
Annotated Bibliography (Pamela Sue Anderson) 

Butler, Judith, Precarious Life: The Powers of Mourning and Violence. London: Verso, 2004, especially 
‘Violence, Mourning and Politics’, pp. 19-49. 

This is the first book of Butler’s to inform my original proposal of Enhancing (Capable) life 
because of its profound and moving account of being beside oneself in grief; her idea of being 
constituted both relationally by attachments to others and by dispossession by the other 
challenged me deeply (all my senses responded to what sounded true to life), to rethink my 
fundamental ontology of autonomous life. 
 
Butler, Judith, Frames of War: When Is Life Grievable? London: Verso, 2009; 2016, especially ‘The 

Claim of Non-Violence’, pp. 165-184. 
This book by Butler follows after and builds upon her writings about precarious life, while 
becoming more confident of ‘a relational social ontology’, which would be responsive to affects 
such as fear, rage, desire, loss, love and hate, in political life. Butler introduces the concept of ‘a 
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