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PO391 / PH453 Swanson Paper topics and specifications for final paper
Expectations:

Your paper should compare and contrast the views of Machiavelli and two of the other
three philosophers (Aristotle, Augustine, Aquinas) on one of the four topics listed on the next
page. A thorough analysis should answer at least the questions posed after the listed topic, from
the perspective of each of the three political philosophers. Additional questions might be
thought up by you and answered. Your analysis should make clear the relative strengths and
weaknesses of each philosopher’s view. The organization of your paper is up to you.

Your paper must cite and/or quote the following primary sources assigned in this course,
relevant to the three philosophers you’ve chosen: 1) Aristotle’s Nicomachean Ethics,
2) Aristotle’s Politics, 3) St. Augustine’s Political Writings, 4) Aquinas’s “Summa Theologica”
as excerpted in Law, Morality, and Politics, and 5) Machiavelli’s Prince. Use of the assigned
translations is strongly recommended. Consultation and use of secondary literature about
Aristotle, Augustine, Aquinas, and Machiavelli—in print or on the internet—is prohibited for all
four topics. You are hereby advised that B.U. faculty have access to sophisticated means for
detecting downloaded and other types of plagiarism, and that B.U.’s policy against plagiarism
and academic misconduct will be upheld. If you are unsure as to what either plagiarism or
academic misconduct is, then please consult the College of Arts & Sciences Academic Conduct
Code (http://www.bu.edu/cas/students/undergrad-resources/code/) and the Code of Student
Responsibilities (http://www.bu.edu/dos/policies/student-responsibilities/).

Specifications Check List:

Title page with topic number (#1, #2, #3, or #4), title, and your name, date, course
and the three philosophers chosen

Correct pagination (title page is page 0 not 1; write numbers by hand if necessary)
12-point Times New Roman font

One inch margins (top, bottom, left, and right)

Double-spaced (formatting tip on next page**)

Quotations exceeding three typed lines should be indented and single-spaced
Accuracy of all quotations double- or triple-checked

Ten to eleven pages (3,000 words minimum, 3,300 words maximum)
Abbreviated citations embedded (not footnoted) in your text*

Bibliography (listing all sources in correct bibliographic form)

Print out SINGLE-SIDED (university printers can be set to print single-sided)
Slant staple in upper left corner (please no plastic covers or folders)

*Recommended abbreviations of primary sources (examples):

Nicomachean Ethics, Book V, Chapter vii, page 124 = NE V:vii:124 or Bekker number,
NE 1135a5

Politics, Book I, Chapter 1, page 37 = Pol 1:1:37 or Bekker number, Po/ 1253a30

On Law, Morality, and Politics, pages 82-83 = OLMP: 82-83 or ST I-11, Q. 100, 8 A.,
Reply Obj. 3

The Prince, Chapter XVI, page 102 = Prince XVI:102



Formatting tip for PC Word documents: To stop automatic line-spacing formatting which
results in too much space between lines after some paragraphs: from “Home” on the menu bar
go to “Page Layout” then to “Paragraph.” In “Line spacing” select Double (or Single if you want
to format in Double later), but in any case, crucially, check the box, below to the left, that
says “Don’t add space between paragraphs of the same style.”

Due: THURSDAY. DECEMBER 13. NOON (submit a paper copy to mailbox “Swanson,”
on second floor of 232 Bay State Road)
Please do not email your paper

Topics (you must choose one of these four):

#1. VIRTUE AND POLITICAL ORDER What is virtue according to each philosopher?
Does he identify different kinds? Does he rank them? Is one kind best or most complete?
Should citizens be virtuous? If so, by what means are they or can they become virtuous? Should
rulers be virtuous? If so, by what means are they or can they become virtuous? Should the
virtue of citizens and rulers be the same? If so, why? If not, why not? Does, or could, everyone
have the virtue required to rule? What is the objective of rule or leadership, and how should a
ruler use his particular qualities and skills to attain that objective? If there is more than one
objective, then which one is paramount? Why?

#2. NATURE AND POLITICAL ORDER What is the relation between nature and
convention or political order (e.g., law, government, conceptions of justice)? Is political order
natural, against nature, or partly or sometimes natural? Should political order uphold standards
given by nature? If so, what are those standards, and how can they be known and upheld? If
there are no politically relevant natural standards, then why does the author mention “nature” and
“natural”? How does he characterize nature and the natural and relate them to politics? Does
human nature complicate the relation between nature and convention? If so, then how so? Is
nature more, or less, powerful than human choice? To what extent can human beings design and
control political order? Do they, or could they, have complete mastery of their collective life?

#3. THE DIVINE AND POLITICAL ORDER How does each philosopher conceive
divinity—God or the gods, for example? Is the divine knowable? If so, in what way, and can
everyone know the divine? If the divine is not knowable, then why not? Is the divine
omnipotent? Why or why not? Is the divine related to justice? If so, then how so? Why does
the philosopher include a conception of divinity in his political treatise(s)? In what way and to
what extent is the divine related to political order?

#4. CONFLICT AND POLITICAL ORDER What is the origin of conflict among human
beings? Does the author identify more than one origin? Does the author identify types or
degrees of conflict, such as faction, civil war, revolution, and inter-state war? Can conflict be
anticipated? If so, what are its signs? Who should address conflict—citizens, statesmen,
philosophers, and/or clerics? How should it be addressed—by what means? And for the sake of
what end—for example, victory, gain, stability, preservation, salvation, or peace?



