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New Directions in Anthropological Research 
ANTH 630, Fall 2015 

Revised Version 

http://newanthro.wordpress.com/ 

 

Seminar Director:  

Dr. Maximilian C. Forte  

Dept. of Sociology & Anthropology 

Concordia University 

Office: H-1125-11 

Office Hours: 

Wednesdays & Fridays: 1:15pm—2:45pm 

E-mail: maximilian.forte@concordia.ca 

Fall Semester, 2015 

03 credits  

September 11—December 4, 2015  

Meeting days and times:  

Fridays : 10:00am—1:00pm 

 Campus: SGW, Room H-1120 

Course Website: 

http://newanthro.wordpress.com/ 

 

“It is not easy to escape mentally from a concrete situation, to refuse its 

ideology while continuing to live with its actual relationships.”–Albert 

Memmi (1967, p. 20). 

 

“Anthropology needs its own anthropology if it is to be more than a mere 

epiphenomenon of larger societal processes.”– Jonathan Friedman (1994, p. 42). 

 

“We can no longer pretend to be the anthropologist as hero, as Lévi-Strauss 

once called the anthropologist embarking on adventures into the unknown. We 

are on the other side of the looking glass, where the dark side of the image we 

cast is reflected in the eyes of those who observe us.”– June Nash (2007, p. 131). 

 

Course description from the Graduate Calendar & Dept. Website: 

ANTH 630 – This course, the content of which changes from year to year, explores emergent 

concepts, methods and topics in anthropology. 

 

Explanation 
 

 second phase of anthropological research has continued, extended, and somewhat 

revised the process unleashed by the North American decolonizing anthropology 

school of the late 1960s, which was further stimulated by the “new cultural 

anthropology” of the 1980s, also significantly impelled by Indigenous critiques of 

anthropology, and compounded by the internal theoretical turmoil brought on by encounters 

with “globalization,” again within North American and western European schools of 

A 
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anthropology. The anthropological study of anthropology has become a research area in its 

own right, and one that is particularly productive for teaching us a great deal about the 

dominant Euro-American cultural configuration, how it was constructed, upheld, and 

acquired power. We are moving beyond concerns with individual “reflexivity,” and moving 

in the direction described by Pierre Bourdieu as “participant objectivation,” as this seminar 

turns our critical attention toward our own academic practice as anthropologists within 

specific institutional contexts and within an overarching political economy of Euro-American 

dominance. In seeking comforting reassurance, some predictable responses could be that the 

point of such an exercise is to inspire “gloom” and “hopelessness”—as if our only real 

alternatives were hegemony or death, the status quo or suicide. Instead of either of the latter 

poles, this seminar’s intention is to help cultivate a critical awareness of the institutional 

matrices in which North American (and European) anthropologists work, the manner in 

which a narrowness of vision has been officially sponsored and deliberately propagated, and 

thus how it is that only certain concepts, theories, topics, and modes of doing research come 

to be taken for granted and are upheld as “normal,” as convention, or as “important” to 

follow. Along with conventional modes that are maintained as part of a narrowly disciplinary 

and broadly professional status quo, there are controlling forms of conduct that emphasize 

“civil” and “collegial” discourse, “tone” management, and fastidious/fearful attention to 

norms of “respectability” and “responsibility”.  

 

Stated simply, the objective of this seminar is to examine the socio-political conditions of 

knowledge production in Anglo-American anthropology, the political economy of 

disciplinary hegemony, and the historical processes through which these unfolded. To do 

this, we study a series of historical and sociological texts on the politics of knowledge, which 

we can treat as important primary documents in their own right since they have been 

produced by practitioners inside of the very structures they study. 

 

While it is possible, even desirable, that the immediate outcome of such a critical venture can 

be unsettling, the real objective is to begin to envision new modes of anthropology, and to ask 

what series of transformations may get us closer to that objective. In an effort to examine 

anthropology as if from outside the discipline, as alienated insiders, speaking and writing of 

it without being compelled by a vested interest in the discipline, we are doing anthropology. 

More on this will follow below. 

 

The more immediate and basic focus is in trying to appreciate and grapple with—as in a 

meeting of minds, a dialogue—a series of more-or-less recent texts which in their own 

individual ways contribute to either the anthropological study of anthropology, or that take 

anthropology in different directions. This takes us to our next sections. 
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Our Work: Reviews as Public Ethnography 
 

It may not always be obvious, but your work in this seminar is not just of a theoretical and 

historical nature, it is also ethnographic in practice. The notes you take during discussions 

constitute field notes, and the writing you produce on the seminar website is the written 

ethnography. The object of study is anthropology itself, a structure in which you participate 

and in which you have learned to acquire the “native point of view”. You have attended and 

performed in some of the key rituals and routines of the discipline. You are also undergoing a 

rite of passage (such as the MA program). You have been guided along the way by “key 

informants” (your professors). You are in the best possible type of site for such a study: a 

university. Some of you have also studied anthropology in other universities; therefore, your 

work has become multi-sited, in addition to the fact that anthropologists’ works themselves 

“travel” to and across multiple locations. Rather than studying down the power gradient, as 

Laura Nader put it, in this case you are studying up, by not just analyzing or thinking about 

the written productions of those who shaped the contents of the discipline, but also the 

broader structures of power, the imperial political economy and (neo)coloniality that actively 

ushered in and continue to shape the discipline itself. You are thus required to find ways of 

(re)distancing yourself, of not taking the discipline and its self-representations for granted, in 

order to gain some independent and critical perspective. 

 

DISCUSSION 
 

Seminar participation, which counts for 40% of the final grade, involves participants coming 

prepared to lead discussions (more on this below). Lectures by the seminar director, if any, 

will be informal and limited—the onus will thus be on the seminar participants to develop 

their individual agendas for discussion, to establish and raise what they think are the key 

questions and problems, and to contribute their spoken commentaries on the assigned 

readings. The seminar director will also pose questions and raise issues that ensure that 

analyses and commentaries satisfy the objectives of the seminar. 

 

Discussants will lead each session, and these will be assigned in advance (see the scheduling 

sheets on the course website, under “Syllabus” in the menu). This is valued as part of the 

seminar participation grade. Typically, when a student is assigned a specific reading, he/she 

will also be responsible for leading discussion on that reading. This is done by preparing a 

brief, spoken review, highlighting the key arguments and concerns of the reading, and then 

adding preliminary thoughts and raising questions about the written work, addressing these 

to the rest of the class. The benefit of this approach is that it helps you to prepare for writing 

an essay, focusing your thoughts, and gathering insights from colleagues or comments you 

wish to address in the essay. Having done this, it becomes much easier to produce your 
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written piece. 

 

More than two absences from class, will result in a deduction of 25% from the final course 

grade. Absence from a session in which one is performing the role of discussant will also 

result in a 25% deduction from the final course grade. Behaviour that disrupts the seminar or 

is abusive toward others will result in a grade of zero for seminar participation. 

 

Readings, as assigned, are clearly a core feature of this seminar, the basis for both our 

discussions in the seminar, and for the written postings. We will be reading four books this 

semester, from cover to cover. (Each year this seminar is offered, a new set of books will be 

assigned, and the postings on the previous set will be maintained, thereby helping to create 

an open resource of value to students and researchers.) The books for this year are listed 

under Required Texts in the order in which we will read them. 

 

WRITING 
 

Written commentaries, counting for 60% of the final grade, consist of regular postings to the 

course blog (our course website), where they will remain after the seminar is concluded. The 

total number of items to be written will be evenly divided among the seminar participants. 

Every participant should expect to author several postings during the semester (typically this 

has been either four or five postings). In some cases, the same reading will be assigned to 

more than one participant, when it comes to written work. However, all participants will do 

all of the assigned readings, regardless of the written assignments. Moreover, please note that 

like the items we read, none of our written work will be secretive and occluded from public 

view. You need to be aware of this, because participation in this seminar means consenting to 

this and other stipulations put forth in this syllabus. 

 

There are several aims guiding the production of the written commentaries: 

 

(a)  to write up and communicate the results of our “ethnography”—that is, our 

collective discussions, syntheses of core documents (the readings), and to provide 

our interpretation of what we read and observe on our own as participant observers 

within the anthropological field; 

(b) to develop the preliminary basics of a practice of public communication that utilizes 

new media and to explore alternative ways of publishing parts of your work; 

(c) to add to your CV a list of writings that were formally reviewed and approved for 

broad, instructional purposes; and, 

(d) to participate in the process of reviewing the works of others’, which is a cornerstone 

of academic life and the publishing process. 
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When writing, remember that our core concern is to undertake a critical anthropological 

study of anthropology. You will be producing this as some of the field’s newest participant-

observers, whose combined ethnography is available as a series of published reports on the 

course website. Once published, there is no “de-publication”. 

 

A written commentary should consist of the following: 

 

(a) A synopsis of the item that you read and were assigned to write about by the seminar 

director. The synopsis should contain the main argument, question, and/or problem 

addressed by the author, the essential points of that argument, and the topics covered. Try 

not to overdo direct quotations, whereby you effectively reproduce very large tracts of the 

original text. However, one of the aims of this writing, which is as a “public good,” is to 

provide those who have not or cannot read the full text with a chance to become 

acquainted with it. The synopsis should usually not exceed 60% of the total amount you 

write on the given item, but this is just a guideline. In addition, you are to add elements 

from (b), (c), (d), and perhaps (e) below. 

 

At the top of your synopsis, you should clearly indicate the bibliographic details of the piece 

you are addressing, following one of the models below, and using bold and italics as shown: 

 

Chapter in an edited volume (adjust as necessary for one editor, or one author): 

 

Author Surname, First Name, and, Author Surname, First Name. (Year). “This is the 

Title of the Chapter.” In First Name of Editor Surname of Editor and First Name of 

Second Editor Surname of Second Editor (Eds.), This the Title of the Volume (pp. then 

insert the page range covered by the chapter, i.e. 5-27). City of publication, 

state/province: Name of Publisher. 

 

Book by one author: 

 

Author Surname, First Name. (Year). This is the Title of the Book. City of publication, 

state/province: Name of Publisher. [Chapter number, title of chapter, pages covered by 

the chapter] 

 

(b) Your analysis: here you can raise your questions, debate select contents or the 

perspective(s) of the author(s), or add your own thinking to enhance the argument of the 

author(s). While you should avoid insulting or snide remarks, you should not feel 

impeded from articulating your critique. 
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(c) Your posted writings should always address the core concerns of this seminar, to the 

objectives and questions raised by this seminar, as outlined in this document and as 

highlighted in class. 

 

(d) Posts should always incorporate, address, and build on seminar discussions. You should 

not name the persons who made any given comment, but instead you would address 

ideas. In this way, you also help to provide a type of log that outlines discussion of the 

given article or chapter. 

 

(e) Links to other materials, such as journal articles, books, and online essays, should be 

inserted if they are useful in enhancing the depth of your commentary. 

 

(f) Otherwise, please limit any festooning: images should rarely, if ever be used; videos, 

music, etc., should be rare and almost never be used unless they are central and vital to 

what you are writing. 

 

(g) The writing style should be similar to what you find in the readings themselves, or in any 

academic journal. It should not be informal, colloquial, grammatically sloppy, or riddled 

with typographic errors. On the other hand, do not mask meaning with an excess of 

convoluted ambiguities and elitist jargon, and try not to be verbose. Make sure that you 

proof read your work. Even after it has been published online, revisit your posted essay 

within a week in order to re-read it and make any corrections. 

 

(h) All essays must be posted within the 72-hour period that follows a class. This will permit 

time to read, comment on, and possibly correct your post, before the next class. This 

deadline is fixed, and extensions may be allowed only in exceptional circumstances. 

 

(i) Please try not to exceed 750 words for a post about a chapter, and not more than 1,500 

words for a review/commentary about a complete text. 

 

 

Website and Posting Guidelines 
 

In order to publish on our course website, you will set up an account on wordpress.com, 

after you receive an e-mail invitation from the seminar director. The invitation will arrive in 

your inbox as being sent from “New Directions in Anthropology.” It will contain detailed 

instructions, and steps: complete each step individually—so keep the original email at hand. 

You will also need to fill out your profile once you are logged in, and that includes the 

display of your full name and an appropriate photo. Make sure that when you input your 

display name, that it does not resemble the typical sort of Internet moniker, and that it is not 
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all one word. This is intended as a professional profile, so you should also fill in details that 

are not personal but that pertain to your research interests and indicate that you are currently a 

graduate student (and please avoid listing your home address or telephone number). The 

materials posted to the course website are intended to be permanent, and you will not be 

permitted to delete your materials after the seminar has terminated. 

 

You can edit your public profile, and enter your full display name, here: 

https://wordpress.com/me 

or 

https://en.gravatar.com/profiles/edit/#about-you 

 

FORMAT: Our aim will be to maintain uniformity in visual style. Please learn what each of 

the “buttons” in the editing window do, when producing a post (see the illustration on the 

next page). There are two rows of such buttons. All posts need to follow these instructions: 

 

 Make sure that the margins are fully “justified”, not just left justified. 

 Separate paragraphs with a single space. 

 Do not indent the first line of any paragraph. 

 Do not have a bibliography where you repeat at the bottom of the post the same 

bibliographic details of the item you are reviewing, details which must always be at 

the top of the post. 

 When in doubt, look at the format of posts from the previous year. 

 Run a spell-check on your post, at a very minimum. 

 You can copy and paste directly from a Word or OpenOffice file into the editing 

window. 

 

Not following the formatting guidelines will result in a 10% deduction in the grade for a 

given post. Neglecting to subsequently edit and correct a post, before the seminar ends 

(notify the seminar director when you do), will result in a final deduction of 10% of the total 

course grade. 

 

Wordpress will attempt to “misdirect” you to their new editing interface, which is inferior to 

the older one that continues to be in use. Regardless of Wordpress’ instructions, to post and 

edit, use the window found here: 

https://newanthro.wordpress.com/wp-admin/post-new.php 
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Required Texts 
 

All of the required texts below are available in the Concordia Bookstore, 
http://bkstore.concordia.ca/services/coursebook.asp?DEP=ANTH&CRS=630&SEC=A&submit=List+Books&IMG=Y 

and they are also available on the Course Reserve for ANTH 630 in the Webster Library. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(1)  Bourdieu, Pierre. (1990). Homo Academicus. Stanford: Stanford University 

Press. 

 

(2)  Goody, Jack. (1995). The Expansive Moment: The Rise of Social Anthropology in 

Britain and Africa, 1918-1970. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. 

 

(3)  Patterson, Thomas C. (2001). A Social History of Anthropology in the United 

States. Oxford: Berg. 

 

(4) Price, David H. (2008). Anthropological Intelligence: The Deployment and 

Neglect of American Anthropology in the Second World War. Durham, NC: 

Duke University Press. 
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Grades 

 

Grades for this course are assigned using the following scheme, adapted from the Graduate 

Calendar and in line with Departmental policy: 

 

LETTER & GPA EQUIVALENT PERCENT QUALITATIVE ASSESSMENT 

A+ = 4.3   95-100  Meets or exceeds highest expectations 

A = 4.0   88-94.99 Excellent work of an advanced quality 

A- = 3.7   85-87.99 Excellent work, with some room to improve 

B+ = 3.3   80-84.99 Very good, demonstrates insight and ability 

B = 3.0    73-79.99 Good, requires further improvement 

B- = 2.7   70-72.99 Fair, little beyond the minimum expected 

C = 2    50-69.99 Meets minimum expectations 

Fail = 0   0-50  Unacceptable quality/ non-submission/ late 

and Fail/Absent = 0 0-50   Absent/ non-submission/ late 

 

Students should note and understand that grades in the “A” range are not guaranteed, and 

course work that does the bare minimum that is expected for a graduate course will receive a 

“C.” 

 

Students can expect to receive a grade (marked out of 10 points), for each item that they post. 

That grade, along with any qualitative feedback, will be sent directly to the student by email, 

along with comments on the student’s role as discussant. Grades are final and are not subject 

to negotiation. 
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Schedule of Meetings and Readings 

 

September 
 

Start of Book #1 

 

Bourdieu Pierre. (1990). Homo Academicus. Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

 

1) Friday, September 11, 2015 

 Introduction, overview, planning the semester 

Readings from Homo Academicus: 

 1. A ‘Book for Burning’? pp. 1-35 

 2. The Conflict of the Faculties, pp. 36-72 

 

2) Friday, September 18, 2015 

Readings from Homo Academicus: 

 3. Types of Capital and Forms of Power, pp. 73-127 

 4. The Defence of the Corps and the Break in Equilibrium, pp. 128-158 

 

3) Friday, September 25, 2015 

Readings from Homo Academicus: 

 5. The Critical Moment, 159-183 

 Postscript: The Categories of Professorial Judgment, pp. 194-225 

 

October 
 

Start of Book #2 

 

Goody, Jack. (1995). The Expansive Moment: The Rise of Social Anthropology in 

Britain and Africa, 1918-1970. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. 

 

4) Friday, October 2, 2015 

Readings from The Expansive Moment: 

 Introduction, 1-6 

 Ch. 1, The Economic and Organisational Basis of British Social Anthropology in its 

Formative Period, 1930-1939: Social Reform in the Colonies, 7-25 

 Ch. 2, Training for the Field: The Sorcerer’s Apprentices, 26-41 

 Ch. 3, Making it to the Field as a Jew and a Red, 42-57 
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 Ch. 4, Personal and Intellectual Friendships: Fortes and Evans-Pritchard, 58-67 

 

5) Friday, October 9, 2015 

Readings from The Expansive Moment: 

 Ch. 5, Personal and Intellectual Animosities: Evans-Pritchard, Malinowski and Others, 68-

76 

 Ch. 6, The Oxford Group, 77-86 

 Ch. 7, Some Achievements of Anthropology in Africa, 87-117 

 Ch. 9, Concluding Remarks, 144-158 

 Appendix 2, Towards the Study of the History of Social Anthropology, 191-208 

 

6)  Friday, October 16, 2015 (no session this week) 

 

Start of Book #3 

 

Patterson, Thomas C. (2001). A Social History of Anthropology in the United States. 

Oxford: Berg. 

 

7) Friday, October 23, 2015 

Readings from A Social History...: 

 Preface, ix-x 

 Introduction, 1-5 

 Ch. 1, Anthropology in the New Republic, 1776-1879, 7-34 

 

8) Friday, October 30, 2015 

Readings from A Social History...: 

 Ch. 2, Anthropology in the Liberal Age, 1879-1929, 35-69 

 Ch. 3, Anthropology and the Search for Social Order, 1929-1945, 71-102 

 

November 
 

9) Friday, November 6, 2015 

Readings from A Social History...:  

 Ch. 4, Anthropology in the Post-War Era, 103-134 

 Ch. 5, Anthropology in the Neoliberal Era, 1974-2000, 135-164 
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Start of Book #4 

 

Price, David H. (2008). Anthropological Intelligence: The Deployment and Neglect of 

American Anthropology in the Second World War. Durham, NC: Duke University 

Press. 

 

10) Friday, November 13, 2015 

Readings from Anthropological Intelligence: 

 Ch. 1, American Anthropology and the War to End All Wars, 1-17 
 Ch. 2, Professional Associations and the Scope of American Anthropology’s Wartime 

Applications, 18-52 
 Ch. 3, Allied and Axis Anthropologies, 53-73 

 

11) Friday, November 20, 2015 

Readings from Anthropological Intelligence: 

 Ch. 4, The War on Campus, 74-90 
 Ch. 5, American Anthropologists Join the Wartime Brain Trust, 91-116 
 Ch. 6, Anthropologists and White House War Projects, 117-142 

 

12) Friday, November 27, 2015 

Readings from Anthropological Intelligence: 

 Ch. 7, Internment Fieldwork: Anthropologists and the War Relocation Authority, 143-170 
 Ch. 8, Anthropology and Nihonjinron at the Office of War Information, 171-199 
 Ch. 9, Archaeology and J. Edgar Hoover’s Special Intelligence Service, 200-219 

 

December 

 

13) Friday, December 4, 2015 

Readings from Anthropological Intelligence: 
 Ch. 10, Culture at War: Weaponizing Anthropology at the OSS, 220-261 
 Ch. 11, Postwar Ambiguities: Looking Back at the War, 262-281 
 

Please submit final work by the end of December 7 if assigned one of the last readings. All 

students in this seminar should make any final revisions to their work by December 7. 


