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 Laura Major 
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Course Secretary Ewen Miller 
 Email: Ewen.Miller@ed.ac.uk 
 Undergraduate Teaching Office, CMB 
  
Assessment 
Deadlines 

 Short essay: 12 noon, Tuesday, 25 October 2016 

 Exam: To be confirmed 
 

Aims and Objectives 

This course introduces a range of anthropological approaches to politics.  It provides 

a detailed examination of both open and hidden forms of power and their workings at 

the global, state, national, community, and personal level.  Key themes of this course 

are:  bureaucracy and irrationality in the modern state, sovereignty, political violence, 

resistance, Citizenship, religion and human rights.  
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Learning Outcomes 

By the end of the course, the students should have a clear understanding of the 

importance and scope of anthropology’s contribution to the analysis of power and 

politics.  They will be able to take an informed, anthropological perspective on issues 

of governance, citizenship, processes of democratization, protest, and the role of the 

state in a variety of ethnographic contexts. 

 

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 (starting in Week 2).  In 

the main session, most weeks will involve a mixture of a lecture and some discussion 

and group work.  Students can sign up for small group support teaching via Learn. 

 

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.  

Students should note that participation in the small group support teaching sessions is 

compulsory and attendance will be recorded. 

 

Each week you will be required to come to the small group support teaching with a 

short piece of written work, about 100-200 words long.  You will write a short paragraph 

of your own personal response to the discussion readings for that week.  A personal 

response is not a summary of the reading, but rather your reaction to it:  What did you 

like or not like about the piece?  What questions did it answer or leave unanswered? 

You will be required to bring a paper copy of your personal response to class, a copy 

of which will be handed in to the tutor at the end of the class.  You will not receive a 

mark or feedback for each individual response, but these responses will feed into the 

final tutorial participation mark awarded.  The rationale behind this is: to make class 

discussion more focused, to help students formulate their own opinions, to give more 

opportunities to practice writing skills, and to provide a basis for awarding a grade for 

tutorial participation at the end of the course. 
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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% 

25/10/15 (all 
coursework is due 
at 12 noon on the 

date of 
submission) 

15/11/15 

Exam NA 70% 

Exam dates are 
set by Student 
Administration. 

Exam diet 
information can 

be found at: 
http://www.ed.ac.

uk/student-
administration/exa

ms/exam-diets 
Students are 

responsible for 
knowing the time, 
date and location 
of their exams. 

Dates will be 
published closer 

to the time 
Please also see 
Exam feedback 
information in 
Appendix 2. 

 
Note: All coursework is submitted electronically through ELMA. Please read the School 
Policies and Coursework Submission Procedures which you will find here. 

 

Short Essay - Assessment Description 

Your mid-term coursework will be based on an ethnographic exploration of one of two 

sites in Edinburgh: the Scottish Parliament OR the Edinburgh Sheriff Court and Justice 

of the Peace Court. Both institutions are open to the public. To complete the 

assessment you will visit either institution and observe proceedings for at least one 

hour.  

 

Based on your observations, you will write a 1500-word analysis answering the 

question:  

 

‘How is the power of the state performed and/or enforced in the Scottish 

Parliament/Courts?’  

 
We do not want you to interview anyone. Just observe and take notes on what you 
see. You will base your analysis on one or more of the anthropological themes 
discussed in the first five lectures of the class.  
 
To receive a passing mark for your essay, you will need to reference at least three 
texts from the reading list in a meaningful way.  A successful essay will base its 

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/coursework_penalties
http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-administration/exams/exam-diets
http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-administration/exams/exam-diets
http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-administration/exams/exam-diets
http://www.ed.ac.uk/student-administration/exams/exam-diets
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/submission_guidance
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analysis on the themes and debates in political anthropology and present a clear and 
creative analysis of your observations in a scholarly and anthropological manner. 
 

Scottish Parliament 

The Scottish Parliament building is located in the Holyrood area of central Edinburgh 
at the foot of the Royal Mile near to the Palace of Holyroodhouse.  You can choose to 
visit the Debating Chamber, First Minister’s Question Time or a Committee Meeting. 
Parliament is in session on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursday.  It is possible to 
turn up on the day to see if tickets are available, but it is advisable to book in advance 
here: 
http://www.parliament.scot/visitandlearn/24230.aspx 
 
Please note: Parliament goes into recess on 8 October 2016. 
 

Edinburgh Sheriff Court and Justice of the Peace Court 

The Courts are located at 27 Chambers Street, opposite the Museum.  Daily lists of 
court business and other information is available through the website of the Scottish 
Courts: http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/current-business/court-rolls/sheriff-court 
 
On arrival, please report to the main reception desk.  Explain that you are a student 
and ask advice on which court rooms might be appropriate for you to observe.  The 
courthouse is usually open 9am-5pm - Mon - Thu, 9am - 4:45pm - Fri. 
 
Both the Parliament and the Court are working environments, and it is therefore 
important that you behave appropriately in both places. 
 

Assessment Criteria 

The short essay 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, including reference to at least three articles on 
the reading list 

 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 

 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. 
 

http://www.parliament.scot/visitandlearn/24230.aspx
http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/current-business/court-rolls/sheriff-court
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Attendance 

Attendance and participation in the lectures and discussion are essential for 

developing an understanding of the topics.  

 

Communications 

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 

All students should read the Essential and Discussion Readings for every lecture. 

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 

1 21.09.2016 Where is Politics? 

2 28.09.2016 The Strangeness of Power 

3 05.10.2016 Sovereignty and the State 

4 12.10.2016 Race 

5 29.10.2016 Science 

6 26.10.2016 Nationalism 

7 02.11.2016 Migration and Citizenship 

8 09.11.2016 Violence as a Problem 

9 16.11.2016 Violence and the Everyday 

10 23.11.2016 Religion, Politics, Secularism 

11 Reading Week & Office Drop-in Session (re: exam prep) 

Course Lectures and Readings 

 
Week 1: Where is Politics? (21 September) 
What is political anthropology and how does an anthropology of politics differ from the 
study of politics in political science?  This week will introduce the anthropology of 
politics and give a historical overview of this disciplinary subfield.  We will consider 
how and where we locate the political, and the ways in which politics might be said to 
operate. 
 
Essential Readings 
Candea, M. 2011. “Our Division of the Universe”: Making Space for the Non-Political 

in the Anthropology of Politics. Current Anthropology 52(3):  309-321. 
Curtis, J. and J. Spencer. 2010. Anthropology and the Political. in R. Fardon et al., 

(eds)Sage Handbook of Social Anthropology. London: Sage. Vol 1. Part 1.11., 
168-182. [e-reserve] 

Evans-Pritchard, E.E. 2002. Nuer Politics: Structure and System. In Vincent, J. The 
Anthropology of Politics: a reader in ethnography, theory and critique. Oxford: 
Wiley-Blackwell. Pp. 34-38. [e-reserve] 

Fortes, Meyer & Evans-Pritchard, E.E. (eds). 1940. African Political Systems. London: 
Humphrey Milford (Preface & Introduction). [e-reserve] 

Foucault, M. 1978 [1976]. ‘Method’, in M. Foucault The History of Sexuality, Vol.  1: An 
Introduction. New York: Pantheon Books. [e-reserve] 

 
Discussion Reading 
Spencer, J. 1997. Post-Colonialism and the Political Imagination. Journal of the Royal 

Anthropological Institute 3(1): 1-19.  
 

Further Readings 
Abeles, M. 1988. Modern political ritual: Ethnography of an inauguration and a 

pilgrimage by President Mitterrand. Current Anthropology 29(3): 391-404. 
Crewe, E. 2015. The House of Commons: An Anthropology of MPs at Work. London: 

Bloomsbury. (Introduction) [e-reserve] 
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Fortes, Meyer. 1940. The Political System of the Tallensi of the Northern Territories of 
the Gold Coast, in African Political Systems. London: Humphrey Milford. [e-
reserve] 

Gledhill, J. 2000. Power and its Disguises: Anthropological Perspectives on Politics. 
London: Pluto. 

Hutchinson, Sharon E. 1996. Nuer Dilemmas: coping with money, war, and the state. 
Berkeley: University of California Press. 

Leach, Edmund R. 1954. Gumlao and Gumsa. In Political Systems of Highland Burma: 
A Study of Kachin Social Structure. London: London School of Economics and 
Political Science. Pp. 197-212. [e-reserve] 

Nugent, David. 1982. Closed Systems and Contradiction: The Kachin In and Out of 
History. Man (n.s.) 17:508-527. 

Rai, Shirin. 2010. Ceremony and Ritual in Parliament. Special Issue. Journal of 
Legislative Studies. 16(3). (Articles by Emma Crewe and other ethnographers of 
parliaments) 

Vincent, J. 2002. The Anthropology of Politics: a reader in ethnography, theory and 
critique. Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell. 

 
 
Week 2: The Strangeness of Power (28 September) 
A simple answer to the question where might we find the political, would concentrate 
on power. Since the 1980s, “power” (sometimes twinned with “resistance”) was central 
to many anthropological analyses. Foucault is the author most often cited in these 
analyses, although his version of “power” is not quite the same as common-sense 
versions of power. Meanwhile, a counter–argument from studies of kingship suggest s 
that power is, literally, much stranger than we think it is. 
 
Essential Readings 
Anderson, B. The Idea of Power in Javanese Culture. Chp 1 in B. Anderson Language 

and Power: Exploring Political Cultures in Indonesia. Ithaca: Cornell University 
Press, pp. 17-77. [e-reserve] 

Arendt, Hannah. 1970. On Violence. London: Allen Lane (Chapter 1). [e-reserve] 
Foucault, Michel. 1982. Afterword: The Subject and Power, in Hubert L. Dreyfus and 

Paul Rabinow, Michel Foucault: Beyond Structuralism and Hermeneutics. 
Chicago: University of Chicago Press. [e-reserve] 

Geertz. 1980. Negara: The Theater State in Nineteenth-Century Bali. Princeton: 
Princeton University Press. (Conclusion: Bali and Political Theory). [e-reserve] 

Lukes, S. 2005. Power: A Radical View. London: Macmillan. [e-book] 
Sahlins, M. 1981 The Stranger King; or, Dumézil among the Fijians. Journal of Pacific 

History. 16(3): 107-132. Reprinted as chp 3 of M. Sahlins Islands of History, 
Chicago, 1985, pp 73-103. [e-reserve] 

 
Discussion Reading 
Graeber, David. 2011. The divine kingship of the Shilluk: On violence, utopia, and the 

human condition, or, elements for an archaeology of sovereignty. Hau 1(1): 1-
62. 

 
Further Readings 
Abu-Lughod, Lila. 1990. The Romance of Resistance: Tracing Transformations of 

Power Through Bedouin Women. American Ethnologist 17(1): 41-55.  
Geertz, Clifford. 1983. Centers, Kings and Charisma: Reflections on the Symbolics of 

Power. In Clifford Geertz. Local Knowledge: Further Essays in Interpretive 
Anthropology. New York: Basic Books Inc. Pp. 121-146. [e-reserve] 

Hocart, A.M. Kings and Councillors: An Essay in the Comparative Anatomy of Human 
Society. 2nd edn. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

Mitchell, T. 1990. Everyday Metaphors of Power. Theory and Society 19(5): 545-77.  
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Ortner, S. 1995. Resistance and the Problem of Ethnographic Refusal. Comparative 
Studies in Society and History 37(1): 173-93.  

 
 
Week 3: Sovereignty and the State (5 October) 
Although the state was rarely considered a legitimate object of enquiry in class political 
anthropology, in recent years it has re-emerged as a central object of interest. While 
seemingly an all-powerful agent, much anthropological work brings out the failures and 
paradoxes of state power. In this process, a number of questions emerge: what is ‘the 
state’?  How can anthropologists study it? What emerges is something stranger and 
more elusive than we might think.  
 
Essential Readings 
Abrams, P. 1988. Notes on the Difficulty of Studying the State. Journal of Historical 

Sociology 1(1): 58-89. 
Aretxaga, B. 2003. Maddening States. Annual Review of Anthropology 32: 393-410. 
Gupta, A. 1995. Blurred Boundaries: The Discourse of Corruption, the Culture of 

Politics, and the Imagined State. American Ethnologist 22(2): 375-402. 
Mitchell, T. 1991. The Limits of the State: Beyond Statist Approaches and their Critics. 

American Political Science Review. 85(1): 77-96. 
Taussig, Michael. 1992. Maleficium: State Fetishism (Chapter 7) in The Nervous 

System. London: Routledge. [e-reserve] 
 
Discussion Reading 
Wedeen, L. 2003. Seeing like a Citizen, Acting like a State: Exemplary Events in 

Unified Yemen. Comparative Studies in Society and History 45(4): 680-713.  
 
Further Readings 
Agamben, G. 1998. Homo Sacer. Plo Alto: Stanford University Press. 
Clastres, Pierre. 1987 [1974]. Society Against the State: Essays in Political 

Anthropology. New York: Zone Books. 
Das, V. and D. Poole. Chp 1 State and its Margins: Comparative Ethnographies. In 

Das and Poole (eds). 2004. Anthropology at the Margins of the State. Santa 
Fe: SAR Press. [e-reserve] 

Foucault, Michel. 1991. Governmentality. In G. Burchell et al (eds) The Foucault Effect: 
Studies in Governmentality. Chicago: University of Chicago Press [e-reserve]. 

Hansen, T. B. and F. Stepputat. 2006. Sovereignty Revisited. Annual Review of 
Anthropology, 35: 295-315. 

Navaro-Yashin, Yael. 2002. Faces of the state: Secularism and Public Life in Turkey. 
Princeton: Princeton University Press (Chapter 5). [e-reserve] 

Schmitt, Carl. 2007 [1932]. The Concept of the Political. Chicago: University of Chicago 
Press. 

Spencer, J. 2007. States and Persons. Chp 6 in J. Spencer Anthropology, Politics and 
the State: Democracy and Violence in South Asia. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press. [e-book] 

 
 
Week 4: Race (12 October) 
Anthropologists continue to grapple with the idea of race, seeking to reveal the social 
construction of biological categories while revealing their profound effect. Central to 
the anthropology of race and racism is the question of how bodies come to be seen 
as different and the process through which this difference becomes meaningful. 
Scholars argue that this is a social process that joins narratives of biology, culture, 
ancestry and appearance. 
 
Lecture Reading 
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Fanon, F. 2008 [1952]. The fact of backness (Chapter 5) Black face, white mask. 
London: Pluto Press, 82-108 [e-reserve] 

Comaroff, J. 1993. The diseased heart of Africa: medicine, colonialism and the black 
body. In S. Lindenbaum and M. Lock (eds.) Knowledge, power & practice: 
The anthropology of medicine and everyday life. Berkeley, CA: University of 
California Press, pp 305-329 [e-reserve] 

Gravlee C. 2009. How race becomes biology: embodiment of social inequality, 
American Journal of Physical Anthropology, Vol 139(1), pp 47-57. 

Jablonski, N. 2009. Skin color is an illusion. New York, NY: Ted (video) 
http://www.ted.com/talks/nina_jablonski_breaks_the_illusion_of_skin_color?la
nguage=en 

Smith, C. 2015. Blackness, Citizenship, and the Transnational Vertigo of Violence in 
the Americas. American Anthropologist, 117(2), pp.384-387. 

Wolf‐Meyer, M. 2015. Biomedicine, the whiteness of sleep, and the wages of 

spatiotemporal normativity in the United States. American Ethnologist, 42(3), 
pp.446-458. 

 
Discussion Reading 
Nelson, A. 2008. Bioscience genetic genealogy testing and the pursuit of African 

ancestry. Social Studies of Science, 38(5), pp.759-783. 
 
Additonal Readings 
Briggs, C. 2003. Medicine, Magic, and Military Might: Cholera Control on La Tortuga 

(Chapter 8) in Stories in the Time of Cholera: Racial Profiling During a 
Medical Nightmare. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, pp.  179- 
198. [e-reserve] 

Edmonds, Alexander. 2009. Learning to Love Yourself: Esthetics, Health, and 
Therapeutics in Brazilian Plastic Surgery. Ethnos 74: 4 pp. 465-489.  

Fullwiley, D. 2007. Race and genetics: Attempts to define the relationship. 
BioSocieties, 2(2), pp. 221-237. 

Hooks, Bell. 1998. Representations of Whiteness in The Black Imagination, in Black 
on White: Black Writers on What it Means to be White, ed. by David R. 
Roediger. New York: Schocken Books, pp. 38-53. [e-reserve] 

Horton, Sarah and Judith C. Barker. 2009. “Stains” on Their Self-Discipline: Public 
Health, Hygiene, and the Disciplining of Undocumented Immigrant Parents in 
the Nation’s Internal Borderlands. American Ethnologist 36: 4, pp. 784-798.  

Relethford, J. 2009. Race and global patterns of phenotypic variation. American 
Journal of Physical Anthropology, 139(1), pp.16-22. 

Stoler, Ann Laura. 2002. A Colonial Reading of Foucault: Bourgeois Bodies and 
Racial Selves (chapter 6), in Carnal Knowledge and Imperial Power: Race 
and the Intimate in Colonial Rule. Berkeley: University of California Press, pp. 
140-16 [e-reserve] 

Weismantel, Mary. 2001. White Men (chapter 6), in Cholas and Pishtacos: Stories of 
Race and Sex in the Andes. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, pp. 
179-218. [e-reserve] 

 

 
Week 5: Science (19 October) 
How do science and technology participate in the creation of social and political order? 
The anthropology of science examines the mutual constitution of expertise, 
technologies, and socio-political organisation. Central to these works is the idea that 
many of us live in a world where our ability to make claims on the state is attached to 
our capacity to produce authoritative (i.e. “scientific”) knowledge, which renders non-
scientific views of the world illegitimate. We will also discuss the politics of the built 
environment. 

 

http://www.ted.com/talks/nina_jablonski_breaks_the_illusion_of_skin_color?language=en
http://www.ted.com/talks/nina_jablonski_breaks_the_illusion_of_skin_color?language=en


 

2016-17 Culture & Power 11 

Lecture Readings 
Jasanoff, S., 2004. Ordering knowledge, ordering society (Chapter 2). In S. Jasanoff 

(ed) States of Knowledge: The Co-Production of Science and the Social 
Order, pp.13-45. [e-reserve] 

Haraway, D., 1988. Situated knowledges: The science question in feminism and the 
privilege of partial perspective. Feminist Studies, 14(3), pp.575-599. 

Petryna, A., 2004. Biological citizenship: The science and politics of Chernobyl-
exposed populations. Osiris, pp.250-265. 

Visvanathan, S. 1997. On the Annals of the Laboratory State (Chapter 2). A Carnival 
for Science. Delhi: Oxford University Press, pp. 15-47. [e-reserve] 

 
Discussion Reading 
Latour, B., 1992. Where are the missing masses? The sociology of a few mundane 

artifacts. In W. Bijker and J. Law (eds) Shaping technology/building society: 
Studies in sociotechnical change. Cambridge, MA: MIT press. pp. 225-258 [e-
reserve] 

 
Further Readings 
Epstein, S., 1995. The construction of lay expertise: AIDS activism and the forging of 

credibility in the reform of clinical trials. Science, Technology & Human 
Values, 20(4), pp.408-437. 

Frickel, S., et al, 2010. Undone science: charting social movement and civil society 
challenges to research agenda setting. Science, Technology & Human 
Values, 35(4) pp. 444-473 

Heath, D., R. Rapp, R. and K.S Taussig. 2008. Genetic Citizenship. In D. Nugent and 
J. Vincent (eds.) A companion to the anthropology of politics, New York: 
Wiley Blackwell, pp.152-167 [e-reserve] 

Latour, B., 2012. Crisis – Constitution (Chapters 1 and 2.) We have never been 
modern. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, pp. 1-48 [e-reserve] 

Merry, S.E., 2011. Measuring the World. Current Anthropology, 52(S3) pp. S83-S95 
Porter, T.M., 2012. Thin description: Surface and depth in science and science 

studies. Osiris, 27(1), pp.209-226. 
Rabinow, P. Artificiality and Enlightnement: From Sociobiology to Biosociality. In J. 

Crary and J. Kwinter (eds.) Incorporations. New York, Zone Books, 234-252. 
[e-reserve] 

Scott, J.C., 1998. Nature and Space (Chapter 1). Seeing like a state: How certain 
schemes to improve the human condition have failed. New Haven: Yale 
University Press, pp. 11-52[e-reserve] 

Wahlberg, A. and N. Rose., 2015. The governmentalization of living: calculating 
global health. Economy and Society, 44(1), pp.60-90. 

 

 
Week 6: Nationalism (26 October) 
Contemporary writing on globalization claims that national boundaries and citizenship 
have become more fluid due to trade and migration.  Historical perspectives, however, 
reveal that both the idea of the nation-state, as well as actual borders, are relatively 
recent phenomena.  Indeed, it may be argued that the past 200 years of bounded 
nation-states is the anomaly, and fluidity more the historical norm.  From this position, 
we ask:  What are the origins of nationalism, and intellectual understandings of it?  How 
did anthropology as a discipline emerge in relation to this political doctrine and 
practice?  How are nations, states and subject-citizens constructed?  How have the 
political imperatives of nationalisms affected the practice of anthropology?  What 
exactly might constitute an anthropology of the nation? 
 
Essential Readings 
Anderson, B.  1983.  Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origins and Spread 
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of Nationalism, London: Verso. (Chapters 1 and 10). [e-reserve] 
Brubaker, R. 2004. In the Name of the Nation: Reflections on Nationalism and 

Patriotism. Citizenship Studies. 8(2): 115-127. 
Foster, R.  1991.  Making National Cultures in the Global Ecumene. Annual Review of 

Anthropology 20: 235–60. 
Harrison, S. 2003. Cultural Difference as Denied Resemblance: Reconsidering 

Nationalism and Ethnicity. Comparative Studies in Society and History. 45(2): 
343-361. 

Kapferer, B. 1988. Legends of People, Myth of State: Violence, Intolerance and 
Political Culture in Sri Lanka and Australia. Washington: Smithsonian. 
(Chapter 1) 

Spencer, J. 1990. Writing Within: Anthropology, Nationalism and Culture in Sri Lanka. 
Current Anthropology 3(2): 283-300.  

 
Discussion Reading 
Verkaik, O. 2010. The cachet dilemma: Ritual and agency in new Dutch nationalism. 

American Ethnologist. 37(1): 69-82. 
 
Further Readings 
Bunzl, Matti. 2005. Between Anti-Semitism and Islamophobia: Some Thoughts on the 

New Europe. American Ethnologist 32(4):499-508. 
Chatterjee, P.  1986.  Nationalist Thought and the Colonial World: A Derivative 

Discourse?  London: Zed (Chapter 1: Nationalism as a Problem in the History of 
Ideas). [e-reserve] 

Geertz, C. 1973. After the Revolution: The Fate of Nationalism in the New States, in 
The Interpretation of Cultures.  New York: Basic Books, pp. 234-254. [e-reserve] 

Gellner, E.  1983.  Nations and Nationalism.  Oxford: Blackwell (Chapter 1: Definitions) 
[e-reserve] 

Khan, Naveeda. 2012. Muslim Becoming: Aspiration and Skepticism in Pakistan. 
Durham: Duke University Press. 

Malkki, L. 1992. National Geographic: The Rooting of Peoples and the Territorialization 
of National Identity among Scholars and Refugees. Cultural Anthropology. 7(1): 
24-44. 

Verdery, K.  1998.  Transnationalism, Nationalism, Citizenship, and Property: Eastern 
Europe Since 1989.  American Ethnologist 25(2):  291-306. 

 
 
Week 7: Citizenship and Migration (2 November) 
Citizenship is a central concept in modern politics, based on an assumption that the 
state is accountable to its citizens and all people have equal rights and responsibilities. 
But what happens to those who are deemed not to be citizens, and how does the state 
decide who is and is not a citizen?  Recent debates about immigration have raised 
questions about the limits of equality and the naturalization of difference.  This session 
explores how citizenship is not simply the product of an abstract set of legal rights or 
self-evident nationality, but is produced through the everyday encounters between 
citizen/subjects and those who act in the name of the state. 
 
Essential Readings 
Anderson, R. 2016. The Global Front Against Migration. Anthropology of this Century. 

15 (January 2016). http://aotcpress.com/articles/global-front-migration/ 
Arendt, Hannah. 1952. The Decline of the Nation State and the End of the Rights of 

Man. in H. Arendt The Origins of Totalitarianism. London: Secker & Warburg. [e-
reserve] 

Balibar, Etienne. 2004. Prologema to Sovereignty. in E. Balibar We the People of 
Europe: Reflections on Transnational Citizenship. James Swenson, trans. 
Princeton: Princeton University Press. [e-reserve] 

http://aotcpress.com/articles/global-front-migration/
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Collier, Jane F., with B. Maurer and L. Suarez-Navaz. 1995. Sanctioned Identities: 
Legal Constructions of Modern Personhood. Identities 2(1-2): 1-27. 

De Genova, Nicolas. 2013. Spectacles of migrant ‘illegality’: the scene of exclusion, 
the obscene of inclusion. Ethnic and Racial Studies. 36(7): 1180-1198. 

Ong, Aihwa. 1999. Introduction in A. Ong Flexible Citizenship: The Cultural Logics of 
Transnationality. Durham: Duke University Press. [e-reserve] 

Wimmer, A. and N. Glick-Schiller. 2003. Methodological Nationalism and Beyond: 
Nation-State Building, Migration and the Social Sciences. Global Networks, 2(4): 
301-334. 

 
Discussion Reading 
Reeves, M. 2013. Clean fake: Authenticating documents and persons in migrant 

Moscow. American Ethnologist, 40(3), 508-524 
 
Further Readings 
Coutin, Susan Bibler. 2003. Cultural Logics of Belonging and Movement: 

Transnationalism, Naturalization, and U.S. Immigration Politics. American 
Ethnologist 30(4): 508-526. 

De Genova, Nicolas. 2002. Migrant ‘Illegality’ and Deportability in Everyday Life. 
Annual Review of Anthropology 31: 419-447. 

Fassin, Didier. 2011. Policing Borders, Producing Boundaries: The Governmentality of 
Immigration in Dark Times. Annual Review of Anthropology, 40: 213-226.  

Kelly, Tobias. 2004. Returning Home: Law, Violence and Displacement Among West 
Bank Palestinians. PoLAR: Political and Legal Anthropology Review 27(2): 95-
112. 

Kelly, Tobias. 2006. Documented Lives: Fear and the Uncertainties of Law During the 
Second Palestinian Intifada, Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 11(1): 
89-107. 

Jeffery, Laura. 2011. 'Unusual immigrants', or, Chagos islanders and their 
confrontations with British citizenship. Anthropology in Action 18(2): 33-44. 

Petryna, Adriana & Karolina S. Follis. 2015. Risks of Citizenship and Faultlines of 
Survival. Annual Review of Anthropology 44. 

Thomas, Deborah A. and M. Kamari Clarke. 2013. Globalization and Race: Structures 
of Inequality, New Sovereignties, and Citizenship in a Neoliberal Era. Annual 
Review of Anthropology, 42: 305-325. 

Stolcke, Verena. 1995. Talking Culture: New Boundaries, New Rhetorics of Exclusion 
in Europe. Current Anthropology 36(1): 1-24. 

Vertovec, Steven. 2011. The Cultural Politics of Nation and Migration. Annual Review 
of Anthropology 40. 

 
 
Week 8: Violence as a Problem (9 November) 
What kind of problem does violence pose for an anthropology of the political?  Is 
violence an inevitable part of contemporary political life, or a pathological distortion?  
This session will review the different ways in which anthropology has dealt with 
violence  Is violence a source of chaos, or is it, as some theoretical and ethnographic 
arguments have suggested, rather a source of order?  
 
Essential Readings 
Arendt, Hannah. 1970. On Violence. London: Allen Lane (Chapter 1). 
Gluckman, M. 1955. The Peace in the Feud. Past and Present. 8(1): 1-14. 
Harrison, Simon. 1989. The Symbolic Construction of Aggression and War in a Sepik 

River Society. Man, 24(4): 583-599. 
Kelly, Tobias.  2008.  The Attractions of Accountancy:  Living an Ordinary Life During 

the Second Palestinian Intifada.  Ethnography 9(3):  351-376. 
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Lubkeman, S. 2008. Culture in Chaos. An Anthropology of the Social Condition in 
War.Chicago: University of Chicago Press, (Chapter 1) [e-reserve] 

Spencer, J. 1990. Collective Violence and Everyday Practice in Sri Lanka. Modern 
Asian Studies.  

 
Discussion Reading 
Thiranagama, S. The Generation of Militancy: Gender Militancy and Self-

Transformation. In In My Mother’s House: Civil War in Sri Lanka. Philadelphia: 
University of Pennsylvania Press, pp. 183-227. [e-reserve] 

 
Further Readings 
Appadurai, A. 2006. Fear of Small Numbers: An Essay on the Geography of Anger. 

Durham, NC: Duke University Press 
Benjamin, W. Binford, Leigh. 2002.  Violence in El Salvador: A Rejoinder to Philippe 

Bourgois's ‘The Power of Violence in War and Peace’. Ethnography 3(2): 201-
219;  

Bourgois, Philippe. 2002. The Violence of Moral Binaries: Response to Leigh Binford. 
Ethnography 3(2): 221 - 231. 

Baxi, Pratiksha. 2014. Sexual Violence and its Discontents. Annual Review of 
Anthropology. 43: 139-154. 

Daniel, E. Valentine. 1996. ‘Crushed Glass: A Counterpoint to Culture. in Charred 
Lullabies: Chapters in an Anthropography of Violence. Princeton: Princeton 
University Press.  

Das, V, et al (eds). 2000. Violence and Subjectivity. Berkeley: University of California 
Press. 

Robbins, J. 2013. Beyond the Suffering Subject: Toward and Anthropology of the 
Good. Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute. 19(3): 447-462. 

Scheper-Hughes, Nancy and Philippe Bourgois. (eds.).  2004.  Violence in War and 
Peace:  A Reader.  Malden, MA:  Blackwell Press. 

 
 
Week 9: Violence and the Everyday (16 November) 
In the second of two weeks looking at violence, we return to the central question of 
anthropology’s distinctive contribution to our understanding of violence. We do this by 
looking at violence as seen through the “classic” themes of anthropological fieldwork: 
kinship, gender, domesticity and the everyday. In the first part of the session we will 
watch a remarkable ethnographic film from the wars in former Yugoslavia in the early 
1990s. I the second part we will try to locate what we have learned fom the film in    
 
Film: ‘We Are All Neighbours’ (Debbie Christie and Tone Bringa, 1995) 
NB There is a version of this film available on Youtube but it seems to be a blurry 
transfer from an old VHS tape. We hope to show a clean DVD version. 
Discussion Reading 
Navaro-Yashin, Y. 2009. Affective spaces, melancholic objects: ruination and the 

production of anthropological knowledge. Journal of the Royal 
Anthropological Institute. 15(1): 1-18. 

 
Further Readings 
Bringa, Tone. 1995. Being Muslim the Bosnian Way. Identity and Community in a 

Central Bosnian Village. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 
Das Veena. 2007. Life and Words: Violence and the Descent into the Ordinary. 

Berkeley: University of California Press.  
Das, Veena. 1997. Critical Events: An Anthropological Perspective on Contemporary 

India. Oxford: Oxford University Press (Chapter 7). 
Walker, R. 2013. Enduring Violence: Everyday Life and Conflict in Eastern Sri Lanka. 

Manchester: Manchester University Press. (Chapter 5) [e-reserve] 
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Week 10: Religion and Secularism (23 November) 
How has the sphere of politics become conceptually separated from the domain of 
religion? This session will investigate the ongoing debates about the place of religion 
in the public sphere. Why have anxieties around political religiosity re-surfaced in 
recent years? How can we understand the imbrications of religious vocabularies and 
sentiments in contemporary politics? How does politics play itself out in ritual idioms?  
 
Essential Readings 
Bellah, R.N. 1991. Civil Religion in America. In R. Bellah. Beyond Belief: Essays on 

Religion in a Post-Traditionalist World. Berkeley: University of California Press. 
Pp. 168-192. [e-reserve] 

Devji, Faisal. 2005. Landscapes of the Jihad: Militancy, Morality, Modernity. Ithaca: 
Cornell University Press (Chapters 1 and 2). [e-reserve] 

Harding, S. F. 2002. The Book of Jerry Falwell: Fundamentalist Language and Politics.  
Princeton: Princeton University Press. (Chapter 9). [e-reserve] 

Navaro-Yashin, Yael. 2002. Faces of the state: secularism and public life in Turkey. 
Princeton: Princeton University Press (Chapter 6). [e-reserve] 

 
Discussion Reading 
Singh, Bhrigupati. 2012. The Headless Horseman of Central India: Sovereignty at 

Varying Thresholds of Life. Cultural Anthropology. 27(2): 383-407. 
 
Further Readings 
Asad, T. 2003. Formations of the Secular: Christianity, Islam, Modernity. Stanford 

University Press. 
Bhargava, R. 2007. Secularism and Its Critics. Oxford and New Delhi: Oxford 

University Press. 
Cannell, Fenella. 2010. The Anthropology of Secularism. Annual Review of 

Anthropology 39: 85-100. 
Casanova, Jose. 1994. Public Religions in the Modern World. Chicago and London: 

Chicago University Press. 
Girard, René. 2013 [1972]. Violence and the Sacred. London: Bloomsbury (Chapters 

1 and 2). [e-reserve] 
Hutchinson, Sharon E. 2001. A Curse from God? Religious and Political Dimensions 

of the Post-1991 Rise of Ethnic Violence in South Sudan. The Journal of Modern 
African Studies, 39(2): 307-331. 

Mahmood, Saba. 2003. Ethical Formation and Politics of Individual Autonomy in 
Contemporary Egypt.  Social Research 70(3): 837-866. 

Spencer, J. et al. 2015. Checkpoint, Temple, Church and Mosque: A Collaborative 
Ethnography of War and Peace. London: Pluto. 

Van der Veer, P & Lehman, H. (eds.) Nation and Religion. Princeton University Press. 
2000. 
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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 handbook 

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 organiser 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 Welcome 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. 
  

http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/student-counselling
mailto:Ewen.Miller@ed.ac.uk
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Appendix 2: Course Work 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 
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. 
 

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
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
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 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. 

 

Exam Feedback and Viewing Exam Scripts 

General exam feedback will be provided for all courses with an examination.  General 
feedback will be uploaded to the relevant course learn page within 24 hours of the 
overall marks for the course being returned to Students.  
 
Students who sit the exam will also receive individual feedback. The relevant Course 
Secretary will contact students to let them know when this is available and how to 
access it.  
 
If students wish to view their scripts for any reason, they must contact the relevant 
Course Secretary via email to arrange this. 
 

Plagiarism Guidance for Students: Avoiding Plagiarism 

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, 

http://www.ed.ac.uk/academic-services/staff/discipline/plagiarism
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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.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

