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Course Description
This course examines some of the major theories and case studies on the ways in which the discourses and practices of armed conflict and its aftermath are gendered. Primarily approaching these topics from the perspective of anthropology and feminist social sciences, we address discursive, institutional, and experiential aspects of war and peace in a variety of cultural and historical settings. The course considers both gender and sexuality, masculinities and femininities, and violence and peace advocacy. We begin by looking at the gendering of war and inter-state relations, including nationalist ideologies and militarism. Another prominent theme is gendered and sexualized war violence and its interpretations. We will further study the gendering of peace activism as well as issues related to the aftermath of armed conflict, particularly through transitional justice initiatives like truth commissions and post-conflict memory politics. Given the expertise of the instructor and the TA, much of our reading will focus on conflicts in the Balkans and the Middle East, but many other places and conflicts will also be considered.
Learning Outcomes

Through lectures, assigned readings, small and large group discussions, student presentations, written critiques, and a final research paper, students should come out of this course able to:

· identify and discuss the main theoretical issues involved in studying the gendering and sexualization of armed conflict in various contexts
· recognize and analyze the ways in which notions of gender, sex and sexuality are implicated in state and national discourses and practices of conflict and peace 

· critically assess and compare class readings according to the theoretical arguments put forward and the methods used to construct those arguments

· identify and research a topic of theoretical relevance to the themes of the course through primary sources found on the internet or other resources accessible to the student during the semester

· present critical written analysis that is backed up by arguments and evidence from class readings and/or primary research materials

· demonstrate the ability to analyze, assess and compare class materials through oral participation in class
Course Requirements and Grading
Your total grade will be made up of:


Class participation and attendance



20%


Initiating discussion (for one class)



10%


2 Reaction papers (15% each)




30%


Short research project 





40%



Class presentation



10%



Project essay



30%
Grades on each of these elements will be determined by how completely you fulfill the guidelines below. The professor determines all final grades but will consult with the TA who will also be involved in grading. Overall, we will award top grades to students who offer critical insights, who thoughtfully engage with class materials, and who demonstrate an ability to synthesize arguments and findings related to the topic of the course. 

Participation: This course depends on active participation from all students. This means you must come to class having read the assigned readings and that you share your critical evaluation of the readings in class and participate in small group and class discussions. If it becomes necessary, I may require in-class written assessments on the readings as part of your participation grade. 

For each reading you should consider:

· What is the main argument?

· What evidence does the author present to back up this argument and how was it gathered?

· Is the argument convincing? Why or why not?

· How does this reading relate to the rest of the literature we have covered in class (or other things you have read)? To your own experiences?

Critical evaluation does not mean negative only: the aim is to first assess each text’s positive contributions before delving into its shortcomings.

You must have a GOOD EXCUSE to miss class. More than one absence without documentation will negatively affect your grade; more than three absences total (excused or not) will call into question your passing the course. Whether you are excused or not, you are responsible for the material you missed (check with a classmate first).
Classroom conduct: laptops and tablets are allowed only for taking notes or consulting class texts. Do not write emails, chat, read other content online, or use mobile phones during class: turn off all device sounds and be considerate! If these rules are abused I reserve the right to ban all electronics from the classroom.
Initiating discussion: Beginning from January 27 (in Week 3), one pair of students will be responsible for initiating discussion in nearly every class. This means covering both texts assigned for that day. It is up to you and your partner how to divide the work. (In eventual cases where one student presents on her/his own, both texts still need to be covered.) Your presentation should be 10-15 minutes followed by active participation in discussion. Do not merely summarize the reading – we have all read it – but guide the class discussion by laying out the main arguments and assumptions of the readings. Following the above guidelines for class preparation, critically discuss (in positive and negative terms) the argument(s) of the texts, the evidence presented, and their relationship to our other class readings. Briefly consider the disciplinary background or other relevant information about the texts’ authors and look up any unfamiliar terms, historical events, places, etc. to include in your presentation for context. If you wish, you may prepare a handout or outline on the whiteboard or computer (set this up before class!).

Reaction papers (2): 3-4 pages (700-1000 words), due at the beginning of class on the day of the readings you are writing about. Each paper should cover both readings for the given class period. Follow the guidelines above for discussion preparation but concentrate mostly on your own critique and relating these readings to the other literature from the course (in other words, do not summarize!). You must turn in two of these, one by February 13 and the other by March 31. You can choose to write about the readings for any class starting January 27, including the readings for which you do your presentation. 

Short research project: this is not a full research paper but a limited project that aims at testing and pushing forward the empirical findings and theoretical approaches found in our class readings. Choose a specific example of armed conflict, militarization, patterns of war violence, peace or justice initiative, post-conflict memory politics, or other context that illustrates the intersection of gender and/or sexuality with practices or discourses of armed conflict. Your topic can be from any country, setting, or historical period except those specifically covered in our class readings (we can discuss exceptions). Recent events and developments are especially encouraged. Your topic must be approved before you proceed: a one-paragraph topic proposal is due in class by February 10 at the latest but you are encouraged to discuss it with us earlier.
You will present your analysis in two stages:
1. Class presentation: 20 minute in-class presentations of projects scheduled in weeks 9 and 10. You will have 10 minutes to describe the topic and how you plan to analyze it using our class readings. Show any visual materials using the classroom laptop (PowerPoint, YouTube, internet sites, etc.). Keep any video clips short. Text presented should also be brief and focus on key conclusions and arguments or basic identifying information. Your analysis should aim to illustrate points from and comparisons with class readings, preferably showing how your example may challenge and/or expand on any of the texts’ main arguments. 10 minutes will also be allowed for your classmates to offer their feedback and ask questions. Time allotment and schedule will be adjusted according to the number of students in the class.
2. Project essay: 8-10 pages (up to 3,000 words), due April 9. This is a concise write-up of your oral presentation. Briefly describe your example and the materials upon which you base your analysis. Then, analyze it against the themes and theoretical and methodological approaches of our class readings. You must meaningfully discuss a minimum of five class readings (just mentioning or quoting them is not enough), comparing your example to those in the readings. Five is the minimum: the more class readings you can substantively tie into your analysis, the better. Top marks will only go to papers that critically engage with our class readings. Consider, for example, whether your material supports or negates some of the analyses we have reviewed or suggests some ways in which we might modify those analyses. Which approaches do you find useful for making sense of your material? Which arguments are persuasive? 
Writing guidelines 

All written material must be typed (word-processed) in 12-point font (Times New Roman, Arial or other simple style) and double- or 1½-spaced with page numbers at the bottom. Please print double-sided. Assignments must be submitted both in hard copy to the professor or TA and electronically to the e-learning site unless we agree otherwise. Electronic documents must include your name in the file name and in the document. Remember to back up your files so you don’t have to repeat your work! Provide full references for all literature cited, including those on our syllabus, and avoid plagiarism. If you are unsure about rules for citations and avoiding plagiarism, please see me or the Center for Academic Writing and consult CEU’s policy on academic dishonesty listed in the MA Handbooks. Plagiarism and academic misconduct will be taken very seriously and could result in failure of assignments or even the whole course. 

**********************************************

Schedule of Topics, Assignments and Readings

*all required readings are in the course reader and available electronically on the e-learning site
*please have the relevant readings with you in class so that you can consult them
Week 1
1. Introductions and introduction 
Jan. 13
Defining concepts: gender, armed conflict, war, peace


Scope and disciplinary perspectives of the course
Jan. 16
2. Theorizing war, conflict, and gender


Readings:

· Jennifer Turpin. 1998. “Many Faces: Women Confronting War.” In Lois Ann Lorentzen and Jennifer Turpin (eds.), The Women and War Reader. (New York: New York University Press): 3-18.

· Cynthia Cockburn. 2010. “Gender Relations as Causal in Militarization and War,” International Feminist Journal of Politics 12(2): 139-157.
Week 2

Jan. 20
1. Gendered nationalism and the logics of war


Readings:
· Anne McClintock, “Family Feuds: Gender, Nationalism and the Family,” Feminist Review 44, Summer 1993: 61-80.
· V. Spike Peterson, “Sexing Political Identities: Nationalism as Heterosexism,” International Feminist Journal of Politics 1(1), June 1999: 34-65.

Included in the reader for reference (the “five points”):

· Floya Anthias and Nira Yuval-Davis, “Introduction.” In Nira Yuval-Davis and Floya Anthias (eds.), Woman-Nation-State. (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1989): especially pp. 6-11.
Jan. 23
2. Masculinities: the crux of it all?


Readings:

· Tamar Mayer. 2000. “From Zero to Hero: Masculinity in Jewish Nationalism,” in Tamar Mayer (ed.), Gender Ironies of Nationalism: Sexing the Nation (New York: Routledge): 283-307.
· Joane Nagel, “Masculinity and Nationalism: Gender and Sexuality in the Making of Nations,” Ethnic and Racial Studies 21(2), March 1998: 242-269.

Week 3

Jan. 27
1. Militaries and masculinized state power


Readings:
· Carol Cohn. 1987. “Sex and Death in the Rational World of Defense Intellectuals.”  Signs, 12:4); 687-718.
· John Lie. 1997. “The State As Pimp: Prostitution and the Patriarchal State in Japan in the 1940s,” The Sociological Quarterly 38(2): 251-263.
Jan. 30
2. Gender roles and war: victims and perpetrators



Readings:

· Carolyn Nordstrom, “(Gendered) War,” Studies in Conflict and Terrorism 28, 2005: 399-411.
· Elissa Helms. 2012. “Bosnian Girl: Nationalism and Innocence through Images of Women.” In Daniel Šuber and Slobodan Karamanić (eds.), Retracing Images: Visual Culture after Yugoslavia (Leiden: Brill): 195-222.
Week 4
 

Feb. 3

1. Constructing gendered and sexualized others


Readings:

· Joseph Massad. 1995. “Conceiving the Masculine: Gender and Palestinian Nationalism,” Middle East Journal 49(3): 467-483.

· Dubravka Žarkov. 2001. “The Body of the Other Man: Sexual Violence and the Construction of Masculinity, Sexuality and Ethnicity in Croatian Media.” In Caroline O. N. Moser and Fiona C. Clark (eds.), Victims, Perpetrators or Actors? Gender, Armed Conflict and Political Violence (London: Zed Books): 69-82.

Feb. 6

2. Militarization and gendered citizenship


Readings:

· Ayşe-Gül Altinay. 2004. The Myth of the Military Nation: Militarism, Gender, and Education in Turkey. (New York: Palgrave Macmillan). Chapters 2 & 3 (pp. 33-58 and 61-86).
Week 5


Feb. 10
1. Men, masculinity, militarization


Readings:

· Julie Peteet. 1994. “Male Gender and Rituals of Resistance in the Palestinian ‘Intifada’: A Cultural Politics of Violence,” American Ethnologist 21(1): 31-49.
· Lesley Gill. 1997. “Creating Citizens, Making Men: The Military and Masculinity in Bolivia.”  Cultural Anthropology 12(4): 527-550. 

Topic proposal for short research project due

Feb. 13
2. International military intervention



Readings:

· Deniz Kandiyoti. 2007. “Between the Hammer and the Anvil: Post-Conflict Reconstruction, Islam and Women’s Rights,” Third World Quarterly 28(3): 503-517.
· Melanie Richter-Montpetit. 2007. “Empire, Desire and Violence: A Queer Transnational Feminist Reading of the Prisoner 'Abuse' in Abu Ghraib and the Question of 'Gender Equality',” International Feminist Journal of Politics, 9(1): 38-59.
Final date for completion of first reaction paper

Week 6

Feb. 17 
1. No class (Master Class)


Feb. 20
2. TBA
Week 7

Feb. 24
1. Sexualized violence in armed conflict


Readings:
· Veena Das. 1995. “National Honor and Practical Kinship: Unwanted Women and Children.” In Faye Ginsburg and Rayna Rapp (eds.), Conceiving the New World Order. (Berkeley: University of California Press): 212-233.
· Robert M. Hayden. 2000. “Rape and Rape Avoidance in Ethno-National Conflicts: Sexual Violence in Liminalized States,” American Anthropologist 102(1): 27-41.
Feb. 27
2. Sexualized violence in armed conflict: further considerations
· Nayanika Mookherjee. 2006. “‘Remembering to Forget’: Public Secrecy and Memory of Sexual Violence in the Bangladesh War of 1971,” Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 12(2): 433-450.
· Jennie E. Burnet. 2012. “Situating Sexual Violence in Rwanda (1990-2001): Sexual Agency, Sexual Consent, and the Political Economy of War,” African Studies Review 55(2): 97-118.
Week 8

Mar. 3

1. Challenging the centrality of women in feminist analyses of war


Readings:

· Adam Jones, “Straight as a Rule: Heteronomativity, Gendercide, and the Noncombatant Male,” Men and Masculinities 8(4), 2006: 451-469.

· R. Charli Carpenter, “‘A Fresh Crop of Human Misery’: Representations of Bosnian ‘War Babies’ in the Global Print Media, 1991-2006,” Millennium: Journal of International Studies 38(1), 2009: 25-54.
Mar. 6 
2. Women and Transitional Justice


Readings:

· Kimberly Theidon. 2007. “Gender in Transition: Common Sense, Women and War.” Journal of Human Rights Vol. 6(4): 453-478.
· Fiona Ross. 2001. “Speech and Silence: Women's Testimony in the First Five Weeks of Public Hearings of the South African Truth and Reconciliation Commission.” In Veena Das et al (eds.), Remaking a World: Violence, Social Suffering and Recovery. (Berkeley: University of California Press): 250-280.

Week 9

Mar. 10
1. Presentations of short research projects
Mar. 13
2. Presentations continued
Week 10

Mar. 17
1. Presentations continued
Mar. 20
2. Presentations continued


Week 11
 

Mar. 24
1. Gender and demobilization 

· Myriam Denov and Christine Gervais. 2007. “Negotiating (In)Security: Agency, Resistance, and Resourcefulness among Girls Formerly Associated with Sierra Leone’s Revolutionary United Front,” Signs 32(4): 885-910.

· Sune Haugbolle. 2012. “The (Little) Militia Man: Memory and Militarized Masculinity in Lebanon,” Journal of Middle East Women's Studies 8(1): 115-139.

Mar. 27
2. Women’s peace activism: mobilizing motherhood


Readings:

· Diana Taylor. 1994. “Performing Gender: Las Madres de La Plaza de Mayo,” in Diana Taylor and Juan Villegas (eds), Negotiating Performance: Gender, Sexuality, and Theatricality in Latin/o America (Durham: Duke University Press), 275-305.

· Malathi de Alwis. 2008 (1998). “Motherhood as a space of protest: Women’s Political Participation in Contemporary Sri Lanka.” In Paula Banerjee (ed.), Women in Peace Politics (New Delhi: Sage): 152-174.
Week 12

Mar. 31
1. Activists trying to change the war system: UN Resolution 1325


Readings:

· Sherri Lynn Gibbings. 2011. “No Angry Women at the United Nations: Political Dreams and the Cultural Politics of United Nations Security Council Resolution 1325,” International Feminist Journal of Politics 13(4): 522–538.
· Laura McLeod. 2011. “Configurations of Post-Conflict: Impacts of Representations of Conflict and Post-Conflict upon the (Political) Translations of Gender Security within UNSCR 1325,” International Feminist Journal of Politics 13(4): 594-611.
Apr. 3

2. Conclusions of the course
Come to class ready to discuss and compare the major approaches covered in this class. We will consider how attention to gender and sexuality contributes to our understanding of armed conflict and its aftermath, what aspects might be missing or inadequately addressed by the literature, and what contemporary events might present new ways in which sex and gender figure in relation to war and peace. 

Don’t forget to fill out a course evaluation on line for both me and Adriana! We appreciate your feedback.

Final Essays due: Wednesday, April 9 by 5pm 
Late and/or emailed papers will be accepted only with a legitimate reason and if you get my approval before the deadline. Unexcused late papers will be graded down one grade (i.e. from an A- to a B+) for each day they are late.
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