Poli 100: Midterm study guide

1. Aristotle

a) Polis: If families and villages unite together in a single community to be self-sufficing, the polis or political community comes into existence. The polis would allow everyone to enjoy the “good life” rather than the “mere life”.

b) People as “political animals”:
Aristotle characterizes humans as animals possessing speech. Moreover, by this definition, Aristotle means that we are animals, whose impulse is to live in a political community by distinguishing between the good and the bad, and the just and the unjust.

2) Plato
a) Thrasymachus’s view that justice is nothing than the advantage of the stronger: Thrasymachus believes that justice is just an illusion. He goes on by saying that whatever political or power order that is in place, the rulers determine what is just and what is unjust to serve their own interest in order to stay in power. Moreover, He sees justice as a tool that rulers use to govern the masses. In other words, he believes that just behavior works to the advantage of other people, not to the person who is acting justly. Therefore, He suggests that the rational thing to do is to ignore justice entirely.

b) Explain the main way that Socrates counters this claim: Socrates counters Thrasymachus’s claim by forcing him to admit that the view he is advancing promotes injustice as a virtue. Socrates argues that injustice cannot be a virtue because it is contrary to wisdom, which is in fact a virtue. He also argues that a person living an unjust life has no soul. On the other hand, Justice is a virtue of the soul and virtue of the soul means health of the soul. Therefore, justice is applicable to all and each of us derives some good from it.


3. Machiavelli

	a.	Political virtu as distinct from everyday moral virtue: Machiavelli believes that it is necessary for a ruler to have a range of personal qualities to rise into power in order to maintain the state and to achieve great thing. This is when Machiavelli values the concept of virtu. Moreover, Machiavelli suggests that for a virtuoso leader to execute his agenda, he should use political virtu in order to gain power. In other words, a ruler should do evil only if he is going achieve greater ends.


	b.	“Cruelty well used”: Actions that, although they might seem presently violent and cruel, will eventually cease, ultimately resulting in a better state. This leads him to the conclusion that the new ruler “should make a list of all the crimes he has to commit and do them all at once”. E.g: Borgia’s cruelty well used restored order to Romagna. 



c.	Cruelty abused: "cruelty abused" refers to the actions that are both violent and cruel but leave no better results. An abuse of cruelty involves bloodshed and it will lead to more rather than less as time goes by. E.g. Agathocles maintained his power but he never used it to bring goodness during his reign.
4.	Gaventa’s 3 dimensions of power:

· 1st dimension of power: Power is visible in the ability of an individual or group (A) to prove more powerful over another or others (B) in decision-making arenas (e.g., elections, courts, legislatures, etc.) in which all groups are trying to realize their interests. Basically, A exercises power over B when A gets B to do something that serves A’s interests and is opposed to B’s interests.
· E.g: Plessy v. Ferguson is an example of the 1st dimension of power because it suggests how the White Americans (group A) abused their power over African-Americans (group B), which opposed to their interests (B’s interest).

· 2nd dimension of power: often called the mobilization of bias. The power of powerful individuals (group A) may be visible in the quiescence or non-participation of the powerless groups or individuals (group B).  Although the powerless groups or individuals still have a clear sense of their interest, they come to expect that the more powerful groups are getting their way in decision making arenas even if they are challenged by the less powerful group (maybe because A consistently triumphed over B). This will lead to the less powerful group to become non participatory. 

· E.g. one of the women in the black community claims that she only wants a gentler way of segregation even though she still doesn’t think it is “just”.  

· E.g. Iran is in a situation where the powerless (Group B) may refrain from getting involved in opposing the government through demonstrations knowing that the revolutionary guards or the government (Group A) might imprison them or kill them.
· 3rd dimension of power: At this point (3rd dimension of power), Power inequalities have worked to shape the beliefs or conceptions of the powerless about such things as their own interest and their view of legitimate injustice. In other word, the powerless group or individual no longer has a sense of clear sense or understanding of his or her own interest.
· E.G. during the 19th century, women where accepting that they should not be lawyers or politicians.

· E.g. At the beginning of the movie, the black male, as a child, believed in the superiority of white people (Amsie More)











	 
	"Faces" (or "Dimensions") of Power

	 
	First
	Second
	Third

	The nature of A’s power over B
	A prevails through superior bargaining resources.  (Includes force.)
	A constructs barriers against participation of B (through non-decisions, invoking of mobilization of bias) in decisions.
	Influencing or shaping of B’s consciousness about inequalities (through myths [fear of USSR], information control [media, schools], ideologies, etc.)

	The way B experiences A’s power:
Emotion(s) associated with the experience:
	Defeat of B due to lack of resources.
Anger.
	Non-participation of B due to barriers and due to anticipated defeat.
Frustration.
	Susceptibility to myths, ideologies, legitimations, sense of powerlessness, uncritical or multiple consciousness about issues & actions of B due to A’s influencing or shaping B's perception of those issues & actions, and due to A’s maintenance of non-participation.
Confusion.  Self-doubt.  Self-blame.

	Example of the exercise of this form of power
	B brings suit against A and loses.  B tries to go on strike, but gets forced back to work at gunpoint.  B tries to demonstrate against the FTAA in Miami, but the Miami police beat, gas, and arrest the protesters.
	B refrains from bringing suit, knowing that A has more money for lawyers.  B, knowing that the national guard will replace him if he strikes, decides not to.  B, seeing the overwhelming force of the Miami police, ditches his sign and goes back to UMD.
	B is convinced that demonstrating against the FTAA in the midst of the War On Terrorism is un-American.

	The form that B’s rebellion against the power takes
	Theory
	Open conflict with competing resources over clearly defined issues
	Mobilization upon issues; action upon barriers.
	Identification of issues and formulation of explicit strategies; consciousness-raising

	
	Example
	Demands for some defined goal(s)
	Strikes (when directed at A's refusal to negotiate).  Sit-ins;   voter registration & get-out-the-vote drives.
	Teach-ins;  door-knocking


Foucault’s view of the relationship between truth and power. (In part, this is his idea that “truth isn’t outside power. … Truth is a thing of this world” (p. 379).):

Foucault talks about how our view of the truth is influences by power relationships and perspectives. In other words, he is concerned about what we take to be true at a given time is deeply shaped by the prevailing power dynamic of our society. Since, Power is only a certain type of relation between individuals, it can be dangerous in the way the power works, and how the relationship plays a role in what and how we believe.

E.g: 1911, 11th edition of the Encyclopedia Brittanica. Entry of the word “negro”, made by Wilcox (a United States researcher). He believed that the African-Americans were second-class citizens because he was surrounded by racial classifications. This is an example of what he took to be true was influenced by the power dynamics of his society. 

6.	Mill
a.	principle of liberty (the gist of it): 

“Individuals are rational enough to make decisions about their well being and choose any religion they want to as government should only interfere when it is for the protection of society” – Wikipedia definition 

The three main concepts of liberty in order of importance
1) The freedom of thought and emotion
2) The freedom to pursue tastes
3) The freedom to unite as long as no harm is done to others 

John Stuart Mill believed human rights are conventional meaning that they do not emerge out of social improvements – thus debunking the concept of natural rights 

b.	political tyranny – occurs when a government or a single ruler has absolute power 
e.g. a dictatorship 

c.	social tyranny – “The collective voice of the people drowning out that of the individual” it results in the protection from the tyranny of political leaders 
	- Another optional definition: Decisions made by majority interest places its interests so far above those of the individuals/minority groups
The struggle between liberty and authority 
	-> According to Mill there should not be a conflict between the two but democracy in practice can never result in the agreement of absolutely everyone thus resulting in “majority rule” 
e.g. Due to the concept of social tyranny people fear the concept of socialism as they do not feel that their own message will be considered 

d.	Mill’s utilitarian case for individual freedom (i.e., to what other end does individual freedom contribute?) 
Utilitarian case “the greatest good for the greatest number” 
- Everyone seeks happiness but differently “It is better to be a human being dissatisfied than a pig satisfied” 






7. Ulrich Beck
	a) World economy “as a kind meta-power” in relation to the state: Refers to how the economy relates to and can influence social structure. 
	*Meta-power = behind the scenes

c) Deterritorialization of power: the monopoly of states in law making power decreases due to an increase in corporation power.

	c) Idea that “the retreat of investors is what constitutes the nucleus of global economic power.” Corporations and NGOs have power and are not bound by any nation - trade off between politics and economic welfare * think across borders.

d) state autonomy versus state sovereignty, as beck uses these terms. Autonomy is to speak simply of states (or nation-state governments) acting alone, independently of other states. On the other hand, Sovereignty is ability to solve global political problems. Beck suggests that we should sacrifice autonomy and seek sovereignty in order to solve important global issues.  * Seek sovereignty and avoid autonomy. Given deterritorialization of power and globalization, nation states that act independently of other states cannot solve important issues.

E.g. China and the USA with respect to global warming. Each state is insisting on its autonomy – that is, each state is insisting on its right to do what it thinks best (or at least its leaders are insisting on the right to do what they think is best for their people, but I think they also have considerable public support in doing this). Beck's point is that this will not solve the problem. For these states and others to exercise some sovereignty – that is, effective problem solving ability – with respect to global warming they will need to cooperate with each other and with other states.

This means that they will need to accept limits on their autonomy (or independence) and share sovereignty to exercise meaningful sovereignty on this issue.



“Max Weber – State Power – a human community that claims the monopoly on the legitimate use of physical force within a given territory” 


9.	Locke
a)	Natural rights: Before the establishment of a civil society there is already a moral code “Human beings are ultimately free in some sense – which is why we create government to protect those rights” 

b)	View of the right to accumulate property (possessions, wealth) in an world with money: “Labor theory property: Through labor, one can give value to a property. In other words, when a person works, that labor enters into the object. Thus, the object becomes the property of that person. In a world with money, there is unlimited accumulation of property without causing waste through spoilage. Locke implies that governments should work to moderate the conflicts between unlimited accumulation of property and more nearly equal distribution of wealth. He does not say which principles the governments should apply to solve this problem.
– natural right to land but how can we obtain individual property? 


c) State of nature: the state of nature involves people living together, governed by reason without the establishment of a government in the state of society. e.g. America before the age of exploration.
         
 d)	state of war: a state of war occurs when people make designs of force upon other people, without a common authority. In other words, people will not act morally even if they should – without rules the state of nature will become a state of war.
 
*Law of nature: even before humans invented legal authority there is an innate moral code 
*Liberty for Locke is doing what you want to do within the nature of the law – “moral code” 

Limiting principles of state of nature (Accumulate property) 
1) Can’t spoil – if one takes more than one needs, it is a waste of resources.
2) Still enough and as good left – if one takes their property we must leave enough for others’ need.
3) It must be your own labor that did it.

10.	According to Michael Walzer, what is the problem of “dirty hands” in politics?

· The concept that it is simply impossible to completely achieve ones political agenda without getting their hands dirty “one must do something wrong in order to the do the right thing”
· “Being surrounded by bad people influence who you are”. This might influence the way you think, which can cause you to go in the wrong direction with regards to your political agenda.
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Sovereignty Vs. autonomy:

As I said, he uses *autonomy* to speak simply of states (or nation-state governments) acting alone, independently of other states.

He Uses *sovereignty* to refer, as I said, to "the ability of states to solve political problems" (87).

He says that methodological nationalism equates these two things, thinking that nation states can typically solve political problems by acting independently of other states (that is, through state autonomy or independence). Beck is saying that this often is not the case given globalization and the deterritorialization of power. Given such conditions, states that insist on action autonomously or independently (that is, not acting in cooperatively WITH other states will actually be ineffective in solving some important problems)

Consider again my example of China and the USA with respect to global warming. Each state is insisting on its autonomy – that is, each state is insisting on its right to do what it thinks best (or at least its leaders are insisting on the right to do what they think is best for their people, but I think they also have considerable public support in doing this). Beck's point is that this will not solve the problem. For these states and others to exercise some sovereignty – that is, effective problem solving ability – with respect to global warming they will need to cooperate with each other ad with other states.

This means that they will need to accept limits on their autonomy (or independence) and share sovereignty to exercise meaningful sovereignty on this issue.

