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TTHHEE  NNEEWW  IIMMPPEERRIIAALLIISSMM  
ANTH 498N/SOCI 498N ADVANCED TOPICS IN ANTHROPOLOGY/SOCIOLOGY 

 
 
Course Coordinator:  
Dr. Maximilian C. Forte 
Dept. of Sociology & Anthropology, 
Concordia University  
Office: H-1125-11 
Office Hours: 
Mondays: 4:30—6:00pm 
Tuesdays: 12:45—2:15pm 
Contact: mforte@alcor.concordia.ca 

Winter Semester, 2010 
03 credits  

11 January – 13 April, 2010  
Meeting days and times:  

Mondays: 1:15pm—4:00pm 
 Campus: SGW, Room: H-437  

 
Course Website: 

http://newimperialism.wordpress.com/  

 

BBAACCKKGGRROOUUNNDD  
  
This course was prompted by numerous contemporary conditions and developments, 
stemming from George W. Bush’s “Global War on Terror,” to Barack Obama’s “Struggle 
Against Violent Extremism,” and Canada’s own military intervention in Afghanistan. With 
respect to the social sciences, and the current political conditions of knowledge creation in 
universities, we see the increased re-expansion of the national security state into the 
universities, funding students through various CIA-related programs, recruiting faculty, and 
funding social science research through the Pentagon’s Minerva Research Initiative, all of 
which have an impact far beyond American borders. Anthropologists will have read CIA job 
ads in journals published by the American Anthropology Association; some will have followed 
the raging debates surrounding the advent of the Pentagon’s “Human Terrain System,” which 
embeds anthropologists and social scientists in counterinsurgency teams in Afghanistan and 
Iraq; and psychologists debate their involvement in torture and interrogation in places such as 
Guantanamo. At the same time, we see newly reclaimed imperial aspirations, formally 
articulated by the “new imperialists” (i.e., Max Boot, Michael Ignatieff, Niall Ferguson) and 
by the Project for a New American Century. As the United States finds itself stretched across 
the globe, and in a state of precipitous economic decline, under economic and other 
challenges from numerous actors operating transnationally, it turns to a wider array of 
instruments for projecting power, and maintaining supremacy in the face of decline. These 
range from controlling access to natural resources, building widened military alliances, to 
ideological and symbolic manifestations of empire building as part of a “soft power” strategy, 
to complement or make up for what the military cannot accomplish. We thus see both the 
militarization of areas previously dominated by civilians, such as humanitarian aid efforts, to 
the incorporation of civilians within military structures. Accompanying the militarization of 
popular culture and social life in the U.S., is the rapid growth of military industries and war-
related services, especially through private contractors. War is very expensive, and very big 
business. While any study of imperialism should not marginalize economic structures and 
financial motivations, this course tends to focus mostly on the ideological, political, and 
military expressions of the new imperialism, specifically in connection with wars against 
“terror” and “insurgency”. The focus is furthermore on logic, rationale, politics, and morality 
accompanying justifications for (anti)imperialist ventures. 
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This course has been in preparation for over two years, going through various mutations along 
the way. It seemed necessary, if not urgent, that anthropologists and sociologists understand 
the contemporary global, geopolitical, and political economic contexts in which they work, 
and in which the peoples they study live. Yet, it did not seem to be either practical or wise to 
wait for the disciplines to catch up to current realities, sometime in the future, while 
ignoring the mass of evidence and writing that is already available from a multitude of 
influential sources who are busy shaping public opinion and government policy. We need to 
know what they are thinking, saying, and doing. And we need to do some of our own thinking, 
saying, and doing (though the latter likely exceeds the limits of our course). 
 
Most of the readings for this course are authored by journalists, policy planners, military 
officers, military strategists, activists, think tank members, political leaders, government 
officials, and academics in different disciplines. While the readings are many, they tend to 
read much more quickly than standard academic pieces given that they are meant to be 
accessible to a wide audience. Moreover, because they are accessed by a wide audience, this 
makes them very influential. Names that may not have been familiar to students in our 
disciplines, instead dominate public discussion and analysis concerning the “war on terror,” 
counterinsurgency, and empire – for example: Andrew Bacevich, Noam Chomsky, Tom 
Engelhardt, Chalmers Johnson, David Kilcullen, John Nagl, Robert Young Pelton, Gen. David 
Petraeus, Jeremy Scahill, Samantha Sewall, and many others. 
 
This is not to say that anthropologists, for example, have been entirely absent from public 
debates concerning contemporary imperial politics. Publications by Mahmood Mamdani (on 
“Save Darfur,” as one example), Talal Asad (on suicide bombing), Catherine Lutz (on military 
bases), David Vine (also on bases), Jeremy Keenan (on the “war on terror” in the Sahara), and 
the members of the Network of Concerned Anthropologists 
(http://concerned.anthropologists.googlepages.com/) have all been very active in publishing, 
and speaking to the media. 
 
It is to be hoped that we can look forward to a new generation of people graduating from our 
courses who can take an active role in public debates concerning the urgent, serious, and 
often sinister realities of our time. 
 
 

SSOOMMEE  QQUUEESSTTIIOONNSS  AANNDD  PPRROOBBLLEEMMSS  
  
We will raise and discuss many more questions and problems than can be listed here, but at 
least some of these are sure to be raised more than once. 
 

1. Is there a “new” imperialism, and what is “new” about it? If it is not “new,” does that 
mean there is nothing at that is novel about the present? Does it matter? 

2. What constitutes “empire”? Does one need to be an “anti-imperialist” to see empire? 
3. Why are Canadian Forces in Afghanistan? Are we “peace keepers”? 
4. Is American hegemony in decline? 
5. What is the nature of American hegemony? 
6. Where do we see a reworking of relationships between the military, intelligence, and 

civilian spheres in international relations? 
7. If a program is humanitarian in intent, how could it be conceived as imperialist? 
8. Should anthropologists not join the military to help reduce harm? 
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9. If the military and intelligence communities wish to fund social science research, then 
what is the problem? Would it be better if they worked in ignorance? 

10. Does the achievement of empire abroad threaten democracy at home? 
11. How can imperialism be “liberal”? 
12. What is “neo-conservativism” and how can we have, as we are told, neo-conservative 

policies when it comes to geopolitics, and neo-liberalism when it comes to political 
economy? Do our labels make sense? 

13. What is “anti-imperialism,” and is it reducible to a “leftist” stance? 
14. What makes a “failed state” and why should “nation-building” be our concern? 
15. What are the “perils of isolationism”? 
16. What is the difference between a “war of choice” and a “good war”? 
17. Should anthropologists and sociologists be actively involved in preventing unnecessary 

wars, and if so, how? 
18. Can we think of research ethics as separate from politics? 

 
 

SSTTUUDDEENNTT  RREESSPPOONNSSIIBBIILLIITTIIEESS  
  
In the course of this seminar students will develop their own critical thinking about some of 
the problems, questions, and debates raised by the multitude of competing perspectives 
presented throughout the semester. As an advanced course, students will go beyond simply 
consuming and organizing information in order to recite it. Instead, students will challenge 
their own thinking as they challenge the thinking of others, and in the process construct and 
refine their stances on some very controversial issues of great contemporary importance. One 
expression of this will be a short series of articles written by seminar participants, in Op-Ed 
style, using materials assigned and presented for the seminar, and a critical essay based on 
further research that builds on and goes beyond what is presented in the seminar.  
 
Seminar participants are asked to consider the assumptions on which (their) arguments rest; 
the benefits and limits of certain concepts; the social, cultural, and political consequences or 
implications of adopting or endorsing certain theoretical or practical approaches; the 
underlying moral, political, social or cultural theories behind key policies; and the ethical 
issues raised for the practice of anthropology and sociology. 
 
There are no tests or exams in this course. Class sessions will not be lecture-based. In each 
session we have a variety of very different, often very opposed perspectives to consider and 
reflect upon, and to question and debate. Seminar sessions will thus be primarily discussion-
based. Participants are asked to come to the sessions having read the assigned materials, on 
time. Participants are further required to: (a) have a summary (a couple of sentences) of 
each item read; (b) be ready to indicate the most important points made by a given author; 
(c) be prepared to offer their reactions to those points; and, (d) to write down for themselves 
any questions they might have that they wish to raise in the seminar. This will greatly 
facilitate productive seminar discussions, and diminish the ad-hoc, on-the-spot quality of 
some class discussions. On the other hand, seminar discussions are likely to develop their own 
fluid momentum, and may go in unplanned directions. 
 
Everyone in this seminar is a participant, which requires an active stance. There are no points 
awarded for attendance, but active participation does require regular attendance. 
Participants should not act as mute bystanders in their own education, and should instead 
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show that they are making an investment in their own learning process, which is greatly 
enhanced by: (1) asking questions; (2) sharing your opinions; and, (3) answering questions 
posed by others. “Shyness” and related reasons are not valid excuses for non-participation – 
short of a physical disability preventing speech, behaviour that resembles passive, 
consumerist spectatorship will only be negatively rewarded. Those who attend regularly, and 
rarely or never participate in seminar discussions, can fully expect a grade of zero for this 
component of the course. 
 
Students are expected to show initiative in the course. Students should be challenging 
themselves intellectually, and not be taking the obvious, easy way out. As an advanced 
course, the quality of research and writing should be nearly as good, if not equal to anything 
we read in the course. 
 
 

RREESSPPOONNSSIIBBIILLIITTIIEESS  OOFF  TTHHEE  CCOOUURRSSEE  CCOOOORRDDIINNAATTOORR  
  
Aside from overall course administration, such as preparing this syllabus, the readings, and 
maintaining the course website, the course coordinator has number of key responsibilities. 
One is to stimulate and moderate the weekly seminar discussions, making sure that all 
perspectives are voiced and heard, while guarding against abusive and disruptive behaviour. 
Participants are asked to show the maximum respect for everyone in the seminar, to avoid 
shooting the messengers and focus on the messages themselves, and it is the course 
coordinator’s responsibility to supervise discussions and ensure that we all adhere to such 
practices. 
 
In addition to serving as the moderator of discussions, and as a participant, the course 
coordinator may on occasion provide background notes for a discussion, a report on books and 
websites, and videos will likely be shown in almost every session. 
 
A second, though by no means secondary, responsibility of the course coordinator is to 
provide continued guidance and feedback on student research projects. In each anticipated 
case the coordinator is in the position of offering numerous sources for research, and 
participants should make use of this by seeing the coordinator during office hours and 
following up with e-mail. Related to this, the coordinator will try to add to the course 
website online resources for each topic in the schedule, for each week of the course. 
Additional items, notes, and thoughts may be offered on the course blog, which is a 
component of the course website. 
 
Thirdly, the course coordinator will endeavour to return all written assignments for the class 
following the one in which a given assignment is submitted, thus normally one week later. By 
the middle of the term, the coordinator will inform students of their current progress in the 
seminar, with an estimate of their likely grade for the participation component, added to the 
grade for the assignments already submitted and evaluated. He may do so in either a written 
note, or by e-mail. 
 
The course coordinator does not seek to impose any particular political position on students in 
this course. He will evaluate materials on the basis of their showing sound reasoning, well 
substantiated arguments, and effective writing – regardless of the political opinions of the 
seminar participants. 
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CCOOUURRSSEE  WWOORRKK,,  EEVVAALLUUAATTIIOONN,,  PPOOLLIICCIIEESS  
  
These are the main components of work for this course in broad terms: 
 

(1) Seminar discussion of assigned readings and documentary videos presented during the 
seminar sessions. This is a critical part of the course. 

 
(2) A prospectus for your research paper, indicating the subject area, the specific focus of 

your paper within that subject area, an outline of your interests in choosing that 
topic, and a working bibliography with no less than ten sources, to start. 

 
(3) Three written commentaries, taking a stand on a specific point of debate arising from 

the themes, narratives, policies, and debates which arise in the seminar sessions. The 
nature of these commentaries will be in the form of an Op-Ed article. More on this 
below. 

 
(4) A final research paper that represents the culmination of your experience and analysis 

stemming from an investigation of one of the central subject areas of the course, as 
outlined by the headings used in the schedules of readings that follow. Some 
exceptions, as indicated below, will be permitted. 

 
The breakdown of the overall course grade, given the above, is as follows: 
 

(a) Seminar discussion: 20% 
(b) Research paper prospectus: 10% 
(c) Op-Ed article #1: 10% 
(d) Op-Ed article #2: 10% 
(e) Op-Ed article #3: 10% 
(f) Final research paper (Apr. 27): 40% 

 
 
  
CCoommpplleettee  sscchheedduullee  ooff  aassssiiggnnmmeennttss::  
 

1. Research paper prospectus, worth 10%, due February 1  
2. Op-Ed #1, worth 10%, due February 8 
3. Op-Ed #2, worth 10%, due March 1 
4. Op-Ed #3, worth 10%, due March 22 
5. Final research paper, worth 40%, due April 27 

 
 
DDeessccrriippttiioonn  ooff  ccoouurrssee  rreeqquuiirreemmeennttss  aanndd  aassssiiggnnmmeennttss::  
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(1) SEMINAR PARTICIPATION: This is a seminar whose members are participants. 
Participation is not attendance. Attendance is merely the most minimal prerequisite of active 
participation, and as such earns nothing towards the final grade. To repeat: simply attending 
seminars on a regular basis will, by itself, have no positive impact on the final grade earned 
in this course. To facilitate each participant’s active engagement with discussions, each 
participant should come to the seminar each week, having read all of the required items, and 
with a few lines written down for themselves that consist of the following:  
 
(a) a summary (a couple of sentences) of each item read;  
(b) ready recall of the most important points made by a given author;  
(c) the participant’s own reactions to those points; and,  
(d) any questions that one might have that one wishes to raise in the seminar. 
  
Students should have questions they want to ask, opinions to offer, and be willing to address 
the questions and opinions put forth by other seminar participants. As we can always expect 
to have questions and opinions, there should be no reason for silence. 
 
Should a few participants tend to begin by being more vocal than others, the course 
coordinator will allow that, and likely reward them for their initiative. While it is primarily up 
to other participants to not let the discussions become dominated by a few, on occasion the 
coordinator may specifically call upon other individuals to make their voices heard. 
 
 
(2) OP-ED ARTICLES: “You too can be a pundit!” – First, participants should (re)familiarize 
themselves with the nature, tone, and structure of Op-Ed pieces, which are editorials that 
firmly voice strong opinions (but usually not by simply flailing, angrily). One excellent 
resource to consult is Daily OpEd at http://www.dailyoped.com/. Look more closely at the -
Op-Ed pieces published on this page of The New York Times website – 
http://twurl.nl/v26hca – note that in each case the article can be summarized in one single, 
simple, straightforward sentence. You should be able to envision such a summarizing 
statement of your core point/argument, and possibly even use it to begin your article. 
 
Unlike the common, derogatory views of “opinion,” as in merely emotional responses, off the 
top of one’s head, hastily articulated (if at all), making up one’s examples, using purely 
imaginary analogies or arguing by using only hypothetical examples, while demonizing 
opponents, Op-Ed pieces are usually (not always) a little more imaginative, creative, and 
refined than that. In principle, an Op-Ed piece is informed opinion that seeks to persuade. 
The writer takes a stand, explains why that stand is the best, and in the process of doing that 
indicates a number of flaws with either competing views, official policies, commonly voiced 
assumptions, or dominant narratives, and so forth. Sometimes the idea is to propose a 
solution. In other cases, the intent may be to advance a different way of looking at things. In 
every case, there is a point to the article. 
 
The course coordinator cannot determine what your point will be. There is, therefore, no 
stipulated question for seminar participants to answer. This is not just another take-home 
essay exam. What the course coordinator instead does is to delimit the subject field, by 
clustering topics covered in the seminar schedule into ones that your Op-Ed articles can in 
some way relate. 
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Students may choose to write a rebuttal to the view of a prominent authority/pundit/official 
we read in a section, or to a group of them, or about the assumptions of a particular narrative 
or policy, and so forth. 
 
Tips:  
 
• Before typing, think about what you want to say, and why you want to say it. Identify a 

problem. Seize an issue. Then get ready to defend your argument. 
• Focus your article on only one topic or objective – no time or space here for a complete 

literature review, a historical overview, and lots of meandering and ambiguity.  
• Make sure your opinion is informed by more than just a righteous sense of indignation – 

are you actually responding to or countering a perspective voiced by a real interlocutor, 
or are you inventing a straw man? You should sound like you are informed.  

• Feel free to be creative in your writing – you do not have to drily state your thesis and 
then provide a few supporting points. You can begin with a question, an exclamation 
(without the actual exclamation marks – which in any case should be used so sparingly 
that the best rule of thumb is to not use them at all, ever!). 

• Open in a way that grabs attention – use a particularly striking quote, an example, or a 
question that immediately challenges some received logic. Be concise. Be direct. Do not 
waffle, and do not expect your reader to make your meanings for you. 

• Your reader is not Max Forte, nor any member of the class, but rather the average 
newspaper reader. Inserting “as we talked about in class,” or “like you said the other 
day,” or “in the reading I did for class,” is such bad form that it will actually incur a 
penalty of 10% off of the point total for the given article [insert exclamation point]. 

• Before submitting the article, make sure you read it aloud to yourself. Look for problems 
with grammar, logic (such as contradictions, fallacies, non sequiturs, overuse of 
metaphors), and clarity. Proof read – eliminate all spelling errors. 

 
• For more tips, see the online resources suggested above, and also read this How-To guide 

prepared by Duke University’s Office of News & Communications, advising professors on 
how to write effective Op-Ed articles: 
http://news.duke.edu/duke_community/oped.html  

 
In addition: 
 
• Use time spent in the seminar sessions to explore and develop the points you are likely to 

want to discuss in your Op-Ed pieces. Each element of this seminar feeds into others – try 
to appreciate that fact by capitalizing on it. 

• At least one of your Op-Ed pieces is likely to be on the very topic of your longer research 
essay – use this opportunity to develop a focus, an argument, and get some early feedback 
from the coordinator. 

• Do not use citations and references – either refer to the author of an argument you wish 
to endorse, or criticize, using their full name (and title if the person is an official – i.e., 
“Secretary of Defense, Robert M. Gates” followed by “Gates” alone in subsequent 
references), or if it is an especially prominent written work to which you are referring, 
then the title, mentioned once only (use “in that book” or “in that piece” when making 
subsequent references, or simply refer to it by the author’s last name – “What Chomsky is 
saying, and I think he is wrong on this point, is that…”). 



 8

• You have no more than 750 words for your article (just like most Op-Eds). 
• In the “real world,” if you are late with your Op-Ed, it does not get published. Newspaper 

editors do not care if you have a sick uncle, it is irrelevant for their production. The same 
applies in this course. Late articles need not be submitted, as they will have been 
assigned a grade of zero already. 

 
Warnings: 
 
• Be prepared to submit your article at the start of the session when it is due – nobody 

should be missing a class simply to get their article done at the last minute. 
• Likewise, having an assignment due is not a good reason to skip reading the assigned 

items that will be discussed in the same session that an assignment is due. Not doing the 
assigned readings, or simply depositing your article and then immediately leaving class, 
will certainly get you marked down for the seminar participation grade. 

 
Topics – the topics from which, about which, an Op-Ed can be written: 
 
For Op-Ed #1, due February 8, write your position, reaction, commentary about a topic arising 
from one of these areas discusses in our schedule of readings and classes: 
 

• Canada in Afghanistan: In Other People’s Home and Native Land 
• The New Imperialism: Histories and Theories 
• Liberal Imperialism: The “New” Defense of Empire, I 

 
For Op-Ed #2, due March 1, write your position, reaction, commentary about a topic arising 
from one of these areas discusses in our schedule of readings and classes: 
 

• Liberal Imperialism: The “New” Defense of Empire, II 
• The New Military Humanism and the “Responsibility to Protect” (R2P) 

 
For Op-Ed #3, due March 22, write your position, reaction, commentary about a topic arising 
from one of these areas discusses in our schedule of readings and classes: 
 

• Humanitarian Imperialism 
• Military Colonialism: Empire’s Bases 
• Militarism in Society and Culture 
• War Corporatism and Mercenaries: Profiteering, Contracting, Outsourcing 

 
 
(3) RESEARCH PAPER: Just as in the case of the course readings, participants should not feel 
confined to using only academic sources, only disciplinary sources, and only items in print – 
not only, not mostly, or even not at all. An enormous wealth of papers, essays, and reports 
are available online, many from credible authorities and from excellent institutional, 
professional, and journalistic sites. In addition, many of those materials are authored by key 
actors in the very happenings that we discuss. Using online sources works best when using 
Diigo (http://www.diigo.com/index), so that you can extract quotes as you read online, 
bookmark the site, and add your own notes in the same space. The course coordinator 
recommends this strongly. It is also a great way to safeguard against any potential problem 
with plagiarism issues – see more below, and please consult the resources listed in the next 



 9

section. 
 
It is not expected that seminar participants, at this stage in their careers, will be producing 
“original” research that reveals what no one else knew about, or conceived. (Of course, if 
that can happen, it should not be discouraged.) Instead the aim should be for a sustained, in-
depth examination of a given topic area, backed up by comprehensive reading of analysis, 
commentaries, and official documents where these are available.  
 
This does not in any way militate against the writer choosing to adopt a critical focus – on the 
contrary, it is meant to better facilitate it by encouraging the researcher to argue his/her 
case in and through available resources. The engagement is more prolonged than in an Op-Ed 
article, with more supporting examples, a somewhat wider variety of points made, and a 
more sustained dialogic interaction with one’s sources.  
 
Researchers should aim for a good sample of sources: newspaper articles, websites of the 
organizations or associations concerned, whitepapers, critical commentaries, and academic 
articles or book chapters. In no case should a researcher work with only one book. While 
there is no “magic number” of sources one should be citing in one’s essay, it is expected that 
on average the good papers will be using the equivalent of between three and eight pieces 
that are the length of a journal article (circa 20 pages each), beyond assigned readings; in 
addition, between five and 10 items that are the length of newspaper articles, and a variety 
of documents (which can include the official websites of government or other organizations, 
YouTube videos, etc.). One can, and should, incorporate the assigned readings for the course 
that are most relevant. 
 
The topic for a paper is to be chosen from the following list (most of which are topic sections 
from the schedule of readings), listed in no particular order of importance: 
 
• Canada (or the U.S., or NATO) in Afghanistan 
• The New Imperialism: Histories and Theories 
• Liberal Imperialism 
• The New Military Humanism and the “Responsibility to Protect” (R2P) 
• The global spread of U.S. military bases 
• Militarism in society and culture 
• War Corporatism and Mercenaries: Profiteering, Contracting, Outsourcing 
• Counterinsurgency (COIN) 
• Human Terrain System (HTS) 
• Imperialization of Social “Science” (or a topic therein, such as the Minerva 

Research Initiative, or the Pat Roberts Intelligence Scholars Program) 
• The concept of "soft power"  
• The relationships between "public diplomacy," “information operations,” 

PsyOps, and propaganda 
• Torture and the “Global War on Terror”  
• Analysis of the invasion and occupation of Iraq 
• Surveillance and the history and conceptualization of the national security 

state 
• Resistance against invasion, occupation, the national security state, or the 
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“new imperialism” as such 
 
In order for the course coordinator to offer the best possible supervision and feedback, this 
list, as lengthy as it is already, is a fixed set of available topics for your research. Elements of 
each do overlap of course, but your primary focus should be in one of the above areas. 
 
Finally, research papers must not exceed 3,000 words (not including the list of works cited). 
The reference format we will use is that of the APA (see below). 
  
  
UUsseeffuull  rreessoouurrcceess  ffoorr  eeffffeeccttiivvee  rreesseeaarrcchh  ppaappeerrss::  
 
All students in the course should invest some time in studying the following resources, some 
of which are mandatory for this course. 
 

1. How to Find Research Articles: 
http://library.concordia.ca/help/howto/perindex.html 
 

2. How to Write a Research Paper: 
http://library.concordia.ca/help/howto/researchpaper.html 

 
3. How to Use the Web for Research: 

http://library.concordia.ca/help/howto/internethandout.html 
 

4. Info Research 101 – Interactive Tutorial: http://library.concordia.ca/help/tutorial/# 
 

5. APA Citation Style Guide - *the mandatory way to cite sources in this course*: 
http://library.concordia.ca/help/howto/apa.php 

 
6. All Concordia Library “How To” Guides: http://library.concordia.ca/help/howto/ 

  
You might also consider becoming involved with Concordia’s Community University 
Research Exchange – see: http://www.qpirgconcordia.org/cure/ 
 
  
CCoouurrssee  PPoolliicciieess::  
 
No late work is accepted in this course. Any work that is late is automatically assigned a 
grade of zero. Only in extreme cases will late work be accepted, pending full and original 
documentation, and the final decision rests with the instructor. 
 
Students are responsible for acquiring course content. Therefore, if a class is missed, no 
independent tutorial will be provided by the professor to brief the student on what transpired 
in the class the student missed. 
  
Students are responsible for getting their assignments in on time. No exceptions are allowed, 
except in extreme cases, restricted to those situations discussed here. In all cases, precise, 
original documentation will be required before any extension can be granted, and only in the 
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case of a death in one’s immediate family (i.e. parents, siblings), or the student’s serious 
illness. In such cases, the illness or death must cover most of the period during which given 
work has been assigned. Otherwise, in all cases, late papers receive an automatic grade of 
zero. 
 
If you enter the course with a pre-existing medical condition that will impede you from 
completing the course, then please speak to the instructor about your ability to successfully 
complete the course. This is to avoid any requests for late completion, given that in the past, 
not one single student who has ever asked this professor for an “incomplete” [INC] has ever 
completed the course, and in all cases their grades were automatically converted to fail. 
 
Arrangements for Late Completion should be negotiated and arranged with the instructor 
before final grades are due. Only the most compelling reasons, with convincing documentation, 
can be considered. Please keep in mind that the instructor will most likely not accept 
requests for late completion. 
 

There is one major exception to these policies: in the event of a major public health 
crisis, or events beyond the University’s control, alternative course requirements 
and grading policies will be developed and used. 

 
Students are responsible for being active learners in class – asking questions, and sharing 
their viewpoints. Passive learning leads to mediocre and poor outcomes. If the professor never 
hears from a given student, and still does not know the name of the given student by the end of 
the course, then the student is doing something terribly wrong and the participation grade will 
probably match that performance. The participation grade is not based on regular class 
attendance – attending class is a prerequisite for participation, much like being alive is a 
prerequisite for registering in the course, as such no points are awarded for meeting the basic 
requirements. Students who never ask a question, and are never heard in class, can expect a 
very low participation grade – but more importantly, it means that such students have not made 
the necessary personal investment in their own education. Also, students whose behaviour in 
class is disruptive and abusive can expect a guaranteed grade of zero for participation, in 
addition to any further penalties imposed by the University. 
 
Students should also understand that grades are not open to negotiation. If a student feels 
that factual errors were made in an assessment, or that the evaluation was manifestly unfair, 
then of course the student should speak to the professor. Asking for a paper to be reassessed, 
however, does not mean that a higher grade will be the guaranteed outcome: in fact, the 
grade could go lower, or stay the same. Students’ performance in other courses is most 
assuredly not a valid basis for anticipating particular grade outcomes in this course. 
 
There will be no supplemental work. 
 
Do not call the main office for course-related inquiries. 
 
Please avoid coming to class late as other students have regularly complained about the 
disruptions that this can cause, especially when it is a regular occurrence and students enter 
the room at all times. Students who are observed to be repeatedly late will likely incur a 
deduction from their participation grade. 
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HHooww  wwoorrkk  iiss  ggrraaddeedd:: 
 
For all work done in this course you will receive a numerical grade which will be converted to 
a letter grade when final grades are processed. To translate numbers into letter grades, 
please consult the following chart, copied directly from a faculty handbook in the Department 
of Sociology and Anthropology. It is vital that you understand that the characterizations below 
(i.e., “excellent”) are central in guiding the instructor’s evaluation of the quality of a paper. 
 
Work that covers all of the basics, in a reasonably competent fashion, without major flaws, is 
deemed “satisfactory.” Work that has few flaws, and shows an advanced understanding, 
writing and research ability is deemed “very good.” Work that leaves little room for 
improvement (within the context of expectations of a 400 level course), demonstrating that 
the student has taken considerable initiative, showing sophisticated understanding and 
ability, is deemed “excellent.” 
 
A+ 90-100 
A 85- 89 
A- 80- 84 
B+ 77- 79 
B 73- 76 
B- 70- 72 

C+ 67- 69 
C 63- 66 
C- 60- 62 
 
 
 

D+ 57- 59 
D 53- 56 
D- 50- 52 
   
F or FNS 40 (30-49)  
R  20 ( 0-29)

 
 

AACCAADDEEMMIICC  RREEGGUULLAATTIIOONNSS  &&  PPLLAAGGIIAARRIISSMM  IISSSSUUEESS  
 
Section 16 (Academic Information: Definitions and Regulations) of the Undergraduate 
Calendar will be strictly administered – particularly on deadlines, Failing Grades, 
Administrative Notations, Late Completions=‘INCompletes’ (Grade/INC), ‘Failed No 
Supplementals’ (FNS), ‘Did Not Writes’ (Grade/DNW). 
 
Students must familiarize themselves with Concordia University’s Academic Integrity Website 
(http://provost.concordia.ca/academicintegrity/), and in particular its page devoted to 
plagiarism (http://provost.concordia.ca/academicintegrity/plagiarism/). 
 
 

AANNNNOOUUNNCCEEMMEENNTTSS,,  EE--MMAAIILL  UUSSEE 
 
In the event of an unscheduled cancellation of a class, the appropriate notice is posted by the 
University on its website. See the “Class Cancellations” link on www.concordia.ca. In 
addition, digital billboards on campus will announce the cancellation. You will also be 
notified by email. 
 
For the duration of this course, please check your email at least once each week, and look for 
any messages that begin with the course number. 
 
Having said that, please ensure that you have the right email address entered in your 

EXCELLENT 

VERY GOOD 

SATIS-
FACTORY 

POOR 

VERY POOR 



 13

MyConcordia student profile. That is the same email address to which course messages are 
sent. 
 
 

DDIISSCCLLAAIIMMEERR 
 
In the event of extraordinary circumstances beyond the University’s control, the content 
and/or evaluation scheme in this course is subject to change". 
 
 

IIMMPPRROOVVIINNGG  SSTTUUDDEENNTTSS’’  AACCAADDEEMMIICC  EEXXPPEERRIIEENNCCEE 
 
The University offers many services that can help students. To improve students’ ability to 
succeed in their courses, get the most out of the university experience, and ensure their 
success in completing their degree, it is strongly recommended that you make a note of the 
following list of services: 
 
• Concordia Counseling and Development offers career services, psychological services, 

student learning services, etc. http://cdev.concordia.ca/ 
• The Concordia Library Citation and Style Guides:  

http://library.concordia.ca/help/howto/citations.html 
• Advocacy and Support Services:  http://supportservices.concordia.ca/ 
• Student Transition Centre: http://stc.concordia.ca/ 
• New Student Program: http://newstudent.concordia.ca/ 
• Access Centre for Students with Disabilities: 

http://supportservices.concordia.ca/disabilities/ 
• Student Success Centre: http://studentsuccess.concordia.ca/ 
• The Academic Integrity Website: http://provost.concordia.ca/academicintegrity/ 
• Financial Aid & Awards: http://web2.concordia.ca/financialaid/ 
• Health Services: http://www-health.concordia.ca/ 

  
……ccoonnttiinnuueedd  oonn  nneexxtt  ppaaggee
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CCOOUURRSSEE  RREEAADDIINNGGSS  
  
Readings for this course are drawn from the required course pack (available for 
purchase in the Concordia Bookstore), and from articles accessible via the Web (see 
the links from the schedule of readings). Additional books for this course are offered 
as recommendations. 
 
hhttttpp::////bbkkssttoorree..ccoonnccoorrddiiaa..ccaa//sseerrvviicceess//ccoouurrsseebbooookk..aasspp??DDEEPP==AANNTTHH&&CCRRSS==449988NN&&SSEECC==
&&ssuubbmmiitt==LLiisstt++BBooookkss&&IIMMGG==YY    
  
  
AAddddiittiioonnaall,,  rreeccoommmmeennddeedd::  
  

  
The Network of 

Concerned 
Anthropologists. 

The Counter-
Counterinsurgency 

Manual. 
University of Chicago 

Press, 2009 
link  

  
Jeremy Keenan. 
The Dark Sahara: 
America's War on 
Terror in Africa. 
Pluto Press, 2009 

link  

  
Colin Mooers, editor. 
The New Imperialists: 
Ideologies of Empires. 
Oneworld Publications, 

2006. 
link  

  
Talal Asad. 

On Suicide Bombing. 
Columbia University 

Press, 2007. 
link 

Google Books  
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SSCCHHEEDDUULLEE  OOFF  CCLLAASSSSEESS,,  RREEAADDIINNGGSS,,  AASSSSIIGGNNMMEENNTTSS  
[[ssuuppppoorrttiinngg  oonnlliinnee  rreessoouurrcceess,,  pplluuss  aannyy  cchhaannggeess  ttoo  tthhiiss  sscchheedduullee    

wwiillll  bbee  ppoosstteedd  oonn  tthhee  ccoouurrssee  wweebbssiittee  aatt::  
http://newimperialism.wordpress.com/]]  

  
NNoottee::  nnuummbbeerreedd  rreeaaddiinnggss  aarree  ffrroomm  tthhee  ccoouurrssee  rreeaaddeerr,,    

iinn  tthhee  ssaammee  oorrddeerr  aass  tthheeyy  aappppeeaarr  iinn  tthhee  rreeaaddeerr..    
AAllll  ootthheerr  iitteemmss  aarree  aacccceessssiibbllee  oonnlliinnee,,  aanndd  aarree  nnoott  nnuummbbeerreedd..  

  
 
Week #1: Monday, January 11 
1. Course overview, requirements, assignments, and policies. 
2. Film: RETHINK AFGHANISTAN (75 minutes) 
 
Sunday, January 17, 2010 
• Deadline for withdrawal with tuition refund from winter-term courses. 
• Last day to add winter-term courses. 
 
 
Week #2: Monday, January 18 
 
Canada in Afghanistan: In Other People’s Home and Native Land 
 
(1) Lee WINDSOR, David CHARTERS, and Brent WILSON 
Kandahar Tour: The Turning Point in Canada’s Afghan Mission (Wiley, 2008) - Ch. 1, 
“The Road to Kandahar,” 1-29 
 
(2) Lucia KOWALUK and Steven STAPLES, editors 
Afghanistan and Canada: Is There an Alternative to War? (Black Rose Books, 2009) - 
“Canada’s Role in the Occupation of Afghanistan” (By Échec À La Guerre), 71-116 
 
(3) James LAXER 
Mission of Folly: Canada and Afghanistan (Between the Lines, 2008) - Ch. 8, “This War 
is Not About Human Rights,” 93-109 
 
Optional/Recommended: 
 
(4) John WARNOCK 
Creating a Failed State: The US and Canada in Afghanistan (Fernwood Publishing, 
2008) - Ch. 8, “Canada’s Role in Afghanistan,” 150-172 
 
(5) Janice Gross STEIN and Eugene LANG 
The Unexpected War: Canada in Kandahar (Viking Canada, 2007) - Ch. 13, “Harper’s 
War,” 230-245 
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Week #3: Monday, January 25 
 
The New Imperialism: Histories and Theories, I 
 
(6) Henry HELLER 
The Cold War and the New Imperialism: A Global History, 1945-2005 (Monthly Review 
Press, 2006) - Ch. 8, “Toward Empire,” 285-325 
 
(7) Chalmers JOHNSON 
The Sorrows of Empire: Militarism, Secrecy, and the End of the Republic (Henry Holt 
and Company, 2004) - Ch. 3, “Toward the New Rome,” 67-95 
 
(8) Noam CHOMSKY 
Hegemony or Survival: America’s Quest for Global Dominance (Henry Holt and 
Company, 2003) - Ch.2, “Imperial Grand Strategy,” 11-49 
 
(9) David HARVEY 
The New Imperialism (Oxford University Press) - Ch. 1, “All About Oil,” 1-25 
 
Optional/Recommended: 
 
(10) Harry MAGDOFF 
Imperialism Without Colonies (Monthly Review Press, 2003) - Ch. 2, “The New 
Imperialism,” 35-65 
 
(11) Francis FUKUYAMA 
State-Building: Governance and World Order in the 21st Century (Cornell University 
Press, 2004) - Ch. 3, “Weak States and International Legitimacy,” 92-118 
 
 
Week #4: Monday, February 1 
 
The New Imperialism: Histories and Theories, II 
 
(12) Chalmers JOHNSON 
Blowback: The Costs and Consequences of American Empire (Henry Holt and 
Company, 2000) - Ch. 1, “Blowback,” 4-33 
 
(13) Eric HOBSBAWM  
On Empire: America, War, and Global Supremacy (Pantheon Books, 2008) - Ch. 3, 
“War, Peace, and Hegemony at the Beginning of the Twenty-First Century,” 35-59 
 
(14) Michael HARDT and Antonio NEGRI 
Empire (Harvard University Press, 2000) - “Preface” + Ch. 1, “World Order,” xi-xvii + 
3-21 
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(15) Atilio A. BORON 
Empire and Imperialism: A Critical Reading of Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri (Zed 
Books, 2005) - Ch. 2, “The Constitution of the Empire,” 26-41 
 
Research paper prospectus, worth 10%, due February 1  
 
 
Week #5: Monday, February 8 
 
Liberal Imperialism: The “New” Defense of Empire, I 
 
(16) Craig CALHOUN, Frederick COOPER, and Kevin W. MOORE, editors 
Lessons of Empire: Imperial Histories and American Power (The New Press, 2006) - Ch. 
1, “The New Imperialists” (By Matthew Connelly), 19-33 
 
(17) Andrew J. BACEVICH 
The New American Militarism: How Americans are Seduced by War (Oxford University 
Press, 2005) - Ch. 1, “Wilsonians under Arms,” 9-33 
 
(18) Fareed ZAKARIA 
The Post-American World (W.W. Norton and Company, 2009) - Ch. 7, “American 
Purpose,” 215-259 
 
(19) Andrew J. BACEVICH, editor 
The Imperial Tense: Prospects and Problems of American Empire (Ivan R. Dee, 2003) - 
“In Defense of Empires” (By Deepak Lal), 29-46 
 
Op-Ed #1, worth 10%, due February 8 
 
 
Week #6: Monday, February 15 
 
Liberal Imperialism: The “New” Defense of Empire, II 
 
(20) Niall FERGUSON 
Colossus: The Rise and Fall of the American Empire (Penguin Books, 2004) - Ch. 5, 
“The Case for Liberal Empire,” 169-199 
 
(21) Michael IGNATIEFF 
The Lesser Evil: Political Ethics in an Age of Terror (Penguin Canada, 2004) - 
“Preface” + Ch. 1, “Democracy and the Lesser Evil,” ix-xiv + 1-24 
 
(22) Michael IGNATIEFF 
Empire Lite: Nation-Building in Bosnia, Kosovo and Afghanistan (Penguin Canada, 
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2003) - “Introduction,” 1-22 
 
(23) Colin MOOERS, editor 
The New Imperialists: Ideologies of Empire (Oneworld Publications, 2006) - Ch. 5, 
“Imperial Narcissism: Michael Ignatieff’s Apologies for Empire” (By David McNally), 87-
109 
 
 

Mid-Term Break: Feb. 22-28 
 
 
Week #7: Monday, March 1 
 
The New Military Humanism and the “Responsibility to Protect” (R2P) 
 
(24) John Bellamy FOSTER 
Naked Imperialism: The U.S. Pursuit of Global Dominance (Monthly Review Press, 
2006) - Ch. 9, “Kipling, ‘The White Man’s Burden,’ and U.S. Imperialism,” 121-131 
 
(25) Noam CHOMSKY 
The New Military Humanism: Lessons from Kosovo (Common Courage Press, 1999) - 
Ch. 1, “In the Name of Principles and Values,” 1-23 
 
(26) Gareth EVANS 
The Responsibility to Protect: Ending Mass Atrocity Crimes Once and For All (Brookings 
Institution Press, 2008) - Ch. 2, “The Solution: From ‘The Right to Intervene’ to ‘The 
Responsibility to Protect’,” 31-54 
 
(27) Alex J. BELLAMY 
Responsibility to Protect (Polity Press, 2009) - Ch. 2, “The International Commission 
on Intervention and State Sovereignty,” 35-65 
 
Optional/Recommended: 
 
(28) International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty 
The Responsibility to Protect (International Development Research Centre, 2001) - Ch. 
2, “A New Approach: ‘The Responsibility to Protect’,” 11-18 
 
Monday, March 8, 2010 
• Last day for academic withdrawal from two-term and winter-term courses. 
 
Op-Ed #2, worth 10%, due March 1 
 
 
Week #8: Monday, March 8 
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Humanitarian Imperialism 
 
(29) Jean BRICMONT 
Humanitarian Imperialism: Using Human Rights to Sell War (Monthly Review Press, 
2006) - Ch. 3, “Questions to Human Rights Defenders,” 61-90 
 
(30) Mahmood MAMDANI 
Saviors and Survivors: Darfur, Politics, and the War on Terror (Pantheon Books, 2009) - 
Ch. 2, “The Politics of the Movement to Save Darfur,” 48-71 
 
(31) Mahmood MAMDANI 
Good Muslim, Bad Muslim: America, the Cold War, and the Roots of Terror (Three 
Leaves Press, 2005) - “Conclusion: Beyond Impunity and Collective Punishment,” 229-
260 
 
 
Week #9: Monday, March 15 
 
Military Colonialism: Empire’s Bases 
 
(32) Catherine LUTZ, editor 
The Bases of Empire: The Global Struggle Against U.S. Military Posts (New York 
University Press, 2009) - “Introduction: Bases, Empire, and Global Response” (By 
Catherine Lutz), 1-44 
 
(33) Chalmers JOHNSON  
Nemesis: The Last Days of the American Republic (Henry Holt and Company, 2007) - 
Ch. 4, “U.S. Military Bases in Other People’s Countries,” 137-170 
 
Optional/Recommended: Militarism in Society and Culture 
 
(34) Nick TURSE  
The Complex: How the Military Invades Our Everyday Lives (Henry Holt and Company, 
2008) - “Introduction: A Day in the Life,” 1-18 
 
(35) Chris HEDGES 
War Is a Force That Gives Us Meaning (Anchor Books, 2003) - Ch. 1, “The Myth of 
War,” 19-42 
 
    
Week #10: Monday, March 22 
 
War Corporatism and Mercenaries: Profiteering, Contracting, Outsourcing 
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(36) Pratap CHATTERJEE  
Halliburton’s Army: How a Well-Connected Texas Oil Company Revolutionized the Way 
America Makes War (Nation Books, 2009) - Ch. 6, “Supporting the War on Terror,” 69-
79 
 
(37) Robert Young PELTON 
Licensed to Kill: Hired Guns in the War on Terror (Three Rivers Press, 2006) - Ch. 11, 
“The Lord and the Prince,” 282-299 
 
(38) Jeremy SCAHILL 
Blackwater: The Rise of the World’s Most Powerful Mercenary Army (Nation Books, 
2007) - Ch. 3, “Blackwater Begins, ” 89-111 
 
Op-Ed #3, worth 10%, due March 22 
 
 
Week #11: Monday, March 29 
 
The “New” Counterinsurgency (COIN), the Long War on Terror, and Small Wars 
 
Chapter 3 in: Department of the Army, U.S. (2006). Counterinsurgency Field Manual, 
FM 3-24/MCWP 3-33.5. Washington, D.C.: Headquarters, Department of the Army. 
http://www.box.net/shared/0mhx0ie2b2 
[http://www.box.net/shared/6m3p8g8ad7] 
 
alternative: (39) Department of Defense (U.S.)/ Department of the Army 
U.S. Army Counterinsurgency Handbook (Skyhorse Publishing, 2007) - Ch. 3, 
“Intelligence in Counterinsurgency,” 3-1—3-35 
 
(40) David KILCULLEN 
The Accidental Guerrilla: Fighting Small Wars in the Midst of a Big One (Oxford 
University Press, 2009) - Ch. 1, “The Accidental Guerrilla,” 1-38 
 
González, Roberto J. (2007). Towards mercenary anthropology?  US Counterinsurgency 
Field Manual 3-24 and the military-anthropology complex. Anthropology Today, 23 
(3): 14-19. 
http://concerned.anthropologists.googlepages.com/AT07061419gonzalez.pdf  
[http://www.box.net/shared/m7qx7o7bdm] 
 
Friday, April 2 through Monday, April 5: University closed 
 
 
Monday, April 5 
HOLIDAY, NO CLASSES 
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Week #12: Monday, April 12 
 
The “New” COIN: Human Terrain System (HTS) and Winning Hearts and Minds 
(WHAM) 
 
McFate, Montgomery. (2005). Anthropology and counterinsurgency: The strange story 
of their curious relationship. Military Review, March-April. 
http://www.au.af.mil/au/awc/awcgate/milreview/mcfate.pdf  
[http://www.box.net/shared/ieean4i3ef] 
 
McFate, Montgomery. (2005). The military utility of understanding adversary culture. 
Joint Force Quarterly (38). 
http://www.dtic.mil/doctrine/jel/jfq_pubs/1038.pdf 
[http://www.box.net/shared/ngjaoacxs9] 
 
(41) Roberto J. GONZÁLEZ 
American Counterinsurgency: Human Science and the Human Terrain (Prickly 
Paradigm Press, 2009) - Ch. 1, “The Myth of a ‘Gentler’ Counterinsurgency,” 1-24 
 
(42) Network of Concerned Anthropologists, editors. 
The Counter-Counterinsurgency Manual: Or, Notes on Demilitarizing American Society 
(Prickly Paradigm Press, 2009) - Ch. 4, “Radical or Reactionary? The Old Wine in the 
Counterinsurgency Field Manual’s New Flask” (By Greg Feldman), 77-93 
 
González, Roberto J. (2008). ‘Human terrain’: Past, present and future applications. 
Anthropology Today, 24 (1) January: 21-26. 
http://concerned.anthropologists.googlepages.com/ht-at-gonzalez.pdf  
[http://www.box.net/shared/lum12et3qh] 
 
 
Week #13: Tuesday, April 13 
 
Empire’s Terrains and the Imperialization of Social “Science” 
 
Gusterson, Hugh. (2007). Anthropology and militarism. Annual Review of 
Anthropology 36: 155-175. 
[http://www.box.net/shared/v03o3momfp] 
 
Department of Defense (U.S.). (2008). Broad Agency Announcement Number W911NF-
08-R-0007 (Solicitation of grant proposals for the Minerva Research Initiative). 
http://www.arl.army.mil/www/DownloadedInternetPages/CurrentPages/DoingBusine
sswithARL/research/08-R-0007.pdf  
 
Satia, Priya. (2008). The forgotten history of knowledge and power in British Iraq, or 
why Minerva’s owl cannot fly. The Minerva Controversy, October 17. 
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http://www.ssrc.org/essays/minerva/2008/10/17/satia/  
 
Gearty, Conor. (2008). Skewing scholarship. The Minerva Controversy, October 9. 
http://www.ssrc.org/essays/minerva/2008/10/09/gearty/  
 
Gusterson, Hugh. (2008). The U.S. military’s quest to weaponize culture. Bulletin of 
the Atomic Scientists, June 20. 
http://www.thebulletin.org/web-edition/columnists/hugh-gusterson/ 
the-us-militarys-quest-to-weaponize-culture 
 
 
 
 

Monday, April 27: 
Assignment due: Please submit your research paper, no more than 3,000 words (not 
including references to published sources), in the office of the course coordinator (H-1125-
11) on Monday, April 27, 2010, between 1:00pm and 2:00pm. If you cannot come during 
that hour, please submit your paper before then by depositing it in the mailbox marked 
Forte in the Department.  
 
No papers will be accepted by email. Late papers receive an automatic grade of zero. 
No exceptions to this course policy will be allowed.  
 
(40% of the final course grade) 


