
INTD 497 
Transitional Justice 

Fall 2017 
 

Class time: Wednesdays, 2:35-5:25 
Room: SH688 294 
Instructor: Professor Megan Bradley 
Office hours: Tuesdays 2:00-4:00, Leacock Building, Room 539 
Email address: megan.bradley@mcgill.ca 
 
Course description 
 
Recognizing and addressing the legacies of past injustices has become a striking feature of contemporary 
politics, particularly in countries emerging from conflict and authoritarian rule. Over the past decades, 
transitional justice has emerged as an interdisciplinary field of research and practice that aims to understand and 
advance a complex range of goals, from strengthening democratic transitions and peacebuilding processes to 
enabling reconciliation. From an inter-disciplinary perspective, this seminar will: (i) examine international, 
national and local approaches to transitional justice; (ii) analyze transitional justice mechanisms including trials, 
truth commissions, compensation programs, lustration/vetting, apologies and commemorations; (iii) investigate 
normative and political debates raised by transitional justice processes; (iv) assess the effects and efficacy of 
transitional justice processes; (v) explore several cases in which transitional justice processes have been 
initiated in an effort to grapple with atrocities; and (vi) reflect on questions of policy and practice associated 
with transitional justice. 
 
Learning objectives and approach 
 
This course is organized in three parts: 

• Part I: Conceptualizing transitional justice 
• Part II: Transitional justice processes, principles and practical implications 
• Part III: Transitional justice and reconciliation revisited 

 
By the end of this course, students should be able to: 

• Appreciate the complexity of the legacies of conflict and human rights violations, and efforts to redress 
them, from a range of different disciplinary perspectives; 

• Critically analyze the goals of transitional justice processes, and the extent to which different 
mechanisms help to advance these goals; 

• Engage with normative and empirical debates raised by transitional justice processes, drawing on 
insights from historical experiences and current cases; 

• Develop and present persuasive oral and written arguments related to transitional justice; 
• Think critically and creatively about policies related to past violations of human rights, identifying their 

positive and problematic aspects and the intentions underlying them. 
 
Required readings 
 
Required readings are identified below, along with an indication of whether they are available via MyCourses, 
as an e-book through the McGill library, or are collated in the course pack (available for purchase at the McGill 
bookstore). Optional readings and additional resources are also suggested below. 
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Important dates 
 
6 September  Course begins 
1 November  Policy briefings due (optional—students may complete a second discussion paper in lieu  

of the policy briefing) 
1 November Deadline for confirmation of research paper topic (by email) 
1 November Deadline for submission of reflective essay (optional) 
29 November  Last class, final papers due 
 
Assignments and assessment 
 
15%  Participation in class 
25%  Two discussion papers, or one discussion paper and one policy briefing 
25%  Group facilitation of seminar 
35%  Research paper 
 
Information on assignments, assessment and extra credit opportunities is available at the end of the syllabus. 
 

Program 
 
Class 1: 6 September 2017 
Introduction to the course  
 
Part I: Conceptualizing transitional justice 
 
Class 2: 13 September 2017 
Topic: What is transitional justice? 
 
Key themes/questions 
• The emergence and development of the concept of transitional justice 
• Theoretical perspectives on transitional justice 
• Introduction to transitional justice mechanisms 
 
Required reading 
• Naomi Roht-Arriaza (2006) “The new landscape of transitional justice” (chapter 1) in Naomi Roht-Arriaza 

and Javier Mariecurrena (eds.) Transitional justice in the twenty-first century: Beyond truth versus justice, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. (e-book) 

• Pablo de Greiff (2012) “Theorizing transitional justice,” in Melissa Williams, Rosemary Nagy and Jon 
Elster (eds.) Transitional Justice, New York: New York University Press, 31-77 (e-book) 

• Ruti Teitel (2003) “Transitional Justice Genealogy,” Harvard Human Rights Journal 16. (MyCourses) 
• Dustin Sharpe (2012) “Interrogating the peripheries: The preoccupations of fourth generation transitional 

justice,” Harvard Human Rights Journal 26. (MyCourses) 
 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Jon Elster (2007) “The structure of transitional justice” (Chapter 4), in Closing the books: Transitional 

justice in historical perspective, New York: Cambridge University Press, pp. 79-135. 
• Martha Minnow (1998) Between vengeance and forgiveness: Facing history after genocide and mass 

violence, San Francisco: Jossy Bates. 
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• Joshua Cohen (1997) “The arc of the moral universe,” Philosophy and Public Affairs 26(2). 
 
Class 3: 20 September 2017 
Topic: What’s at stake in transitional justice? 
 
Key themes/questions 
• What are some of the goals of transitional justice? 
• Introductory discussion of impunity, amnesty, forgiveness and reconciliation 
• Case study: Indonesia 
• Approaches to analyzing the effects of transitional justice 
 
Required reading/viewing 
• Documentary: The Act of Killing (Director: Joshua Oppenheimer) (Available for rent on-line, or DVD on 

short term loan at McGill Library.) 
• R. Jeffery (2012) “Amnesty and accountability: The price of peace in Aceh, Indonesia,” International 

Journal of Transitional Justice 6(1). (MyCourses) 
• ICTJ and KontraS (2011) “Executive Summary and Recommendations,” in Derailed: Transitional Justice 

in Indonesia since the Fall of Soeharto, http://ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-Kontras-Indonesia-Derailed-
Summary-2011-English.pdf.  

• Oskar Thoms, James Ron and Roland Paris (2010) “State-level effects of transitional justice: What do we 
know?” International Journal of Transitional Justice 4(3). (MyCourses) 

 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Wendy Lambourne (2009) “Transitional justice and peacebuilding after mass violence,” International 

Journal of Transitional Justice 3(1). 
• Roman David and Suzanne Y.P. Choi (2009) “Getting even or getting equal: Retributive desires and 

transitional justice,” Political Psychology 30(2).  
• Tricia Olsen, Leigh Payne and Andrew Reiter (2010) “Coming to terms,” in Transitional justice in balance: 

Comparing processes, weighing efficacy, Washington, DC: USIP. 
 
Part II: Transitional justice processes, principles and practical implications 
 
Class 4: Wednesday 27 September 2017 
Topic: International ad hoc tribunals 
 
Key themes/questions 
• International tribunals in historical context 

o Nuremberg and Tokyo tribunals 
• International institutions: International Criminal Tribunals for Rwanda (ICTR) and the former Yugoslavia 

(ICTY) 
 
Required reading 
• Gary Bass (2002) “Introduction” (Chapter 1), in Stay the Hand of Vengeance: The Politics of War Crimes 

Tribunals, Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp. 3-36. (course pack) 
• Victor Peskin (2005) “Beyond victor’s justice? The challenge of prosecuting the winners at the International 

Criminal Tribunals for the former Yugoslavia and Rwanda,” Journal of Human Rights 4(2). (MyCourses) 
• Payam Akhaven (2001) “Beyond impunity: Can international criminal justice prevent atrocities?” American 

Journal of International Law 95(1). (MyCourses) 
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• Nicola Henry (2009) “Witness to rape: The limits and potential of international war crimes trials for victims 
of wartime sexual violence,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 3(1). (MyCourses) 

 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Diane Orentlicher (1995) “Settling accounts: The duty to prosecute human rights violations of a prior 

regime,” in Neil Kritz (ed.) Transitional justice: How emerging democracies reckon with former regimes, 
Vol 1: General considerations, Washington, DC: USIP, pp. 375-416. 

• Melissa Nobles (2010) “The Prosecution of Human Rights Violations,” Annual Review of Political Science 
13. 

• Carlos S. Nino (1995) “Response: The duty to punish past abuses of human rights put into context – The 
case of Argentina,” in Neil Kritz (ed.) Transitional justice: How emerging democracies reckon with former 
regimes, Vol 1: General considerations, Washington, DC: USIP, pp. 417-36. 

• Diane Orentlicher (1995) “A reply to Professor Nino,” in Neil Kritz (ed.) Transitional justice: How 
emerging democracies reckon with former regimes, Vol 1: General considerations, Washington, DC: USIP, 
pp. 65-81.  

• Ann Marie Prévost (1992) “Race and war crimes: The 1945 war crimes trial of General Tomoyuki 
Yamashita,” Human Rights Quarterly 14(3). 

• Laura Dickinson (2003) “The promise of hybrid courts,” American Journal of International Law 97(2). 
• Youk Chang (2007) “The thief of history: Cambodia and the Special Court,” International Journal of 

Transitional Justice 1(1). 
• Graeme Simpson (2008) “One among many: The ICC as a tool of justice during transition,” in N. Waddell 

and P. Clark (eds.) Courting conflict? Justice, peace and the ICC in Africa, London: Royal African Society. 
• Mariana Goetz (2008) “The International Criminal Court and its relevance to affected communities,” in N. 

Waddell and P. Clark (eds.) Courting conflict? Justice, peace and the ICC in Africa, London: Royal African 
Society. 

• Michelle Staggs Kelsall and Shanee Stepakoff (2007) “‘When we wanted to talk about rape’: Silencing 
sexual violence at the Special Court for Sierra Leone,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 1. 

 
Class 5: Wednesday 4 October 2017 
Topic: Amnesties, domestic trials and the International Criminal Court (ICC) 
 
Key themes/questions 
• Exploring the effects of prosecutions: Domestic trials and the ICC 
• Amnesties: Enemy of justice or preferable to prosecutions? (normative and empirical perspectives) 
• Case studies: Uganda and Chile 
 
Required reading 
• Kathryn Sikkink and Carrie Booth Walling (2007) “The impact of human rights trials in Latin America,” 

Journal of Peace Research 44(4). (MyCourses) 
• David Pion-Berlin (2004) “The Pinochet case and human rights progress in Chile: Was Europe a catalyst, 

cause or inconsequential?” Journal of Latin American Studies 36(3). (MyCourses) 
• Adam Branch (2017) “Dominic Ongwen on trial: The ICC’s African dilemmas,” International Journal of 

Transitional Justice 11(1). (MyCourses) 
• Louise Mallinder (2007) “Can amnesties and international justice be reconciled?” International Journal of 

Transitional Justice 2(1). (MyCourses) 
 
Optional reading and additional resources 
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• Kathryn Sikkink (2011) The justice cascade: How human rights prosecutions are changing world politics, 
New York: Norton. 

• Erin Baines (2009) “Complex Political Perpetrators: Reflections on Dominic Ongwen,” Journal of Modern 
African Studies 47(2). 

• Amnesty International (1995) “Policy statement on impunity,” in Neil Kritz (ed.) Transitional justice: How 
emerging democracies reckon with former regimes, Vol 1: General considerations, Washington, DC: USIP. 

• Christiane Wilke (2010) “Staging violence, staging identity: Identity politics in domestic prosecutions,” in 
Paige Arthur (ed.) Identities in transition: Challenges for transitional justice in divided societies, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

• Owen Fiss (2009) “Within reach of the state: Prosecuting atrocities in Africa,” Human Rights Quarterly: 59-
69. 

• Kathryn Sikkink and Carrie Booth Walling (2006) “Argentina’s contribution to global trends in transitional 
justice,” in Naomi Roht-Arriaza and Javier Mariecurrena (eds.) Transitional justice in the twenty-first 
century: Beyond truth versus justice, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  

• Louise Mallinder (2014) “Amnesties in the pursuit of reconciliation, peacebuilding and restorative justice,” 
in Jennifer Llewellyn and Daniel Philpott (eds.) Restorative justice, reconciliation and peacebuilding, 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 138-173. 

 
Class 6: Wednesday 11 October 2017 
Topic: Lustration/vetting (student-led seminar) 
 
Key themes/questions 
• Political decision-making and the calibration of lustration policies 
• Case studies: Eastern Europe after Communism, Libya 
 
Required reading 
• Pablo de Greiff (2007) “Vetting as transitional justice,” in A. Mayer-Rieckh and P. DeGreiff (eds.) Justice 

as prevention: Vetting public employees in transitional societies, New York, SSRC. (MyCourses) 
• Monica Nalepa (2010) “Introduction” (chapter 1), Skeletons in the Closet: Transitional Justice in Post-

Communist Europe, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-30. (course pack) 
• Roman David (2011) “Introduction,” in Lustration and Transitional Justice: Personnel Systems in the Czech 

Republic, Hungary, and Poland, Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. (e-book) 
• Roman David and Houda Mzioudet (2014) “Personnel Change or Personal Change? The Political Isolation 

Law and Its Alternatives in Libya,” Brookings-Doha-Stanford Paper 4. (MyCourses) 
 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Roman David (2003) “Lustration laws in action: The motives and evaluation of lustration policy in the 

Czech Republic and Poland (1989-2001),” Law & Social Inquiry 28.  
• Luc Huyse (1995) “Justice after transition: On the choices successor elites make,” Law & Social Inquiry 

20(1). 
• Lavinia Stan (ed.) (2008) Transitional justice in Eastern Europe: Reckoning with the Communist past, 

London: Routledge.  
 
Class 7: Wednesday 18 October 2017 
Topic: Truth-telling and truth commissions (student-led seminar) 
 
Key themes/questions 
• “Truth” as a contested concept 
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• Truth and reconciliation commissions 
• Relationship between truth and reconciliation 
• Case study: South Africa 
 
Required reading 
• Priscilla Hayner (2010) “Confronting past crimes: Transitional justice and the phenomenon of truth 

commissions” (chapter 2) and “Why a truth commission” (chapter 3), in Unspeakable truths: Transitional 
justice and the challenge of truth commissions, 2nd edition, London: Routledge, pp. 1-26. (course pack) 

• Mahmood Mamdani (2002) “Amnesty or impunity? A preliminary critique of the report of the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission (TRC) of South Africa,” Diacritics 32(3/4). (MyCourses) 

• Monica Patterson (2013) “The ethical murk of using testimony in oral historical research in South Africa,” 
in Anna Sheftel and Stacey Zembrzycki (eds.) Oral history off the record: Toward an ethnography of 
practice, London: Palgrave.  (e-book) 

• Fiona Ross (2003) “On having voice and being heard: Some after-effects of testifying before the South 
African Truth and Reconciliation Commission,” Anthropological Theory 3(3). (MyCourses) 

 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• David Mendeloff (2004) “Truth-seeking, truth-telling and postconflict peacebuilding: Curb the 

enthusiasm?” International Studies Review 6(3). (Available via MyCourses) 
• James Gibson (2006) “Does truth lead to reconciliation?” (chapter 1) in Overcoming apartheid: Can truth 

reconcile a divided nation? London: Russell Sage. (Available as an e-book through the McGill library.) 
• Fiona Ross (2010) “An acknowledged failure: Women, voice, violence, and the South African Truth and 

Reconciliation Commission,” in R. Shaw and Lars Waldorf (eds.) Localizing transitional justice: 
Interventions and priorities after mass violence, Stanford: Stanford University Press, pp. 69-91. (course 
pack) 

• Erin Daly (2008) “Truth Skepticism: An Inquiry into the Value of Truth in Times of Transition,” 
International Journal of Transitional Justice 2 (1). 

• Eric Brahm (2007) “Uncovering the truth: Examining truth commission success and impact,” International 
Studies Perspective 8(1). (Available via MyCourses) 

• Louis Bickford (2007) “Unofficial truth projects,” Human Rights Quarterly 29(4). 
• James Gibson (2006) “The contributions of truth to reconciliation,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 50. 
• James Gibson (2009) “On legitimacy theory and the effectiveness of truth commissions,” Law and 

Contemporary Problems 72. 
• Leigh Payne (2008) Unsettling accounts: Neither truth nor reconciliation in confessions of state violence, 

Raleigh: Duke University Press. 
• Tristan Anne Borer (2009) “Gendered war and gendered peace: Truth commissions and post-conflict gender 

violence: Lessons from South Africa,” Violence Against Women 15(10). 
• Teresa Godwin Phelps (2004) “What can stories do?” and “Telling stories in a search for more than truth,” 

in Shattered voices: Language, violence and the work of truth commissions, Philadelphia: University of 
Pennsylvania Press. 

• Lee Ann Fuji (2010) “Shades of truth and lies: Interpreting testimonies of war and violence,” Journal of 
Peace Research 47. 

 
Class 8: Wednesday 25 October 2017 
Topic: Reparations/compensation (student-led seminar) 
 
Note: Policy briefings due today (for those students who have opted to complete a policy briefing in lieu of a 
second discussion paper). 
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Key themes/questions 
• Effects of and controversies surrounding financial reparations/compensation 
• Reparations and gender justice 
• Case study: Argentina 
 
Required reading 
• Pablo de Greiff (2006) “Introduction – Repairing the past: Compensation for victims of human rights 

violations,” in The Handbook of Reparations, Oxford: Oxford University Press. (e-book) 
• Colleen Duggan and Adila Abusharaf (2006) “Reparation of sexual violence in democratic transitions: The 

search for gender justice,” (chapter 18) in The Handbook of Reparations, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
(e-book) 

• Catherine O’Rourke (2013) “Women’s movements in claiming repair,” in Gender politics in transitional 
justice, London: Routledge, chapter 7, pp. 151-168. (course pack) 

• María José Guembe (2006) “Economic reparations for grave human rights violations: The Argentinian 
experience” (chapter 1) in The Handbook of Reparations, Oxford: Oxford University Press. (e-book) 

 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Ruth Rubio-Marín (2009) “The gender of reparations in transitional societies” (chapter 2) in Ruth Rubio-

Marín (ed.) The gender of reparations: Unsettling sexual hierarchies while redressing human rights 
violations, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 63-120. 

• Debra Satz (2012) “Countering the wrongs of the past: The role of compensation,” in Melissa Williams, 
Rosemary Nagy and Jon Elster (eds.) Transitional Justice, New York: New York University Press.  

• Martha Minow (1998) “Reparations” (chapter 5) in Between vengeance and forgiveness: Facing history 
after genocide and mass violence, San Francisco: Jossy Bates. 

• Adrian Vermeule (2012) “Reparations as rough justice,” in Melissa Williams, Rosemary Nagy and Jon 
Elster (eds.) Transitional Justice, New York: New York University Press. 

• Nairobi Declaration on Women and Girls’ Right to a Remedy and Reparation, 
http://www.fidh.org/en/women-s-rights/NAIROBI-DECLARATION-ON-WOMEN-S-AND. 

• Valérie Couillard (2007) “The Nairobi Declaration: Redefining reparation for women victims of sexual 
violence,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 1(3). 

• Gary Bass (2012) “Reparations as a noble lie,” in Melissa Williams, Rosemary Nagy and Jon Elster (eds.) 
Transitional Justice, New York: New York University Press. 

• UN Basic Principles and Guidelines on the right to a remedy and reparations for victims of gross violations 
of international human rights law and serious violations of international humanitarian law (2005), 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/RemedyAndReparation.aspx.  

 
Class 9: Wednesday 1 November 2017 
Topic: Apologies, memorials and commemoration (student-led seminar) 
 
Please note: Deadline for submission of policy briefing (optional) and reflective essay (optional). Deadline for 
confirming final essay topic with instructor (by email, by 6:00PM). 
 
Key themes/questions 
• The political and symbolic roles of apologies, memorials and commemoration 
• Case studies: Southern Cone (Argentina and Chile), Bosnia 
 
Required reading 
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• Elazar Barkan and Alexander Karn (2006) “Group apology as an ethical imperative,” in Elazar Barkan and 
Alexander Karn (eds.) Taking wrongs seriously: Apologies and reconciliation, Stanford: Stanford 
University Press, pp. 3-32. (course pack) 

• Brendan Hamber and Ingrid Palmary (2009) “Gender, memorialization and symbolic reparations,” in Ruth 
Rubio-Marín (ed.) The gender of reparations: Unsettling sexual hierarchies while redressing human rights 
violations, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 324-380. (course pack) 

• Elizabeth Jelin (2007) “Public Memorialization in Perspective: Truth, Justice and Memory of Past 
Repression in the Southern Cone of South America,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 1. 
(MyCourses) 

• Anna Sheftel (2012) “‘Monument to the international community, from the grateful citizens of Sarajevo’: 
Dark humour as counter-memory in post-conflict Bosnia and Herzegovina,” Memory Studies 5(2). 
(MyCourses) 

 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Rudi Teitel (2006) “The transitional apology,” in Elazar Barkan and Alexander Karn (eds.) Taking wrongs 

seriously: Apologies and reconciliation, Stanford: Stanford University Press, pp. 101-114. 
• Vamik Volkan (2006) “What some monuments tell us about mourning and forgiveness,” in Elazar Barkan 

and Alexander Karn (eds.) Taking wrongs seriously: Apologies and reconciliation, Stanford: Stanford 
University Press. 

• George Iran (2006) “Apologies and reconciliation: Middle Eastern rituals,” in Elazar Barkan and Alexander 
Karn (eds.) Taking wrongs seriously: Apologies and reconciliation, Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

• Elazar Barkan (2006) “The worst is yet to come: Abu Ghraib and the politics of not apologies,” in Elazar 
Barkan and Alexander Karn (eds.) Taking wrongs seriously: Apologies and reconciliation, Stanford: 
Stanford University Press. 

• James Young (1994) The texture of memory: Holocaust memorials and meanings, New Haven: Yale 
University Press. 

• Marisa Lerer (2013) “Competing for memory: Argentina’s Parque de la Memoria,” Public Art Dialogue 
3(1). 

• Elizabeth Jelin (2010) “Silence, visibility and agency: Ethnicity, class and gender in public memorialization 
in Argentina and Peru,” in Paige Arthur (ed.) Identities in transition: Challenges for transitional justice in 
divided societies, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  

• Rachel Ibreck (2010) “The politics of mourning: Survivor contributions to memorials in post-genocide 
Rwanda,” Memory Studies 3(4).  

• Heonik Kwon (2006) After the massacre: Commemoration and consolation in Hai My and My Lai, 
Berkeley: University of California Press. 

 
Class 10: Wednesday 8 November 2017 
Topic: “Local” and “customary” approaches to transitional justice (student-led seminar) 
 
Key themes/questions 
• How are local, national and international approaches to transitional justice related? 
• How are customs and traditions mobilized and adapted to address questions of justice and reconciliation?  

o The politics of positioning transitional justice processes as “traditional” or “customary” 
• Case studies: Northern Uganda and Rwanda 
 
Required reading 
• L. Arriaza and N. Roht-Arriaza (2008) “Social reconstruction as a local process,” International Journal of 

Transitional Justice 2(2). (MyCourses) 



INTD 497: Transitional Justice 
 

 9 

• Erin Baines (2010) “Spirits and social reconstruction after mass violence: Rethinking transitional justice,” 
African Affairs 109(436). (MyCourses) 

• Phil Clark (2010) The Gacaca courts, post-genocide justice and reconciliation in Rwanda, Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press (introduction, p. 1-28). (e-book) 

• Susan Thomson (2011) “Whispering truth to power: The everyday resistance of Rwandan peasants to post-
genocide reconciliation,” African Affairs 110(440). (MyCourses) 

 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Timothy Longman (2008) “Justice at the grassroots? Gacaca trials in Rwanda” (chapter 8) in Naomi Roht-

Arriaza and Javier Mariecurrena (eds.) Transitional justice in the twenty-first century: Beyond truth versus 
justice, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  

• R. Shaw and Lars Waldorf (eds.) Localizing transitional justice: Interventions and priorities after mass 
violence, Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

• Deborah Isser (2011) Customary justice and the rule of law in war-torn societies, Washington, DC: USIP. 
• Lia Kent (2001) “Local memory practices in East Timor: Disrupting transitional justice narratives,” 

International Journal of Transitional Justice 5(3). 
• Rosalind Shaw (2007) “Memory frictions: Localizing truth and reconciliation in Sierra Leone,” 

International Journal of Transitional Justice 1(2). 
• V. Igreja, B. Dias-Lambranca et al (2008) “Gamba spirits, gender relations and healing in post-civil war 

Gorongosa, Mozambique,” Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 14(2). 
• Alexander Laban Hinton (ed.) (2010) Transitional justice: Global mechanisms and local realities after 

genocide and mass violence, New Brunswick: Rutgers University Press.  
• Sverker Finnstrom (2010) “Reconciliation grown bitter? War, retribution and ritual action in northern 

Uganda,” in R. Shaw and Lars Waldorf (eds.) Localizing transitional justice: Interventions and priorities 
after mass violence, Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

 
Part III: Transitional justice and reconciliation revisited 
 
Class 11: Wednesday 15 November 2017 
Topic: The scope of transitional justice (I): Transitional justice in liberal democracies 
 
Key themes/questions 
• Transitional justice in “non-transitional” states/industrialized democracies 
• Case study: Residential schools and Truth and Reconciliation Commission 
 
Required reading 
• S. Winter (2013) “Towards a Unified Theory of Transitional Justice,” International Journal of Transitional 

Justice 7. (MyCourses) 
• Jeff Corntassel and Cindy Holder (2008) “Who’s sorry now? Government apologies, truth commissions and 

indigenous self-determination in Australia, Canada, Guatemala and Peru,” Human Rights Review 9(4). 
(MyCourses) 

• Rosemary Nagy (2013) “The Scope and Bounds of Transitional Justice and the Canadian Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 7. (MyCourses) 

• Courtney Jung (2010) “Canada and the legacy of the Indian Residential Schools: Transitional justice for 
indigenous people in a non-transitional society,” in Paige Arthur (ed.) Identities in transition: Challenges 
for transitional justice in divided societies, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 217-250. (course 
pack) 
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Optional reading and additional resources 
• Paulette Regan (2010) Unsettling the settler within: Indian residential schools, truth telling and 

reconciliation in Canada, Vancouver: UBC Press. 
• Jeff Corntassel, Chaw-win-is and T’lakwadzi (2009) “Indigenous storytelling, truth-telling and community 

approaches to reconciliation,” English Studies in Canada 35(1). 
• Ron Dudai and Hillel Cohen (2011) “Dealing with the past when the conflict is still present: Civil society 

truth-seeking initiatives in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict,” in R. Shaw and Lars Waldorf (eds.) Localizing 
transitional justice: Interventions and priorities after mass violence, Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

 
Class 12: Wednesday 22 November 2017 
Topic: The scope of transitional justice (II): Disasters and socio-economic harms 
 
Key themes/questions 
• Addressing socio-economic wrongs 
• Mass injustice in “natural” disasters and in relation to climate change 
• Case studies: Hurricane Katrina (United States) 
 
Required reading/viewing 
• Documentary: When the Levees Broke (Part I) (Director: Spike Lee) (Available on-line or on short-term 

loan at the McGill Library.) 
• Megan Bradley (2017) “More than misfortune: Natural disasters as a concern for transitional justice,” 

International Journal of Transitional Justice. (MyCourses) 
• Gabriella Blum and Natalie Lockwood (2013) “Earthquaks and wars: The logic of international 

reparations,” in Jus post bellum and transitional justice, eds. Larry May and Elizabeth Edenberg 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press). (e-book) 

• Zinaida Miller (2008) “Effects of invisibility: In search of the ‘economic’ in transitional justice,” 
International Journal of Transitional Justice 2. (MyCourses) 

 
Optional reading and additional resources 
• Z. Miller (2013) “(Re)Distributing Transition,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 7.  
• D. Sankey (2014) “Towards Recognition of Subsistence Harms: Reassessing Approaches to Socioeconomic 

Forms of Violence in Transitional Justice,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 8.  
 
Class 13: Tuesday  
Topic: Reconciliation revisited and the future of transitional justice 
 
Key themes/questions 
• The limitations of transitional justice 
• Transitional justice in the context of ongoing conflict 
• Reflecting on reconciliation 
• The future of transitional justice as a field of research and practice 
 
Required reading 
• Ellen Lutz (2006) “Transitional justice: Lessons learned and the road ahead” (chapter 13) in Naomi Roht-

Arriaza and Javier Mariecurrena (eds.) Transitional justice in the twenty-first century: Beyond truth versus 
justice, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. (e-book) 
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• Victoria Sanford (2006) “Evacuations of the heart: Reflections on truth, memory and structures of 
understanding,” in Asale Angel-Ajani and Victoria Sanford (eds.) Engaged Observer, Rutgers: Rutgers 
University Press, pp. 19-41. (course pack) 

• Weinstein, Harvey M. 2011. “Editorial Note: The Myth of Closure, the Illusion of Reconciliation: Final 
Thoughts on Five Years as Co-Editor-in-Chief,” International Journal of Transitional Justice 5(1). 
(MyCourses) 

 
Course Assignments and Evaluation Criteria 

 
Participation in class (15%) 
Active participation of all students is essential to a successful seminar.  Participation will be assessed on the 
basis of: 

• Regular presence in class (each student can miss up to two classes, excused or unexcused, without 
incurring penalty) 

• Demonstrated preparation (required readings done, questions prepared on each reading) 
• Contribution to discussion 
• Active participation in class activities 
• Encouragement of participation of other students 

 
Two discussion papers (25%) 
Students will choose two seminar classes (other than the one they will facilitate) and write a discussion paper on 
the theme of each class, drawing on the required readings for the chosen class.  Discussion papers should be 
max. 4 pages long, typed in 12-point, Times New Roman font, doubled-spaced with standard margins.  Each 
paper will be graded out of 25, and the average of the two papers will be used to obtain each student’s final 
mark.  Discussion papers should be submitted at the beginning of the class for which they are prepared. 
Discussion papers should engage at least three of the readings. Short assigned readings (e.g. articles of less than 
5 pages) do not count towards this total. 
 
The discussion papers should critically engage with the main arguments advanced in each reading. Do the 
authors successfully defend their arguments?  What questions do the readings raise?  What tensions emerge 
when the readings are compared? Are there important issues related to the seminar theme that the readings do 
not address?  If so, students may use the discussion papers as an opportunity to begin formulating their own 
ideas and questions on these issues.  (NB: This is not an exercise in summarizing the readings. For each reading, 
no more than one or two sentences should be devoted to summarizing the key argument the reading advances.) 
 
Students may draw on the optional reading or other sources in the discussion papers, but are not required to do 
so. 
 
Break-down of marks 
10 points Effective communication of ideas 

• Clear and logical organization of ideas/structure 
• Clear explanations of key concepts 
• Style, grammar and spelling 
 

15 points Understanding of topic, insightful and critical engagement with readings 
• Brief, accurate expression of key concepts and arguments in each reading 
• Insightful reflections on the authors’ arguments and approaches (strengths and weaknesses, 

tensions, etc.) 
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• Identification of insightful questions raised by the readings 
 
Option: Policy briefing 
Students may opt to prepare a policy briefing in lieu of one of the two discussion papers that are otherwise 
required for this course. Students opting to complete a policy briefing rather than a second discussion paper will 
submit their work on Wednesday 1 November 2017 at 2:35PM. The policy briefing should address a 
current/ongoing transitional justice process (e.g. the lustration process in Libya, property restitution in 
Colombia, evidence gathering in Syria, etc.). The policy briefing should (a) succinctly summarize the political 
and socio-economic context, and the violations the transitional justice process seeks to address; (b) analyze the 
challenges that have been encountered in the context of the transitional justice process being examined; and (c) 
present key recommendations for particular actors to address these challenges. For the purposes of this 
assignment, it may be helpful to imagine that you are preparing the policy briefing in the context of your work 
as an analyst for a non-governmental organization such as the International Center for Transitional Justice. 
 
Policy briefings should be max. 2,500 words (including citations). Present your policy briefing in a visually 
engaging manner (with headings, etc.) to make the key elements for your analysis, and your recommendations, 
as clear as possible. 
 
The policy briefing should draw on and cite relevant research, but stylistically students should bear in mind that 
in contrast to a traditional academic paper, the aim of this assignment is to clearly communicate arguments and 
recommendations based on a well-focused, up-to-date analysis to key policy and practitioner audiences.  
 
Break-down of marks 
10 points Effective communication of ideas 

• Clear and logical organization of ideas/structure 
• Clear explanations of key concepts 
• Engaging presentation of analysis and recommendations 
• Style, grammar and spelling 
 

15 points Understanding of topic; insightful and timely analysis and recommendations 
• Brief, accurate summary of background/context 
• Insightful, up-to-date, appropriately contextualized analysis of key challenges facing the 

transitional justice process that is the focus of the briefing 
• Identification of well-justified, appropriately targeted recommendations for key actors 

 
Students may wish to consult the following policy briefings to get a sense of how to approach this assignment in 
terms of style/tone, format, etc.: 
• “Confronting impunity and engendering transitional justice processes in Uganda,” ICTJ Policy Brief, 

http://ictj.org/sites/default/files/ICTJ-Uganda-GenderBriefing-New-2014.pdf.  
• “Possibilities and challenges for transitional justice in Mali,” ICTJ Policy Brief, 

http://ictj.org/publication/possibilities-and-challenges-transitional-justice-mali.  
• “Displacement, transitional justice and reconciliation: Assumptions, challenges and recommendations,” 

University of Oxford Refugee Studies Centre Policy Briefings No. 9, 
http://www.devstud.org.uk/downloads/4f9f092c10e65_rsc_policy_briefing_9displacement_transitional_just
ice_and_reconciliation1.pdf.  
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Group facilitation of seminar (25%) 
Students will be responsible for designing and facilitating (in coordination with the instructor) a seminar 
covering 2 hours and 10 minutes (including a 10 minute break). This will be a group activity and students are 
encouraged to be creative in the means they use to present information and encourage class participation and 
discussion.  Each student-led seminar should include class participation and/or small-group activities of at least 
45 minutes in duration. 
 
Classes 6-10 may be led by student groups. 
 
The student-led seminars should make use of the assigned reading for the class, but also require extensive 
additional, independent research. 
 
Each group will consist of 5-6 students.  At least ten days before the students present the seminar they have 
designed, a minimum of three members of the group must meet with the instructor (at a pre-arranged time) to 
discuss the team’s plans. During this meeting, the team should be prepared to provide a detailed overview of the 
team’s goals for the seminar (What are the key questions or ideas you wish to raise?); the timeline for the 
seminar overall and for each element of the seminar; and the team’s strategy for introducing, running and 
debriefing activities involving class participation. 
 
A laptop and projector for powerpoint presentations will be available.  If other equipment is required, this must 
be confirmed with the instructor at least one week in advance. 
 
Group members will all receive the same mark.  Group members will be expected to submit a short evaluation 
of their own work, within one week of delivering their seminar.  In addition, all members of the class will 
complete short evaluations of each student-led seminar.  The self-evaluations and peer evaluations will inform 
the instructor’s determination of the final mark for each group. 
 
The final 40 minutes of each class that is led by a student team will be devoted to discussion facilitated by the 
instructor, and completion of the peer evaluations by members of the class. 
 
Break-down of marks 
10 points Effective communication of ideas 

• Logical organization of ideas/structure 
• Clear explanations 
• Relevant examples 
• Appropriate use of visual or oral learning aids, and creative learning techniques 
• Ability to engage with the class 
 

15 points Understanding of topic, analysis and argument 
• Explanation of relevant terms and socio-political context 
• Explanation of principal debates (theoretical, empirical) 
• Critical engagement with the relevant literature 
• Articulation and defence of clear, insightful arguments, and/or stimulation of debate around 

different approaches to the issue under discussion 
• Relevance and analytical depth of discussion questions 
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Research paper (35%) 
 
Deadline for confirming paper topic (by email): 6:00 PM, Wednesday 1 November 2017 
 
Deadline: 2:35 PM, Wednesday 29 November 2017 
 
The final paper should be a minimum of 12 and maximum of 14 double-spaced pages, plus bibliography. The 
topic must be different than that chosen for your presentation (and policy briefing, if relevant). Topics best 
suited to this assignment are those that involve a specific case study, actor, challenge or debate related to 
transitional justice, and pose a specific research question. 
 
Students are required to type their text in 12-point font with standard margins. Use single spacing for block 
quotations, appendices and the bibliography. Citations must follow a standard academic format. In-text citations 
are preferred.  
 
The final paper must: 

• Define the key terms used in the paper 
• Explain the principal theoretical and conceptual debates related to the topic 
• Advance a clear argument effectively supported by empirical research and/or theoretical analysis (the 

thesis must be clearly stated in the introduction to the paper, followed by an indication of the structure of 
the paper, i.e. how the argument will be made) 

• Situate the topic in the context of the country or community studied (if applicable) 
• Draw some conclusions and/or pose recommendations (if applicable). 

 
Break-down of marks 
10 points Effective communication 

• Clear and logical organization of ideas 
• Pertinent examples 
• Style, grammar and spelling 
• Standardized referencing according to academic conventions 

 
10 points Understanding and application of relevant theories and literature 

• Understanding and critical analysis of relevant theoretical, conceptual and practical debates 
and perspectives 

• Understanding and critical analysis of relevant academic literature 
 
15 points Analysis and argument 

• Clear articulation of student’s position and structure of the argument 
• Effective support provided for argument 
• Quality of conclusions and/or recommendations 

 
Extra credit opportunities 
 
Course evaluation 
In order to encourage the timely completion of course evaluations, each student will receive an extra 1% if at 
least 85% of enrolled students complete the on-line course evaluation on time. The extra 1% will count toward 
participation grades. Please note that the participation grade is never to exceed the percentage established for 
the course. 
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Reflective essay on atrocity, memory, justice and reconciliation, as reflected in film 
In order to encourage the exploration of artistic work that addresses the themes at the heart of this course, 
students are invited to submit one reflective essay that incorporates analysis of a relevant film (documentary or 
feature film) alongside discussion of issues addressed in the required and/or optional readings on the syllabus. 
Reflective essays are due in hard copy by 2:35 on Wednesday 1 November 2017. Papers should be minimum 
four pages and maximum five pages, double spaced (plus citations). 
 
Students who complete the optional reflective essay will receive a bonus of up to 3%. The reflective essays will 
be evaluated according to the criteria below. It is left to the student’s discretion to determine which 
issues/course readings will be explored in the reflective essay. The films that may be analyzed for this 
assignment include: 
 

• The Missing Picture 
• The Milk of Sorrow 
• Waltz with Bashir 
• Red Dust 
• Sometimes in April 
• Granito: How to Nail a Dictator 
• Grbavica 
• Ararat 

 
Suggestions for additional films to add to this list are welcome for future versions of the course. Please note that 
some of these films include graphic violence and disturbing themes. Please contact the instructor if you have 
any concerns or would like advice in selecting a film. 
 
Break-down of marks 
5 points Effective communication of ideas 

• Clear and logical organization of ideas/structure 
• Clear explanations of key themes, concepts and ideas 
• Style, grammar and spelling 
 

10 points Insightful analysis of themes and critical engagement with readings 
• Brief, accurate expression of key themes drawn from the film, and related course readings 
• Insightful, original reflections on the relationship between themes raised in the film, and 

issues addressed in the course 
• Identification of insightful questions raised by the film, and your analysis of it in light of the 

academic literature on transitional justice, reconciliation and memory 
 

General instructions and policies for written assignments 
 
Late policy 
Written work is due at the start of class on the specified due dates.  Late papers will be subject to a 10% penalty 
per day, starting with the due date, except in exceptional cases, with the professor’s prior agreement. 
Extensions will not be granted on the day an assignment is due, except in case of medical or family emergency, 
accompanied by appropriate documentation. 
 
Language 
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As per university policy, written assignments may be submitted in French or English. 
 
Format and style  
Students are required to type their text in 12-point font with standard margins.  Please double space the text. 
Use single spacing for block quotations, footnotes, appendices and bibliographies. References and citations 
must follow a standard academic format. In-text citations are preferred. 
 
Special Needs 
If you have a disability, you are welcome to contact the instructor to arrange a time to discuss your situation. 
Please also make contact with the Office for Students with Disabilities. 
 
Integrity 
McGill University values academic integrity. Therefore, all students must understand the meaning and 
consequences of cheating, plagiarism and other academic offenses under the Code of Student Conduct and 
Disciplinary Procedures (see www.mcgill.ca/integrity for more information).  


