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POLS 202 Modern Political Thought

Research and Critical Argument Paper
______________________________________________________________________________

Due: March 8, 2011
Assignment: You will choose a question/issue/concept from the list below and produce an argument in which you defend a particular position.  The requirement that you need to defend a position means that there must be more than one perspective on the topic and thus a controversy exists.  This is a research paper so you will support your argument using at least three reputable sources to assist you in supporting your claim.  Reputable sources include individuals who are considered experts in their fields or are recognized in the academic community for their contributions to political theory.  Popular political pundits do not qualify as experts–i.e., Michael Moore and Rush Limbaugh.  Citations from a dictionary, encyclopedia, or the world wide web do not count towards the minimum requirement for “reputable sources.” Nor do any of the books or articles assigned for the course count toward the minimum number of sources.  Sources found on electronic databases, i.e., JSTOR, ERIC, are acceptable, and even encouraged!  Books from Milne Library, or acquired through ILIAD, are strongly recommended.  You should find the use of secondary sources, in which scholars provide interpretations of primary sources, and explore the various interpretations of other scholars, helpful in successfully completing this paper.

A well-written argument paper will have a thesis that clearly states the claim that it will defend and a brief road map of the argument’s structure.  The body of the paper will contain a well-organized defense of the claim.  In addition to the defense, you will identify a counter position to the one you have taken, and argue why the opposing position is incorrect.  The closing statement of the paper will succinctly summarize the claim and its defense.  Include in-text citations and a works cited page.  Make sure that you reference your writing handbook for proper usage of a known citation method.  Staple the grading rubric (found on my web page) to the back of your paper.  Make sure you review the grading rubric prior to handing in your paper to ensure that you have adequately addressed each grading category.  Papers should be about 6 pages in length, excluding the Works Cited page.  Remember that you are graded on quality, not quantity.  Artificially inflating the length of your paper by using excess verbiage, altered margins, font size, etc., is to be avoided.  If the length of your paper falls short of six pages, you may want to consider whether your claim is sufficiently substantive, or if it lacks sufficient supportive evidence.  Late papers will be penalized 5 points per day, including weekends.

I am willing and available to assist on paper content.  For issues of writing style, grammar, use of citation method, etc., the Writing Center is an excellent resource.  Consult CADE’s web page to make an appointment: http://www.oneonta.edu/academics/cade/  If you anticipate needing my assistance, or that of the Writing Center, seek help in a timely manner.  

1.  Provide an analysis and critique of the broader concept of fortune as a woman, including its social and cultural implications, and Machiavelli’s use of fortuna in The Prince. 

2.  Provide an analysis and critique of at least two interpretative perspectives of The Prince.  Should The Prince be understood as satire or be taken at face value? 

3.  Machiavelli wrote some comedic plays.  Clizia, a raucous tale of lust and deception, instructs how to succeed in private life.  Produce an analysis and critique of the character Sofronia and her use of virtue and deception, and her mastery of fortune.  Then compare and critique these same qualities as found in a successful prince, according to Machiavelli’s recommendation to Lorenzo de Medici in The Prince.  Take note of the distinctions between private life, and public life, and the legitimate exercise of political power.

4.   Is Machiavelli merely a pragmatist who accurately describes the exercise of political power, or does he encourage political leaders to practice evil? 

5.  Where does ultimate political authority reside?  Compare the positions of Machiavelli, Hobbes, and Locke.  Which position of political authority is legitimate, and why?  Why are the contrary positions not legitimate? 

6.  Can civil rights exist and be secure without a basis in natural law?  Use at least one of theorist’s perspective from the reading list for this course.

7.  Consider whether we are by nature community-oriented or individualistic.  Use at least one of theorist’s perspective from the reading list for this course.

8.  Do a feminist critique (identify the particular feminist school you are using in your analysis) of a work by John Locke or Jean Jacques Rousseau.

9. Consider Rousseau’s claim that morality and politics should not be kept separate.


10.  Consider Rousseau’s claim that civilization has corrupted human beings.  

11.  Is Rousseau’s notion of the General Will merely tyranny of the majority?  

12.  Propose a question to me for my approval.

