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On the Contestability of Political Concepts:

Three Views on Power

Chiu-yeoung Kuo

Abstract

One of the more intractable problems of political theory is the highly
contested nature of central concepts, such as power, justice, freedom,
rights. The apparent lack of a principle for resolving these constestations
has led many to espouse the notion that the concepts in question are
essentially contested. But the notion of essential contestedness is by no
means clear as to how it is being applied.

Steven Lukes’ monograph Power: A Radical View defends the no-
tion that the concept of power is essentially contested. His exploration
presents a challenge to political theorists. It is a challenge that we have
not met, but hope to have clarified. In this paper, I want to make a
contribution to the wider methodological debate in power theory about

essentially contested concepts.





