
PSCI 5310 Prof. Richard Ruderman 
Spring 2021  Wooten 133  
M 6:30-9:20 PM; WH 312 Office Hours (on Zoom): WR 11-12  
email: Richard.Ruderman[at]unt.edu (please identify yourself)   and by appointment 
     (I don’t respond on Friday nights and Saturdays) 
 
 HISTORY OF POLITICAL THEORY 

Things are gonna slide, slide in all directions 
Won’t be nothing, nothing you can measure anymore 

The blizzard, the blizzard of the world has crossed the threshold 
And has overturned the order of the soul. 

There’ll be the breaking of the ancient Western Code 
Your private life will suddenly explode … 

When they said, “Repent” (Repent”) 
I wondered what they meant…. 

--Leonard Cohen, “The Future” (1992) 
 

Required Texts: 
Plato, Republic. Trans. Allan Bloom (Basic) 
Aristotle, The Politics. Trans. Peter L. Phillips Simpson (North Carolina) 
Machiavelli, Niccolo, The Prince, 2nd ed. Trans. Harvey C. Mansfield (Chicago) 
Hobbes, Thomas, Leviathan. Ed. Edwin Curley (Hackett) 
Locke, John, Two Treatises of Government. Ed. Peter Laslett (Cambridge)   
Montesquieu, The Spirit of the Laws, Eds. A. Cohler, B.C. Miller, H.S. Stone (Cambridge)  
Rousseau, Jean-Jacques, The Discourses and other early political writings. Trans. Victor 
     Gourevitch (Cambridge)  
Nietzsche, Friedrich, The Portable Nietzsche. Trans. Walter Kaufmann (Penguin)  
 
 Recommended Texts:  
History of Political Philosophy. 3rd ed. Eds. Leo Strauss and Joseph Cropsey. (Chicago)  

[Contains chapters on each of the above thinkers; see also the Introduction. The essay on 
 Aristotle, unfortunately, is better in the 2nd edition if you can get hold of it]  
Manent, Pierre, An Intellectual History of Liberalism. (Princeton) (An excellent account of the 
       thread connecting the modern political philosophers we’ll be studying)  

 
*Covid-requirements: Please be aware that, as we are meeting in person, we must all wear masks 
in class and social distance. That entails that people cannot take off their masks to eat or drink 
anything. We will always be having a break at around 8 PM for your dining and bathroom needs. 
And you are of course free to step out anytime you need to get a drink or use the restroom.  
 
Course Format and Requirements: This course attempts the impossible: to combine the breadth 
of a survey course with the careful analysis expected in an advanced seminar. As the Greeks say, 
however, "the fine things are difficult"! Though the number of pages to be read in this course is 
not small, you will have to read—and reread—each text thoroughly in order to grasp the 
arguments. Classes will be a combination of lecture and discussion. Please read the assigned 
texts carefully before each class so that you will be prepared to discuss them. NOTE: Class 
participation will be used to improve your grade. Unexcused absences can be used to lower your 
grade.   
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Your course grade will be calculated as follows:  

 
Ø participation (includes 6 out of 8 Discussion Boards)    25% 
Ø a short 6-7 page paper (due: M. Feb. 15)       20% 
Ø an 8-10 page term paper (due: M. Apr. 19)      30% 
Ø a final exam (M. Apr. 26; online 4-11:59PM)     25%   

 
The Discussion Boards work as follows: there will be one Discussion per author (so not every 
week). By noon Monday of the relevant week (Tuesday next week only!), each of you must post 
a Question on the author under consideration. The question should be the kind one would find on 
an examine: a careful elaboration on “What did X mean by saying ‘xxxx’ when he seemed to be 
arguing for ‘yyyy’?” [That is: more detailed than just “What did X mean by ‘the state of 
nature’?” Find a genuine puzzle in the author’s writing. As Locke says at the start of his Two 
Treatises, he will have to “detect” or uncover Filmer’s genuine teachings in order to “overthrow” 
them—being a “detective” is a good description of what we’re doing here.] Then, after 
Monday’s class, you will have until Saturday at 11:59PM to write a Reply to one of your 
colleague’s Questions. It should be about two paragraphs long and MUST cite a passage or three 
from the text to work. I will drop your two lowest grades of the 8 possible Discussions.      
 
Both the short paper and the term paper should focus on one problem, theme, or character in 
one author. They should deal primarily with the primary text (not secondary sources). More 
information will be given about the papers at the appropriate times.  
 
The exam will consist of Multiple-Choice questions—which require you to make the leap from 
what an author says to what they mean—and a take-home essay question—which will require 
you to make a detailed comparison between two opposing authors on a specified, narrow topic.  
 
Paper extensions can be granted only for the final paper and only in the most extenuating 
circumstances.  Grades on late papers may be reduced. ALL written work must be completed to 
pass this course.  
 
Course Rationale: What is—and ought to be—the goal of political life, here in the U.S. and in 
“the West” in general? Do we still understand and support “liberal democracy” and the kinds of 
lives it produces?  Critics of our way of life, after all, abound today. At home, the postmodern 
left condemns liberalism for being a secret and unjust hegemony of reason that represses our 
“selves,” our “identities,” and non-white cultures in the name of order and profit. The socially 
conservative right blames liberalism for leading to a wild license or individualism that dissolves 
the family, religion, the authority of institutions, and all bonds between citizens. And we all 
wonder whether frenzied activity (both at work and play), lack of human connectedness (or 
“community”), and the growing sense of a loss of “meaning” to life may not be too high a price 
to pay for the creature comforts and long, healthy lives we enjoy (at least not during pandemics). 
The fierce (and generally mindless) debate over school curriculum is perhaps the clearest 
indication that we no longer know what we stand for or what a just society should look like.   
 

Political philosophy is devoted to trying to answer these and related questions. It tries to 
give us tools with which to resolve the dispute between rational self-guidance and submission 
either to divine command or historically-determined community values and identities. In fact, the 
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quarrel over values and identities is what animates the history of political philosophy—
beginning when the (rather enlightened) city of Athens put Socrates to death for questioning its 
values and refashioning the identities of its most promising young people. As we will see, the 
three great periods of political philosophy—ancient, early modern, and late or postmodern—
have strikingly different approaches. We cannot begin to understand them until we see that the 
latter periods do not build upon earlier ones—they reject them outright. The great political 
philosophers are not all rowing in the same direction. Yet they agree on one thing: a philosopher 
must “take a knife” to the values of his or her time (Nietzsche). Why? Because every society or 
culture is a “cave” (Plato) from which we must escape (mentally if not physically) if we are to 
understand our true situation. Consider our contemporary problem: we do not think there is the 
slightest reason to debate the meaning of justice: it means equality and that’s that. But this has 
led to the almost predictable result that “equality” keeps undergoing rather radical redefinition 
every once in a while. We cannot even understand equality until we consider the alternatives.   

 
We might begin to wonder whether the modern and postmodern approaches to these 

problems have failed to resolve them. As we shall see from our reading of Machiavelli, the 
modern world is dedicated to satisfying our “low but solid” bodily needs (health, safety, income) 
by means of destroying our capacity to long for anything higher (justice, nobility, dignity, truth, 
glory, etc.). It promises us comfort and safety if we agree to become less “dangerous” or more 
domesticated (Hobbes). But liberalism is under fire as much from the progressive left as from the 
religious and/or authoritarian right. Its replacement of robust political life—dedicated to 
principles of justice that inspire men and women to transcend their petty lives—with the 
“rational administration of things” (bureaucracy and business) cannot satisfy true human beings. 
Classical Greek philosophy, ostensibly the dustiest and most antiquated of approaches, may be 
what we need now. For it dares to discuss the fundamental questions that modern philosophy 
tried to sweep under the rug—the meaning of justice, of longing for love or friendship, of duty 
and citizenship, of the strengths and weaknesses of both philosophy (or science) and religion (or 
piety). If the greatest achievement of liberal democracy is the freedom to read and to think, then 
the subject matter of this course is the highest justification for our liberal democratic lives.  
 
Goals: This course attempts to acquaint you with some of the central figures and doctrines in the 
history of political philosophy. To that end, we will examine several views of various moral and 
political problems: the tension between self-fulfillment and dedication to others (family, friends, 
political community); the tension between family, friends, and the political community; wisdom 
and the community; tradition vs. innovation or progress; morality and expediency; morality and 
happiness; is philosophy good, bad, or indifferent?; and, above all, what is the meaning of 
justice?   
 

As part and parcel of this project, we will learn how to read a great book with care, and 
how to make, analyze, and criticize an argument. Accordingly, you will not be required to do 
any reading of secondary sources or historical background material. And while the question of 
the influence and effect of these writers will arise from time to time, we will focus above all on 
trying to understand their arguments and their assessment of the problems.   
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Tentative Schedule: 

 
I. Introduction: What is Political Philosophy?  (M. Jan. 11) 

§ The Crisis in Political Philosophy and the Meaning of Life  
§ We will examine Nietzsche, Thus Spoke Zarathustra, “Prologue,” #5 (The 

Last Man) and The Gay Science, #343 and 344 (PN, 128-131, 447-450); 
§ We’ll also begin Machiavelli, The Prince, Ded. Letter, chs. 1-3 

 
 

THE ORIGINS OF MODERN POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY 
 

II. Machiavelli’s Prince (intro)             (no class on M. Jan. 18) 
  *Because we will not meet this week, I will post a recorded lecture on:  

§ Machiavelli, Prince, Ded. Letter, Chapters 4-8 
§ Discussion Board on NM assigned (due Sun. Jan. 24; 11:59 PM).   

 
 

II.  Machiavelli’s Prince (cont.)  (Jan. 25)  
In the second class, we will focus on chapters 9-19, 21, 22, 25, 26.      
Recommended reading: Grant B. Mindle, “Machiavelli’s Realism,” The Review 
of Politics, vol. 47, no. 2; pp. 212-230.  [Available from JSTOR]  
--OR Leo Strauss, “Niccolo Machiavelli” in History of Political Philosophy.  

 
III. Hobbes's Leviathan  (Feb. 1) 

Please focus on Dedicatory Letter; Introduction; Part IV, ch. 46; Part I, chaps. 6, 
10-16.  
Recommended reading: Pierre Manent, An Intellectual History of Liberalism, 
ch. on Hobbes.  
Discussion Board on Hobbes assigned (due Sat. Feb. 7, 11:59 PM)    

 
       Hobbes’s Leviathan (cont.)                            (Feb. 8)  

Please focus on Part II, chaps. 17, 18, 21, 24, 26 (174-181), 30 (219-231); and "A 
Review and Conclusion."    
Recommended reading: Laurence Berns, “Thomas Hobbes” in History of 
Political Philosophy.   

 
 LIBERAL POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY 
 

IV. Locke's Two Treatises of Government  (Feb. 15) 
Please focus on the author's Preface; First Treatise, chs. 1, 2, 6 (¶50-60), 9 (¶86-
93), 11 (¶120-126); Second Treatise, chs. 1, 2, 5, 6.    
Recommended reading: Pierre Manent, Intellectual History, ch. on Locke.  

***SHORT PAPER DUE (on Machiavelli or Hobbes).  
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       Locke’s Two Treatises of Government (cont.)            (Feb. 22) 

Please focus on Second Treatise chs. 7, 9, 11, 12-14, 15, 18-19.    
Recommended reading: Robert Goldwin, “John Locke” in History of Political 
Philosophy.   
Discussion Board on Locke assigned (due Sat. Feb. 27, 11:59 PM) 

 
V. Montesquieu’s The Spirit of the Laws  (Mar. 1) 

 
Please focus on the author’s Forward, Preface, Bks. 1-5, 11 (chs, 1-10, 17), 12 
(chs. 1-21), 19 (chs. 11 and 27), 20, 25 (chs. 1, 2, 9, 10, 11, and 12), 29 (ch. 1). 
Recommended reading: Robert C. Bartlett, “On the Politics of Faith and Reason: 
The Project of Enlightenment in Pierre Bayle and Montesquieu,” The Journal of 
Politics 63:1 (Feb. 2001): 1-28. [Available on JSTOR]  
Discussion Board on Montesquieu assigned (due. Sat. Mar. 6, 11:59 PM)  

 
 

 CRITICS OF LIBERALISM 
 

VI. Rousseau's First Discourse         (Mar. 8)   
Please read the First Discourse (pp. 1-28), “Last Reply” (63-85) and “Preface to 
Narcissus” (92-106).  
Recommended reading: Allan Bloom, “Jean-Jacques Rousseau” in History of 
Political Philosophy, pp. 532-553.   

 
      Rousseau’s Second Discourse  (Mar. 15) 

Please read the entire work, including Rousseau’s notes, pp. 111-222.  
Recommended reading: Manent, Intellectual History, ch. on Rousseau.  

  Discussion Board on Rousseau assigned (due Sat. Mar. 20, 11:59 PM) 
 

VII. Nietzsche's Thus Spoke Zarathustra and other writings  (Mar. 22) 
Please read “Zarathustra’s Prologue,” “Zarathustra’s Speeches,” Book One, nos. 
3, 6, 7, 9-11, 15, 16, 18, 19; Book Two, nos. 2, 3, 5, 7, 12; Beyond Good and Evil, 
#212, Twilight of the Idols, #14, 25, 35, 37.  
(In The Portable Nietzsche, pp. 121-137, 142-145, 149-153, 156-163, 170-174, 
177-181, 197-202, 205-208, 211-214, 225-228, 444-446, 447-450, 522-523, 530, 
535-536, 538-541.)     
Recommended reading: Werner J. Dannhauser, “Nietzsche,” in History of 
Political Philosophy.  
Discussion Board on Nietzsche assigned (due Sat. Mar. 27, 11:59 PM) 

 
 
 CLASSICAL POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY 
 

VIII. Plato's Republic  (**RESCHEDULE: May 29) 
Please read the Republic, Books I, II, III (386a-394d, 412b-417b).   
Recommended reading: Leo Strauss, “Plato” in History of Political Philosophy.  
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       Plato’s Republic                 (Apr. 5) 

Please read the Republic, Books IV (427e-441c, 441c-445e), V (esp. 449a-474c), 
VI (484a-506e), and VII (514a-521b).  
Recommended reading: Christopher Bruell, “On Plato’s Political Philosophy,” 
The Review of Politics 56:2 (Spring 1994): 261-276. [Available at JSTOR]   
Discussion Board on Plato assigned (due Sat. Apr. 10, 11:59 PM) 

 
IX. Aristotle's Politics   (Apr. 12) 

Please read Bks I, II (chs. 7-8); III.  
Recommended reading: Wayne Ambler, “Aristotle on Nature and Politics: The 

  Case of Slavery,” Political Theory, 15:3 (Aug. 1987): 390-410. [JSTOR]  
***FINAL PAPER due (on Locke, Montesquieu, Rousseau, Nietzsche, or Plato).    

    
      Aristotle’s Politics                 (Apr. 19) 

Please read Books IV (7-9) VI (13-15), VIII (1-13). (***Simpson’s book order) 
Recommended reading: Robert C. Bartlett, “Aristotle’s Science of the Best  
Regime,” APSR 89:1 (Mar. 1995): 152-160. [Available on JSTOR]   
Discussion Board on Aristotle assigned (due Sat. Apr. 24) 
  

FINAL EXAM: M. Apr. 26 (available online; 4 PM—11:59 PM); take-home essay due W. Apr. 
28 at 11:59PM.      
 
===================== 
Course drop information: see schedule at – 
http://essc.unt.edu/registrar/schedule/scheduleclass.html 
 
Please see the “Start Here” module in Canvas for UNT Policies on ADA compliance, Academic 
Integrity (including Cheating and Plagiarism), and Acceptable Student Behavior.    
  


