PLS 329: Anarchy and Anarchism 
Professors: Brian Smith and Caress Schenk 
Meeting time and place: Tuesdays 13:30-16:20, room 8.105
Office Hours: By appointment 
Contact: brian.smith@nu.edu.kz and cschenk@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 Indigenous 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 intense 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 texts 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. More importantly, we will see how successive generations have adapted and repurposed this tradition in new ways to confront local problems. 

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)

Course structure: 
Since the course is a seminar, we will only meet once each week for three hours. Attendance at each class meeting is required.  You will not succeed in this course if you are absent. The general structure of each seminar will be:

· 1st hour: interactive lecture  
· 2nd hour: instructor led discussion of the texts
· 3rd hour:empower hour (student-led activities and discussion)

Lecture hour:
A more structured but interactive lecture each week will provide a check on the reading and will also be an opportunity to ask any questions about concepts or ideas that were not clear. 

To retain some of the vibrant parallel discussions possible through Zoom, we will use a Discord channel during class where people can add their thoughts and reflections during class sessions. Join here 
Discussion hour: 
Learning through participation is a key goal for this course. The discussion hour of each week is driven by YOU in terms of topics and direction of the discussion. You will need to submit a discussion question prior to each class session. You need to come to class prepared to interact and reflect on the things you have read. You must prepare to discuss each reading. In class, you will be expected to have a copy of the reading with you that you can refer to. You need to refer to specific page numbers. You need to know the name of each author so you can refer to them as you go. 

Empower hour:
Each week we will have discussion leaders that will plan the second hour of each course session. Discussion leaders should prepare a presentation that brings in additional information and sources. The format is open to your creativity. It can take the form of a current events presentation, case study, a song/movie analysis, etc. Whatever focus you choose, you should apply the course readings of the day, but also go beyond the readings to present a substantial analysis of materials that you seek out yourself. 

Assignments:
We are experimenting with grading tracks this semester. This means you have a CHOICE in how you will be graded. There will be three grading options and you will need to finalize your preferred option by January 26 (week 3). If you plan to pursue track 2 or 3, this means you will need to meet with Prof. Smith/Schenk in week 2 to discuss your plans. 
Track 1. The Traditional Model. Standard Rubric.
Discussion leader 		             15% 
Weekly discussion questions		10%
Concept papers                                       	30%
Final paper (2,500 words)                       	30%
Final presentation			15% (10% presentation, 5% peer-review)
Discussion leader
Discussion leader presentations should demonstrate how the theoretical concepts from the readings do or don’t work in practice (illustrated by current events, case studies, music, arts, etc.). While the presentations should not summarize the readings from the syllabus, they should refer to key concepts from the readings. You should also bring in some of your own sources (i.e. presentations based only on syllabus sources will fail). The goal of the presentation is to bring together theory and practice. You should clearly outline the important points about the topic you are discussing, then draw parallels to the theoretical concepts presented in the readings. Presentations should be 5-10 minutes followed by a discussion led by you (15 minutes total). Please sign up for your discussion leader slot here by the beginning of week 2. Once sign ups are complete in week 2, the schedule will be set and can only be changed if you take responsibility for trading with another student and notify the Professors. See the Appendix at the end of the course reading for a bank of sample topics.
Weekly discussion questions
Before each class session (by 12:00), you should submit a discussion question based on the day’s reading. These should NOT be factually-oriented questions (e.g. what are the four stages of a social movement). Rather, they should be focused on provoking discussion. Your question can focus on a controversy in the readings (e.g. author x said y, do you agree/disagree? OR BETTER: author x seems to believe x, what are the consequences of this type of belief?), an application (e.g. author x said y about a certain case/example, how might this idea work/not work in a different setting?), a critique (e.g. author x said y, but this fails to recognize z, how should author x correct their approach to address issue z?), etc. Discussion questions should get us thinking and talking! Don’t be boring. You need to dig deep, think deep, and wrestle with the readings in order to ask good discussion questions. Submit your questions at this Google Form by 12:00 before each class meeting.
Concept papers
You will write three concept papers during the semester, each of which will analyze a key concept. We will encounter numerous concepts through the assigned reading. Identify one of them and critically evaluate. Papers should be 1,000 words and should give an overview of the concept that begins with (but is not limited to) the course readings and class discussions. You should include all syllabus readings related to the concept/topic, plus additional research, highlighting various schools of thought on the topic (i.e. a mini literature review) and analyzing the utility of the concept (i.e. what does it help us understand about political management/governance of identity issues). Papers are due in weeks 6, 9, and 13 as listed below.
Final presentations 
Final presentations will be an opportunity for you to get feedback on your final paper topic and material as you develop it. Students will present their work and evaluate the work of others. More details to come! Due April 24. You are also required to watch and respond to 2 of your classmates’ presentations (randomly assigned). These are Due April 26.
Final Essays
Final essays (2,500 words) are quite open-ended. It could be a research paper on a current event, a local issue (something in your hometown or community), analysis of an anarchist author or theme in the anarchist tradition, an analysis of anarchist art/film/literature, or some kind of creative project. If you are ambitious, try formulating your essay as an analytical piece that could be published at Cabar or Oxus Society. The essay should not simply be a write-up of your discussion-leading/presentation. If you continue on the same topic, it should show significant development and refinement. Due April 28.  
Track 2. Service-learning oriented track:
Parts of this track can be incorporated into Track 1, but the goal of this final track is to actively build class assessments around community involvement. This track would require you to find some way of getting involved in the community, whether through volunteering or some type of direct action.
Depending on which grading track the student wishes to take, this could take the following form:
a.       Discussion leader (10%) 
b.       Volunteering in some community-based project or program. Could be activist or political. The actual service should be approved by the professor. By week 4 the student must have found a place to volunteer and agree to 10-15 volunteer total hours for the semester. (Documentation required) (20%)
c.       A weekly reflective journal about how the course material intersects with the material being covered in the class. (20%)
d.       Mid-term paper. Literature review or issue-based paper linked to service work. Must touch on literature from class. (20%)
e.       Final paper. Expansion of mid-term or a wider project on a social issue linked to service work. Must touch on literature from class (35%)
f.        Final presentation (15%)
Track 3. Student-Designed/Modified Rubric
Under this track, the student will work with the professor to establish a set of goals and guidelines for specific assignments. This could include weekly/bi-weekly check-ins with the professor. Honest self-assessment of performance in class based on student goals.
Possibility 1: Changing the types of assignments. As indicated above, students have the possibility of combining or substituting parts of Track 1 & 2. They can also propose alternative assignments. These are subject to professor approval, but students should feel free to think creatively about what they want to get out of the class and what kind of work would be fruitful to those ends. 
Note: many of the above assignments are left fairly open. For instance, in your role as a discussion leader, you are free to bring in any material you consider to be relevant. For your final project you have a great deal of flexibility in terms of design.
Possibility 2: Modifying the grade percentages to include a self-assessment option. What would this look like? For the student self-assessment, this requires a) the student to develop a rubric for self-assessment (something written and submitted prior to the assignment) and b) the student write a reflective assessment of how their performance aligns with the rubric. We will offer feedback but no formal requirements in terms of how long each of these components should be. 
To see how this might work, see the following examples:
Example 1: Discussion leader (15%) – this can be broken down into a 7.5% professor and 7.5% student (percentages are flexible, perhaps even up to 100% of the assignment being self-assessed). For example, students could break down their assessment under categories like this: 
a) What do you hope to get out of the assignment and how does your presentation fit into your learning goals for the class? → Did you meet your goals and expectations? Why or why not? How could your work have been improved?
b) How much time did you put into preparation? → Did you put a meaningful amount of time into the project? Did you wait until the last minute? Did you allocate enough time for research? How could you improve your research process? Did you engage in meaningful discussion about your work with classmates or faculty? What were the content of those discussions?
c) What is the quality of your work? → Do you feel like you did well not only in terms of preparation but also in terms of how the material was presented, the quality of discussion it generated, etc.
Example 2: Concept paper 1 (10%) – this could be broken down into a 5% professor and 5% student (percentages are flexible). The professor could provide comments on the written material and the student evaluates their performance based on:
a) Faculty feedback. Based on faculty comments, what kind of grade do you think this paper deserves.
b) Did you get something meaningful from the assignment? Was the material personally relevant? What?
c) Did you put thought and time into the composition of the piece? How much?
As noted above, these student assessments would come in the form of some written self-evaluation submitted to the professors. 
If you plan on modifying an assignment or developing a modified rubric, you should communicate this with the professor no later than Week 4. You should propose a rubric in writing and meet with faculty to discuss it. We reserve the right to deny last minute requests, or requests made in what looks like bad faith.
This is highly experimental, and it requires your good-faith cooperation. 
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.
· 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
· Using AI software to generate content
· Turning in a paper written by someone else
Before we accept any written work, we need confirmation that we have a common understanding of plagiarism. Please review the slides on Moodle and complete this Google form before submitting your first written assignment. 
Schedule of readings:
Week 1        	Introductions: The state of nature; the state of ‘man’
January 9 - 13
                    	Hobbes, The Leviathan pp. 56-65; (9 pages)
                    	Locke, The Second Treatise, §§4-15, pp. 189-199; (10 pages)
                    	Godwin, An Enquiry Concerning Political Justice, pp. 139-189 (50 pages)
                    	Humboldt, The Sphere and Duties of Government, pp. 11-18. (8 pages)
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JmbLXl-mlL4 

Graber, “Are you an Anarchist” (4 pages)
Useem, “Power Causes Brain Damage” (6 pages)

Total pages:  ~ 87 
Week 2 	Beginnings: Pierre-Joseph Proudhon the First Anarchist 
January 16 - 20	
Proudhon, What is Property? pp.  13-34; 67-116; 170-217.
Total pages:  ~ 119 
Week 3 	The Nihilism of Max Stirner, Individualist Anarchism
January 23 – 27	
 Stirner, The Ego and Its Own, pp. 13-19; 89-129; 141-161; 166-209; 320-324	

Total pages: ~ 115
Week 4		Anarchism Comes of Age: Mikhail Bakunin and Peter Kropotkin
January 30 - February 3
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.	
** This is the week to finalize grading tracks & service learning options	
Total pages:  ~100
Week 5 	Bakunin and Kropotkin, cont.
February 6 – 10

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 6	The Violent and Nonviolent: Sergey Nechayev, Vladimir Lenin, Leo Tolstoy, Nester Makhno, and Alexander Berkman
February 13 - 17
	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.
 
** Concept Paper 1 due the 17th 

Total pages: ~ 141
Week 7	Anarcho-Syndicalism & Left Communism: Rudolf Rocker & Anton Pannekoek  
February 20 - 24
		Rocker, Anarcho-Syndicalism, pp. 34-130.
		Pannekoek, Workers’ Councils, pp. 5-56.

Total pages: ~ 147

Week 8	Anarcha-Feminism: Voltairine de Cleyre, Emma Goldman, and Milly Witkop

February 27 - March 3 
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 9         	Albert Camus, The Rebel: Existentialist Anarchism
March 6 - 10
Camus, The Rebel, pp. 9-16; 74-181      
** Concept Paper 2 Due the 10th              
Total pages: ~ 114 pages
Week 10 	Murray Bookchin and the Ecology of Freedom
March 13 – 17 	
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


Total pages:  ~ 130 pages
Week 11 	Spring Break (no classes)
Week 12	Abdulla Öcalan and Democratic Confederalism in Rojava, Syria
March 27 – 31
	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 
Sitrin, Marina, and Colectiva Sembrar, eds. Pandemic solidarity: Mutual aid during the Covid-19 crisis. Pluto press, 2020. Chapter 1

** Concept Paper 3 Due the 31st 

Total pages: ~ 113 pages
Week 13	Black Anarchism: Lorenzo Ervin, Ashanti Alston, and Kuwasi Balagoon, William Anderson, and Zoe Samundzi
April 3 – 7
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)

Total pages: ~ 107 pages
Week 14	New Anarchism & Post-Structuralist Anarchism
April 10 – 14 
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 15	New Social Movements: The Rebirth of Anarchism?
April 17 – 21

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 24 Final Presentation. Response on 2 Presentations due by the 26th 
*** April 28 Final Paper Due.



Appendix – Bank of possible cases to select from for weekly discussion
Please note: You do not need to select something off of this list but please do keep in communication with the professors about your topic so we can prepare and offer recommendations, if necessary.

Ekibastuz
https://vlast.kz/regiony/53003-kogda-nibud-eto-zakoncitsa-potepleet.html 
 
Ukraine: a selection from Channell-Justice, Without the State https://books.google.kz/books?id=7vRczwEACAAJ&dq=Channell-Justice+Without+the+State&hl=en&sa=X&redir_esc=y ) or a selection from Darch, Nestor Makhno and Rural Anarchism in Ukraine https://theanarchistli brary.org/library/colin-darch-nestor-makhno-and-rural-anarchism-in-ukraine-1917-21?v=1622397593 )
· The Response: Wartime Mutual Aid in Ukraine

Afghanistan
https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/informal-order-and-the-state-in-afghanistan/5B0FB8D4B407988910AE737DB46C0E66 

COVID communities: a selection from Firth, Disaster Anarchy https://library.oapen.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.12657/57974/external_content.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y 

Somalia: Leeson, “Better off Stateless” https://www.peterleeson.com/Better_Off_Stateless.pdf 

Zapatista: Krøvel, “The Zapatistas and the Global Solidarity Movement” https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/23269995.2010.10707855 )

Occupy Wall Street, Hammond, “The Anarchism of Occupy Wall Street” https://www.jstor.org/stable/24583903#metadata_info_tab_contents ) 

Capital Hill Occupied Protest (Seattle): “CHOP Analysis Glimmers of Hope, Failures of the Left” https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/black-rose-rosa-negra-seattle-chop-analysis )

Greece: Kitsantonis, Anarchists fill services void left by faltering Greek Governance https://www.nytimes.com/2017/05/22/world/europe/greece-athens-anarchy-austerity.html? )

Portland, Oregon: Njus, “Why Portland Anarchists are Patching Potholed Streets” https://www.oregonlive.com/commuting/2017/03/why_portland_anarchists_are_pa.html )

Burning Man: Morrison, “An Anthropological History of Burning Man,” https://medium.com/beyond-burning-man/an-anthropological-history-of-burning-man-c3b163fb4c0e ) ** this would be best on Murray Bookchin’s week

Egoism: Axelrod, “The Emergence of Cooperation Among Egoists” https://www.jstor.org/stable/1961366?seq=2#metadata_info_tab_contents ** Stirner’s week

Crypto-currency: Malabou, “Cryptocurrencies: Anarchist Turn or Strengthening of Surveillance Capitalism? From Bitcoin to Libra” http://australianhumanitiesreview.org/2020/05/31/cryptocurrencies-anarchist-turn-or-strengthening-of-surveillance-capitalism-from-bitcoin-to-libra/  or from Ludlow (ed) Crypto Anarchy, Cyberstates, and Pirate Utopias 
https://monoskop.org/images/4/42/Ludlow_Peter_Crypto_Anarchy_Cyberstates_and_Pirate_Utopias.pdf ) maybe during Bakunin?

Cooperative anarchism: Deusen, “Worker Owned” Green Mountain Anarchist Collective https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/david-van-deusen-green-mountain-anarchist-collective-worker-owned ** Proudhon’s mutualism


