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Engaging the Reader’s Agenda (Models of Modernity)

The market model and the distribution of wealth
May 1 Smith, WN, Bk. I, chs. 3 (part), 4, 7 (21-23, 26-33, 62-71);

Bk. I, chs. 8, 10-11(parts) (72-82, 88-93,111-45, 150-1, 275-8)

Division of labor and commodification under capitalism
May 3 Marx, Wage Labour and Capital; Capital, I, IV, xiv, secs. 4-5/ I, I, i, secs. 1, 4;

Engels, “On the Division of Labor in Production” (MER, 203-17, 392-403,
302-08, 319-29, 718-24)

Modern government and economy
May 8 Smith, WN, Bk. IV, ch.9; Bk. V, ch. 1, pts. 1-3 (208-9; 213-22, 228-32, 236-47, 302-9);

Engels, “The Origin of the State” (MER, 751-55)

The structure of modern society// A different critique of political economy
May 10 Durkheim, Bk. I, chs. 2-3 (31-87) //

Durkheim, Bk. I, chs. 5-7 (101-75)

Normality and pathology in modern society
May 15 Durkheim, Bk. III, chs. 1-2; conclusion (291-322, 329-41)
Cultural consequences of democracy //  Individualism and social control under democracy
May 17 Tocqueville, II, i, chs. 1, 5-10, 15-16, 20 (429-33, 442-68, 475-82, 493-96)

Tocqueville, II, ii, chs. 1-5, 7-11, 13 (503-17, 520-34, 535-38)

Social relations under democracy // The future of democratic politics
May 22 Tocqueville, II, iii, chs. 1-5, 8-13, 16-18 (561-80, 584-605, 612-27)

Tocqueville, II, iii, ch. 21; II, iv, chs. 1-8 (634-45, 667-705)

Defining modern capitalism
May 24 Weber, The Protestant Ethic and the “Spirit” of Capitalism, Part II

(PESCOW, 67-122)

May 29 No class (Memorial Day)

Religion and modern industry
May 31 Weber, “‘Churches’ and ‘Sects’ in North America” (PESCOW, 203-20)
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GUIDELINES FOR OUTLINES 
 
Outlines serve a number of purpoes;  they serve to 
1) familiarize you with the content of the readings, thereby reducing the amount of time 
needed to rehash it in class;  
2) give you a sense of how the authors structure their texts; and 
3) provide a useful reference for later on.  
 
A successful outline not only shows that you have mastered the content of a work.  It also 
shows that you have thought about the text and can enter class prepared to add something 
to class discussion. (See the course description and “Bases for Course Credit” section on 
your course handout for more information as to grading.) 
 
Outlines do not summarize a work.  They consist of an ordered, line-by-line list of points 
made in the text.  They should be brief (one or two double-spaced pages), and preferably 
generated using a word processor (unless you can write very clearly—though make sure 
you use double-space in that instance as well). If a given class is scheduled to cover 
several loosely related sections, make sure each is covered in the outline.  
 
Outlines are to be turned in at the close of the class in which the text is discussed.  
Outlines produced after the class will not count for credit, though they may nonetheless 
be useful for your learning experience. In most cases, outlines will be returned to you at 
the following class.    
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The Symposium 

 

The final meeting of Classics III, sec. 02 (on Wednesday, May 31st) will consist of a 

symposium, which will bring into a single conversation voices of the five authors the class has 

considered this quarter. This conversation will concern what modernity is like. Each discussion 

group is to present and defend the portrayal of modernity articulated by the author assigned to it. 

Prior to the symposium, each group will meet to discuss what you want to stress as the 

principal features of your author’s view of modernity. Each group will also need to assign five 

roles: one person to present what the group wishes to emphasize as the author’s view, and one 

person to interact with each of the four other authors. 

The symposium will unfold as follows. First, member A from the Smith group will relate 

Smith’s view of modernity (4 minutes, max.). Next, member A from the Marx group will relate 

Marx’s view of modernity (4 mins.). Then, member B from the Marx group will provide a 

critique of Smith’s view of modernity that Marx would have made (2 mins.). Member B from the 

Smith group will then respond by articulating a critique of Marx’s view of modernity (2 mins.). 

Finally, member B from Marx’s group and member B from Smith’s group will address any 

remaining dialogue between the two authors (2 mins, max.). This completes the interaction 

between Marx and Smith. Member A of the Tocqueville group then presents Tocqueville’s view 

of modernity, and the interactions with Marx and Smith follow. The symposium continues like 

this until all author combinations have been exhausted. (See attached sheet.)    

In presenting your author’s views, your group should be prepared to 1) articulate clearly his 

argument for talking about one or more central features of modernity; 2) illustrate that with 

something taken from his text; 3) illustrate that with something from contemporary society; and 

4) show how the author might account for contemporary phenomena that appear to deviate from 

his portrayal.   

Your participation in this debate is worth 5 points toward your final grade. Your overall 

grade is gauged by your effort to faithfully represent your author’s view of modernity and, where 

applicable, your effort to relate this view to that of another of the authors who challenges it.  

 

 

 

 




