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Summary of Content 
 
The state is the predominant site of power and authority in the modern world. Where modern 
states do not exist, there is usually civil war or occupation; where they are ineffective, politics, 
society and economy tend to be unstable. The modern state, though, is also itself a site of 
violence and coercion in the name of which much suffering has been inflicted on those people 
subject to its power, at home and abroad. 
 
Modern politics, then, simply cannot be understood unless we also understand the modern 
state. This is a module on the theory of the modern state in intellectual history. It surveys some 
of the most important theories of the modern state in the history of political thought, from the 
formative treatises of Bodin and Hobbes, through Hegel and Schmitt, to Carole Pateman and 
Charles W. Mills, very much in the present. Students will come to appreciate how the power 
and authority of the modern Western state have been characterised, justified and repudiated 
during the modern era. 
 

Educational Aims 
 
This module aims to: 

• 1. To acquaint students with some of the most important theorists and theories of the 
modern state; 

• 2. To establish or question the abiding relevance of these theorists and theories to the 
political world which we inhabit together; 

• 3. To deepen students’ awareness of the different approaches that may be taken to 
historical texts, such as contextualism, conceptual history or critical analysis; 

• 4. To establish competence in discussing and writing about historical theories and 
theorists. 

 

Learning Outcomes 
 

Knowledge and Understanding 
Students should: 

• come to understand some of the most important arguments advanced about the 

character, power and authority of the modern state over the last four hundred or so 

years, and to appreciate the historical and intellectual contexts which occasioned those 

theoretical interventions. 

 

Intellectual and Transferrable Skills 
Students should: 

• learn appropriate ways of engaging with complex primary texts, and of comparing 

these; 

• develop problem-solving skills by engaging with texts and critically assessing their 

meaning, arguments and contemporary relevance; 

• demonstrate organisational, teamwork and leadership skills by working together to 

devise and answer questions; 
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• show initiative and self-motivation by researching independently as they draw on 

primary and secondary sources, including journal articles, book chapters and 

monographs; 

• demonstrate high standards of verbal and written communication by expressing well-

referenced ideas confidently, clearly and convincingly; 

• synthesise and interrogate arguments in the secondary literature; 

• reflect on the connections between the past and present and theory and practice; 

• develop their own arguments in respect of all of the above. 

 

Professional/Practical Skills 
Students should: 

• work in seminar sessions to enter into debate to consider the historical and intellectual 

contexts of theories of the modern state; 

• research independently in order sympathetically and imaginatively to interpret and 

critically evaluate key primary sources and secondary material, and construct detailed, 

well-referenced arguments. 

 

Digital Competencies 
Students should: 

• develop their web literacy by using online resources such as the Module’s Moodle 
page, its online reading list, and the web resources to which those direct them; 

• learn to navigate and make use of digital archives of texts in the history of ideas; 

• prepare two professional, word-processed documents for assessment. 

 

Module Evaluation 
 
Evaluation and feedback are crucial to the success of any module. The School wants students 

to have their say on Politics and International Relations modules. Therefore, modules are 

formally evaluated annually, so please use this opportunity. If you have any other comments 

or queries regarding this module, please contact the Module Convenors. 

 

Methods and Frequency of Teaching 
 

Activity Number of Sessions Duration of a Session 

Lecture 10 2 hr 

Seminar 10 1 hr 

 

 

Location of Lecture: Moodle 

Day: Uploaded every Friday 

Time: N/A 

  

 

Location of Seminar: See your individual timetable 

Day:  
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Time:  

 

 

Assessment 
 
This module will be assessed on the following basis: 

 

Assessment Type Weight Requirements Due 

 

2,000-word essay 

 

50% 

 

Answer one of the first set of 

coursework questions listed 

below in this module guide, pp. 

29-30 

 

3 p.m., Monday 

22nd March 

2021 

 

 

2,000-word essay 50% Answer one of the second set of 

coursework questions listed 

below in this module guide, pp. 

29-30 

3 p.m., Monday 

24th May 2021 

    

 

Word counts 
All word count maximums are absolute, i.e. the 2,000-word piece of coursework must not 

exceed 2,000 words. Contents of tables and charts, essay titles, and the bibliography are not 

included in the word count. Labels for tables and charts, in-text references, footnotes, and the 

main text are all included in the word count. Submissions exceeding the upper maximum word 

count will receive a 5% penalty. The word count must be included in the coursework, 

normally at the end of the main text but before the bibliography. Submissions will be checked 

at random to verify that the stated word count is accurate. 

 

Falsely underreporting your word count in order to avoid 
the 5% penalty constitutes academic misconduct and will 
be referred to the Academic Misconduct Officer. 

 

 

Procedure for submitting the coursework 
The assessed coursework should be SUBMITTED ONLINE ONLY by 3pm on the due date. 

The coursework will be marked electronically through Turnitin. Please follow the submission 

guidelines for electronically marked essays, as these differ slightly from normal Turnitin 

submission. All feedback will be released electronically through the Turnitin portal. 

You must upload your essay onto Turnitin using the 
following submission title and file name: 

Student ID_Module code_2021 

For example: 4123456_POLI3088_2021 
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Please note: underscores must be used between each 
section. 

 

Because this module’s assessments are electronic-only, please check your file after 

submission to make sure that you submitted the correct document. As with hard copies, we 

can only mark what you submit. This means that if you accidentally submit a draft, we can 

only mark the draft. 

 

You must ensure that you leave enough time to submit your essay electronically, just as you 

would have to allow enough time for printing problems and crossing campus to submit a hard 

copy. You are strongly advised not to leave submitting your essay until the last moment 

on deadline day. Submissions will automatically be marked late after the deadline. 

 

The electronic copies will be scanned to detect academic misconduct. It is therefore 

imperative that you consult the Student Handbook, which outlines what is counted as 

academic misconduct and advises you how to avoid it. Academic misconduct is a serious 

offence and University regulations will be applied. 

 

Note: The School of Politics & IR operates anonymous coursework marking so please do not 

type your name on your essay. You should instead print your student ID number in the 

header or footer of each page. 

 

Late submissions 
The standard University penalty for late submission should be 5% absolute standard 

University scale per normal working day, until the mark reaches zero. For example, an original 

mark of 67% would be successively reduced to 62%, 57%, 52%, 47% etc. Normal working 

days include vacation periods, but not weekends or public holidays. 

 

Extensions 
Any student wishing to apply for an extension or file notice of extenuating circumstances 

should complete the required form online and submit the necessary documentary evidence 

here. Module convenors/seminar tutors are unable to grant any requests for extensions. 

Applications for extensions will not normally be considered retrospectively. If your extension 

request is not approved by the time of the deadline, you are required to submit the coursework 

you have completed.  

You are advised to read the University’s Policy on Circumstances Affecting Students’ Ability 

to Study and Complete Assessments before submitting a request. You will only be 

considered for an extension to the deadline if your reasons for requesting one are 

covered by the Policy and you are able to provide the requisite evidence. The policy 

outline states that: 

[S]uch difficulties must meet all the following criteria: 

• They must be out of the student’s control – the student could not have prevented 

them; 

• They must have had a significant impact – they must have had a demonstrably 

negative impact on the student’s ability to study or to undertake an assessment; 

• The timing of the circumstances must be relevant to the claimed impact. 

 

https://www.nottingham.ac.uk/studentservices/contact-us/extcirc-form.aspx
https://www.nottingham.ac.uk/academicservices/qualitymanual/assessmentandawards/policy-on-circumstances-affecting-students-ability-to-study-and-complete-assessments.aspx
https://www.nottingham.ac.uk/academicservices/qualitymanual/assessmentandawards/policy-on-circumstances-affecting-students-ability-to-study-and-complete-assessments.aspx
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If you are experiencing more significant or complex issues, you should contact the Faculty 

Support and Wellbeing Manager, Mrs. Maria Wade (maria.wade@nottingham.ac.uk). 

 

Checklist for coursework submission 
Before submitting your document, we recommend quickly running through the following 

checklist. 

 

 Legible Font: For example, Times New Roman (12pt), Verdana (11pt), Arial (12pt), 

Calibri (12pt), Garamond (12pt), Cambria (11 pt) – or equivalent Mac fonts, e.g. Helvetica. 

 Spacing: 2.0 (double-line) spacing for the report, 1.0 spacing for the bibliography and 

tables. 

 Spelling: Please do not ignore the red squiggles that appear under words when they 

are misspelt. Green squiggles indicate possible grammatical errors but are not always 

accurate. 

 Cover sheet: The coursework submission cover sheet should be pasted at the 

beginning of your document. This will be available on Moodle. 

 Student ID: Student ID should appear in the heading of every page. Do not include 

your name anywhere on the electronic copy of your assessment. 

 Page numbers: Page numbers should appear in the header or footer of every page. 

 Title: Your chosen essay question should be typed clearly at the beginning of the 

report. 

 Word count: The word count should be indicated on the coversheet. This includes 

everything (including headings) from the introduction through the conclusion. It 

includes all footnotes/endnotes. It does not include the research question typed at the 

top of the first page, the contents of tables and charts, or the bibliography. 

 Bibliography: Your bibliography should start at the top of a new page. To do this, hold 

down CTRL/CMND and press Enter. This will create a page break. The bibliography 

should be single-spaced with hanging indents (this means the first line of each entry 

aligns with the margin of the page any lines after it are indented, the opposite of a 

normal paragraph indentation). Bibliographies should be alphabetised by author 

surname (or organisation, if the author is unknown) and should conform to the author-

date style. Bibliographies should not be numbered or bullet-pointed, and sources 

should not be sorted by type, only alphabetised. 

 After submission: Check that your file uploaded correctly. Confirm that you have 

received your Turnitin receipt. 

 

Coursework support 
The Hallward Library and Halls of Residence have a number of networked PCs to facilitate 

access to information on holdings. 

 

As Module Convenors please do not hesitate to contact Dr Holland or Dr Lindsay if you have 

any difficulties with the module or assessed work. They will be available by appointment during 

their advice and feedback hours. Their contact details are noted at the front of this module 

guide; and there is a link on Moodle to the Bookings page where you can make appointments 

to speak to them. 

 

The Student Handbook contains advice on academic writing, an outline of the School-wide 

marking criteria, a feedback dictionary, and referencing guide. Electronic copies are also 

mailto:maria.wade@nottingham.ac.uk
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available the School of Politics & IR Student Information Hub on Moodle. This page also 

includes a section with sample essays from previous years for further reference. 

 

 

Expectations 
 
Please note that registers will be taken in seminars. Should you be unable to attend, please 

email Dr Holland or Dr Lindsay (whichever is your seminar tutor) in advance or as soon as 

possible thereafter in order to apologise and explain why you cannot attend. If your explanation 

and apology come too late you will be marked as absent without explanation. 

Please remember that your relationship with the module tutor is a mutually respectful and 

professional one, and there is no reason why it should not also be friendly. Email 

correspondence ought always to be polite, and certainly formal until a relationship has been 

established. You should also be careful to observe rules of spelling, grammar and syntax. A 

hastily or lazily-written message is likely to meet with a similarly brusque or lackadaisical 

response. 

 

General Reading 

There is no textbook for this module. The following all have something to recommend them, 
however. 

Dyson, Kenneth H. F. (2010) The State Tradition in Western Europe: A Study of an Idea and 
Institution, 2nd ed. (Colchester: ECPR Press). 

An important intellectual history, by an historian of political economy and European 
integration,s of the European state as a ‘problem-solving’ and ‘problem-creating’ 
concept. 

Elshtain, Jean Bethke (2008) Sovereignty: God, State and Self (New York: Basic Books). 

Originally given as a series of lectures, this book provides a readable history of how 
the concept of sovereignty migrated from a primarily Christian theological context (as 
a concept describing God) to a political one (describing the state – and eventually, 
Elshtain argues, much to her chagrin, the ‘sovereign’ individual of liberal political 
theory). 

Jackson, Robert (2005) Sovereignty (Cambridge: Polity Press). 

Written with students in mind, this book narrates the story of the sovereign state from 
the onset of Western modernity to the Global War on Terror. 

Nelson, Brian R. (2006) The Making of the Modern State: A Theoretical Evolution (New York: 
Palgrave Macmillan). 
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Intended as an introduction to the intellectual history of the state for students of political 
science in the United States, this book is particularly attentive to Bodin, Hobbes, Hegel, 
Marx and Weber. 

Pierson, Christopher (2011) The Modern State, 3rd ed. (London: Routledge). 

This textbook, written by an emeritus professor in the School, considers the character, 
functions and authority of the modern state from a number of disciplinary perspectives: 
political theory, political science, sociology and economics. The first couple of chapters 
– on what the modern state is and the history of it as a concept and actor – are 
especially recommended. 

Prokhovnik, Raia (2008) Sovereignty: History and Theory (Exeter: Imprint Academic). 

This is an often-frustrating book, which lets debates in the secondary literature 
overwhelm serious engagement with the primary texts themselves. It nonetheless has 
chapters on most of the historical authors with whom our course is concerned. 

Vincent, Andrew (1987) Theories of the State (Oxford: Blackwell). 

This is probably the best single history of the concept of ‘the modern state’ in its 
heyday. The chapters on ‘The Ethical Theory of the State’ and ‘The Class Theory of 
the State’ are very good on Hegel and the Marxists. 
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Lecture/Seminar Titles and Readings 
 
Seminar discussions will be based on the readings listed under each theme. Readings have 
been divided into five categories: 
 

1. Set text 

This is the primary text that will be the focus of the lecture and seminar. It is essential that you 

read it before coming to the relevant seminar. The precise edition listed in the module guide 

is recommended but you are welcome to read another edition or translation of the text 

(although for purposes of writing coursework the edition to which you refer must include page 

numbers, i.e. an HTML version of the text won’t suffice). 

 
2. Required 

Each week, one piece of commentary has been designated as an essential reading. This will 

not tell you everything that you need to know in order to grasp the primary text, but this will 

be, in the module convenor’s opinion, the source that best prepares you to understand it. You 

must read this before coming to the seminar. 

 
3. Recommended 

There are two recommended readings for each week. You would benefit from reading these 

week by week as far as possible. You should certainly read these texts in order to prepare 

coursework essays and as part of your exam revision. 

 
4. Supplementary 

These are additional readings which you are advised to consult when writing coursework 

essays and undertaking examination preparation. 

 
5. For the enthusiast 

These are either difficult texts, or perhaps very detailed and nuanced, or focusing only 

obliquely on our main theme of the theory of the state. But engaging with them will still likely 

reward your efforts, helping to provide you with a wider angle on the issue at hand and 

deepening your understanding of it. 

 
6. Decolonial perspectives 

The School of Politics and International Relations is currently participating in a project (see 

the website here) with a view to increasing the ethnic diversity and inclusiveness of its 

curriculum. The intellectual history of the modern state, it is necessary to say, has in no small 

part been made by white, Western, bourgeois men. We dedicate a week each to critical 

theories of the modern state from the perspective of class, gender and race. In the spirit, 

however, of the ‘All in!’ project, suggestions are made in respect of various of our thinkers for 

readings that seek to deconstruct some of the racial assumptions, blind spots and prejudices 

of the texts on which we will be focussing. 

 

https://www.nottingham.ac.uk/research/groups/all-in/index.aspx
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Week 1: Jean Bodin: The Pre-History of the Modern State 

 
Discussion questions: 

• Is there a distinction between a word and a concept? 

• What does Bodin use the word ‘state’ to mean? 

• Did Bodin have the modern concept of state? Why or why not? 

• Which other words or concepts are crucial for understanding the conceptual grid on 
which the word or concept of state is plotted for Bodin? 

 

Set text: 

 

Bodin, Jean (1606) The Six Books of a Common-weale, trans. Richard Knolles (London: G. 

Bishop): Book I, chapter 8, ‘Of Soveraigntie’, pp. 84-113; and Book II, chapter 7, ‘Of a Popular 

Estate’, pp. 244-51. 

 

Required: 

 

Grimm, Dieter (2015) Sovereignty: The Origin and Future of a Political Concept (New York: 

Columbia University Press): chapter 1 on ‘Bodin’s Significance for the Concept of 

Sovereignty’, pp. 13-32. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Lee, Daniel (2016) Popular Sovereignty in Early Modern Constitutional Thought (Oxford: 

Oxford University Press): chapter 6 on ‘Jean Bodin, Popular Sovereignty, and Constitutional 

Government’, pp. 187-224. 

 

Skinner, Quentin (2002) Visions of Politics, vol. 2: Renaissance Virtues (Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press): chapter 14 on ‘From the State of Princes to the Person of the 

State’, pp. 368-413. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Beaulac, Stephane (2004) Power of Language in the Making of International Law: The Word 

‘Sovereignty’ in the Making of International Law (Leiden: Brill): chapter 6 on ‘Bodin’s 

Sovereignty: Power-Centraliser’, pp. 101-125. 

 

Foisneau, Luc (2013) ‘Sovereignty and Reason of State: Bodin, Botero, Richelieu and 

Hobbes’, in Howell A. Lloyd (ed.), The Reception of Bodin (Leiden: Brill), pp. 232-42. 

 

Franklin, Julian H. (1991) ‘Sovereignty and the Mixed Constitution: Bodin and his Critics’, in 

The Cambridge History of Political Thought, 1450-1700, eds. J. H. Burns and Mark Goldie 

(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), pp. 298-328. 

 

Krogh, Thomas (2014) ‘Jean Bodin: The Modern State Comes into Being’, in Philosophy of 

Justice, ed. Guttorm Fløistad (Dordrecht: Springer), pp. 43-60. 

 

Nichols, Sophie (2019) ‘Sovereignty and Government in Jean Bodin’s Six Livres de la 

République’, Journal of the History of Ideas, 80/1: 47-66. 
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Salmon, J. (1996) ‘The Legacy of Jean Bodin: Absolutism, Populism or Constitutionalism?’, 

History of Political Thought, 17/4: 500-522. 

 

Tuck, Richard (2016) ‘Democratic Government and Democratic Sovereignty: The Sleeping 

Sovereign’, in Popular Sovereignty in Historical Perspective, eds. Richard Bourke and Quentin 

Skinner (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), pp. 115-141. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Keohane, Oísin (2017) ‘Bodin on Sovereignty: Taking Exception to Translation?’, Paragraph, 

38/2: 245-260. 

 

Miglietti, Sara (2018) ‘Sovereignty, Territory, and Population in Jean Bodin’s République’, 

French Studies, 72/1: 17-34. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

King, Preston (1974) The Ideology of Order: A Comparative Analysis of Jean Bodin and 

Thomas Hobbes (London: George Allen and Unwin): chapter 20, ‘The Ideology of Order’, pp. 

255-86. 
  



 

 

Theories of the Modern State 20-21 | 12 

 

Week 3: Thomas Hobbes: The Modern State as Sovereign 
Person 
 
Discussion questions: 

• Why did Hobbes develop such a complicated account of what it means to be a person? 

• What justifies the authority of the state, according to Hobbes? 

• What makes Hobbes’s theory a theory of the modern state? 

• How does the frontispiece of Leviathan illustrate Hobbes’s written arguments about 
the state? 

 

Set text: 

 

Hobbes, Thomas (1991) Leviathan, ed. Richard Tuck (Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press): chapters 16 (‘Of Persons, Authors, and Things Personated’) and 17 (‘Of the Causes, 

Generation, and Definition of a Commonwealth’), pp. 111-120. 

 

Required: 

 

Skinner, Quentin (2018) From Humanism to Hobbes: Studies in Rhetoric and Politics 

(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press): chapter 12 on ‘Hobbes and the Concept of the 

State’, pp. 341-383. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Fleming, Sean (2021) ‘The Two Faces of Personhood: Hobbes, Corporate Agency and the 

Person of the State’, European Journal of Political Theory, 20/1: 5-26. 

 

Martinich, A. P. (2016) ‘Authorization and Representation in Hobbes’s Leviathan’, in The 

Oxford Handbook of Hobbes, eds. A. P. Martinich and Kinch Hoekstra (Oxford: Oxford 

University Press), pp. 315-338. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Bartelson, Jens (2015) ‘Sovereignty and the Personality of the State’, in The Concept of the 

State in International Relations, eds. Peter M. R. Stirk and Robert Schuett (Edinburgh: 

Edinburgh University Press), pp. 81-107. 

 

Brito Vieira, Mónica (2009) The Elements of Representation in Hobbes: Aesthetics, Theatre, 

Law, and Theology in the Construction of Hobbes’s Theory of the State (Leiden: Brill): chapter 

2 on ‘Dramatic Representation’, pp. 75-144. 

 

Hampton, Jean (1986) Hobbes and the Social Contract Tradition (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press): chapter 5 on ‘Authorizing the Sovereign’, pp. 114-31. 

 

Newey, Glen (2014) The Routledge Guidebook to Hobbes’ Leviathan, 2nd ed. (Abingdon: 

Routledge): chapter 7 on ‘Sovereignty, State, Common-wealth’, pp. 172-203. 

 

Olsthoorn, Johan (2020) ‘Leviathan Inc.: Hobbes on the Nature and Person of the State’, 

History of European Ideas, online early, DOI: 10.1080/01916599.2020.1779466. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/01916599.2020.1779466
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Steinberger, Peter (2008) ‘Hobbes, Rousseau, and the Modern Conception of the State’, 

Journal of Politics, 70/3: 595-611. 

 

Turner, Henry S. (2016) The Corporate Commonwealth: Pluralism and Political Fictions in 

England, 1516-1651 (Chicago: University of Chicago Press): chapter 8 on ‘Leviathan, 

Incorporated’, pp. 203-224. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Abizadeh, Arash (2017) ‘Hobbes’s Conventionalist Theology, the Trinity, and God as an 

Artificial Person by Fiction’, Historical Journal, 60/4: 915-41. 

 

Springborg, Patricia (2019) ‘Quentin Skinner and Hobbes’s Artificial Person of the State 

Redux’, Global Intellectual History, online early DOI: 10.1080/23801883.2019.1677282. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

Mills, Charles W. (2011) ‘Body Politic, Bodies Impolitic’, Social Research, 78/2: 583-606. 

  

https://doi.org/10.1080/23801883.2019.1677282
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Week 4: Emmanuel Joseph Sieyès: The Nation-State 
 
Discussion questions: 

• How does Sieyès define ‘nation’? If he does so in various ways, can we find a way of 
making these consistent with each other? 

• Where does sovereignty lie in Sieyès’s nation-state? 

• Is István Hont correct that ‘Hobbes’s state and Sieyès’s nation are identical’? 

• Why has Sieyès’s legacy been so contested: an inspiration to moderate 
constitutionalists, nationalists and radical democrats alike? 

 

Set text: 

 

Sieyès, Emmanuel Joseph (2003) ‘What is the Third Estate?’, in Sieyès, Political Writings, ed. 

Michael Sonenscher (Indianapolis: Hackett), especially chapter 5 on ‘What Should Have Been 

Done: First Principles on This Matter’, pp. 133-144. 

 

Required: 

 

Hont, István (2005) Jealousy of Trade: International Competition and the Nation-State in 

Historical Perspective (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press): chapter 7 on ‘The 

Permanent Crisis of a Divided Mankind: “Nation-State” and “Nationalism” in Historical 

Perspective’, pp. 447-528, but especially pp. 474-492. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Rubinelli, Lucia (2019) ‘How to Think Beyond Sovereignty: On Sieyès and Constituent Power’, 

European Journal of Political Theory, 18/1: 47-67. 

 

Sonenscher, Michael (2003) ‘Introduction’, in Emmanuel Joseph Sieyès, Political Writings 

(Indianapolis: Hackett), pp. vii-lxiv. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Baczko, Bronislaw (1988) ‘The Social Contract of the French: Sieyès and Rousseau’, Journal 

of Modern History, 60/Supplement: Rethinking French Politics in 

1788: S98-S125. 

 

Lindsay, Adam (2020) ‘Sieyès and Republican Liberty’, European Journal of Political Theory, 

online early (https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1474885120980591). 

 

Pasquino, Pasquale (1994) ‘The Constitutional Republicanism of Emmanuel Sieyès’, in 

Biancamaria Fontana (ed.), The Invention of the Modern Republic (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press), pp. 107-117. 

 

Runciman, David (2006) The Politics of Good Intentions: History, Fear and Hypocrisy in the 

New World Order (Princeton: Princeton University Press): chapter 9 on ‘Two Revolutions, One 

Revolutionary’, pp. 155-174. 

 

https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1474885120980591
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Sewell, William J. (1994) A Rhetoric of Bourgeois Revolution: The Abbé Sieyès and ‘What is 

the Third Estate?’ (Durham, NC: Duke University Press). 

 

Urbinati, Nadia (2006) Representative Democracy: Genealogy and Principles (Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press): chapter 4 on ‘A Nation of Electors: Sieyès’ Model of 

Representative Government’, pp. 138-161. 

 

von Eggers, Nicolai (2018) ‘Toward a Materialist Conception of Constituent Power: 

Reinterpreting the Constitutional Theory of Sieyès’, History of Political Thought, 39/2: pp. 325-

356. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Frank, Stephanie (2011) ‘The General Will Beyond Rousseau: Sieyès’ Theological Arguments 

for the Sovereignty of the Revolutionary National Assembly’, History of European Ideas, 37/3: 

337-343. 

 

Mandelbaum, Moran M. (2016) ‘The Fantasy of Congruency: The Abbé Sieyès and the Nation-

State Problematique revisited’, Philosophy and Social Criticism, 42/3: 246-266. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

Muralidharan, Sukumar (2013) ‘The Nation and its Citizens: Of Identity, Property, and Other 

Forms of Tyranny’, Social Scientist, 41/9-10: 3-58. 
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Week 5: Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel: The Metaphysical 
State 
 
Discussion questions: 

• How does the distinction between positive and negative liberty help us to make sense 
of Hegel’s theory of the state? 

• Hegel regards the modern state as the conclusion of a series of dialectical 
developments, i.e. steps through which human history passes on its way to Absolute 
Knowledge. How does he situate the modern state dialectically? 

• What is involved in the distinction between the external state and the constitution of 
the state, according to Hegel? 

• Why, according to Hegel, is ‘the development of the state to constitutional monarchy 
[…] the achievement of the modern world’? 

 

Set text: 

 

Hegel, George Wilhelm Friedrich (1991) Elements of the Philosophy of Right, ed. Allen W. 

Wood (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press): Section 3 on ‘The State’, esp. §§257-259. 

 

Required: 

 

Klosko, George (2013) History of Political Theory: An Introduction, vol. 2: Modern, 2nd ed. 

(Oxford: Oxford University Press): chapter 9 on ‘G. W. F. Hegel’, pp. 448-497. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Siep, Ludwig (2017) ‘Hegel’s Liberal, Social, and “Ethical” State’, in The Oxford Handbook of 

Hegel, ed. Dean Moyar (Oxford: Oxford University Press), pp. 515-534. 

 

Vincent, Andrew (1983) ‘The Hegelian State and International Politics’, Review of International 

Studies, 9/3: 191-205. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Avineri, Shlomo (1972) Hegel’s Theory of the Modern State (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press): chapter 9 on ‘The State – The Consciousness of Freedom’, pp. 176-193. 

 

Burns, Tony (2014) ‘Hegel and Global Politics: Communitarianism or Cosmopolitanism?’, 

Journal of International Political Theory, 10/3: 325-344. 

 

Franco, Paul (1997) ‘Hegel and Liberalism’, Review of Politics, 59/4: 831-860. 

 

Knowles, Dudley (2002) Routledge Philosophy Guidebook to Hegel’s ‘Philosophy of Right’ 

(London: Routledge): chapter 13 on ‘The State: §§257-360’, pp. 303-342. 

 

Pelczynski, Z. A. (1971) ‘The Hegelian Conception of the State’, in Hegel’s Political 

Philosophy: Problems and Perspectives, ed. Z. A. Pelczynski (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press), pp. 1-29. 
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Sedgwick, Sally (1991) ‘The State as Organism: The Metaphysical Basis of Hegel’s 

Philosophy of Right’, Southern Journal of Philosophy, 39/Special Issue on The Contemporary 

Relevance of Hegel’s ‘Philosophy of Right’: 171-188. 

 

Stedman Jones, Gareth (2001) ‘Hegel and the Economics of Civil Society’, in Civil Society: 

History and Possibilities, eds. Sudipta Kaviraj and Sunil Khilnani (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press), pp. 105-130. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Alexander, James (2011) ‘Oakeshott on Hegel’s “Injudicious” Use of the Word State’, History 

of Political Thought, 32/1: 147-176. 

 

Vieweg, Klaus (2017) ‘The State as a System of Three Syllogisms: Hegel’s Notion of the State 

and its Logical Foundations’, in Hegel’s Political Philosophy: On the Normative Significance 

of Method and System, eds. Thom Brooks and Sebastian Stein (Oxford: Oxford University 

Press), pp. 124-141. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

Buck-Morss, Susan (2009) Hegel, Haiti, and Universal History (Pittsburgh: University of 

Pittsburgh Press): chapter 2 on ‘Hegel and Haiti’, pp. 21-75. 

(N.B. The original article that became the chapter of this book has since become a classic and 

has helped to sire myriad postcolonial/decolonial readings of Hegel. Those especially 

interested in Hegel and colonialism are recommended to have a look at e.g. Habib, M. A. R. 

(2017) Hegel and Empire: From Postcolonialism to Globalism (London: Palgrave Macmillan) 

and the contributions in Monahan, Michael (ed.) (2017) Creolizing Hegel (London: Rowman 

and Littlefield International). 
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Week 6: Carl Schmitt: The Constitutional State and the State 
of Exception 
 
Discussion questions: 

• ‘Sovereign is he who decides on the exception.’ What did Schmitt mean by this famous 
line? 

• What is the place of ‘political theology’ in Schmitt’s theory of the state? 

• What, for Schmitt, was wrong with the liberal constitutional state? 

• To what extent is Schmitt’s understanding of sovereignty indebted to Hobbes and 
Sieyès?  

 

Set text: 

 

Carl Schmitt (2005) Political Theology: Four Chapters on the Concept of Sovereignty 

(Chicago: University of Chicago Press), esp. ‘Chapter 1: Definition of Sovereignty’, pp. 5-15. 

 

Required: 

 

Kelly, Duncan (2004) ‘Carl Schmitt’s Political Theory of Representation’, Journal of the History 

of Ideas, 65/1: 113-134. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Kalyvas, Andreas (2000) ‘Carl Schmitt and the Three Moments of Democracy’, Cardozo Law 

Review, 21/5-6: 1525-1565. 

 

Schupmann, Benjamin A. (2017) ‘Chapter 3: The Absolute State’, Carl Schmitt’s State and 

Constitutional Theory: A Critical Analysis (Oxford: Oxford University Press), pp. 107-134. 

 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Bates, David (2006) ‘Political Theology and the Nazi State: Carl Schmitt’s Concept of the 

Institution’, Modern Intellectual History, 3/3: 415-442 

 

Baume, Sandrine (2009) ‘On Political Theology: A Controversy between Hans Kelsen and 

Carl Schmitt’, History of European Ideas, 35/3, 369-381. 

 

Finchelstein, Federico (2017) ‘Carl Schmitt Between History and Myth’, History and Theory, 

56/3: 362-369 

 

Koekkoek, Rene (2014) ‘Carl Schmitt and the Challenge of Spinoza’s Pantheism between the 

World Wars’, Modern Intellectual History,11/2: 333-357. 

 

McCormick, John (1997) ‘The Dilemmas of Dictatorship: Carl Schmitt and Constitutional 

Emergency Powers’, Canadian Journal of Law and Jurisprudence, 10/1: 163-187 

 

Scheuerman, William (1999) ‘Pt.1: The Jurisprudence of Lawlessness’ in Carl Schmitt: The 

End of Law (Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield), pp.15-180. 
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Strong, Tracy (2012) Politics without Vision: Thinking without a Banister in the Twentieth 

Century: chapter 6 on ‘Carl Schmitt and the Exceptional Sovereign’, pp. 218-262.  

 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Bredekamp, Horst (1999) ‘From Walter Benjamin to Carl Schmitt, via Thomas Hobbes’, Critical 

Inquiry, 25/2: pp. 247-266. 

 

Agamben, Giorgio (2005) ‘The State of Exception as a Paradigm of Government’ in State of 

Exception (Chicago: Chicago University Press), pp. 1-31. 

. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

Kalyvas, Andreas (2018) ‘Carl Schmitt’s Postcolonial Imagination’, Constellations, 25/1: pp. 

35-53. 
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Week 7: Michel Foucault: Governmentality, Biopolitics and 
the Neoliberal State 
 
Discussion questions: 

• What are the main differences between Foucault’s archaeological and genealogical 
projects? 

• What does a Foucauldian genealogy of security look like? 

• How does Foucault define ‘governmentality’? What is its relationship to ‘biopolitics’? 
Where does the modern state fit into this? 

• What aspects of Foucault’s genealogy of the modern state relate to the politics of 
gender and of race? 

 

Set text: 

 

Foucault. Michel (1991) ‘Governmentality’, in The Foucault Effect: Studies in Governmentality, 

eds. Graham Burchell, Colin Gordon and Peter Miller (Chicago: University of Chicago Press), 

pp. 87-104. 

 

Required: 

 

Lemke, Thomas (2019) Foucault’s Analysis of Modern Governmentality: A Critique of Political 

Reason, trans. Erik Butler (London: Verso): chapter 7 on ‘The Genealogy of the Modern State’, 

pp. 153-197. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Dillon, Michael (2008) ‘Security, Race and War’, in Foucault on Politics, Security and War, 

eds. Michael Dillon and Andrew Neal (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan), pp. 166-196. 

 

Jessop, Bob (2006) ‘From Micro-Powers to Governmentality: Foucault’s Work on Statehood, 

State Formation, Statecraft and State Power’, Political Geography, 26/1: 34-40. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Dean, Mitchell and Kaspar Villadsen (2016) State Phobia and Civil Society: The Political 

Legacy of Michel Foucault (Stanford: Stanford University Press): chapter 5 on ‘Blood-Dried 

Codes’, pp. 67-86. 

 

Elden, Stuart (2007) ‘Governmentality, Calculation, Territory’, Environment and Planning D: 

Society and Space, 25/3: 562-580. 

 

Hacking, Ian (1990) The Taming of Chance (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press): 

chapter 1 on ‘The Argument’, pp. 1-10. 

 

Macey, David (2009) ‘Rethinking Biopolitics, Race and Power in the Wake of Foucault’, Theory 

and Society, 26/6: 186-205. 

 

Peters, Michael A. (2007) ‘Foucault, Biopolitics and the Birth of Neoliberalism’, Critical Studies 

in Education, 48/2: 165-178. 
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Sawyer, Stephen W. (2015) ‘Foucault and the State’, The Tocqueville Review, 36/1: 135-164. 

 

Taylor, Chloë (2014) ‘Biopower’, in Michel Foucault: Key Concepts (Abingdon: Routledge), 

pp. 41-54. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Elden, Stuart (2016) Foucault’s Last Decade (Cambridge: Polity Press). 

 

Neal, Andrew W. (2004) ‘Cutting off the King’s Head: Foucault’s Society Must Be Defended 

and the Problem of Sovereignty’, Alternatives, 29/4: 373-398. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

Legg, Stephen (2007) ‘Beyond the European Province: Foucault and Postcolonialism’, in 

Space, Knowledge and Power: Foucault and Geography, eds. Jeremy W. Crampton and 

Stuart Elden (Aldershot: Ashgate), pp. 265-289. 
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Week 8: Class and the Theory of the Modern State 
 
Discussion questions: 

• Which neo-Marxist theory of the state – Ralph Miliband’s or Nicos Poulantzas’s – 
comes closest to Marx’s own theory of the state? 

• In what respects does a Marxist intellectual history of the state paint a different picture 
from, say, the kind of intellectual history of the state given us by Quentin Skinner? 

• What does the financial crisis from 2008 tell us about the relationship between capital 
and the state? 

• Is there a Marxist theory of the state or just a Marxist critique of the state? 

 

Set text: 

 

Marx, Karl (2000) ‘The German Ideology’, in Selected Writings, ed. David McLellan (Oxford: 

Oxford University Press), pp. 175-208. 

 

Required: 

 

Das, Raju J. (2006) ‘Marxist Theories of the State’, in Alternative Theories of the State, ed. 

Steven Pressman (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan), pp. 64-90. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Carnoy, Martin (1984) The State and Political Theory (Princeton: Princeton University Press): 

chapter 2 on ‘Marx, Lenin, Engels and the State’, pp. 44-64. 

 

Coleman, Janet (1990) Against the State: Studies in Sedition and Rebellion (London: BBC 

Books): chapter 7 on ‘Marx’, 129-52. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Clarke, Simon (1991) ‘The State Debate’, in The State Debate, ed. Simon Clarke 

(Basingstoke: Macmillan), pp. 1-69. 

 

Miliband, Ralph (1983) Class Power and State Power (London: Verso): chapter 1 on ‘Marx 

and the State’, pp. 3-25. 

 

Poulantzas, Nicos (1969) ‘The Problem of the Capitalist State’, New Left Review, 58: 67-78. 

 

Rosenberg, Justin (1994) The Empire of Civil Society: A Critique of the Realist Theory of 

International Relations (London: Verso): chapter 5 on ‘The Empire of Civil Society’, pp. 123-

158. 

 

Teschke, Benno (2003) The Myth of 1648: Class, Geopolitics and the Making of Modern 

International Relations (London: Verso): chapter 8 on ‘Towards the Modern States-System: 

International Relations from Absolutism to Capitalism’, pp. 249-270. 

 

Wetherly, Paul (2005) Marxism and the State: An Analytical Approach (Basingstoke: Palgrave 

Macmillan): chapter 7 on ‘State Autonomy – A Conceptual Framework’, pp. 156-173. 
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Wood, Ellen Meiksins (2012) Liberty and Property: A Social History of Western Political 

Thought from Renaissance to Enlightenment (London: Verso): chapter 8 on ‘Enlightenment or 

Capitalism?’, pp. 289-318. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Abensour, Miguel (2011) Democracy Against the State: Marx and the Machiavellian Moment 

(Cambridge: Polity Press). 

 

Avineri, Shlomo (1968) The Social and Political Thought of Karl Marx (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University Press): chapter 1 on ‘Hegel’s Political Philosophy Reconsidered’, pp. 8-40. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

Sinha, Subir and Rashmi Varma (2017) ‘Marxism and Postcolonialism: What’s Left of the 

Debate?’, Critical Sociology, 43/4-5: 545-558. 
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Week 9: Gender and the Theory of the Modern State 
 
Discussion questions: 

• What is Carole Pateman’s ‘sexual contract’? 

• Why has Catharine Mackinnon’s Toward a Feminist Theory of the State been criticised 
by so many other feminists? 

• ‘Marxism and feminism are one and that one is Marxism’ (Heidi Hartmann and Amy 
Bridges). Do you agree? 

• Is the modern state ‘gendered’? 

 

Set text: 

 

Pateman, Carole (1988) The Sexual Contract (Cambridge: Polity Press): chapter 4 on 

‘Genesis, Fathers and the Political Liberty of Sons’, pp. 77-115. 

 

Required: 

 

Mackinnon, Catherine (1989) Toward a Feminist Theory of the State (Cambridge, MA: 

Harvard University Press): chapter 8 on ‘The Liberal State’, pp. 157-170. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Oksala, Johanna (2013) ‘Feminism and Neoliberal Governmentality’, Foucault Studies, 16: 

32-53. 

 

Ursel, Jane (1988) ‘The State and the Maintenance of Patriarchy: A Case Study of Family, 

Labour and Welfare Legislation in Canada’, in Family, Economy and the State, eds. James 

Dickinson and Bob Russel (London: Croom Helm), pp. 150-191. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Boucher, Joanne (2003) ‘Male Power and Contract Theory: Hobbes and Locke in Carole 

Pateman’s The Sexual Contract’, Canadian Journal of Political Science, 36/1: 23-38. 

 

Brown, Wendy (1995) States of Injury: Power and Freedom in Late Modernity (Princeton: 

Princeton University Press): chapter 6 on ‘Liberalism’s Family Values’, pp. 135-165. 

 

Elshtain, Jean Bethke (2009) ‘Women, the State, and War’, International Relations, 23/2: 289-

303. 

 

Hirschmann, Nancy (1992) Rethinking Obligation: A Feminist Method for Political Theory 

(Ithaca: Cornell University Press): chapter 1 on ‘The Problem of Women in Political Obligation’. 

 

Hoffman, John (2001) Gender and Sovereignty: Feminism, the State and International 

Relations (Basingstoke: Palgrave): chapter 10 on ‘A Relational View of Sovereignty’, pp. 185-

208. 

 

Kantola, Johanna (2005) ‘Feminism’, in The State: Theories and Issues, eds. Colin Hay, 

Michael Lister and David Marsh Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan), pp. 118-134. 
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Richardson, Janice (2013) ‘Hobbes, Unhealthy Desires, and Freedom: A Feminist Reading’, 

in Feminist Encounters with Legal Philosophy, ed. Maria Drakopoulou (Abingdon: Routledge), 

pp. 50-65. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Butler, Judith (2002) Antigone’s Claim: Kinship between Life and Death (New York: Columbia 

University Press): chapter 1 on ‘Antigone’s Claim’, pp. 1-26. 

 

Stone, Alison (2010) ‘Matter and Form: Hegel, Organicism, and the Difference between Men 

and Women’, in Hegel’s Philosophy and Feminist Thought: Beyond Antigone?, eds. Kimberly 

Hutchings and Tuija Pulkkinen (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan), pp. 211-232. 

 

Decolonial perspectives: 

 

Pateman, Carole and Charles W. Mills (2007) Contract and Domination (Cambridge: Polity): 

chapter 1: ‘Contract and Social Change’, pp. 10-34. 
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Week 10: Race and the Theory of the Modern State 
 

• What is race? Is it different from ethnicity? 

• What are the similarities and differences between Pateman’s sexual contract and 
Mills’s racial contract? 

• To what extent does a Critical Racial Theory of the modern state resemble or depart 
from a neo-Marxist theory of the modern state? 

• What might an ‘intersectional’ theory of the state look like? Is it a ‘good’ theory or not? 

 

Set text: 

 

Mills, Charles W. (1997) The Racial Contract (Ithaca: Cornell University Press): chapter 1 on 

‘Overview’, pp. 9-40. 

 

Required: 

 

Goldberg, David Theo (2001) The Racial State (Oxford: Blackwell): chapter: ‘Introduction: The 

State of Race Theory’, pp. 1-13. 

 

Recommended: 

 

Jagmohan, Desmond (2015) ‘Race and the Social Contract: Charles Mills on the Consensual 

Foundations of White Supremacy’, Politics, Groups, and Identities, 3/3: 488-503. 

 

Reed, Adolph (2013) ‘Marx, Race, and Neoliberalism’, New Labor Forum, 22/1: 49-57. 

 

Supplementary: 

 

Bracey, Glenn E. II (2015) ‘Toward a Critical Race Theory of State’, Critical Sociology, 41/3: 

553-572. 

 

Duffield, Mark (2007) Development, Security and Unending War: Governing the World of 

Peoples (Cambridge: Polity): chapter 8 on ‘Racism, Circulation and Security’, pp. 184-214. 

 

Gruffydd Jones, Branwen (2015) ‘“Good Governance” and “State Failure”: The Pseudo-

Science of Statesmen in our Times’, in Race and Racism in International Relations: 

Confronting the Global Colour Line, eds. Alexander Anievas, Nivi Manchanda and Robbie 

Shilliam (Abingdon: Routledge), pp. 62-80. 

 

James, David R. (2005) ‘Theories of Race and the State’, in Handbook of Political Sociology: 

States, Civil Societies, and Globalization (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), pp. 187-

198. 

 

Jung, Moon-Kie and Yaejoon Kwon (2013) ‘Theorizing the US Racial State: Sociology since 

Racial Formation’, Sociology Compass, 7/11: 927-940. 

 

Omi, Michael and Howard Winant (1994) Racial Formation in the United States: From the 

1960s to the 1990s (London: Routledge): chapter 5 on ‘The Racial State’, pp. 77-93. 
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Sullivan, Shannon (2007) ‘White Ignorance and Colonial Oppression: Or, Why I Know So Little 

about Puerto Rico’, in Race and Epistemologies of Ignorance, eds. Shannon Sullivan and 

Nancy Tuana (New York: State University of New York Press), pp. 153-172. 

 

For the enthusiast: 

 

Shelby, Tommie (2007) We Who are Dark: The Philosophical Foundations of Black Solidarity 

(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press). 

 

Wilder, Gary (2015) Freedom Time: Negritude, Decolonization, and the Future of the World 

(Durham, NC: Duke University Press). 
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Week 11: Conclusions 
 
Recommended: 

 

Bartelson, Jens (2001) The Critique of the State (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press): 

chapter 6, ‘Conclusion’, pp. 182-88. 

 

Geuss, Raymond (2001) History and Illusion in Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press): chapter 1 on ‘The State’, pp. 14-68. 
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Assessed Essay Titles 
 

Coursework 1 
 

1. In what respects did Bodin theorise the ‘pre-modern’ state while Hobbes theorised the 

‘modern’ state? 

 

2. ‘As definitions of the location of sovereignty, Hobbes’s “state” and Sieyès’s “nation” are 

identical. Sieyès’s “nation” is Hobbes’s “Leviathan”. Both are powerful interpretations of the 

modern civitas’ (Istvan Hont). To what extent, if at all, is Sieyès’s nation comparable to 

Hobbes’s Leviathan? 

 

3. How did the growing awareness of the commercial conditions of modern politics during the 

eighteenth and nineteenth centuries impact upon the theory of the state? Discuss with 

reference to Sieyès and Hegel in particular. 

 

4. ‘Hobbes is a naturalist whereas Hegel is an idealist; and yet Hobbes’s state is a fiction 

whereas Hegel’s is organic. Each theory of the state manifests the same contradiction in 

reverse’. Discuss. 
 

5. ‘As interesting as it might seem, [Schmitt] presents a rather distorted and historically 

erroneous view of Sieyes’ thought and has arguably done no service to the understanding of 

his conceptualisation of people’s power in terms of pouvoir constituant’ (Lucia Rubinelli). 

Discuss with reference to Schmitt and Sieyès. 

 

6. To what extent, if at all, do the works of Carl Schmitt and Michel Foucault converge in their 

critique of the state in modernity? 

 

7. ‘Politics is the continuation of war by other means’ (Michel Foucault). Discuss with reference 

to at least two of Hobbes, Schmitt or Foucault. 

 

Reminder: submission deadline is 3 p.m. on 22nd March 

 

Coursework 2 
 

1. What is the role of ‘the people’ in the modern state? 

 

2. ‘All significant concepts of the modern theory of the state are secularized theological 

concepts’ (Carl Schmitt). Discuss with reference to AT LEAST TWO of Hobbes, Hegel, Schmitt 

or Foucault. 

 

3. Critically evaluate the claim that the modern state is a neutral institution. 
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4. Hobbes’s Leviathan is subtitled ‘The Matter, Forme and Power of a Common-wealth’. In 

what ways is the relationship between matter and form a feature of the intellectual history of 

the modern state? 
 

 

Reminder: submission deadline is 3 p.m. on 24th May  
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