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de Québécoises rencontré.e.s en cours 
de route  » (171). La trame qui se tisse à 
travers toutes les rencontres de l’ouvrage 
vient par contre mettre en lumière ce qui 
se présente comme une « non-rencontre 
entre Québécois·e·s et Autochtones », et 
vient rappeler que «  nous sommes tous 
et toutes convié.e.s  » à un dialogue qui 
s’avère plus que jamais nécessaire » (171). 
S’il y avait une petite faiblesse à trouver 
à l’ouvrage, ça serait peut-être la section 
« Notes complémentaires et références », 
qui, bien qu’elle amène des ajouts très 
intéressants, en vient à alourdir et casser 
le rythme de lecture, surtout celui 
habituellement plus rapide de la bande 
dessinée. Mais pour un livre qui ouvre si 
bien la porte à une réelle sensibilisation 
aux enjeux et réalités autochtones, une 
telle liste de ressources pour continuer à 
s’éduquer n’est pas un bien grand défaut.

Adèle Clapperton-Richard
Université Laval

Tyler A. Shipley, Canada in the World: 
Settler Colonialism and the Colonial 
Imagination (Black Point, NS: Fernwood 
Publishing, 2020)

Canada in the World is an idiosyn-
cratic and polemical survey of Canada’s 
international history. Political scientist 
Tyler A. Shipley seeks to demonstrate that 
colonial dispossession, white supremacy, 
and capitalist accumulation have de-
fined Canada’s foreign engagements. The 
book prioritizes continuity, tracking how 
Canadian state actors pursued capitalist 
imperatives abroad and justified imperial 
actions with racialized ideas that Shipley 
calls “the colonial imagination” (1–2, 8). 
While demonstrating considerable limi-
tations, the book unwaveringly shows 
that Canadian interventions deliver and 
sustain violence.

Shipley promises to revise the conven-
tional wisdom that Canada is a peaceable, 

generous, and just international actor – 
a popular view that no doubt exists. Yet 
the text includes many evidence-less 
generalizations about how the public per-
ceived Canadian participation in certain 
events. Vignettes on school textbooks 
(14), Canada’s 150 celebrations (37–38), 
and Heritage Minutes (246–252) provide 
limited grounds for a public history cri-
tique. Equally, despite occasional asides 
about “the dominant scholarly dynamic” 
(16), the book is a synthesis based largely 
on secondary sources. Shipley builds on, 
rather than refutes, critical histories. The 
analysis, then, mainly takes issue with 
past state actions and how government 
officials justified foreign interventions at 
the time.

The book joins recent histories of set-
tler colonialism in reassessing the ma-
terial and ideological foundations of 
Canada. Yet the analysis is hindered 
because settler colonialism, extractive 
colonialism, neocolonialism, and impe-
rialism are never disentangled. Shipley 
also signals a desire to transcend diplo-
macy to consider the wider range of ways 
that Canadians engaged with the world. 
Still, by stressing what “Canada” did, he 
focuses especially on the actions of the 
Canadian state and its agents. 

The narrative is highly empirical. 
Arranged into four parts, the chapters 
march in largely chronological fashion 
from European imperial expansion in 
the 15th century to 21st-century au-
thoritarianism, or from Christopher 
Columbus (19–20) to Don Cherry (488–
489). Accessible chapter openings and 
adequate chapter conclusions are want-
ing, crowded out by attempts to set the 
record straight through a succession of 
detail-minded case studies. These ten-
dencies are most evident in the madcap 
chapter nine, whose implied theme is the 
defeat of governments critical of capital-
ism. The chapter opens with a critique 
of Francis Fukuyama’s “end of history” 
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before doubling back to summarize the 
sixties social movements in Canada. A 
section on Israel in the 1960s and Iraq 
in the 1980s is followed by further pas-
sages about the Central America wars, 
East Africa, apartheid, Afghanistan, 
and Vladimir Putin – all before a clos-
ing lament about how the Soviet Union, 
prior to its collapse, had “opened a win-
dow to the possibility of a better world” 
(332). By contrast, Chapter 11 is much 
more successful. Developing examples 
– from Afghanistan to Honduras – of 
Canadian imperialism during the late 
2000s, Shipley nicely mixes the kinds of 
material central to his account, analyz-
ing: how violence and dehumanization 
were the rules, rather than the excep-
tion, in Canadian interventions abroad; 
how racist ideas were scarcely concealed 
by the paternalistic rationales offered by 
officials; how peacekeeping was under-
stood and misunderstood; and how co-
lonial history and Canadian capital were 
relevant.

Given the number of endnotes, this 
may sound apocryphal, but the book is 
under-researched, not least from the per-
spective of Canadian history. Sections 
on Zionism (205–207, 414–421) and 
Ukrainian nationalism (452–458) – 
which are bound to be contentious (and 
borderline libelous when it comes to 
Chrystia Freeland) – do not draw on rel-
evant histories of the Canadian expres-
sions of either movement. As a shortcut, 
at least nine Canadian history textbooks 
or introductory volumes are cited (along 
with at least eight polemical histories). 
Eclipsing 500 pages, Canada in the World 
is a textbook atop textbooks (as well as a 
polemic atop polemics) without the same 
degree of concision. A shorter interpreta-
tion with fewer, more deeply researched 
examples could be more effective as an 
introductory text.

As the book moves propulsively 
through historical material, a dominant 

theme emerges. Shipley shows that the 
Canadian state repeatedly used military, 
paramilitary, and police force to achieve 
its ends. No one perpetration of war, re-
pression, or sexual violence was an aber-
ration since imperial and racist violence 
formed an important and consistent pat-
tern of Canadian engagement with the 
world. The most compelling analysis pays 
attention to how Canadian forces viewed 
their involvement. There are glimpses of 
Canadian soldiers growing disillusioned 
with the Korean War (224) or conclud-
ing that peasant revolt was justified in El 
Salvador in 1932 (145). A close treatment 
of Roméo Dallaire’s self-perception in re-
lation to the Rwandan genocide is strong 
(365–371).

Although the thesis stresses the con-
nection between colonialism and capi-
talism, the former takes precedence. The 
imbalance is evident from Part 1, which 
makes the intriguing case that prairie 
settlement was Canada’s “first foreign 
policy.” Chapter 2 presents confedera-
tion as an annexationist pact, of which 
the Numbered Treaties and the Indian 
Act – a “blueprint for genocide” – were 
extensions (42–58). Shipley describes vi-
olent dispossession without showing that 
settlement and genocide served capitalist 
ends. Standard elements of prairie history 
would be useful for making a clearer ar-
gument about capitalism, from the trans-
formation of land into private property 
to the rise of state-subsidized monopoly 
capitalism in transportation, manufac-
turing, and the grain trade. Chapter 3 
further develops the storey of cultural 
genocide while nodding toward the pro-
letarianization, as well as the displace-
ment of Indigenous peoples. Yet Shipley’s 
assessment of residential schools does not 
mention that students were compelled by 
school authorities to perform domestic 
and farm labour, which was said to in-
still work discipline suitable for the la-
bour market. A section on potlatches is 
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similarly unsatisfying because it ignores 
how commercial exchange and wage la-
bour shaped the material conditions and 
dispossession of Pacific Northwest First 
Nations. A discussion of the commodifi-
cation of Indigenous women’s sexuality is 
welcome but could do with a more direct 
analysis of sex work (72–85). Since a sim-
ilar critique could be applied to the other 
parts of the book, the larger argument is 
applied unevenly, with relations of domi-
nation taking precedence over attention 
to capitalist social relations.

Given the book’s anti-capitalist, 
anti-colonial, and anti-fascist themes, 
Shipley’s concluding remarks are antici-
pated. Suggesting that the global situ-
ation is more dire than ever, he rejects 
the Canadian national project and sup-
ports building a revolutionary “socialist 
or communist project,” one presumed to 
be anti-colonial. But a callback to “indi-
viduals who chose differently” is unsatis-
fying (504–510). Resistance is mentioned 
in many episodes in the book, especially 
among non-Canadians or Indigenous 
peoples. But activists are sometimes in-
troduced only to have them trampled a 
sentence or two later, a narrative approach 
that hinders gaining an understanding 
of counterhegemonic movements (e.g., 
469). Overall, the book lacks a consistent 
strategy for discussing the movements 
mobilized among Canadians to oppose 
capitalism and colonialism. Passages 
on the Mackenzie-Papineau Battalion 
(150–155) or interwar labour radical-
ism (135–137) contrast with single sen-
tences on anti-apartheid activism (322), 
or Indigenous feminists securing redress 
(84). Unmentioned are other movements 
directly relevant to the text, from dem-
onstrations against the invasion of Iraq 
to decades of Haiti solidarity activism. As 
an activist history, Canada in the World 
is deficient in its ad hockery, charting a 
grim history of exploitation and vio-
lence without introducing readers to a 

counter-narrative of resistance and leftist 
solidarity.

Canada in the World powerfully sug-
gests that, whatever was said otherwise, 
state-led Canadian international engage-
ment was consistently violent and im-
perial. The book could be argued with 
greater discipline, fuller research, and 
tighter organization. Is it too presumptu-
ous to ask for a revised edition?

Will Langford
Dalhousie University

Dominic Dagenais, Grossières 
indécences : Pratiques et identités 
homosexuelles à Montréal, 1880–1929 
(Montréal-Kingston: McGill-Queen’s 
University Press, 2020)

Grossières indécences est la pierre 
d’assise qui nous manquait pour entamer 
l’étude approfondie des pratiques et 
identités homosexuelles à Montréal 
au tournant du xxe siècle. S’appuyant 
principalement sur des dossiers de 
cours (la Cour du Recorder, la Cour des 
sessions de la paix et la Cour du banc du 
roi/de la reine) et sur le traitement fait par 
la presse de ceux-ci, Dominic Dagenais 
tente dans ce livre de tracer « le contexte 
social de l’homosexualité à Montréal de 
1880 à 1929 » (13). Il s’agit non seulement 
d’une délimitation temporelle inédite, 
mais aussi d’une incursion jusqu’alors 
inégalée dans les archives judiciaires 
sur le sujet. Dagenais nous propose une 
analyse en cinq temps lui permettant de 
couvrir un large éventail de sujets quant 
à cette histoire encore trop peu étudiée.

Le premier chapitre du livre – et quant 
à moi le plus fascinant – traite du contexte 
juridique et policier dans lequel s’inscrit 
son étude. Dagenais se positionne ici 
parfaitement dans l’historiographie 
de la délinquance, ce qui nous permet 
d’apprécier le rôle de la criminalisation 
de l’homosexualité sur le développement 
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