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Aims and Objectives 
This course examines some of the ways in which people in different societies 
conceptualise and live out relatedness. It shows how notions of relatedness are 
linked to ideas about gender, theories of procreation (which are themselves changing 
under the impact of new reproductive technologies), and understandings of bodily 
substance, as well as having profound emotional, economic, and political salience. 
Kinship was long regarded as the core of the anthropological discipline, and although 
the extent to which this should still be the case has come under question, recent 
years have seen a marked revival. The course will consider the history of kinship 
studies, looking at some central debates in the subject and assessing their 
implications for other anthropological subdisciplines and anthropological theory more 
generally; and it will examine the relevance of kinship studies to understanding 
ourselves, our families, and our contemporary world as well. 
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Learning Outcomes 
. By the end of the course, students should have a grasp of the ways in which 
anthropologists have approached kinship in both classic non-Western cases and, 
more recently, in Western cultures too. They will have an understanding of the 
economic, legal and political salience of kinship, the history of kinship within 
anthropology, and of the significance of key debates about what kinship is, and how it 
might be studied. 
 
 

Teaching Methods 
The course involves one two-hour session a week for the whole class, together with 
weekly tutorials (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 tutorials 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 these tutorials is compulsory and attendance will be 
recorded and assessed. Please refer to the ‘Tutorial Participation’ information 
on the next page. 
 

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 

Essay 
1500 words 

max (excluding 
bibliography)* 

20% 

15/02/17 (all 
coursework is due 
at 12 noon on the 

date of 
submission) 

08/03/17 

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. 

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

Assessment 
All students will be assessed by:  
 

1. Assessed course work in the form of a short essay (1500 words), due on 
Thursday 15 February 2017. This carries a weighting of 20% towards the final 
overall mark for the course. 

2. An examination at the end of the Semester. Exam times will be announced by 
Registry later in the Semester.  The exam carries a weighting of 70% towards 
the final overall mark for the course. 

3. Tutorial participation, which carries a weighting of 10% of your final mark for the 
course. 

 
Course work  
Short essay titles will be put up on Learn. The mark awarded will be an overall 
assessment of quality, based on the following criteria:  
 

• Quality and appropriateness of ethnographic evidence 

• Analysis (original ideas, and awareness of relevant theoretical debates) 

• Linkage between ethnography and theory 

• Critical assessment of theoretical positions 

• Use of relevant literature (evidence of independent literature search) 

• Structure of argument  

• Intelligent use of argument, criticism and debate 

• Readability, style and presentation; and correct citation of references. 
 
It is important to remember however, that the overall mark is the result of a holistic 
assessment. For example, brilliance in one criterion cannot override weakness in 
other criteria. 
 
Tutorial participation  
A system of written assessment, the “personal response”, will form the backbone of 
students’ tutorial participation mark. Each week you will be required to submit a short 
piece of written work, about 100-200 words long. You will write a short paragraph on 
your own response to the tutorial readings for that week. The response should not be 

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/submission_guidance
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just a summary of the reading, but rather your reaction to it: What did you like or not 
like about the piece, and why? What questions did it answer or leave unanswered? 
 
You will be required to submit your personal response to your tutor by noon on the day 
before your tutorial. 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 system 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. 
 
Exam 
In assessing your answers we will be looking especially for evidence of breadth of 
knowledge on different sections of the course and depth of understanding of particular 
topics.  
 
The following are the criteria by which each exam answer will be marked. However, it 
is important to note that the overall mark is a result of a holistic assessment of the 
answer as a whole. 
 
• Does the answer address the question set, and with sufficient focus? 
• Does the answer show a grasp of the relevant concepts and knowledge? 
• Does the answer demonstrate a logical and effective pattern of argument? 
• Does the answer, if appropriate, support arguments with relevant, accurate and 

effective forms of evidence? 
• Does the answer demonstrate critical thinking in relation to arguments and 

evidence? 
• Does the answer attempt to make a point that is original? 
• Is the answer adequately presented in terms of spelling, grammar and style. 
 
Please refer to Appendix 2 for additional information about assessment and 
submission procedures. 
 
  
 
Attendance 
Attendance and participation in the lectures and discussion are essential for 
developing an understanding of the topics.  
 

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. 
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Readings and Resource List 
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. 
 
General texts on kinship 
These will help in defining terms and summarising theoretical issues in the study of 
kinship: 
 
Dumont, Louis 2006[1971]. An Introduction to Two Theories of Social Anthropology 
Schneider, David M. 1984. A Critique of the Study of Kinship 
Barnard, Alan & Anthony Good, 1984. Research Practices in the Study of Kinship 
Holy, Ladislav 1996. Anthropological Perspectives on Kinship 
Parkin, Robert J. 1997. Kinship: an Introduction to the Basic Concepts 
Carsten, Janet 2004. After Kinship 
 
Readers on kinship 
The following collections provide overviews of anthropological approaches to kinship. 
Several of the weekly group readings are taken from these collections, and if you 
plan to buy any books for this course these are likely to be the most useful. 
 
Carsten, Janet (ed), 2000. Cultures of Relatedness: New Approaches to the Study of 

Kinship. Cambridge: University Press. 
Parkin, Robert & Linda Stone (eds), 2004. Kinship and Family: an Anthropological 

Reader. Oxford: Blackwell. 
 
Ethnographies 
In addition to the weekly readings, you are strongly advised to read from the following 
ethnographies (listed alphabetically, not in order of priority!) which focus on kinship: 
 
Astuti, Rita 1995. People of the Sea: Identity and Descent Among the Vezo of 

Madagascar 
Beatty, Andrew 2015.  After the Ancestors: An Anthropologist’s Story. 
Busby, Cecilia 2000. The Performance of Gender: an Anthropology of Everyday Life 

in a South Indian Fishing Community 
Campbell, J.K. 1964. Honour, Family and Patronage; a Study of Institutions and 

Moral Values in a Greek Mountain Community 
Carsten, Janet 1997. The Heat of the Hearth: the Process of Kinship in a Malay 

Fishing Community 
Daniel, E Valentine 1984. Fluid Signs: Being a Person the Tamil Way 
Edwards, Jeanette 2000. Born and Bred: Idioms of Kinship and New Reproductive 

Technologies in England 
Evans-Pritchard, E.E. 1951. Kinship and Marriage Among the Nuer 
Good, Anthony 1991. The Female Bridegroom: a Comparative Study of Life-Crisis 

Rituals in South India and Sri Lanka 
Gow, Peter 1991. Of Mixed Blood: Kinship and History in Peruvian Amazonia 
Han, Clara 2012. Life in Debt: Times of Care and Violence in Neoliberal Chile. 
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Kapadia, Karin 1995. Siva & her Sisters: Gender, Caste, & Class in Rural South India 
Mayblin, Maya 2010. Gender, Catholicism, and Morality in Brazil: Virtuous Husbands, 

Powerful Wives  
Parry, Jonathan 1979. Caste and Kinship in Kangra 
Schneider, David M. 1980 (2nd edition). American Kinship: a Cultural Account 
Stack, Carol 1970. All Our Kin: Strategies for Survival in a Black Community.. 
Stasch, Rupert 2009. Society of Others: Kinship and Mourning in a West Papuan 

Place 
Strathern, Marilyn 1992. After Nature: English Kinship in the Late Twentieth Century 
Yan, Yunxiang 2003. Private Life under Socialism: Love, Intimacy and Family 

Change in a Chinese Village 1949-1999 
Yanagisako, Sylvia Junko 2002. Producing Culture and Capital: Family Firms in Italy 
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Lecture Summary 
 
 
Week Date Topic 

Week 1 18 January What Is Kinship? Introduction                     AG (with MC) 

Week 2 25 January Descent Groups and Elementary Structures           AG 

Week 3 1 February The Forking Paths of Kinship                                  MC 

Week 4 8 February Procreation and Relatedness                                  AG 

Week 5 15 February Divine Kinship: Cosmologies of Relatedness         MC 

 22 February                    Festival of Creative Learning 

Week 6 1 March Reproductive Technologies and Gay Kinship         AG 

Week 7 8 March Nanny States: Reconnecting the Domestic  
and the Political                                                      MC 

Week 8 15 March Kinship, Economics and Law                                  AG 

Week 9 22 March Sex, Romance, Marriage and the Market               MC 

Week 10      29 March What Kinship Is: Course Review                 MC (with AG)  
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Course Lectures and Readings 
* = Essential reading. Where three are listed, read at least two. Where two are 
listed read at least one. 
 

WEEK 1: What is Kinship? (AG, with MC) 
Can we define something called ‘kinship’? This may seem an odd question, given that 
according to Robin Fox, ‘Kinship is to anthropology what logic is to philosophy... it is 
the basic discipline of the subject’. Yet anthropologists have always disagreed over 
what kinship is, and from the 1970s onwards many even disagreed that kinship was 
as central as Fox claimed. Recently, however, the topic has enjoyed a revival, in a new 
guise. We will look at some different anthropological approaches to kinship and their 
analytic implications, including an introduction to the mid-twentieth century paradigm 
of unilineal descent groups. 

*Barnard, Alan & Anthony Good (B & G) 1984. Research Practices in the Study of 
Kinship. Academic Press, ch. 1 

*Radcliffe-Brown, A.R. 1950. ‘Introduction.’ In AR Radcliffe-Brown & D Forde (eds) 
African Systems of Kinship and Marriage, pp 13-23. 

Needham, Rodney 1971. ‘Remarks on the analysis of kinship and marriage.’ In R. 
Needham (ed.) Rethinking Kinship and Marriage (ASA 11), pp 1-34. 

Bourdieu, Pierre 1977. Outline of a Theory of Practice, pp 30-71. 
Leach, Edmund R. 1961 Rethinking Anthropology, pp 1-27. 
Fortes, Meyer 1953 ‘The structure of unilineal descent groups.’ American 

Anthropologist 55: 17-41 [also in his Time and Social Structure, and Other Essays]. 
 
Class discussion: 
We will use some recent media accounts to discuss the significance of kinship in 
contemporary life. 
 
Tutorial reading:  
‘What’s happened to kinship?’ 
 
Review of terminology 
Carsten, Janet 2004 After Kinship, Introduction. 
 
 
WEEK 2: Descent Groups and Elementary Structures (AG) 
‘Descent’ refers to the structuring of society around relationships between parents and 
children or, more generally, between ancestors and descendants. But is it better seen 
as an empirical property displayed by real social groups, or as an indigenous ideology 
used to make sense of complex social situations? By contrast, Lévi-Strauss noted that 
certain societies have ‘elementary structures’ of kinship, whereby particular forms of 
marriage exchange are repeated generation after generation. These rival paradigms 
dominated anthropological debate from the 1950s to the 1970s. 
 
*Kuper, Adam 1982 Lineage theory: a critical retrospect. Pp 71-95 in Annual Review 

of Anthropology, 11 [also pp 79-96 in Parkin & Stone (eds)] 
*Lévi-Strauss, Claude 1969. The elementary structures of kinship, pp xxvii-xlii (Preface 

to 2nd edn); Needham’s preface, p xix 
 
Barnard, Alan & Anthony Good, 1984. Research Practices in the Study of Kinship, pp. 

76-87 & 89-104 
Fortes, Meyer 1959. Descent, filiation and affinity: a rejoinder to Dr. Leach: Parts I & 

II. Man 59: 193-97; 206-12 [also in Fortes, Time and social structure] 
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Leach, Edmund R 1960. Descent, filiation and affinity. Man 60: 9-10 
Leach, Edmund R 1961. Rethinking anthropology. Athlone Press, ch. 1. 
Scheffler, Harold W. 1966. Ancestor worship in anthropology: or, observations on 

descent and descent groups. Current Anthropology 7: 541-51 
Dumont, Louis 1953. The Dravidian kinship terminology as an expression of marriage. 

Man 53: 34-9 [E; also pp 176-86 in Parkin & Stone (eds)]. 
Good, Anthony 1981. Prescription, preference and practice: marriage patterns among 

the Kondaiyankottai Maravar of South India. Man (N.S.) 16: 108-29 [also pp 187-
204 in Parkin & Stone (eds)] 

Bourdieu, Pierre 1977. Outline of a theory of practice, pp 30-71 
Sahlins, Marshall 1965. On the ideology & composition of descent groups. Man 65: 

104-7 
 
Class discussion: 
‘The ideals of common descent are more or less fiction’ (Sahlins, p. 104). What is the 
link, if any, between group composition and descent ideology? 
 
Barnes, John A 1962. African models in the New Guinea highlands. Man 1962, pp 5-

9  [also pp 97-103 in Parkin & Stone (eds)] 
 
Tutorial readings: 
Does an approach based on ‘relatedness’ – rather than on the formal characteristics 
of the ‘kinship system’ – broaden our understanding of the nature of ‘descent’? 
 
*Stafford, Charles 2000 Chinese patriliny and the cycles of yang and laiwang. Pp 37-

54 in Carsten (ed) Cultures of relatedness 
*Astuti, Rita 2000 Kindreds and descent groups: new perspectives from Madagascar. 

Pp 90-103 in Carsten (ed) Cultures of relatedness 
 
 
WEEK 3: The Forking Paths of Kinship (MC) 
What’s in a name and why does terminology matter? What’s the difference between a 
friend, an enemy, and a potential marriage partner? In this lecture we will explore the 
power of language to define relatedness, and to shape the very nature of the kinds of 
interactions we desire from people. We will do this by focusing in on the example of 
the Mapuche of Southern Chile, in a lecture that will be richly ethnographic, and provide 
you with the chance to learn, in-depth, about one particular people and their kinship 
dilemmas. 
 
*Course, Magnus. 2005. Borges, the Mapuche, and the Mother's Brother's 

Son. Cambridge Anthropology, Vol. 25, No.1: 11-30. 

–––– 2009. Why Mapuche Sing. Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute. Vol. 15, 
No.2: 295-313 

–––– 2011. Becoming Mapuche. Person and Ritual in Indigenous Chile. University of 
Illinois Press. 

 
Tutorial readings: 
*Course, Magnus. 2007. Death, Biography, and the Mapuche Person. Ethnos 72(1): 

77-101 
*Macintyre, Martha. 1989. The Triumph of the Susu: Mortuary Exchanges on 

Tubetube. In Death Rituals and Life in the Societies of the Kula Ring Damon & 
Wagner (Eds.). Northern Illinois University Press. 
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WEEK 4: Procreation and Relatedness (AG) 
Where do babies come from?  Can we take procreation for granted as a universal fact 
of life? Does relatedness have to be based upon biology, and what are implications of 
our answer to our understanding of ‘what kinship is’? 
 
*Franklin, Sarah 1997. Embodied Progress: a Cultural Account of Assisted 

Conception, ch. 1: ‘Conception amongst the anthropologists’. 
*Carsten, Janet 1995. ‘The substance of kinship and the heat of the hearth: feeding, 

personhood and becoming related among Malays on Pulau Langkawi.’ American 
Ethnologist 22: 223-41 [also pp 309-27 in Parkin & Stone (eds)] 

 
Malinowski, Bronislaw 1932. The Sexual Life of Savages, ch. 7 
Leach, Edmund 1966. ‘Virgin birth.’ Proceedings of the Royal Anthropological Institute 

(Also in Leach 1969. Genesis as Myth).  
Spiro, M.E. 1968. ‘Virgin birth, parthenogenesis and physiological paternity: an essay 

in cultural interpretation.’ Man (N.S.) 3 (2): 242-61. 
Powell, H.A. 1968. ‘Virgin birth.’ Man (N.S.) 3 (4): 651-53. 
Delaney, Carol 1986. ‘The meaning of paternity and the virgin birth debate.’ Man (N.S.) 

21: 494-513 
Schneider, David M. 1968 American Kinship: a Cultural Account, pp 21-29 
Schneider, David M. 1984 A Critique of the Study of Kinship, pp. 97-112 
Carsten, Janet. 2000 ‘Introduction.’ Cultures of Relatedness, pp. 1-36. 
Weismantel, Mary 1995. ‘Making kin: kinship theory and Zumabagua adoptions.’ 

American Ethnologist 22: 695-704 
Carsten, Janet 2004. After Kinship, chaps. 1 & 2 
Feeley-Harnik, Gillian 1999. ‘“Communities of blood”: the natural history of kinship in 

nineteenth-century America.’ Comparative Studies in Society and History 41(2): 
215-62 

 
Class discussion: 
Are biological models of human reproduction shaped by culture? 
 
Martin, Emily 1991. ‘The egg and the sperm: how science has constructed a romance 

based on stereotypical male-female roles.’ Signs 16 (3): 485-501. 
 
Tutorial reading: 
If kinship is not about procreation and biology – what is it about? 
 
*Bodenhorn, Barbara 2000. ‘“He used to be my relative”: exploring the bases of 

relatedness among Inupiat of northern Alaska.’ In Carsten (ed) Cultures of 
Relatedness, pp. 128-48. 

*Lambert, Helen 2000. ‘Sentiment and substance in north Indian forms of relatedness.’ 
In Carsten (ed) Cultures of Relatedness, pp. 73-89. 

 
 
WEEK 5: Divine Kinship (MC) 
What came first, kinship or cosmology? In this lecture we will look more closely at the 
symbolic and sacred aspects of kin terms and kinship structure. Can there be 
relatedness between people and deities? How do changing religious systems impact 
upon long standing concepts and ideas about kinship?  
 
Bloch, M. and S. Guggenheim.  1981. Compadrazgo, Baptism and the Symbolism of 

Second Birth. Man (N.S).16 (3):376-386. 
*Cannell, F. 2011. English ancestors: the moral possibilities of popular genealogy. 

Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute.17: 462-480. 
Du Boulay, Juliet. 1984. The Blood: Symbolic Relationships between Descent, 
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Marriage, Incest Prohibitions and Spiritual Kinship in Greece Man (New Series) 19 
(4): 533-556. 

Forbess, Alice and Michelutti, Lucia (2013) From the mouth of God: divine kinship and 
popular democratic politics. Focaal, 67: 3-18. 

Handman, Courtney. 2011. Israelite Genealogies and Christian Commitment: The 
Limits of Language Ideologies in Guhu-Samane Christianity. Anthropological 
Quarterly 84 (3): 655-677. 

Mayblin, Maya. 2012. The Madness of Mothers. Agape Love and the Maternal Myth in 
Northeast Brazil. American Anthropologist. 114 (2): 240–252  

−−2010. Gender, Catholicism, and Morality in Brazil. Ch 2. New York: Palgrave 
Macmillan. 

Scott, Michael W. 2000. Ignorance is cosmos; knowledge is chaos: articulating a 
cosmological polarity in the Solomon Islands. Social Analysis 44 (2): 56-83. 

 
Class discussion: 
Is family-history research just a modern form of ancestor worship? 
 
Tutorial readings:  
If kinship has always been, as Cannell notes, a ‘secular object’, how do these articles 
challenge that view? 

 
*Good, Anthony. 2000. Congealing Divinity: Time, Worship and Kinship in South Indian 

Hinduism. Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 6 (2): 273-292 
*Cannell, Fenella. 2013.’The Re-enchantment of Kinship’. In: Cannell, and Mckinnon 

(eds.) Vital relations: modernity and the persistent life of kinship. SAR Press 
 
 
INNOVATIVE LEARNING WEEK  No Lecture 
 
 
WEEK 6: Reproductive Technologies and Gay Kinship (AG) 
With the advent of assisted conception, the possibility has arisen for infertile people, 
single and gay parents to have children ‘of their own’. What moral problems do these 
new technologies raise? Over this same period social and legal attitudes towards 
sexuality and sexual identity have been transformed. How have these changes 
impacted on kinship in the 21st century? 
 
*Carsten, Janet 2004 After Kinship, ch. 7 
*Franklin, Sarah 1997. Embodied progress: a cultural account of assisted conception, 

ch. 5 
 
Strathern, Marilyn 1992. Reproducing the future: essays on anthropology, kinship and 

the New Reproductive Technologies, chs. 1-3. 
Edwards, Jeanette 2004. ‘Incorporating incest: gamete, body and relation in assisted 

conception.’ Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 10 (4): 755-774.  
Cannell, Fenella 1990, ‘Concepts of parenthood: the Warnock report, the Gillick debate 

and modern myths.’ American Ethnologist 17(4): 667-88. 
Butler, Judith 2002. ‘Is kinship always already heterosexual?’ Differences 13 (1): 14-

44. 
Edwards, Jeanette and Marilyn Strathern, 2000 ‘Including our own.’ In Janet Carsten 

(ed.) Cultures of relatedness, pp. 149-166. 
Weston, Kay 1995. ‘Forever is a long time: romancing the real in gay kinship 

ideologies.’ In S. Yanagisako & C. Delaney (eds) Naturalizing Power: Essays in 
Feminist Cultural Analysis 

javascript:__doLinkPostBack('','ss%7E%7EAR%20%22Handman%2C%20Courtney%22%7C%7Csl%7E%7Erl','');
javascript:__doLinkPostBack('','mdb%7E%7Eafh%7C%7Cjdb%7E%7Eafhjnh%7C%7Css%7E%7EJN%20%22Anthropological%20Quarterly%22%7C%7Csl%7E%7Ejh','');
javascript:__doLinkPostBack('','mdb%7E%7Eafh%7C%7Cjdb%7E%7Eafhjnh%7C%7Css%7E%7EJN%20%22Anthropological%20Quarterly%22%7C%7Csl%7E%7Ejh','');
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Class discussions: 
(First hour) How are ideas about biology deployed in the cases below? 
 
Ragoné, Helena 1996. ‘Chasing the blood tie: surrogate mothers, adoptive mothers 

and fathers.’ American Ethnologist 23 (2): 352-365. 
 
(Second hour) In what ways does gay kinship raise particular questions for 
anthropologists? 
 
Hayden, Corinne P. 1995 ‘Gender, genetics, and generation: reformulating biology in 

lesbian kinship.’ Cultural Anthropology 10 (1): 41-63. 
 
Tutorial readings: Giving nature a helping hand 
*Thompson, Charis 2001. ‘Strategic naturalizing: kinship in an infertility clinic.’ In Sarah 

Franklin & Sarah McKinnon (eds.) Relative values: reconfiguring kinship studies; 
OR 

*Kahn, Susan Martha 2000. ‘Eggs and wombs: the origins of Jewishness.’ In 
Reproducing Jews: a cultural account of assisted conception in Israel, pp. 112-39 
[pp 362-77 in Parkin & Stone (eds)] 

 
 
WEEK 7: Nanny States, Family Politics: Reconnecting the Domestic and the 
Political (MC) 
Early anthropological work tended to assume a proper separation between family and 
state, the domestic and the political – except in ‘small scale’, ‘pre-political’ societies, 
where kinship stood in for politics. And yet we are accustomed to speaking of nation 
states in the idiom of family, and family dynasties are evident in ‘modern’ democratic 
states around the world. How do kinship and politics relate? How do national histories 
intertwine with family histories? How and why do the state and its agents intervene in 
the intimate spaces of the family – and how do families recruit the state into positions 
of relatedness? To what extent might contemporary politics in ‘modern’ states be 
understood as fundamentally familial? 
 
*Bloch, Maurice. 1973. 'The long term and the short term: the economic and political 

significance of the morality of kinship.' In J. Goody (Ed.) The character of kinship. 
Carsten, J. 2004. After Kinship. Ch 6. 
Delaney, C. 1995. Father state, motherland, and the birth of modern Turkey, in S. 

Yanagisako and C. Delaney (eds) Naturalizing Power: essays in feminist cultural 
analysis. 

 
Erdreich, L. 2006. Marriage talk, Palestinian women, intimacy and the liberal nation-

state. Ethnography 7(4): 493-523.   
Friedman, S. 2005. The Intimacy of State Power: Marriage, Liberation, and Socialist 

Subjects in southeastern China. American Ethnologist 32(2): 312-327. 
Goldstein, D.M. 2005. Orphans of the state: conceptualising citizenship, space and 

kinship in Bolivian municipal politics. Cultural Dynamics,17(1):5-31.    
Klein, C. 2000. Family ties and political obligations: the discourse of adoption and the 

Cold War commitment to Asia. In C. Appy (ed.) Cold War Constructions: the 
political culture of United States imperialism, 1945-1966. 

Philips, Kristin D. 2010. Pater rules best: political kinship and party politics in 
Tanzania’a presidential elections. PoLAR: Political and Legal Anthropology Review 
33(1): 109-132. 

Stoler, Ann Laura. 1995. Mixed-bloods and the cultural politics of European identity in 
colonial southeast Asia, in J.N. Pieterse and B. Parekh (eds) The decolonisation of 
imagination. 
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–––– 1991. ‘Carnal knowledge and imperial power: the politics of race and sexual 
morality in colonial Asia.’ Pp 13-36 in Micaela di Leonardo & Roger Lancaster 
(eds), The Gender/Sexuality Reader. [Also pp 51-101 in di Leonardo (ed), Gender 
at the Crossroads of Knowledge] 

Yan, Yunxiang 2003. Private Life under Socialism: Love, Intimacy, and Family Change 
in a Chinese Village, 1949-1999 

 
Class discussion: 
What is ‘the morality of kinship’ and why is it so powerful? 
 
Tutorial readings: 
How might we understand the links between kinship and the contemporary nation 
state? Are they metaphorical, practical, or something else altogether? 
 
*Das Veena. 1995 ‘National honour and practical kinship: unwanted women and 

children.’  In Das.V Critical events. An Anthropological Perspective on 
Contemporary India, New Delhi: Oxford University Press. Ch.3.    

*Thelen, Tatjana, Andre Thiemann and Duska Roth. 2014. ‘State kinning and kinning 
the state in Serbian elder care programmes.’ Social Analysis 58(3): 107-123. 

 
 
WEEK 8: Kinship, Economics and Law (AG) 
This session examines how kinship inter-relates with economics and law. How do 
relatives divide up, share, and pass on their communal or individual property? How 
and why do the state and its agents intervene legally in the intimate spaces of marriage, 
family, and sexual identity? 
 
*Goody, Jack 1969. ‘Inheritance, property, and marriage in Africa and Eurasia.’ 

Sociology 3: 557 [also pp 110-18 in Parkin & Stone (eds)] 
*Cowan, Sharon 2005. ‘“Gender is no substitute for sex”: a comparative human rights 

analysis of the legal regulation of sexual identity.’ Feminist Legal Studies 13: 67-
96. 

 
Carsten, Janet 1989. ‘Cooking money: gender and the transformation of means of 

exchange in a Malay fishing community.’ Pp 117-41 in Maurice Bloch & Jonathan 
Parry (eds) Money and the morality of exchange. 

Mody, Perveez 2002. ‘Love and the law: love-marriage in Delhi.’ Modern Asian Studies 
36 (1): 223-56. 

Shaw, Alison 2001. ‘Kinship, cultural preference and immigration: consanguineous 
marriage among British Pakistanis.’ Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 
7: 315-334 

Charsley, Katharine 2005. ‘Unhappy husbands: masculinity and migration in 
transnational Pakistani marriages.’ Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 
11 (1): 85-105. 

Corbett v Corbett (otherwise Ashley) (1970) 2 All England Reports 33, see < 
http://www.pfc.org.uk/caselaw/Corbett%20v%20Corbett.pdf> 

 
Class discussion: 
Can the law deal effectively with relationships rather than individual persons? 
 
Strathern, Marilyn 2005. Kinship, law and the unexpected: relatives are always a 

surprise, ch. 1. 
 
Tutorial readings: 
Why do governments regard the regulation of kinship and procreation as central to the 
stability of the state? What conclusions can we draw from this? 
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*Robcis, Camille 2010. ‘French sexual politics from human rights to the anthropological 

function of the law.’ French Historical Studies 33(1): 129-56. 
*Melhuus, Marit 2012. Problems of conception: issues of law, biotechnology, 

individuals and kinship, ch. 3. 
 
 
WEEK 9: Sex, Romance, Marriage and the Market (MC) 
We will start our discussion looking at classical conceptualisation of affinity and alliance 
and move from there to look at debates concerning the interconnection between 
marriage, sex, romance, and social mobility.  
 
Brennen, Denise. 2008. Love Work in Sex Work (and After): Performing at Love (pp. 

174-193). In Jankowiak (Ed.) Intimacies: Love and Sex Across Cultures. Columbia 
University Press. 

Campbell, Howard. 2007. Cultural Seduction: American Men, Mexican Women, Cross-
border Attraction. Critique of Anthropology 27: 261-83. 

Gow, Peter. 1989. The Peverse Child: desire in a native Amazonian susbsistence 
economy. Man. (New Series) 24 (4): 567-82. 

Henrike Donner. 2012. Love and Marriage Globally. Anthropology Of This Century, 
(Online Open Access Journal). Issue 4 

Jankowiak, Volsche, & Garcia. 2015. Is the Romantic-Sexual Kiss a Near Human 
Universal? American Anthropologist. 117 (3): 535–539 

Johnson-Hanks, Jennifer. 2007. Women on the Market: marriage, consumption, and 
the internet in urban Cameroon. American Ethnologist 34 (4): 642 – 658. 

Lévi-Strauss, C. 1969 (1949) The Elementary Structures of Kinship, Chs 1-5. Beacon 
Press. 

Patico, Jennifer. 2009. For Love, Money, or Normalcy: Meanings of Strategy and 
Sentiment in the Russian-American Matchmaking Industry. Ethnos. 74 (3) 

Rutherford, D. 1998. Love, Violence, and Foreign Wealth: Kinship and History in Biak, 
Irian Jaya. Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute (N.S.) 255-281. 

Tiwari, Geetanjali. 2008. Interplay of Love, Sex, and Marriage in a Polyandrous Society 
in the High Himalayas of India. Pp. 122-147 in Jankowiak (Ed.) Intimacies: Love 
and Sex Across Cultures. Columbia University Press.  

 
Class discussion: 
Is true love necessarily an-economic? 
 
Read: http://www.pri.org/stories/2014-02-12/does-west-have-monopoly-
romantic-love 
 
Check out film clip @: http://www.thai-professional.com/ 
 
Tutorial readings: 
Is all sex transactional? 
 
*Heywood, Paolo. 2009. Topographies of Love: Two Discourses on the Russian ‘Mail-

Order Bride Industry.’ The Cambridge Journal of Anthropology. 29(2): 26-45 
*Kulick, Don. 1997. A Man in the House: The Boyfriends of Brazilian Travesti 

Prostitutes. Social Text. 52/53: 133-160 
 
 
WEEK 10: What Kinship Is (MC, with AG) 
A review of the course, and of different ways in which anthropologists and those they 
study have understood the nature of kinship, and its social, political and emotional 
power. Feel free to raise issues or questions that intrigue or puzzle you.  

http://www.pri.org/stories/2014-02-12/does-west-have-monopoly-romantic-love
http://www.pri.org/stories/2014-02-12/does-west-have-monopoly-romantic-love
http://www.thai-professional.com/
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*Sahlins, Marshall 2011a. ‘What kinship is (part one)’ Journal of the Royal 

Anthropological Institute 17: 2-19. 
*–––– 2011b. ‘What kinship is (part two)’, Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 

17: 227-242.  
*‘Symposium on Marshal Sahlins, What kinship is - and is not.’ Hau: Journal of 

Ethnographic Theory 3 (2): 245-316 (2013). 
 
Class discussion: 
Is Sahlins’ recent definition of kinship as ‘mutuality of being’ a persuasive contribution 
to anthropological debates about kinship? Other sources you might wish to consider, 
in addition to those listed in earlier classes, include: 
 
McKinley, R. 2001. ‘The philosophy of kinship: a reply to Schneider’s Critique of the 

study of kinship.’ Pp 131-167 in R. Feinberg & M. Ottenheimer (eds) The cultural 
analysis of kinship: the legacy of David M. Schneider. 

Peletz, M. 2001. ‘Ambivalence in kinship since the Forties.’ In Sarah Franklin and 
Susan McKinnon (eds.) Relative values: reconfiguring kinship studies. 

Strathern, Andrew 1973. ‘Kinship, descent and locality: some New Guinea examples.’ 
In J. Goody (ed) The character of kinship. 

Trautmann, Thomas, John Mitani and Gillian Feeley-Harnik 2011. “Deep kinship.” Pp 
160-88 in Andrew Shryock & Daniel Lord Smail (eds) Deep history: the architecture 
of past and present. 
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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). 
 

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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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 
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 
(Lauren.Ayre@ed.ac.uk ). 
 
Tutorial sign up will open on Monday 16 January 2017 and will close on Friday 20 
January 2017. . 
 
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 Monday 28 September 2015 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: Dr Adam 
Reed, University of St Andrews. 
  

http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/student-counselling
mailto:Lauren.Ayre@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. If the limit is 1500 words then 
anything between 1501-1520 words will lose one point, and so on. 
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.  
 

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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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. 

• 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 

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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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.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
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