SIS 202 FINAL EXAMINATION STUDY GUIDE
Alternate Exam: June 9 (M) 10:30-12:20, THOMPSON 125
Scheduled Exam:  June 11 (W) 2:30-4:20 PM, Kane Hall 210

· You must bring two exam books to class. Do not write your name on them. 
· The exam is closed-book. No notes, books, or neighbors may be consulted during the examination. 
· Cell phones, PDAs, laptops must be nowhere in sight.   
The exam consists of two sections.  Each section contributes 2.0 pts on a 4.0 scale.

Section I: Maps, Concepts, and Terms
A. You will be asked to locate six countries on a map

You could be asked to locate any country discussed in any assigned reading, reading done in section, class lecture, guest lecture, or NYT Quiz.

	Afghanistan

Albania

Angola

Bangladesh
Belgium

Cameroon
China

Cuba

Democratic Republic of the Congo/ Zaire

Egypt
Guatemala 

Haiti
India

Indonesia 

Iraq

Israel

	Kosovo

Lebanon 

Myanmar/ Burma
Mozambique

Niger
Nepal

Pakistan

Philippines
Peru

Rwanda

Sudan

Sierra Leone

Somalia

South Africa

Sri Lanka

Uganda




B. You will be asked to explain a number of terms selected from the list below: What do they mean? Talk explicitly about how the term was used in an assigned reading or class lecture.  Explain why it is an important concept in relation to that reading or lecture and give an example. Each answer should run about four to five sentences.
	Culture
Political culture

Discourse

Power

Ethnography

Ethnographic method

Cultural construct/ social construct

Social fact

Modernity 

New social form
Techniques of rule

Subjectivity and political subjects

Ideology

Governmentality

Biopolitcs

Modern state (classical definition)

State system

State idea

State effect

Discipline

Panopticon 

Nationalism

Liberalism

‘Imagined community’

De-politization

Classification/ Categorization

Liminality/ liminal categories
	 ‘National order of things’

Memorialization and remembrance

Public secrecy

Terror

Cultures of terror

Humanitarian refugee

Statutory/ conventional refugee

Humanitarian space

Industrial warfare

Nuclear warfare

Special warfare
Cold War

Hot peace

Military-industrial complex

Military-commercial complex

The ‘New Wars’ and network warfare

Neo-liberalism

Situated knowledge
Militarization

Militarism
The Grey Zone

Special Rendition

The Human Ecology Project

Human Terrain Program
‘Engaged’ or ‘Activist’ Scholarship



Section II: Essay Questions
A. You will be asked to answer one of three essay questions.
I will assign three essay questions very similar to those below and you will choose one to answer on the exam.  The questions are designed so that you can draw from readings, lecture materials, discussion sections, and your own thoughts. The readings and lecture materials are the grist for the mill of your own syntheses. You are expected to do more than simply cite an author’s name or jot down a catchword for an idea. Instead, you should integrate into these essays a close reading of the assigned materials and lectures. Rather than simply citing an author’s name, we want you to present the author’s elaborated idea and give an example which the author uses to illustrate her/ his point (along with his or her name). We want evidence that you are engaging the scholarly texts that interpreted our various topics.  The overall structure of your answer should be one that will present your own argument to answer each question. 

NOTE: We recognize that some of these questions address issues about which you feel strongly. We expect you to argue persuasively for your position, showing us that you done the readings and participated in course work this quarter. 

1. What is militarization and how do societies become ‘militarized’? Be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Lutz (2002).
2. Explain the concept of ‘terror’ or ‘cultures of terror’. To what extent do modern political systems rule through fear rather than by consent or even coercion? Be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Green (2002).
3. How are practices of political violence such as torture ‘modern’ political practices?  Be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Asad (1997) or Wilson (1997).
4. How do cultural categories shape international recognition of conflicts as ‘war’, ‘civil insurgency’, or ‘terrorism’, and how do cultural categories frame people and populations as ‘victims’, ‘refugees’, ‘perpetrators’ or ‘terrorists’?   Be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Zulaila & Douglas (1996).
5. Describe some of the differences between cold war armed conflicts and post cold war armed conflicts (for example national wars vs. post-national wars).  How do their political cultures differ?  Be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Green (2002) or Malkki (1996).
6. In order to explain the relationship between culture and politics, is it more important to understand how state power becomes internalized and personalized at the level of individual members of society?; or is it more important to understand how people/society actively produce the power of the state ?  Explain and argue your position, and be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Trouillot (2003), Foucault (1979), or Mitchell (1991).
7. How should an ethical social scientist apply social science knowledge in debates about the relationship between culture and politics?  How should (socio-culturally oriented) social scientists participate in solving contemporary political problems?  Be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Scheper-Hughes (1995) or Gledhill (2000). 
8. Rather than a flourishing of world peace (the ‘peace dividend’) at the end of the Cold War, the 1990s saw the rise of incalculably horrible forms of violence on a mass scale. Several of the authors we read this quarter have argued that the patterns and practices of political violence in the 1990s and 2000s are extensions or outcomes of processes that were already discernable during the Cold War.  Do you agree? Why or why not? Be sure to engage at least 3 of the assigned texts including Lutz (2002).
9. In the aftermath of September 11th, many Americans found themselves asking questions about how specific cultures might be pre-disposed towards or away from violence.  Sometimes framed in academic or popular phrases like ‘Clash of Civilizations’ or ‘Why do they hate us?’, these discussions often present cultures as discrete and historically unchanging entities that pose a challenge (sometimes violent) to global political and economic progress. The social scientists we have read this quarter, on the other hand, have argued that even ‘local’ cultures develop and change in contexts which are profoundly influenced by international (and even global) ideologies and practices.  Using at least 3 of the assigned texts including texts including Lutz (2002), explain how the relationship between ‘culture’ and ‘politics’ should be understood after September 11, 2001.
B. Take Home Essay 

You will be asked to write a brief (1-1.5 double-spaced pages) essay interpreting and analyzing a NYT article that you will be given on Friday, June 6th (on the website). You should refer to concepts, themes, or authors discussed in SIS 202 in discussing this article.   Bring the essay with you to the exam.  If you have any technical difficulties, you may email a copy to Prof. Robinson and provide a hard copy immediately after the exam. 
