
Contact: brian.smith@nu.edu.kz 

Course Description:
Hannah Arendt wrote on some of the most pressing political issues of the twentieth century: totalitarianism, revolution, genocide, war, the status of refugees, and generally the ailments of mass society. This class will be dedicated to understanding Arendt’s approach to politics. Though she uses conventional words like ‘power,’ ‘authority,’ and ‘violence’ (words that are often treated as synonyms) she imbues them very unique meanings, with the help of etymology and political history. By understanding her lexicon and her overall outlook, we are given a glimpse into an alternative world of political possibility, namely republican freedom. Students who take this class will be able to formulate critical responses to real-world events based on Arendtian categories of thought. Of course, the goal of this class is not to turn you into “thoughtless Arendtians,” but to expose you to a new way of thinking about politics. Discourse and debate welcomed.

Course Format:

The format of this class will be as follows. Early in the week (on Mondays and Tuesdays) I will post two lectures on the course material. Listen to these lectures and read as much of the literature for that week as you can. Ideally, you should be finished with the lectures and readings by Thursday. On Fridays, we will have a one and a half hour Zoom meeting to go over the material (during our usually scheduled class time). For best results, everyone should be caught up with everything by that point. 

How to prepare for the Zoom meetings. Our weekly Zoom discussions should not function as another lecture. As you listen to the lectures and do the readings, you should take notes and think of questions. Make note of these questions and comments. 

Course Requirements:
	Assignment
	Due date
	Percentage

	Zoom attendance
	Weekly
	5%

	Readings (Perusall)
	Weekly
	10%

	Seminar Papers (5)
	Your option Monday before 17:00
	20%

	Paper 1 Rough Draft
	March 4
	(15% of final draft)

	Paper 1 Final
	March 18
	25%

	Paper 2 Proposal
	April 8
	(10% of final draft)

	Paper 2 Final
	April 29
	30%

	Presentations
	April 25
	10%



Description of assignments

5% Zoom meeting attendance
You should make every effort to attend all the weekly Zoom discussion meetings. Your grade will be the number of sessions you attended over the number of total sessions: 
11/11 = 100; 10/11 = 90; 9/11 = 81 … etc.
Please be in communicate early and often if you know that you will not be able to attend class. Only on very special circumstances will excuses be given.

10% Readings in Perusall
All the primary text readings have been uploaded to Perusall (a student-sourced interactive reading app). Your job is to read the assigned readings and annotate key passages. These annotations should be genuine attempts to dig into the text. While Perusall will score your annotations based on a learning algorithm, I will read and comment on many of your annotations. However, to get credit, you need to write more than “I don’t understand this passage.” Try to work through the passage. Try to make a claim about what you think she is saying. 
Effective annotation will:
· Identify and try to understand/restate key concepts.  
· Point to places into the text that you don’t understand that need more explanation. Make tentative effort to explain what you have read.
· Locate points of agreement/disagreement you might have with the author.
· Specify material for future development. Think about how an idea or passage might be relevant for a future writing project for this class.
 
20% Seminar Papers (Due on Mondays before 17:00)

You are required to submit 5, 500-600-word critiques of the reading. 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 it.

Note: You must write about the reading for the week you are submitting. The goal is for you to reflect on the writing without the assistance of the lectures. Plan ahead. No Make-ups. No late submissions.

Remember, you will not get credit for simply 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. 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? Does it rely on unarticulated/inadequate assumptions?
· Definitional questions:
· How are key concepts defined? Are they adequate? 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?

25% Paper 1 (15% rough draft):  
Graduate 2500 words, Undergraduate 1500 words

Two options: 

1) Literature review: Select some aspect of Arendt’s thought, say humanitarian intervention or revolution, and generate a literature review describing how secondary sources describe or explain Arendt’s perspective on the subject. The goal of this would be for you to assess the literature and make conclusions on which interpretations seem correct to you or to identify gaps.

2) Close textual reading with analysis: Select some narrow component of Arendt’s thought, i.e. some concept or specific argument, explain it in exact detail, and then analyze it. Are there inconsistencies or problems; are there unexpected connections that were not expressly made? 

**A mandatory rough draft of this paper is due March 4 
** Please note: This is worth 15% of the final draft. If you do not submit a rough draft, the highest grade you can receive on the final draft is an 85%. 
**Please note: to receive full credit for the rough draft, it must be within 500 words of the minimum work limit for the assignment.
** Final Draft is due March 18

30% Paper 2 (5% proposal, 25% final draft): 
Graduate 8000 words, Undergraduate 5000 words. 

1. You can compare and contrast the arguments of Arendt and one of the other philosophers we have covered in this class. For example, maybe you want to contrast Arendt and Foucault, or Arendt and Benjamin.
2. You can critically engage one of the authors’ arguments. 
1. Build on your close reading midterm paper.
2. Focus on the real-world implications of the argument/critique
3. Select a contemporary event and show what the author’s critique would be. 
1. For this paper you must select a contemporary event, e.g., the Belarus protests, the rise of right-wing populism, or Kazakhstan’s political transition, and analyze it through an Arendtian lens. To effectively develop this paper, you will need to a) identify the key issue at stake; b) clearly articulate the Arendtian significance of the issue (i.e., you need to explain the part of Arendt’s political theory that is relevant to the issue at hand); c) explain how the current event you have selected embodies the issue; and d) provide thoughtful, critical analysis.   

** By April 8 you must submit a topic proposal for your final paper. We will discuss these in class. This is worth 5% of the final grade of this assignment.
** The final paper is due 4/29
Note: You are free to incorporate your findings of paper 1 into this final paper

10% Final Project Presentation
Each student will spend 10 minutes presenting his/her final paper. Uploaded to Zoom by 4/25. These presentations should include 1) introduction to your topic, 2) thesis or main argument, 3) relevant background information, 4) main arguments, and 5) conclusion

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.

Schedule of readings:

Note: All readings will be posted to Moodle.

Week 1: Introductions. Public and Private, Labor and Work
January 24-28
       Primary	
1. Hannah Arendt, The Human Condition, pp. 7–167.
2. Hannah Arendt ‘Zur Person” Full Interview (with English subtitles): https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dsoImQfVsO4 
Secondary

3. Seyla Benhabib, “Feminist theory and Hannah Arendt’s Conception of Public Space,” pp. 97-114. 
4. Hanna Pitkin, “The Social in The Human Condition,” in The Attack of the Blob pp. 177-202.

Week 2: Action
January 31- February 4
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, The Human Condition, pp. 175-325
Secondary
2. George Kateb, “Political Action: Its Nature and Advantages,” in The Cambridge Companion to Hannah Arendt, pp. 130-148.
3. Elizabeth Frazer, “Hannah Arendt: The Risks of the Public Realm,” pp. 203-223.

Week 3: What is Power? 
February 7-11
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, “Introduction into Politics,” in The Promise of Politics pp. 108-200.
Secondary
2. Jürgen Habermas, ‘Hannah Arendt’s Communicative Conception of Power,' Social Research pp. 3-23

Week 4: What is Power?
February 14-18
	Primary
1. Michel Foucault, “Biopower & Biopolitics,” in Society Must Be Defended, pp. 1-64; 239-254. 
Secondary
2. Neve Gordon, “On Visibility and Power: An Arendtian Corrective of Foucault,” pp. 125-145.
3. Stefano Guzzini, “Max Weber’s Power,” pp. 97-113.

Week 5: What is Violence?
February 21-25
1. Hannah Arendt, “On Violence” in Crises in the Republic pp. 105-198

Week 6: What is Violence? (cont.)
February 28- March 4
Primary
1. Walter Benjamin, “Critique of Violence,” pp. 236-252.
Secondary
2. Richard Bernstein, “Hannah Arendt’s Reflection on Violence and Power” pp. 3-30 
3. Christopher Finlay, “Hannah Arendt’s Critique of Violence” pp. 26-45. 

**Rough draft for Paper 1 due March 4

Week 7: What is Revolution?
March 7-11 [March 8 Holiday]
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, On Revolution, pp. 11-140; 215-281.
Secondary
2. Albrecht Wellmer, “Arendt on Revolution,” from the Cambridge Companion to Hannah Arendt, pp. 220-242.

Week 8: What is Revolution? (cont.)
March 14-18
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, “Thoughts on Revolution and Politics,” in Crises in the Republic pp. 199-223.
2. Hannah Arendt, “The Jewish Army--The Beginning of Jewish Politics?” pp. 136-139
Secondary
3. Brian Smith, “Anarcho-Republicanism: Arendt and the Federated Council System,” pp. 87-116.

**Paper 1 due March 18

Week 9 Spring Break (no class!)
March 21-25

Week 10: Totalitarianism and Genocide: Radical and Banal Evil?
March 28-April 1
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, “Totalitarianism in Power,” & “Ideology and Terror: A Novel Form of Government,” Totalitarianism: Part Three of The Origins of Totalitarianism pp. 389-479.
2. Hannah Arendt, “On the Nature of Totalitarianism,” in Essays in Understanding pp. 328-360. 


Week 11: Totalitarianism and Genocide: Radical and Banal Evil? (cont.)
April 4-8
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem 3-67; 83-150
Secondary
2. Richard Bernstein, “Arendt: Radical Evil and the Banality of Evil,” in Radical Evil, pp. 205-224.
3. Michael Mack, “The Holocaust and Hannah Arendt’s Philosophical Critique of Philosophy: Eichmann in Jerusalem,” pp. 35-60.
4. David Luban, “Arendt on the Crime of Crimes,” pp. 1-33. 

**Final Paper proposal due April 8

Week 12: Judgment, Automation, and Automated Thinking
April 11-15
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, “Judgment, Appeal, and Execution,” & “Epilogue” in Eichmann in Jerusalem 220-279.
2. Hannah Arendt, “Thinking and Moral Considerations,” in Responsibility and Judgment, pp. 159-189.
3. Hannah Arendt, “Personal Responsibility Under a Dictatorship,” in Responsibility and Judgment pp. 17-48
4. Hannah Arendt, “On Humanity in Dark Times,” in Men in Dark Times pp. 3-31.
Secondary
5. Maurizio Passerin d’Entreves, “Arendt’s Theory of Judgment,” in The Cambridge Companion to Hannah Arendt, pp. 245-260
6. Brian Smith, “Civilian Casualty Mitigation and the Rationalization of Killing,” Military Ethics pp. 1-26.

Week 13: A return to the question of justified violence? 
April 18-22
	Primary
1. Hannah Arendt, “Totalitarian Imperialism: Reflections on the Hungarian Revolution,” pp. 5-43
Secondary
2. Iris Marion Young, “Violence against Power” pp. 251-271.
3. Iris Marion Young, “Reading Arendt in an Age of Police Brutality and Humanitarian Intervention” pp. 79-104
4. Patricia Owens, “The Humanitarian Condition: On War and Making a Global Public,” in Between War and Politics, pp. 128-152.
5. Peg Birmingham, “On Violence, Politics, and the Law” Journal of Speculative Philosophy, pp. 1-20

**Final Presentation 4/25
**Final Paper due 4/29

