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Objectives 

The disciplinary basis on which anthropology was founded – the study of primitive 
peoples – began to disappear once we realized that societies did not simply evolve 
from simpler to more complex states, and ‘modernity’ was not an endpoint for all 
peoples. So what is anthropology now? The study of society? Of culture? Of human 
difference? What are we actually spending our degrees studying? 
 
The 1970s and 80s saw a broad attack on the idea of grand theories in all parts of the 
humanities and social sciences. Scholars increasingly came to see truth as relative, 
multiple, dependent on perspective and politics. At the same time, the collapse of old 
colonial orders undercut certainties about what society and culture: the world began to 
seem much more fluid and transient, and idea of an objective, impartial ethnographer 
came to be viewed with suspicion. Our knowledge of the world no longer seemed 
separate from our political and historical engagement. 
 
We still need theory if we are to understand the world around us, and this course will 
explore how anthropologists today are rethinking our concepts of culture and society 
in our ongoing efforts to make sense of things. We will focus on a few key questions: 
what is the relationship between society/culture and nature? What is the relationship 
between theories of society and political events in the world? Can anthropology ever 
be objective, or should we try to be engaged and active participants in the world we 
study? 
 

Learning Outcomes 

By the end of the course, students should have a confident grasp of the main trends in 
anthropological theory that are influential today. They should have read a number of 
pieces by a range of theorists, and be capable of providing a critical account of 
anthropological theorists and the intellectual context in which they worked. They should 
be able to relate the application of those theories in existing ethnographic writing and 
be able to draw upon them in thinking about future ethnographic research.  
 

Teaching Methods 

The course involves one two-hour session a week for the whole class, together with 
small group support teaching in separate one-hour sessions. In the main session, most 
weeks will involve a mixture of a lecture and some discussion and group work.  
 
The ‘small group’ support teaching will normally be concerned with one or more 
readings that illustrate, underpin or extend issues raised in the main sessions. 
Attendance and participation in the lectures and discussion are essential for 
developing an understanding of the topics. Students should note that participation in 
the small group support teaching sessions is compulsory and attendance will be 
recorded.   
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Assessment 

Students will be assessed by: 
 

Assessment 

Word count 
limit: 

Do not exceed 
the word limit 
or penalties 

will be applied 

Weighting Submission date 
Return of 
feedback 

Tutorial 
participation 

NA 10%  
End of 

semester 

Short essay 
1500 words 

max (excluding 
bibliography)* 

20% 
*12 noon, 
17/10/16 

7/11/16 

Final essays 

2 essays of 
1500 words 

max (excluding 
bibliography) 

70% 
*12 noon, 
12/12/16 

TBC 

 
Note: All coursework is submitted electronically through ELMA. Please read the School 
Policies and Coursework Submission Procedures which you will find here. 
 
*All coursework is due at 12 noon on the date of submission. 
 
Short Essay 
Limit 1500 words – answer ONE of the following questions: 
 

1. How does the concept of evolution affect our understanding of what it is to be 
human? 

2. Choose a recent news story or piece of popular media (e.g. TV show, movie). 
explain how we can use EITHER Marxist theory OR anthropological concepts 
of culture to better understand your chosen example. 

 
Final Essays 
TWO essays of not more than 1500 words (excluding bibliography). Choice of titles to 
be given in Week 5 
 
Assessment Criteria 
 
Essays will be assessed according to the following criteria: 
 

 Development and coherence of arguments 

 Use of supporting evidence, including evidence of ethnographic observation 

 Demonstration of an advanced and critical understanding of relevant key 
debates examined on the course 

 Degree of reflexivity and critical thinking in relation to arguments and evidence 

 Drawing together major arguments by way of conclusion in relation to the 
assignment 

 Formal presentation of report: correct referencing and quoting; spelling, 
grammar and style; layout and visual presentation. 

 
Tutorial participation will be assessed according to the following criteria: 
 

 Attendance 

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/coursework_penalties
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/submission_guidance
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 Participation, including participation in discussion, evidence of having read the 
week’s readings, and handing in a personal response.  

 Quality of Contribution, including showing a level of critical thinking and 
understanding, as well as Collegial and productive responses to other people’s 
remarks. 

 
Please refer to the assessment and submission procedure information which you will 
find in Appendix 2. 
 

Communications and Feedback 

You are strongly encouraged to use email for routine communication with lecturers. We 
shall also use email to communicate with you, e.g., to assign readings for the second 
hour of each class. All students are provided with email addresses on the university 
system, if you are not sure of your address, which is based on your matric number, 
check your EUCLID database entry using the Student Portal.  
 
This is the ONLY email address we shall use to communicate with you. Please note 
that we will NOT use ‘private’ email addresses such as yahoo or hotmail; it is therefore 
essential that you check your university email regularly, preferably each day. 
 

Readings and Resource List 

All students should read the readings for lecture and readings for tutorial for every 
lecture. Where an option between two readings is given, students should choose ONE 
and come to tutorial ready to explain the reading to their classmates. These Readings 
are necessary to create a thorough understanding of the topic. Further readings listed 
for each topic are intended to allow students to explore and consolidate their 
knowledge of particular themes. We have given extensive references in order to help 
students explore the wider literature if they so wish: we would not expect any student 
to read all the references for all of these weeks. However, if you are intending to write 
an essay on a particular topic, you must demonstrate that you have read many, if not 
all, the different readings suggested for that topic.  
 
Discussion Readings (plus much Essential Readings) can also be obtained 
electronically via LEARN or the links in the main library catalogue. If you have any 
difficulty getting hold of any of the readings, contact the course organisers. 
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Lecture Summary 

 

Week Date Lecture 

Part 1: What Makes Humans Human? 

1 
Tuesday, 20 
September 

Origins: Evolution, Culture and Society 

2 
Tuesday, 27 
September 

Marx and Marxist Anthropology 
(Lecturer: John Harries) 

3 
Tuesday, 4 
October 

Culture and Globalization 

4 
Tuesday, 11 
October 

Society and Strangers 

5 
Tuesday, 18 
October 

Structure and Practice 
(Lecturer: John Harries) 

Part 2: The Rise of Critical Theory 

6 
Tuesday, 25 
October 

Breakdown: Postmodernism, Postcolonialism and the 
Critique of Everything 

7 
Tuesday, 1 
November 

Feminism and Anthropology 

Part 3: Rebuilding Anthropology From the Ground Up 

8 
Tuesday, 8 
November 

Nature, Culture and the Material World: the Mind 
Beyond the Human 

9 
Tuesday, 15 
November 

Anthropology in the Age of Global Capital 

10 
Tuesday, 22 
November 

Power and Ethics 

11 Reading Week & Office Drop-in Session (re: exam prep) 
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Course Lectures and Readings 

 
Part 1: What Makes Humans Human? 
 
Week 1: Origins: Evolution, Culture and Society 
Modern anthropology took shape in the aftermath of Charles Darwin’s Origin of the 
Species and The Descent of Man. Darwin’s theories radically changed how we 
conceived humankind’s place in relation to nature, and early anthropologists were 
quick to ask whether social and cultural forms evolved in the same way that natural 
species did. This introductory lecture will discuss how evolutionary theory continues to 
shape public and anthropological conceptions of human culture and society. We will 
see how anthropologists began to see culture as the thing that defined humanity 
precisely because it seemed independent of evolutionary pressures. But anthropology 
has never fully broken free from evolutionary theory. So what actually is the 
relationship between society, culture, evolution, and the biological facts of human life? 
This is a question we will return to throughout the course. 
 
NB: As this is the first lecture, there will be no essential readings. You may, however, 
find the following useful: 
 
Stocking, G. 1987. Victorian Anthropology, Chapter 5: “The Darwinian Revolution 

and the Evolution of Human Culture (1858-1871)”, pp. 144-185 
Bloch, M. 2005. “Where Did Anthropology Go? Or the Need for ‘Human Nature’.”: 

http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/27108/1/Where_did_anthropology_go_(LSERO_version)
.pdf 

Ortner, S. 1984. Theory in Anthropology Since the Sixties. Comparative Studies in 
Society and History 26(1):126-166 

 
 
Week 2: Marx and Marxist Anthropology (Lecturer: John Harries) 
The writings of Karl Marx (1818-1883) have had a profound influence on anthropology, 
especially since the 1960s. A specific kind of Marxist anthropology, now remembered 
as 'structural Marxism' - enjoyed a brief vogue in the 1970s before quietly slipping out 
of fashion. Since then, a more 'cultural' strand of Marxist theory, strongly influenced by 
the Italian communist Antonio Gramsci and the British literary theorist Raymond 
Williams, has been influential, especially in North American anthropology. The lecture 
will give a broad overview of Marx's ideas most influential in anthropology, and a brief 
history of anthropological readings of Marx. In the second part of the class, you will 
discuss two problems left behind in the wake of 1970s Marxist anthropology: how to 
reconcile anthropology's emphasis on cultural differences and cultural meanings with 
Marxism's emphasis on the material factors which shape people's lives; and how to 
interpret local responses to economic and social changes engendered by global 
economic forces.  
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Althusser, L. 1970. Ideology and Ideological State Apparatuses (Notes towards an 

Investigation), in Lenin and Philosophy and Other Essays. [Freely available 
online at Marxist Internet Archive: 

 http://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/althusser/1970/ideology.htm]  
Marx, K. 1846-1847 [first published 1932, online version 2000] The German Ideology. 

[Freely available online at Marxist Internet Archive: 
 https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1845/german-ideology/ch01.htm] 

By all means read the whole thing or as much as you want, but for the lecture 
please read the “Preface” and “Idealism and Materialism”. 

 
Reading for the Tutorial 

http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/27108/1/Where_did_anthropology_go_(LSERO_version).pdf
http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/27108/1/Where_did_anthropology_go_(LSERO_version).pdf
http://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/althusser/1970/ideology.htm
https://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1845/german-ideology/ch01.htm
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Leacock, E. 1978. Women's Status in Egalitarian Society: Implications for Social 

Evolution. Current Anthropology 19 (2). 
OR 

Godelier, M. 1984. Modes of Production, Kinship, and Demographic Structures. In 
Marxist Analyses and Social Anthropology, ed. M. Bloch. London: Routledge, pp. 
3-28 

 
Reading Marx 
Marx, K. & Engels, F. 1847. Manifesto of the Communist Party.  [Freely available at 

online at archive.org] 
Marx, K. Capital, vol. 1, section 1 (the 'mature' Marx at the height of his powers, 

includes the famous discussion of commodity fetishism) 
Marx, K. The 18th Brumaire of Louise Napoleon (a good example of Marx's style in the 

analysis of real historical events)  
 
Further Reading 
Asad, T. 1979. Anthropology and the analysis of Ideology. Man, New Series 14 (4): 

607-627.  
Bloch, M. 1983. Marxism and Anthropology. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Bourdieu, P. 1998. Utopia of endless exploitation: The essence of neoliberalism," Le 

Monde Diplomatique December (1998): 
http://mondediplo.com/1998/12/08bourdieu  

Friedman, J. 1974. Marxism, structuralism and vulgar materialism. Man, New Series 9 
(3): 444-469. 

Godelier, M. 1978. Infrastructures, societies and histories. Current Anthropology 19 
(4): 763-771. 

Kosek, Jake. 2010. Ecologies of Empire: On the New Uses of the Honeybee. Cultural 
Anthropology 25 (4): 650-678 

Melhuus, M. 1993. Pursuit of Knowledge - Pursuit of Justice: A Marxist Dilemma. Social 
Anthropology 1 (3): 265-75. 

O’Laughlin, B. 1975. Marxist approaches in anthropology. Annual Review of 
Anthropology 4: 341-370.  

Ortner, S. 1995. Resistance and the problem of ethnographic refusal. Comparative 
Stuides in Society and History 37 (1): 173-193.  

Rebel, H. 1989. Cultural hegemony and class experience: a critical reading of recent 
ethnological-historical approaches (part two). American Ethnologist 16 (2): 350-
365. 

Roseberry, W. 1988. Political Economy. Annual Review of Anthropology 17: 161-85  
Sacks, K. 1975. Engels Revisited: Women, the organization of production, and private 

property. In R. Reiter (ed.) Toward an Anthropology of Women 
Sahlins, M. 1976. Culture and Practical Reason Chicago: University of Chicago Press  
Williams, R. 1977. Hegemony, in Marxism and Literature. Oxford: Oxford University 

Press (chpt. 6). 
Willis, Paul. 1977. Learning to Labour: How Working Class Kids Get Working Class 

Jobs. New York: Colombia University Press. 
 
 
Week 3: Culture and Globalization 
While many kinds of animals live in societies, it is usually assumed that only humans 
have Culture – systems of systems, language, and meaning that allow distinct 
historical identities to emerge. This lecture examines the tradition of culturalist thinking 
from its German romantic roots into the pluralist and anti-racist projects of mainstream 
American anthropology. Culture has long been a way of emphasizing human difference 
and local identity, and we will see how theories of culture emerged in response to the 

http://mondediplo.com/1998/12/08bourdieu
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major historical and political events of their times. But in an era of rapidly accelerating 
globalization, can theories of culture based on local identity hold up? 
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Geertz, C. 1973. The Impact of the Concept of Culture on the Concept of Man, in The 

Interpretation of Cultures. London: Fontana. 
monoskop.org/.../Geertz_Clifford_The_Interpretation_of_Cultures_Selec... 

 
Reading for the Tutorial 
Friedman, J. 2000. Globalization, Class, and Culture in Global Systems. Journal of 

World Systems Research 6:3 here: 
http://jwsr.pitt.edu/ojs/index.php/jwsr/article/view/198  

 
Further Reading 
Weber, M. 1930. The Protestant Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism, chpt. 5 (various 

editions available in the Main Library) 
Geertz, C. 1973. “Thick Description” In The Interpretation of Cultures. New York: Basic 

Books (reprinted London: Fontana)  
Kwon, H. 2010. The Other Cold War, Chapter 7, “Cold War Culture in Perspective” 
Kuper, A. 2003. The Return of the Native. Current Anthropology 44:3 

http://www.unl.edu/rhames/courses/current/readings/kuper-native.pdf [And 
angry response by Kenrick, J. and Lewis, J. 2004. “Indigenous peoples’ rights 
and the politics of the term ‘indigenous’”. Anthropology Today.] 

Kroeber, A. & T. Parsons. 1958. The Concepts of Culture and of Social System. 
American Sociological Review 23: 582-3 

Mead, M. 1928. Coming of Age in Samoa: A Psychological Study of Primitive Youth 
for Western Civilization.  

Benedict, R. 1946. The Chrysanthemum and the Sword: Patterns of Japanese Culture. 
Kuper, A. 1999. Culture: The Anthropologists' Account Cambridge, MA: Harvard UP 

(esp. chpt. 2) 
Hannerz, U. 1989. “Notes on the Global Ecumene.” Public Culture 1(2)  
Werbner, P. 2008. The Cosmopolitan Encounter: Social Anthropology and the 

Kindness of Strangers. In Anthropology and the New Cosmopolitanism, ed. P. 
Werbner. 

 
 
Week 4: Society and Strangers 
Early anthropologists imagined societies as closely-integrated functioning units, similar 
to biological organisms. But it has become increasingly clear that no society stands 
alone, and that people have always lived in wide networks of relationships. So what 
actually is a ‘society’? This lecture will focus on the role of strangers in anthropological 
theory, suggesting that relationships with strangers are defining aspects of any social 
group. We will consider theories of religion and the state that focus on the stranger and 
on a very basic, crucial question: how does any group of people relate to the outside 
world? 
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Sahlins, M. 2008. The Stranger King: or, Elementary Forms of the Politics of Life. 

Indonesia and the Malay World 36:105. 
AND 

Simmel, G. 1997 [1908]. “The Stranger”.  From Simmel, Georg, David Frisby, and 
Mike Featherstone. Simmel on Culture: Selected Writings. London; Thousand 
Oaks, Calif.: Sage Publications, 1997. - Only three pages! Available here: 
http://www.wattis.org/MEDIA/00413.pdf 

 
Reading for the Tutorial 

http://jwsr.pitt.edu/ojs/index.php/jwsr/article/view/198
http://www.unl.edu/rhames/courses/current/readings/kuper-native.pdf
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Stasch, R. 2009. Society of Others: Kinship and Mourning in a West Papuan Place. 
Introduction: Otherness as a Relation, pp. 1-25. 

 
Further Readings 
Clastres, P. 1990. Society Against the State: Essays in Political Anthropology. Zone 

Books. 
Lévi-Strauss, C. 1969. The Elementary Structures of Kinship. Especially sections 1-4. 
Leach, E. 1973. Political Systems of Highland Burma: A Study of Kachin Social 

Structure. London: Berg. Especially Chapter 6, “Gumlao and Gumsa” 
Radcliffe-Brown, A. 1940. On Social Structure. Man 70(1) 3.  
Durkheim, E.. Chapter 2, “Mechanical Solidarity, or Solidarity by Similarities“ and 

Chapter 3 “Solidarity Arising from the Division of Labour, or Organic Solidarity“. 
in The Division of Labour in Society, ed. Stephen Lukes, Palgrave Macmillan. 

Graeber, D. 2011. “The Divine Kingship of the Shilluk”. Hau: 
www.haujournal.org/index.php/hau/article/viewFile/hau1.1.002/24 

Bloch, M. 2008. Why Religion is nothing Special but is Central. Philosophical 
Transactions B. 
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1499/2055  

 
 
Week 5: Structure and Practice (Lecturer: John Harries) 
What is social structure? Do societies conform to orderly patterns of organization? If 
so, can individuals change that structure? This lecture considers the work of Claude 
Lévi-Strauss, the most complete and original anthropological attempt to understand 
culture and sociaety as structured entities. We then compare this to the work of Pierre 
Bourdieu, who attempted to combine structuralist understandings with a focus on 
human agency and practice. This brings us to a different kind of question: how do 
individuals and societies reproduce one another? 
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Lévi-Strauss, C. 1963. “The Structural Study of Myth”, In C. Lévi-Strauss, Structural 

Anthropology. New York: Basic Books, pp. 206-231 
 
Reading for the Tutorial 
Bourdieu, P. 1970. “The Berber House, or The World Reversed”. Social Science 

Information 9:2, pp. 151-170 
OR 

Bourdieu, P. 1977. Outline of a Theory of Practice. Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press. Chapter 2: “Structures and the Habitus”, pp. 72-95 

 
Further Readings 
Leach, E. 1963. “Genesis as Myth” in Genesis as Myth and other Essays. 

http://n.ereserve.fiu.edu/BB14769.pdf 
Lévi-Strauss, C. 1966. The Savage Mind. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press. 

Chapter 1: The Science of the Concrete 
Bourdieu, P. 1990. The Logic of Practice. Cambridge: Polity (chapters 3&4: 

Structures, Habitus, Practices AND Belief and the Body, pp. 52-79) 
Gorringe, H & I. Rafanell 2007 The Embodiment of Caste: Oppression, Protest and 

Change Sociology, vol. 41, 1: pp. 97-114. 
Wacquant, L 1995. The Pugilistic Point of View: How Boxers Think and Feel about 

their Trade. Theory and Society 24 (4): 489-535  
Bourdieu, P. 1984 Distinction: A Social Critique of the Judgement of Taste. London: 

Routledge  
Bourdieu, P. 1990. In Other Words: Essays towards a Reflexive Sociology. Cambridge: 

Polity  

http://www.haujournal.org/index.php/hau/article/viewFile/hau1.1.002/24
http://rstb.royalsocietypublishing.org/content/363/1499/2055
http://n.ereserve.fiu.edu/BB14769.pdf
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Bourdieu, P and Wacquant, L 1992 The Purpose of Reflexive Sociology (The Chicago 
Workshop) in Bourdieu and Wacquant An Invitation to Reflexive Sociology 
Cambridge: Polity  

Müller, A-F, 2002 Sociology as a combat sport: Pierre Bourdieu - admired and reviled 
in France Anthropology Today 18 (2) 5-9  

Robbins, D 1991 The Work of Pierre Bourdieu: Recognizing Society Milton Keynes: 
Open University Press  

Sahlins, M. 1985. Islands of History. (Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press. Chapter 
5: “The Dying God” 

 

Part 2: The Rise of Critical Theory 
 
Week 6: Breakdown: Postmodernism, Postcolonialism and the Critique of 
Everything 
One of the defining aspects of postmodernism is the questioning of all grand narratives 
and big theories about the world. In anthropology, this came at a time when people 
were becoming increasingly aware of the uncomfortable historical relationships 
between anthropologists and colonialism. Anthropologists had generally worked in 
areas that were under colonial rule, often with the financial and bureaucratic assistance 
of the colonial powers. So how could their accounts be treated as neutral and 
objective? What about the voices of the colonized themselves? Could anthropology 
ever be free of its colonial associations? And, at the extreme end, how could people 
from one culture ever write about those of another without politics and power relations 
getting in the way? This era raised political and ethical questions that every 
anthropologist – and many other people – still have to deal with today. So do we do 
away with the idea of objective study? Should anthropology give up on the idea of 
general theory? And more generally, how should any of us think about truth in the 
postmodern era? 
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Said, E. 1985 [1978]. Orientalism. London: Penguin. In particular the Introduction.  
 
Reading for the Tutorial 
Du Bois, W.E.B. 1903. The Souls of Black Folk. Chapter 1: “Of Our Spiritual Strivings” 

and Chapter 2: “Of the Dawn of Freedom.” Accessible here: 
http://www.bartleby.com/114/index.html  

OR 
Clifford, J. 1986. Introduction: Partial Truths. In Writing Culture: The Poetics and 

Politics of Ethnography. Berkeley, CA. University of California Press. 
 
Further Readings 
Allen, J. S. and Jobson, R. C. 2016. “The Decolonizing Generation: (Race and) 

Theory in Anthropology since the Eighties.” Current Anthropology 57:2 
Asad, T. 1973. Anthropology and the colonial encounter in Huizer, G., & Mannheim, B. 

(eds.) The Politics of Anthropology: from colonialism and sexism toward a view 
from below. Walter de Gruyter, pp. 85-94. 

Brennan, T. 2000.  The Illusion of a Future: ‘Orientalism’ as Traveling Theory Critical 
Inquiry 26 (3): 558-583. 

Carrier, J. 1992.  Occidentalism: The World Turned Upside-down American Ethnologist  
19 (2): 195-212. 

Fanon, F. 1986 [1952] Black skins white masks. London: Pluto Books.  
Mbembe A. 2001 ‘The thing and its doubles’ Chapter 4 in Mbembe A. On the post 

colony 2001 London: University of California Press. 
Pels, P. 1997. The anthropology of colonialism: culture, history, and the emergence of 

western governmentality. Annual Review of Anthropology 26: 163-183. 

http://www.bartleby.com/114/index.html
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Pels, P. 2008. What has anthropology learned from the anthropology of colonialism?. 
Social Anthropology 16 (3): 280-299. 

Said, E. 1989. Representing the Colonized: Anthropology's Interlocutors Critical 
Inquiry 15 (2): 205-225. 

Thomas, N. 1991. Anthropology and Orientalism Anthropology Today 7 (2): 4-7. 
Werbner, P. 2001. The limits of cultural hybridity: on ritual monsters, poetic licence and 

contested postcolonial purifications. Journal of the Royal Anthropological 
Institute, 7(1), 133-152. 

 
 
Week 7: Feminism and Anthropology 
Of all the social and cultural movements that 'destabilized' anthropology as an 
intellectual project in the 1980s and 1990s, feminism was the most prominent and most 
important. The feminist critique did not simply require academics to acknowledge the 
role of women in society and the gendered nature of power, more profoundly it called 
in to questions many of the categories and dualisms that had been fundamental to 
social scientific thought: the distinctions between the body and society, nature and 
culture and, of course, women and men.  
 
This week we will look at the tension between feminism as a cultural/political project 
and feminism as an intellectual movement, and ask where does this leave 
anthropology?  
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Haraway, D. 1988. Situated Knowledges: The Science Question in Feminism and the 

Privilege of Partial Perspective. Feminist Studies 14 (3): 575-99; reprinted in 
Haraway Symians, Cyborgs and Women. 

OR 
Ortner, S. B. (1972). Is female to male as nature is to culture?. Feminist Studies, 1 (2): 

5-31. 
 
Reading for the Tutorial 

Abu‐Lughod, L. 1990. Can there be a feminist ethnography? Women & Performance: 

A Journal of Feminist Theory 5 (1), 7-27. 
OR 

Butler, J. 1990. Gender Trouble: Feminism and the Subversion of Identity. Chapter 1: 
“Subjects of Sex/Gender/Desire”. Available here: 
http://lauragonzalez.com/TC/BUTLER_gender_trouble.pdf  

 
Further Readings 
Haraway, D. 1997 Modest_Witness@Second_Millenium.Female_meets 

_OncoMouse; Feminism & technoscience London: Routledge. Intro & 
selections 

Hooks, B. 1981. Ain’t I a Woman: Black Women and Feminism. 
Lutz, C. 1990. 'The Erasure of Women's Writing in Sociocultural Anthropology' 

American Ethnologist 17 (4): 611-627 
Mahmood, S. 2001. Feminist Theory, embodiment, and the docile agent: some 

reflections on the Egyptian Islamic revival. Cultural Anthropology 16 (2): 202-36 
Meigs, A. S. 1976. Male pregnancy and the reduction of sexual opposition in a New 

Guinea Highlands society. Ethnology 15 (4): 393-407. 
Moore, H. 1988. Feminism and Anthropology. Cambridge: Polity.  
Weston, K. 1997. Families we Choose: Lesbians, Gays, Kinship.  
Rosaldo, M. Z. (1980). The use and abuse of anthropology: Reflections on feminism 

and cross-cultural understanding. Signs, 5 (3): 389-417. 
Strathern, M. 1987. An Awkward Relationship: the Case of Feminism and 

Anthropology. Signs 12 (2): 276-92. 

http://uk.jstor.org/view/00931896/ap040058/04a00020/0?currentResult=00931896%2bap040058%2b04a00020%2b0%2c00&searchUrl=http%3A%2F%2Fuk.jstor.org%2Fsearch%2FAdvancedResults%3Fhp%3D25%26si%3D26%26All%3Dsaid%2C%2Bedward%26Exact%3D%26One%3D%26None%3D%26au%3Don%26ab%3Don%26ar%3Don%26sd%3D%26ed%3D%26jt%3D
http://uk.jstor.org/browse/00931896
http://uk.jstor.org/browse/00931896
http://lauragonzalez.com/TC/BUTLER_gender_trouble.pdf
http://uk.jstor.org/view/00940496/ap020068/02a00010/0?currentResult=00940496%2bap020068%2b02a00010%2b0%2c8B9C01&searchUrl=http%3A%2F%2Fuk.jstor.org%2Fsearch%2FAdvancedResults%3Fhp%3D25%26si%3D1%26All%3Dfeminism%26Exact%3D%26One%3D%26None%3D%26ar%3Don%26sd%3D%26ed%3D%26jt%3D%26dc%3DAnthropology
http://uk.jstor.org/browse/00940496
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Visweswaran, K. 1997. Histories of Feminist Ethnography Annual Review of 
Anthropology 26: 591-621. 

Worthman, C. M. (995. Hormones, sex, and gender. Annual Review of Anthropology 
24: 593-617. 

Rubin, G. 1975. "The Traffic in Women: Notes on the 'Political Economy' of Sex", in 
Rayna Reiter, ed., Toward an Anthropology of Women, New York, Monthly 
Review Press.  

Engebretsen, E. L. 2014. Queer Women in Urban China: An Ethnography. London: 
Routledge. 

 
 
Part Three: Rebuilding Anthropology From the Ground Up 
The last three weeks of this course explore how we can re-imagine anthropology for 
today’s world. What sort of anthropology do we need if we are to talk about global 
techno-capital and climate change? Can anthropology, with its traditional focus on 
small-scale and marginal groups, deal with questions of global importance? 
 
These lectures will focus on nature, technology, economy, and ethics, and will argue 
that anthropology’s attention to human diversity is more important than ever. 
 
Week 8: Nature, Culture and the Material World: the Mind Beyond the Human 
We have seen throughout the course so far that the division between nature and 
culture has been a constant problem for anthropology. This week, we look at various 
recent attempts by anthropologists and others to bridge the divide, and to develop a 
theory of society-culture that includes humans and non-humans, nature and culture, 
together. This involves realizing that humans are not the only things contained in 
‘society’, that living things cannot be separated from their environments, and that 
whatever our future will be, it will be decided by our relations with technologies, 
resources, and other species, and not by humans alone. 
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Descola, P. 2005. Beyond Nature and Culture: Radcliffe-Brown Lecture in Social 

Anthropology 2005 (download at: 
http://old.eu.spb.ru/news/files2007/descola.pdf)  

 
Reading for the Tutorial 
Latour, B. 2005. Reassembling the Social: An Introduction to Actor-Network-Theory. 

Oxford: Oxford University Press. Pp. 1-43. 
 
Further Readings 
Latour, B. 2009. Will Non-humans Be Saved? An Argument in Ecotheology. Journal of 

the Royal Anthropological Institute 15(3): 459-475. 
Ingold, Tim, 2000. General Introduction. In The Perception of the Environment: Essays 

on Livelihood, Dwelling, and Skill.  London: Routledge. 
Latour, B. 1993. We Have Never Been Modern. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University 

Press. (esp. chpt. 4) 
Latour, B. 2004. Politics of Nature: How to Bring the Sciences into Democracy. 

Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press (esp. chapter 1). 
Hodder, Ian, Entangled: An Archaeology of the Relationships between Humans and 

Things. Especially Chapter 2, “Humans Depends on Things”. 
Hodder, I. 2014. The Entanglements of Humans and Things: A Long-Term View. New 

Literary History 45, 19–36. 
 https://static1.squarespace.com/static/53568703e4b0feb619b78a93/t/5367981

ce4b0124f24031674/1399298076240/the-entanglements-of-humans-and-
things-a-long-term-view.pdf 

Peirce, C.S. 1894. What is a Sign?: 

http://uk.jstor.org/view/00846570/di982518/98p0026n/0?currentResult=00846570%2bdi982518%2b98p0026n%2b0%2c7E0A93FE&searchUrl=http%3A%2F%2Fuk.jstor.org%2Fsearch%2FAdvancedResults%3Fhp%3D25%26si%3D1%26All%3Dfeminism%26Exact%3D%26One%3D%26None%3D%26ar%3Don%26sd%3D%26ed%3D%26jt%3D%26dc%3DAnthropology
http://uk.jstor.org/browse/00846570
http://uk.jstor.org/browse/00846570
http://old.eu.spb.ru/news/files2007/descola.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/53568703e4b0feb619b78a93/t/5367981ce4b0124f24031674/1399298076240/the-entanglements-of-humans-and-things-a-long-term-view.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/53568703e4b0feb619b78a93/t/5367981ce4b0124f24031674/1399298076240/the-entanglements-of-humans-and-things-a-long-term-view.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/53568703e4b0feb619b78a93/t/5367981ce4b0124f24031674/1399298076240/the-entanglements-of-humans-and-things-a-long-term-view.pdf
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 https://www.marxists.org/reference/subject/philosophy/works/us/peirce1.htm  
Kohn, E. 2013. How Forests Think: Toward an Anthropology Beyond the Human.  
Viveiros de Castro, E. 1998. Cosmological Deixis and Amerindian Perspectivism. 

Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 4(3). 
 
On Distributed Persons and Distributed Cognition 
Gell, A. 1998. Art and Agency: An Anthropological Theory. Chapter 7, “The Distributed 

Person”, pp. 96-154. 
Bateson, G. 1972. Steps to an Ecology of Mind. Part VI: Crisis in the Ecology of Mind. 

Pp. 477-514. 
Malafouris, L. 2013. How Things Shape the Mind: A Theory of Material Engagament 
 
On Anthropocene Anthropology 
Moore, A. Anthropocene Anthropology: Reconceptualizing global change. Journal of 

the Royal Anthropological Institute 22: 1 
Sanders, T.  & Hall, E. F. 2015. “Anthropologies 21: Is there hope for an anthropocene 

anthropology?” Savage Minds Blog, 
 http://savageminds.org/2015/09/05/anthropologies-21-is-there-hope-for-an-

anthropocene-anthropology/  
Latour, B. 2014. “Anthropology at the time of the Anthropocene – a personal view of 

what is to be studied.”  Lecture, available here: 
http://www.bruno-latour.fr/sites/default/files/139-AAA-Washington.pdf  

 
On the Ethics of Nature (also useful for Week 10) 
Kohn, E. 2014. “Toward an Ethical Practice in the Anthropocene”. Hau 4:1 
Karim, W. J.  1981. “Ma’Betisek Concepts of Humans, Plants, and Animals”. Bijdragen 

tot de Taal-, Land- en Volkenkunde. 137:1. Available through DiscoverEd. 
 
 
Week 9: Anthropology in the Age of Global Capital 
Much recent anthropology has been concerned—even obsessed-- with ‘neoliberalism’, 
the economic doctrine built on opening public domains to private investment. In part 
because of such policies, the decades since the late 1970s have seen the almost 
complete spread of capitalist market systems across the world. Anthropologists, who 
have traditionally focused on small-scale, non-capitalist value systems, might have 
unique contributions to make to our understanding of these systems. But we will have 
to figure out how to apply our local, specific data to vast global issues. 
 
As well as a rethinking of nature and culture, anthropology beyond the human has 
involved thinking again about the relationships between humans and material things. 
As we exchange and use different kinds of things, we create certain kinds of society, 
and certain kinds of persons. Our societies, and even our selves, are found not just in 
human bodies but in the materials that we use to connect. This lecture explores 
theories of exchange that ask how meaning and the materiality of things are tied 
together, and how this might lead us to rethink the relations between humans and 
objects – and therefore of how we should think about economy and society. 
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Graeber, D. 2012. On social currencies and human economies: some notes on the 

violence of equivalence. Social Anthropology 20(4) 411-428. 
 
Reading for the Tutorial 
Bear, L., Ho, K., Tsing, A. & Yanagisako, S. 2015. “Gens: A Feminist Manifesto for the 

Study of Capitalism”. Theorizing the Contemporary, Cultural Anthropology 
website, March 30, 2015. https://culanth.org/fieldsights/652-gens-a-feminist-
manifesto-for-the-study-of-capitalism 

https://www.marxists.org/reference/subject/philosophy/works/us/peirce1.htm
http://savageminds.org/2015/09/05/anthropologies-21-is-there-hope-for-an-anthropocene-anthropology/
http://savageminds.org/2015/09/05/anthropologies-21-is-there-hope-for-an-anthropocene-anthropology/
http://www.bruno-latour.fr/sites/default/files/139-AAA-Washington.pdf
https://culanth.org/fieldsights/652-gens-a-feminist-manifesto-for-the-study-of-capitalism
https://culanth.org/fieldsights/652-gens-a-feminist-manifesto-for-the-study-of-capitalism
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OR 
Ortner, S. 2016. “Dark Anthropology and its Others: Theory Since the Eighties”. Hau 

6:1 http://www.haujournal.org/index.php/hau/article/view/hau6.1.004/2239 
 
Further Readings 
Graeber, D., 2011. Toward an Anthropological Theory of Value: The False Coin of Our 

Own Dreams. Chapter 1: “Three Ways of Talking about Value.” 
Hart, K. 2008. “The Human Economy.”: 
 http://www.theasa.org/publications/asaonline/articles/asaonline_0101.shtml 
Hart, K. 2011. “Money as a Form of Religious Life.” Religion and Society: Advances in 

Research 1, pp.156-63 
Harvey, D. 2005. A Brief History of Neoliberalism. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Mauss, M. 2016 [1920]. The Gift. Trans. Jane Guyer. Chicago: University of Chicago 

Press for Hau Books. 
 
On the Relationship between Material Things and Cultural Meanings 
Keane, W. 1997. Signs of Recognition: Powers and Hazards of Representation in an 

Indonesian Society  Chapter 3: “Things of Value.“ Pp. 65-93. 
Keane, W. 2007. Christian Moderns: Freedom and Fetish in the Mission Encounter. 

Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. Read ’Introduction’, pp. 1-35. 
 
On the Cultures of Capitalism 
Ho, K. Liquidated: An Ethnography of Wall Street. Durham, Duke University Press. 
James, D. 2014. “Deeper into a Hole?: borrowing and lending in South Africa” Current 

Anthropology, 55 (S9). pp. 17-29. 
Tsing, A. 2005. Friction: An Ethnography of Global Connection. Princeton, NJ: 

Princeton University Press. 
Rajan, Kaushik Sunder. 2005. Subjects of Speculation: Emergent Life Sciences and 

Market Logics in the United States and India. American Anthropologist 107(1): 
19-30  

 
 
Week 10: Power and Ethics 
In the traditions of Marxism, critical theory, and post-structuralism, the job of 
anthropology and other disciplines has often been seen as the unmasking of hidden 
relations of power and oppression. But in recent years, many anthropologists have 
been asked whether our contribution can be positive as well as critical. 
 
In our final lecture we explore anthropology’s relationship to power and ethics, raising 
some key questions for anthropological theorists: how do we respond to the power 
relations that we find in societies we study, and in which we ourselves are often 
entangled? How do we produce an ethical anthropology? Or, how can we move toward 
a better understanding of the ethical positions of others? 
 
Reading for the Lecture 
Foucault, M. 1988. Technologies of the Self. m: Martin, L.H. et al Technologies of the 

Self: A Seminar with Michel Foucault. London: Tavistock. pp.16-49.  
OR 

Foucault, M 1977 Docile Bodies' in M Foucault Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the 
Prison Harmondsworth: Penguin. 135-169  

 
Reading for the Tutorial 
Robbins, J. Beyond the Suffering Subject: Toward an Anthropology of the Good. 

Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 19(3) 
OR 

Das, V. 2010. The Life of Humans and the Life of Roaming Spirits.  

http://www.haujournal.org/index.php/hau/article/view/hau6.1.004/2239
http://www.theasa.org/publications/asaonline/articles/asaonline_0101.shtml
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Further Readings 
Laidlaw, J. 2002. For an Anthropology of Ethics and Freedom. Journal of the Royal 

Anthropological Institute 8 (2): 311-332 
Scheper-Hughes, N. 1995. The Primacy of the Ethical: Propositions for a Militant 

Anthropology. Current Anthropology 36(3). 
Scheper-Hughes, N. 2000. Ire in Ireland. Ethnography 1(1), pp. 117-140. 
Farmer, P. 2004. An Anthropology of Structural Violence. Current Anthropology 45(3). 
Foucault, M 1984 Truth and Power in P Rabinow (ed) The Foucault Reader 

Harmondsworth: Penguin, pp. 51-75  
Foucault, M. 1984. “The Ethics of the Concern of the Self as a Practice of Freedom.” 

In P. Rabinow 9ed.) The Foucault Reader. Pp. 281-301. http://www.michel-
foucault.com/dulwich/freedom.pdf  

Das, V. 2007. Life and words: violence and the descent into the ordinary. Berkeley and 
Los Angeles: University of California Press. 

Das, V. 2010. Engaging the life of the other: love and everyday life. In Ordinary ethics: 
anthropology, language, and action (ed) M. Lambek, 376–99. New York: 
Fordham University Press. 

Das, V. 2015. Affliction: health, disease, poverty. New York: Fordham University Press. 
Lambek, M. 2010. Introduction. In Ordinary ethics: anthropology, language, and action 

(ed) M. Lambek, 1–36. New York: Fordham University Press. 
Al-Mohammad, H. 2010. Towards an ethics of being-with: intertwinements of life in 

post-invasion Basra. Ethnos 75, 425–46. 
Day, S. 2010. Ethics between public and private: sex workers' relationships in London. 

In Ordinary ethics: anthropology, language, and action (ed) M. Lambek, 292–
309. New York: Fordham University Press. 

Han, C. 2014. The difficulty of kindness: boundaries, time, and the ordinary. In The 
ground between: anthropologists engage philosophy (eds) V. Das, M. Jackson, 
A. Kleinman & B. Singh, 71–93. Durham, NC and London: Duke University 
Press. 

 
  

http://www.michel-foucault.com/dulwich/freedom.pdf
http://www.michel-foucault.com/dulwich/freedom.pdf
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Appendix 1: General Information 

 

Students with Disabilities 

The School welcomes disabled students with disabilities (including those with specific 
learning difficulties such as dyslexia) and is working to make all its courses as 
accessible as possible. If you have a disability special needs which means that you 
may require adjustments to be made to ensure access to lectures, tutorials or exams, 
or any other aspect of your studies, you can discuss these with your Student Support 
Officer or Personal Tutor who will advise on the appropriate procedures. 
 
You can also contact the Student Disability Service, based on the University of 
Edinburgh, Third Floor, Main Library, You can find their details as well as information 
on all of the support they can offer at: http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-disability-service  
 

Learning Resources for Undergraduates 

The Study Development Team at the Institute for Academic Development (IAD) 
provides resources and workshops aimed at helping all students to enhance their 
learning skills and develop effective study techniques. Resources and workshops 
cover a range of topics, such as managing your own learning, reading, note-making, 
essay and report writing, exam preparation and exam techniques. 
 
The study development resources are housed on ‘LearnBetter’ (undergraduate), part 
of Learn, the University’s virtual learning environment.  Follow the link from the IAD 
Study Development web page to enrol: www.ed.ac.uk/iad/undergraduates 
 
Workshops are interactive: they will give you the chance to take part in activities, have 
discussions, exchange strategies, share ideas and ask questions. They are 90 minutes 
long and held on Wednesday afternoons at 1.30pm or 3.30pm. The schedule is 
available from the IAD Undergraduate web page (see above). 
 
Workshops are open to all undergraduates but you need to book in advance, using the 
MyEd booking system. Each workshop opens for booking two weeks before the date 
of the workshop itself. If you book and then cannot attend, please cancel in advance 
through MyEd so that another student can have your place. (To be fair to all students, 
anyone who persistently books on workshops and fails to attend may be barred from 
signing up for future events). 
 
Study Development Advisors are also available for an individual consultation if you 
have specific questions about your own approach to studying, working more 
effectively, strategies for improving your learning and your academic work. Please 
note, however, that Study Development Advisors are not subject specialists so they 
cannot comment on the content of your work. They also do not check or proof read 
students' work. 
 
To make an appointment with a Study Development Advisor, email 
iad.study@ed.ac.uk  
 
(For support with English Language, you should contact the English Language 
Teaching Centre). 
 

Discussing Sensitive Topics  

The discipline of Social Anthropology addresses a number of topics that some might 
find sensitive or, in some cases, distressing.  You should read this Course Guide 

http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-disability-service
http://www.ed.ac.uk/iad/undergraduates
mailto:iad.study@ed.ac.uk
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carefully and if there are any topics that you may feel distressed by you should seek 
advice from the course convenor and/or your Personal Tutor. 
 
For more general issues you may consider seeking the advice of the Student 
Counselling Service, http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/student-counselling  
 

Guide to Using LEARN for Online Tutorial Sign-Up 

The following is a guide to using LEARN to sign up for your tutorial.  If you have any 
problems using the LEARN sign up, please contact the course secretary by email 
(Ewen.Miller@ed.ac.uk). 
 
Tutorial sign up will open on Monday 19 September 2016 and will close on Friday 23 
September 2016. 
 
Step 1 – Accessing LEARN course pages 
Access to LEARN is through the MyEd Portal.  You will be given a log-in and password 
during Freshers’ Week.  Once you are logged into MyEd, you should see a tab called 
‘Courses’ which will list the active LEARN pages for your courses under ‘myLEARN’. 
 
Step 2 – Welcome to LEARN 
Once you have clicked on the relevant course from the list, you will see the Course 
Content page.  There will be icons for the different resources available, including one 
called ‘Tutorial Sign Up’.  Please take note of any instructions there. 
 
Step 3 – Signing up for your Tutorial 
Clicking on Tutorial Sign Up will take you to the sign up page where all the available 
tutorial groups are listed along with the running time and location. 
 
Once you have selected the group you would like to attend, click on the ‘Sign up’ 
button. A confirmation screen will display.  
 
IMPORTANT: If you change your mind after having chosen a tutorial you cannot go 
back and change it and you will need to email the course secretary.  Reassignments 
once tutorials are full or after the sign-up period has closed will only be made in 
exceptional circumstances. 
 
Tutorials have restricted numbers and it is important to sign up as soon as possible. 
The tutorial sign up will only be available until Friday 23 September 2016 so that 
everyone is registered to a group ahead of tutorials commencing in Week 2.  If you 
have not yet signed up for a tutorial by this time you will be automatically assigned to 
a group which you will be expected to attend. 
 

External Examiner 

The External Examiner for the Social Anthropology Honours programme is: TBC. 
  

http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/student-counselling
mailto:Ewen.Miller@ed.ac.uk
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Appendix 2: Coursework Submission and Penalties 

 

Penalties that can be applied to your work and how to avoid them. 

There are three types of penalties that can be applied to your course work and these 
are listed below. Students must read the full description on each of these at: 
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessm
ent_and_regulations/coursework_penalties 
  
Make sure you are aware of each of these penalties and know how to avoid them. 
Students are responsible for taking the time to read guidance and for ensuring their 
coursework submissions comply with guidance.  
 

 Incorrect submission Penalty  
When a piece of coursework is submitted to our Electronic Submission System (ELMA) 
that does not comply with our submission guidance (wrong format, incorrect document, 
no cover sheet etc.) a penalty of 5 marks will be applied to students work. 
 

 Lateness Penalty 
If you miss the submission deadline for any piece of assessed work 5 marks will be 
deducted for each calendar day that work is late, up to a maximum of seven 
calendar days (35 marks). Thereafter, a mark of zero will be recorded.  There is no 
grace period for lateness and penalties begin to apply immediately following the 
deadline. 
 

 Word Count Penalty  
The penalty for excessive word length in coursework is one mark deducted for each 
additional 20 words over the limit.  
 
Word limits vary across subject areas and submissions, so check your course 
handbook. Make sure you know what is and what is not included in the word count. 
Again, check the course handbook for this information. 
 
You will not be penalised for submitting work below the word limit.  However, you 
should note that shorter essays are unlikely to achieve the required depth and that this 
will be reflected in your mark. 
 

ELMA: Submission and Return of Coursework 

Coursework is submitted online using our electronic submission system, ELMA.  You 
will not be required to submit a paper copy of your work. 
  
Marked coursework, grades and feedback will be returned to you via ELMA.  You will 
not receive a paper copy of your marked course work or feedback.  
 
For details of how to submit your course work to ELMA, please see our webpages 
here. Remember, there is a 5 mark incorrect submission penalty, so read the guidance 
carefully and follow it to avoid receiving this.  
 

Extensions: New policy applicable for years 1-4 

From September 2016, there will be a new extensions policy that applies to all courses 
in the school from years one to four.    
 
If you have good reason for not meeting a coursework deadline, you may request an 
extension. Before you request an extension, make sure you have read all the guidance 

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/coursework_penalties
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/coursework_penalties
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/submission_guidance
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/submission_guidance
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/coursework_penalties
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on our webpages and take note of the key points below. You will also be able to access 
the online extension request form through our webpages. 
 

 Extensions are granted for 7 calendar days. 

 Extension requests must be submitted no later than 24 hours before the 
coursework deadline. 

 If you miss the deadline for requesting an extension for a valid reason, you 
should submit your coursework as soon as you are able, and apply for Special 
Circumstances to disregard penalties for late submission. You should also 
contact your Student Support Officer or Personal Tutor and make them aware 
of your situation. 

 If you have a valid reason and require an extension of more than 7 calendar 
days, you should submit your coursework as soon as you are able, and apply 
for Special Circumstances to disregard penalties for late submission. You 
should also contact your Student Support Officer or Personal Tutor and make 
them aware of your situation. 

 If you have a Learning Profile from the Disability Service allowing you potential 
for flexibility over deadlines, you must still make an extension request for this 
to be taken into account. 

 
Material you submit for assessment, such as your essays, must be your own work.  
You can, and should, draw upon published work, ideas from lectures and class 
discussions, and (if appropriate) even upon discussions with other students, but you 
must always make clear that you are doing so.  Passing off anyone else’s work 
(including another student’s work or material from the Web or a published author) as 
your own is plagiarism and will be punished severely. 
 
When you upload your work to ELMA you will be asked to check a box to confirm the 
work is your own.  All submissions will be run through ‘Turnitin’, our plagiarism 
detection software. Turnitin compares every essay against a constantly-updated 
database, which highlights all plagiarised work.  Assessed work that contains 
plagiarised material will be awarded a mark of zero, and serious cases of plagiarism 
will also be reported to the College Academic Misconduct officer.  In either case, the 
actions taken will be noted permanently on the student's record.  For further details 
on plagiarism see the Academic Services’ website: 
 
http://www.ed.ac.uk/academic-services/staff/discipline/plagiarism 
 

Data Protection Guidance for Students 

In most circumstances, students are responsible for ensuring that their work with 
information about living, identifiable individuals complies with the requirements of the 
Data Protection Act. The document, Personal Data Processed by Students, provides 
an explanation of why this is the case.  It can be found, with advice on data protection 
compliance and ethical best practice in the handling of information about living, 
identifiable individuals, on the Records Management section of the University website 
at: 
 
http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/records-management-section/data-
protection/guidance-policies/dpforstudents 
 
 
 

 

 

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/requesting_an_extension
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/requesting_an_extension
http://www.ed.ac.uk/academic-services/staff/discipline/plagiarism
http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/records-management-section/data-protection/guidance-policies/dpforstudents
http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/records-management-section/data-protection/guidance-policies/dpforstudents

