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Aims and Objectives 

This course will provide a historical overview of anthropological thought and will be 
taught through an introduction to keywords that have helped to shape the 
development of social anthropology. The thematic approach is designed to be 
engaging and stimulating to students and to help to foster critical conceptual and 
theoretical thought. It will highlight the continued significance of key concepts and 
oppositions over time.  The course is organized around the exploration of a cluster of 
linked keywords: society and culture; humans and the environment; and persons and 
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production. Lectures and tutorials will explore the place of each cluster of keywords 
in the history of anthropology, while providing examples of their continued importance 
in contemporary anthropology.
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Learning Outcomes 
• Students will gain a broad appreciation of different theoretical perspectives in 

social anthropology through an engagement with texts written by key thinkers 
in the discipline.   

• Students will learn about intellectual histories within the discipline and will be 
able to identify schools of thought with anthropological authors. 

• Students will be able to identify these theories in ethnographic studies and 
assess them critically.   

• Students will become familiar with key anthropological theorists and read 
sections of their work. 

• By seeing ethnography in its theoretical contexts, students will learn to 
appreciate the complex interplay between data and theory, both in social 
anthropology and in the social sciences more generally. 

Teaching Methods 

Lectures 
There are two 50 minute lectures every week: Mondays & Thursdays, 15.10 to 16.00 
in Lecture Hall C, David Hume Tower LTs.  
 
The lectures will consider a series of conceptual issues fundamental to anthropology 
by exploring a series of three paired key words: society and culture, humans and the 
environment, persons and production.  

Tutorials 
Tutorials provide an opportunity for you to discuss your own ideas and your reaction 
to the readings and lectures. The tutors will also assist you in the organisation of your 
essays and preparation for the exam at the end of the year. 
 
Each tutorial consists of 10-12 students. Tutorials meet weekly, starting in the second 
week of the course. Your first tutorial will take place in the week 2 starting Monday, 
26 September 2015. 
 
Please note that pressure of work or problems of time management are not 
considered an acceptable reason for non-attendance at tutorials or for late 
submission of work. 
 
A list of tutors and contact email addresses will be made available on Learn during 
the first week of teaching. 
 
Tutorial Program: What will we be doing? 
The first tutorial will provide you with essentials about the program and procedures 
for the rest of the course, and it is therefore all the more important that you do not 
miss it. 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 

Essay 1 

1500-1600 
words max 
(excluding 

bibliography) 

30% 

17/10/2016 (all 
coursework is due 
at 12 noon on the 

date of 
submission) 

7/11/2016 

Essay 2 

1500-1600 
words max 
(excluding 

bibliography) 

35% 

14/11/2016 (all 
coursework is due 
at 12 noon on the 

date of 
submission) 

05/12/2016 

Essay 3 

1500-1600 
words max 
(excluding 

bibliography) 

35% 

12/12/2016 (all 
coursework is due 
at 12 noon on the 

date of 
submission) 

16/01/2017 

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

Resit 
 
Students who fail the course will have an opportunity to re-sit for a passing 
grade.  This will require writing an essay using one of the set prompts that you have 
not yet used – i.e. if you wrote an essay on question 2.1 and it did not pass, you will 
need to write an essay on question 2.2, 3.1, etc. in order to be considered for a 
passing grade.   
 

Essays  
 
Essay 1 (due 12.00 noon on Monday 17 October 2016) 
 
EITHER  
 
1.  “The notion of culture . . despite a long usefulness, may now have become 
something anthropologists would want to work against . .`” (Abu-Lughod). Why would 
this be the case?  
 
OR  
 
2. Evans-Pritchard characterises the “Nuer constitution” as one of “ordered anarchy”. 
What are the sources of “order” in his account of the Nuer?  
 
 
 

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


2016-17 Social Anthropology 2A 6 

Essay 2 (due12.00 noon on Monday 14 November 2016) 
 
EITHER 
1. Compare and contrast two readings about the social effects of capitalist 

production in order to show how capitalism has changed over the course of its 
development.  

 
OR 
 
2. Western society has often been described as uniquely individualist in orientation.  
Is this description accurate?  Why or why not? 
 
Essay 3 (due12.00 noon on Monday 12 December 2016) 
 
EITHER 
 
1. To what extent can we “explain” culture as a way of successfully adapting to given 
set of environmental possibilities and constraints?   

 
OR   

 
2. Is animism a “world-view”?   
 
 
 
Overall Course Result 
Your final grade will be decided by your tutor, the course organiser, and the Board of 
Examiners. In the course of the tutorials you will have the opportunity to discuss 
criteria and processes of assessment. Knowing how you are being assessed ought to 
help you produce work that we will be glad to give a high mark! 
 
In order to achieve a Pass in Social Anthropology 1A students must pass the 
Examination. The pass mark is 40. Please refer to the Programme Handbook 
for further information. 
 

Communication 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. 
 
If you have any problems, they should be taken first of all to your tutor. The easiest 
time to see your tutor is just before or after a tutorial. Tutors can be contacted via 
email. 
 
More serious personal problems are best dealt with by your Personal Tutor or Student 
Support Officer, who will let us know, for example, if you have been ill or, for some 
other serious reason, unable to keep up with the work for part of the course. 
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Administrative problems to do with the course can usually be dealt with by your tutor, 
but you may if necessary consult the Course Organiser, Dr Naomi Haynes 
(Naomi.Haynes@ed.ac.uk), e.g. about problems to do with tutorial teaching. 
 
There are various avenues for you to provide us with feedback about the course: 
 

• At the end of each section, some tutorial time will be given over to feedback 
sessions on various aspects of the course, and the tutors will pass on your 
comments to the course organiser. 

• We will ask each tutorial group to elect a tutorial representative. Some of the 
tutorial reps will become the class representatives (their names and contact 
addresses will be posted on the Social Anthropology 2A Learn page) serving 
on the Staff-Student Liaison Committee. The Staff-Student Liaison Committee 
meets to discuss students’ ideas about the teaching of the course. Make sure 
you know who your own tutorial group representative is. 

• At the end of the course, we ask all students to fill in a questionnaire about the 
various lecture blocks and other aspects of the course. We do hope you will 
take note of what you like and dislike as the course progresses, and that you 
then take the time to share your experience with us. We do our best to include 
your constructive suggestions into the program for subsequent years. 

 
Please check Learn regularly for announcements and individual messages. 
 

Reading Materials and Resource List 
All books which are on the reading list for the lectures should be available in the Main 
Library’s Reserve Reading section, on the ground floor. Offprints of journal articles 
can be downloaded electronically through the Library website, and many book 
chapters on the reading list will be available as PDFs linked to the Learn site for this 
course, or in the file cabinets in the Library’s Reserve Hub. We are also working with 
a dynamic reading list that you can find through this list: 
http://resourcelists.ed.ac.uk/index.html (search for Social Anthropology 2A and select 
from the drop-down menu).  
 
Reading Materials can be in heavy demand, so treat them kindly, use the reading 
room at off-peak times whenever possible, and return readings as soon as you have 
finished using them. 
 
Do browse through the Social Anthropology books and periodicals in the Main Library 
in George Square (mainly GN or .572, 4th floor), and especially through current, still 
unbound periodicals (1st Floor Reading Room). Where possible refer to the 
electronic journal versions, and browse electronically – see web guide at: 
 
http://www.san.ed.ac.uk/anthwebresources02.rtf 
 
and e-journals list/database at: 
 
http://tweed.lib.ed.ac.uk/ejournals/ej2.asp 
 
The following are some of the periodicals which are especially rewarding: 
 

• American Anthropologist 
• American Ethnologist 
• Annual Review of Anthropology 
• Cultural Anthropology 
• Current Anthropology 

http://resourcelists.ed.ac.uk/index.html
http://www.san.ed.ac.uk/anthwebresources02.rtf
http://tweed.lib.ed.ac.uk/ejournals/ej2.asp
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• Ethnos 
• Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 
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Lecture Summary 
 
W/c  Monday Thursday Tutorial 

19/9 Registration and 
Introduction (NH, JH, 
JS) 

Society and Culture 
Lecture 1: Culture in 
Crisis (JS) 

NA 

26/9 Society and Culture 
Lecture 2: Romantic 
Roots (JS) 

Society and Culture 
Lecture 3: A Science of 
Society (JS) 

Comaroff, “The End 
of Anthropology, 
Again” 

3/10 Society and Culture 
Lecture 4: Culture, 
Ethos, Emotion (JS)   

Society and Culture 
Lecture 5: Late Colonial 
Ordering (JS) 

Geertz, “Ritual and 
Social Change” 

10/10 Society and Culture 
Lecture 6:Culture and 
the Politics of Identity 
(JS) 

Persons and Production 
Lecture 1: The 
“Individual” (NH) 

Clifford, “Identity in 
Mashpee” 

17/10 Persons and Production 
Lecture 2: Individualism 
and it’s alternatives 
(NH) 

Persons and Production 
Lecture 3: Incorporation 
(NH) 

Daswani, “(In-) 
Dividual 
Pentecostals in 
Ghana” 

24/10 Persons and Production 
Lecture 4: Secrecy and 
Display 

Persons and Production 
Lecture 5: Capitalism 
and its Discontents 

Durham, “Soliciting 
Gifts and 
Negotiating Agency” 

31/10 Persons and Production 
Lecture 6: Subjectivity 
and Power in the 
“Neoliberal” Moment 
(NH) 

Humans and the 
Environment Lecture 1 – 
Introduction (JH) 

Ortner, “Subjectivity 
and Cultural 
Critique” 

7/11 Humans and the 
Environment Lecture 2 
– Humans as adaptive 
animals (JH) 

Humans and the 
Environment Lecture 3 – 
The Science of the 
Concrete (JH) 

Douglas, “The 
Abominations of 
Leviticus” and 
Harris, “Riddles of 
Food and Culture” 

14/11 Humans and the 
Environment Lecture 4 
– (Beyond) the original 
affluent society (JH) 

Humans and the 
Environment Lecture 5 – 
A soulful world 
(animism) (JH) 

Bird-David, “Beyond 
‘The Original 
Affluent Society’” 

21/11 Humans and the 
Environment Lecture 6 
– Multi-species 
ethnography (JH) 

Conclusion (NH, JH, JS) Nasady, “The gift of 
the animal” 

28/11 Reading week Reading week  
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Course Lectures and Readings 
NB: The course is divided into three sections, each of which is organized around two 
key words.  Each lecture includes one required reading and additional recommended 
readings.  The required reading is in bold.  Tutorial readings, one each week, are 
also required.  E-reserve readings are labelled as such. 
 
1.1 Introduction to the course (NH, JS, JH) 

 
Section 1: SOCIETY AND CULTURE 
The first of our paired sets of keyboards tracks the history of ‘society’ and ‘culture’ as 
sometimes opposed ways to understand ethnographic evidence. In the mid twentieth 
century ‘society’ was supposedly the concern of British social anthropology under the 
influence of Radcliffe-Brown, while ‘culture’ belonged to the American students of 
Franz Boas. 
 
1.2 Society and Culture Lecture 1: Culture in Crisis (JS) 
 
This opening lecture will introduce the themes of the section, starting with the idea of 
culture, and the need for anthropologists to try to come to terms with its complex, and 
politically contested, history. We start at a moment in the 1980s when anthropology 
(or maybe just this lecturer) seemed to be having one of its recurrent moments of 
crisis. 
 

• Clifford, J. 1986. “Introduction: Partial Truths.” In J. Clifford and G. Marcus 
(eds) Writing Culture: The Poetics and Politics of Ethnography. Berkeley: 
California, pp. 1-26. [E-Reserve] 

• Said, E. 1978. “The Latest Phase” Chapter 3, part 4 in E. Said. Orientalism. 
Harmondsworth. Penguin, pp. 284-328. [E-Reserve; NB page numbers from 
1978 edition only.] 

• Spencer, J. 1990. “Writing within:  anthropology, nationalism and 
culture in Sri Lanka.” Current Anthropology, 31: 283-300 

 
 
2.1 Society and Culture Lecture 2: Romantic Roots (JS) 
 
This lecture examines the intellectual history of the word ‘culture’ as it makes its way 
from 19th-century German philosophy to 20th-century anthropology, while also 
raising the special problems of trying to pin down a protean concept like ‘culture’ 
which is used in many ways and many contexts outside anthropology. 

• Sapir, E. 1924. “Culture, Genuine and Spurious.” American Journal of 
Sociology, 29: 401-429. 

• Stocking, G. 1966. “Franz Boas and the Culture Concept in Historical 
Perspective.” American Anthropologist, .68(4): 867-882 [ejournal]  

• Williams, R. 1976. “Culture”, in Keywords: a vocabulary of culture and society, 
pp.87-93. London: Fontana. [e-reserve]  

• A. Barnard and J. Spencer. 2010. “Culture” in Barnard and Spencer 
(eds) Encyclopedia of Social and Cultural Anthropology 2nd ed., pp. 168-
175. Abingdon: Routledge. [e-book] 
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Tutorial reading for week 2:  
Comaroff provides a witty autobiographical account of living through successive 
moments of theoretical crisis in anthropology. What seems to be distinctively new to 
the anthropology that Comaroff is describing, and has there been a decisive break 
with any aspect of the discipline’s past? 
 

• Comaroff, J. 2010. “The End of Anthropology, Again: On the Future of 
an In/Discipline.” American Anthropologist, 112(4): 524-538. 

 
2.2 Society and Culture Lecture 3: A Science of Society (JS) 
 
The British strand of social anthropology propagated by Radcliffe-Brown explicitly 
drew on the school of sociological theory developed by Emile Durkheim in France, 
privileging ‘society’ (and social structure) as a source of scientific certainty for 
anthropologists. 
 

• Durkheim, Elementary Forms of the Religious Life. London: George and Allen 
Unwin. Conclusion, pp. 415-447. [Freely available at online at archive.org] 

• Evans-Pritchard, E. 1950. “Social Anthropology, Past and Present: The 
Marrett Lecture.” Man 50: 118-124. [e-journal]  

• Radcliffe-Brown, A. 1940. “On Social Structure.” Journal of the Royal 
Anthropological Institute, 70(1): 1-12. [e-journal] 

 
3.1 Society and Culture Lecture 4: Culture, Ethos, Emotion (JS)  
 
American cultural anthropology in the 1930s was concerned with the distinctive “feel” 
of a culture – its “ethos”, or emotional tone. We can trace attempts to pin this down 
ethnographically through the work of Bateson (a British maverick who was equally 
influenced by European and American anthropology) and Clifford Geertz, whose 
interpretive approach to culture was to dominate late 20th century anthropology.  

• Bateson, G. 1940. “Bali: The Value System of a Steady State” in M. Fortes 
(ed) Social structure: Studies Presented to A.R. Radcliffe-Brown; reprinted in 
G. Bateson 1972 Steps to an Ecology of Mind, pp. 80-100. [e-reserve] 

• Kroeber, A. and T. Parsons 1958 “The Concept of Culture and of Social 
System” American Sociological Review 23: 582–583. [e-journal] 

• Geertz, C. 1973 [1966]. “Person, Time and Conduct in Bali.” In Geertz 
The Interpretation of Cultures, New York: Basic Books, pp. 360-411. 

• Howe, L. 1999. “Describing the Balinese: Sorcery, Fear and Laughter.” 
Cambridge Anthropology, 21(3): 37-61. [e-journal] 

Tutorial Reading for Week 3  
This reading from Geertz is an early example of his use of the idea of culture as a 
system of symbols and meanings. It also includes an attempt to differentiate his 
approach from the more “social” approach of British social anthropologists. What 
would be the key differences between his analysis and a structural-functionalist 
analysis of the same set of events? 

• Geertz, C. 1959, “Ritual and Social Change: A Javanese Example.” 
American Anthropologist 61: 991-1012. [e-journal] 
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3.2 Society and Culture Lecture 5: Late Colonial Ordering (JS) 
 
In this lecture we shift back to the heyday of British social anthropology, 
concentrating on two remarkable analyses of apparently bafflingly complex cultural 
realities. Both Leach (on late colonial Burma) and Evans-Pritchard (on the southern 
Sudan) employ ideas of “structure” that cut across colonial classifications in terms of 
tribe and  “culture”. 

• Evans-Pritchard, E. 1940. The Nuer. Oxford: Clarendon Press. Introductory, 
pp. 1-15. [Freely available at online at archive.org] 

• Evans-Pritchard, E. 1940. “The Nuer of the Southern Sudan.” In M. Fortes 
and E. Evans-Pritchard (eds) African Political Systems. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, pp. 272-296.  [E-Reserve] 

• Leach, E. 1954. Political Systems of Highland Burma. London: LSE. Chp. 
3 ‘The Categories Shan and Kachin and their Subdivisions’, pp. 29-61. 
[e-reserve] 

• Scott, J. 2009. The Art of Not Being Governed. New Haven and London: Yale 
University Press. Chp 1 ‘Hills, Valleys and States’, pp. 1-39. [e-reserve] 

4.1 Society and Culture Lecture 6: Culture and the Politics of Identity (JS) 
 
For this lecture we move from the periphery of the colonial state in the 1930s and 
1940s, to West London in the 1990s. To what extent do the multicultural politics of 
post-colonial Britain echo the colonial assumptions about tribes and cultures 
criticized (implicitly or explicitly) by Leach and Evans-Pritchard? 
 

• Abu-Lughod, L. 1991. “Writing against culture.” In R. Fox (ed.) Recapturing 
Anthropology, Santa Fe, NM: SAR Press, pp. 137-162; reprinted in H. Moore 
and T. Sanders (eds.) Anthropology in Theory: issues in epistemology. 
Oxford: Blackwell, pp. 466-479. [e-reserve] 

• Bauman, G. 1996. “Culture and Community as Terms of Cultural 
Contestation” In Contesting Culture: Discourses of Identity in Multi-
Cultural London. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Chp. 6 pp. 
145-187. [e-reserve] 

• Sahlins, M. 1999. “Two or three things that I know about culture.” Journal of 
the Royal Anthropological Institute 5 (3): 399-421. [e-journal] 

• Stolcke, V. 1995. “Talking Culture: New Boundaries, New Rhetorics of 
Exclusion in Europe.” Current Anthropology, 36(1): 1-24. [e-journal] 

Tutorial reading for week 4 
In the lecture we will have discussed the kinds of political problems that come with 
the use of the word “culture” in the context of contemporary plural societies in 
Europe. Clifford’s account of a land dispute in the US analyses the political problems 
inherent in the use of terms like “tribe” and “identity”. What are the wider implications 
for anthropology of this example? 
 

• Clifford, J. 1988. “Identity in Mashpee.” In J. Clifford, The Predicament of 
Culture, pp. 277-346. [e-reserve] 

 
Section 2: PERSONS AND PRODUCTION 
 
Following on from the discussion of culture and society, this section of the course will 
examine some of the ways that humans create and are created by what they 
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produce.  Do people make things or do things make people?  Exploring this question 
requires us to first examine the notion of personhood as it has been debated in 
anthropology.  Does the nature of the person change as culture changes – that is, 
does the incursion of new institutions, such as democracy or Christianity, reconfigure 
how personhood is understood?  We will pay particular attention to the question of 
permeability – how objects or spirits or other people impinge on the person. This 
discussion sets us up for an examination of the ways that people relate to and 
through things – how objects connect people to one another and how objects create 
people in the first place.  It is in the light of this analysis that we are able to 
understand larger questions of political economy, and in particular the implications of 
capitalist modes of production for human personhood.   
 
The category of the person  

This week’s lectures will explore two of the primary ways that anthropology has 
described the human person, namely as bounded individuals and as permeable 
“dividuals,” to borrow a term from Marilyn Strathern’s work in Melanesia (that she 
took from McKim Marroitt, who worked in India) that is often used more broadly.  
The goal of these debates is to understand the nature of the person, and more 
specifically the extent to which she emerges ethnographically as a discrete 
subject and/or as a subject that is open and “partible.”   
 
4.2 The “individual” (NH) 

• Mauss, Marcel.  1985 [1938].  “A cateogry of the human mind: the 
notion of person; the notion of self.”  In, The Category of the Person, 
edited by Michael Carrithers, Steven Collins, and Steven Lukes.  Pp. 1-
25.  Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. [E-reserve] 

• Dumont, Louis.  1982.  A Modified View of our Origins: The Christian 
Beginnings of Modern Individualism.  Religion 12(1): 1-27. 

• de Tocqueville, Alexis.  2000 [1840].  Democracy in America, Volume 
2.  Pp. 99-108 (Book 2, Chapters 1-3). [E-Reserve]   

• Robbins, Joel. 2002.  My Wife Can’t Break off Part of her Belief 
and Give it to Me: Apocalyptic Interrogations of Christian 
Individualism among the Urapmin of Papua New Guinea.  
Paideuma 48: 189-206. 
 

5.1 Individualism and it’s alternatives (NH) 
• Comaroff John L. and Jean Comaroff. 2001. On Personhood: An 

Anthropological Perspective from Africa.  Social Identities: Journal for 
the Study of Race, Nation and Culture 7(2): 267-283. 

• Ferguson, James.  2013.  Declarations of Dependence: Labour, 
Personhood, and welfare in southern Africa.  Journal of the Royal 
Anthropological Institute 19: 223-242. 

• Mosko, Mark.  2010.  Partible penitents: dividual personhood and 
Christian practice in Melanesia and the West.  Journal of the Royal 
Anthropological Institute 16: 215-240. 

 
Tutorial Reading for week five 
While Christianity has often been described as an engine of individualization, a 
driving force for cultural change, Daswani shows that in the case of Pentecostals in 
Ghana things are not so clear-cut.  In the case he examines, the model of 
personhood is by turns bounded and permeable, which serves to further nuance our 
understanding of personhood both in traditional African and Christian contexts.   
 

• Daswani, Girish.  2011. (In-)Dividual Pentecostals in Ghana.  Journal of 
Religion in Africa 41: 256-279. 
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Persons and Things  
In these two lectures we explore how people relate to things like food, money, or 
items given as gifts from one person to another.  Here the permeability of the 
person comes in again, this time with respect to how persons are permeated by 
things and things permeated by persons through what I’m calling “incorporations” 
– objects that are drawn into the person, (trans)forming him or her and the 
surrounding social world.  This is also true of objects that come to signify or 
symbolize something about the person, whether through display or secrecy.   
 
5.2 Incorporation (NH) 

• Carsten, Janet.  1995.  The Substance of Kinship and the Heat of the 
Hearth: Feeding, Personhood, and Relatedness among Malays in Pulau 
Langkawi.  American Ethnologist 22(2): 223-241. 

• Hutchinson, Sharon Elaine.  2000.  “Identity and substance: the 
broadening bases of relatedness among the Nuer of southern 
Sudan.”  In, Cultures of Relatedness: New Approaches to the Study 
of Kinship, edited by Janet Carsten.  Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press.  Pp. 55-72. [E-Reserve] 

• Weiss, Brad.  1992. Plastic teeth extraction: the iconography of Haya 
gastro-sexual affliction.  American Ethnologist 19(3): 538-552. 
 

6.1 Secrecy and Display 
• Graeber, David.  1996.  Beads and Money: Notes Toward a Theory of 

Wealth and Power.  American Ethnologist 23(1): 4-24. 
• Shaw, Rosalind.  2000.  ‘Tok af, lef af’: A political economy of Temne 

techniques of secrecy and self.  In, African Philosophy as Cultural Inquiry, 
edited by Ivan Karp and D. A. Masolo.  Bloomington, Indiana University 
Press.  Pp. 25-49. [E-reserve] 

• vom Bruck, Gabriele.  1997.  Elusive Bodies: The Politics of Aesthetics 
among Yemeni Elite Women.  Signs 23(1): 175-214. 

• Archambault, Julie Soleil.  2013.  Crusing through uncertainty: Cell 
phones and the politics of display and disguise in Inhambane, 
Mozambique.  American Ethnologist 40(1): 88-101. 

 
Tutorial Reading for week 6: In this reading, Debroah Durham describes the 
discomfort she experienced when people demanded gifts from her while she was 
doing fieldwork in Botswana.  However, in time she was able to understand these 
seemingly forced transactions as key to the way that personhood – especially 
autonomous personhood – was achieved.  How does Durham’s analysis challenge 
our understanding of how the self emerges in relationship to both people and things? 
 

• Durham, Deborah.  1995.  Soliciting Gifts and Negotiating Agency: The 
Spirit of Asking in Botswana.  Journal of the Royal Anthropological 
Institute 1(1): 111-128. 

 
Persons and Production 

This week our lectures will look at how humans shape and are shaped by 
capitalist modes of production.  The first lecture will focus on the alienation that 
Marx described as a central characteristic of labour in a capitalist economy, and 
on the discursive strategies through which people engage the shifting ground of 
subjectivity that comes about as a result of this alienation.  The second lecture 
will look at what some have described as the particulars of “late capitalism,” 
focusing especially on how personhood is said to be transformed under the 
conditions of neoliberalism.   
 
6.2 Capitalism and its Discontents (NH) 
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o Hann, Chris and Keith Hart.  2011.  Economic Anthropology: 
History, Ethnography, Critique.  Cambridge: Polity Press.  Pp. 142-
162 (Ch 8). [E-reserve] 

o Giddens, Anthony.  1971.  Capitalism and Modern Social Theory: 
An Analysis of the Writings of Marx, Durkheim, and Max Weber.  
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  Pp. 45-64 (ch. 4). [E-
reserve] 

o Taussig, Michael.  1980.  The Devil and Commodity Fetishism 
in South America.  Chapel Hill, NC: University of North 
Carolina Press.  Pp. 13-40 (ch. 2). [E-reserve] 
 

7.1  Subjectivity and Power in the “Neoliberal” Moment (NH) 
o Read, Jason.  2009.  A Geneology of Homo-Economicus: 

Neoliberalism and the Production of Subjectivity.  Foucault Studies 
6: 25-26.   

o Rudnyckyj, Daromir. 2009.  Spiritual Economies: Islam and 
Neoliberalism in Contemporary Indonesia. Cultural 
Anthropology 24(1): 104–141. 

o Ong, Aihwa. 1988.  The Production Of Possession: Spirits And 
The Multinational Corporation In Malaysia. American Ethnologist 
15(1): 28–42.  

 
Tutorial Reading for week 7: In this article, Ortner attempts to develop a more 
sophisticated way of connecting personhood to agency by exploring the former in 
terms of “subjectivity,” and in particular the subjective and affective experience of late 
capitalism.  Is there something unique about how late capitalism or neoliberalism 
forms the self?  That is, is there a particularly neoliberal model of the person? 
 

• Ortner, Sherry B.  2005. Subjectivity and Cultural Critique.  
Anthropological Theory 5(1): 31-52. 

 
Section 3: HUMANS AND ENVIRONMENT 
 
Our final series of key words is “humans and the environment.”  Implicitly or explicitly 
a central concern of anthropology has been the ways in which humans relate to the 
non-human world within which they dwell and upon which they undeniably depend. 
Crucially, understandings of culture and how cultures are formed and what cultures 
“do” are often articulated with reference to how we, as animals possessed of a 
curious quality of consciousness, engage in an ongoing project of life within complex 
ecosystems. This second set of paired keywords explores the various ways 
anthropologists have understood the relationship between humans and the 
environment and how notions of culture are variously elaborated within, and inform, 
these understandings.  

Introductory readings (though not “required” these readings give very useful 
overviews of anthropological approaches to understanding the relationship between 
humans and the environment)  

• Descola P. & Pálsson, G. “Introduction.” In P. Descola & G. Pálsson 
(eds.) Nature and Society: Anthropological Perspectives, pp. 1-21. 
London and New York: Routledge. [e-book] (Please note: there are many 
other interesting chapters in this book!) 

• Milton, K. 1997. “Ecologies: anthropology, culture and the 
environment.” International Journal of Social Science 49 (154): 477-495. 
[e-journal]  
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4.2 Humans and the Environment Lecture 1 – Introduction: the entanglements of the 
anthropocene 

The first lecture of this section we will begin at the end by critically considering the 
idea that we are now living in the Anthropocene, an era distinguished by the fact that 
human industry has bought about a profound transformation the earth’s environment 
which is so far reaching in its impact and extent as to constitute a new geological 
epoch. This proposition, we will suggests, raises fundamental issues concerning how 
we may theorise human-environmental relations and imagine a place for social and 
cultural anthropology within wider concerns about anthropogenic transformations of 
earth, air and water. 

Readings 

• Pahlsson, G. et al. 2013. “Reconceptualizing the ‘anthropos’ in the 
‘anthropocene’: integrating social sciences and humanities in global 
environmental change research.” Environmental Science & Policy 28: 3-
13. [e-journal] 

• Hornborg, A. 2014. The geology of mankind? A critique of the anthropocene 
narrative. The anthropocene review 1: 62-69. [e-journal] 

• Crutzen, P. 2002. Geology of mankind." Nature 415 (6867): 23. [e-journal] 

or … if you fancy more than one page of Anthropocene science: 

• Steffen W., Grinwvald J., Crutzen P. & McNeill, J. 2011. The anthropocene: 
conceptual and historical perspectives. Philosophical Transactions of the 
Royal Society 369: 842-867. [e-journal] 

5.1 Humans and the Environment Lecture 2 – Humans as adaptive animals (with 
society and culture) (JH) 

Our second lecture will consider the “culture ecology” of Roy Rappaport and Julian 
Stewart to explore the broader proposition that we must understand humans as 
adaptive animals. Drawing inspiration from Darwinian evolution as well as Marxist 
materialist topology, this approach emphasises the processes of adaptation to a 
given set of environmental circumstances and suggest that these processes 
determine social and cultural forms.    

• Rappaport, R. A. 1984. Pigs for ancestors: ritual in the ecology of a New 
Guinea people, 2nd ed. Long Grove, Il.: Waveland Press. Chapter 6, 
“Ritual and the regulation of ecological systems”, pp. 224-242. [e-
reserve] 

• Rappaport, R. A. 1971. “Nature, culture and ecological anthropology.” In H. 
Shapiro (ed). Man, Culture and Society, pp. 237-268 New York: Oxford 
University Press.  [e-reserve]  

• Steward, J. & Shimkin, D. 1961. “Some mechanisms of sociocultural 
evolution.”  Daedalus 90 (3): 477-497. [e-journal] 

• White, L. 1943. “Energy and the evolution of culture.” American 
Anthropologist 45 (3): 335-356. [e-journal] 

Tutorial Reading for week 8 (why do we not eat pigs?) 

Douglas, M. 2013 [1966]. “The Abominations of Leviticus.” In C. Counihan & P. 
Van Esterik (eds.) Food and Culture: a Reader, 3rd edition, pp. 48-59. London 
and New York: Routledge. [e-reserve] 

and 

Harris, M. 1986. Riddles of Food and Culture. Long Grove, IL.: Waveland Press. 
Chapter 6, “the abominable pig”, pp. 67-79. [e-reserve] 
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5.2 Humans and the Environment Lecture 3 – The Science of the Concrete (and the 
problem of totem and taboo) (JH) 

In the previous lecture we explore theorizations of human-environmental relations 
which proceed from the assumption that these relations are governed by the 
immutable material laws of adaptive processes. In this lecture we advance the 
opposite proposition: rather than the environment being objectively “given” as set of 
constraints and possibilities, it is perceived and understood from within a “culture”. 
What is foundational, therefore, is not the fact of human adaptation but that fact that 
humans have a tendency to give order and meaning to the non-human world. We will 
explore this proposition with particular reference to anthropological understanding of 
totem and taboo.   

• Levi-Strauss, C. 1966 [1962]. The Savage Mind. Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press. Chapter 1, “The Science of the Concrete”, pp. 1-34. [e-
reserve] 

• Douglas, M. 2002 [1966] Purity and Danger: an analysis of the concepts of 
pollution and taboo. London and New York: Routledge. Chapter 2, “secular 
defilement”, pp. 30-41. [e-reserve] 

• Fortes, M. 1966. “Totem and Taboo.” Proceedings of the Royal 
Anthropological Institute of Great Britain and Ireland 1966: 5-22 [e-journal] 

• Levi-Strauss, C. 1962. Totemism. London: Merlin Press. Chapter 4, “toward 
the intellect”, pp. 72-91. 

• Radcliffe-Brown, A. R. (1952) Structure and Function in Primitive Society. 
Glencoe, Ill.: The Free Press, Chapter VI, “The Sociological Theory of 
Totemism”, pp. 117-132. [E-reserve] 

6.1 Humans and the Environment Lecture 4 – (Beyond) the original affluent society: 
subsistence, culture and practical reason (JH) 

We will further explore the tension between the two approaches to understanding 
human-environmental relations through a critical reading of Marshall Sahlins’ “original 
affluent society”. In engaging in a study of “stone age economics” Sahlins sought to 
undo the sterile standoff between the materialism of the likes of Stewart and 
Rappaport and the (seeming) cognitive determinism of a Levi-Strauss and those 
inspired by his writings. His critics suggest he was not wholly successful in this 
project.   

• Sahlins, M. 1972. Stone Age Economics. Chicago: Aldine Atherton. 
Chapter 1, “the original affluent society”, pp. 1-39. [e-reserve] 

• Ingold, T. 1996. “The optimal forager and economic man.” In P. Descola & G. 
Pálsson (eds.) Nature and Society: Anthropological Perspectives, pp. 25-44 
London and New York: Routledge. [e-book] 

• Lee, R. 1969. “What do hunters do for a living? How to make out on scare 
resources.” In R. Lee & I. Devore (eds.) Man the Hunter. Chicago: Aldine, pp. 
31-49. [e-reserve] 

• Kaplan, D. 2000. “The darker side of the ‘Original Affluent Society”. Journal of 
Anthropological Research 56 (3): 301-324. [e-journal] 

Tutorial Reading for week 9 – why do hunter-gatherers seem to make do with so 
little? 

Bird-David, N. (1992) “Beyond ‘The Original Affluent Society: a culturalist 
reformulation.” Current Anthropology 33 (1): 25-47. [e-journal] 

6.2 Humans and the Environment Lecture 5 – A soulful world (animism) (JH) 



2016-17 Social Anthropology 2A 18 

One criticism of Sahlins is he still assumed the non-human environment to be mere 
stuff, a collection of unconscious matter out of which humans fashioned their 
collective being. As Bird-David argues, this is to ignore the fact that some peoples 
dwell within a soulful environment, where the non-human world is endowed with 
consciousness and intention. This lecture will explore the theoretical implications of 
this proposition with particularly reference to studies of animism and moves to argue 
that animistic thought is not simply a matter of epistemology, which is different ways 
of understanding reality, but of ontology, having to do with the very nature of the 
reality within which different peoples dwell.  

• Viveros De Castro, E. 1998. “Cosmological deixis and Amerindian 
perspectivism.” Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute 4 (3): 469-
488. [e-journal] 

• Tylor, E. B. 1920 [1871]. Primitive culture: researches into the development of 
mythology, philosophy, religion, language, art and custom. London: John 
Murray. Chapter XI, “animism”, especially pp. 422-432 and 448-453. [freely 
available online at archive.org] 

• Hallowell, A. I.  1960."Ojibwa ontology, behavior, and world view." In 
Diamond, S. (ed.) Culture in History: Essays in Honor of Paul Radin, pp. 19–
52. New York: Columbia University Press. Also see: 
http://www.newstudiesonshamanism.com/wp-
content/uploads/2011/01/Ojibwa-Ontology.pdf 

• Hornborg, A. 2006. “Animism, fetishism, and objectivism as strategies for 
knowing (or not knowing) the world.” Ethnos, 71(1), 21-32. [e-journal] 

• Ingold, T. 2006. “Rethinking the animate, re-animating thought.” Ethnos 71 
(1), 9-20. [e-journal] 

• Willerslev, R. 2013. “Taking animism seriously, but perhaps not too 
seriously?” Religion and Society: Advances in Research 4: 41-57. [e-journal] 

7.1 Humans and the Environment Lecture 6 – Multi-species ethnography (of humans, 
dogs and meerkats) (JH) 

In this final lecture about humans and the environment we will consider the 
possibilities of a multispecies ethnography. Even in writings about animism the 
human assumes a centrality as the locus of our studies. There have, however, been 
those who have argued for a less “anthropocentric” anthropology, one which allows 
for the possibility of a more “symmetrical” account of the entanglements of humans 
and the nonhuman world, which both proceeds from and aspires to the erasure of 
this very distinction.  

• Candea, M. 2010. “I fell in love with Carlos the meerkat”: Engagement and 
detachment in human–animal relations. American Ethnologist, 37(2), 241-
258. [e-journal] 

• Haraway, D. 2006. “Encounters with companion species: entangling dogs, 
baboons, philosophers and biologists.” Configurations 14 (1-2): 97-114. [e-
journal] 

• Kirsty, E., and Helmreich, S. 2010. “The emergence of multispecies 
ethnography.” Cultural Anthropology 25 (4): 545-576. [e-journal] 

• Kohn, E. 2007. “How dogs dream: Amazonian natures and the politics of 
transpecies engagement.” American Ethnologist 34 (1): 3-24. [e-journal] 

• Ogden, L. A., Hall, B., and Tanita, K. 2013. “Animals, plants, people and 
things: a review of multispecies ethnography.” Environment and Society: 
Advances in Research 4 (2013): 5-24. [e-journal] 

http://www.newstudiesonshamanism.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/01/Ojibwa-Ontology.pdf
http://www.newstudiesonshamanism.com/wp-content/uploads/2011/01/Ojibwa-Ontology.pdf
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Tutorial reading for week 10 – Do animals give themselves to hunters? 

Nasady, P. 2007. “The gift of the animal: the ontology of hunting and human–
animal sociality.” American Ethnologist 34 (1): 25-43. [e-journal] 
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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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Tutorial Sign-Up 
You will be automatically assigned to a Tutorial group in week 1. This allocation is 
done using Student Allocator a tool which will randomly assign you to a suitable 
tutorial group based on your timetable. The benefits of this system are that students 
will be able to instantly view their tutorial group on their personal timetable and 
timetable clashes will be more easily avoided.   
 
Please check your timetable regularly in week 1 to see which group you have been 
assigned. If you have any issues, please contact the Course Sectary. 
 
Please note that there are limited spaces in tutorial groups and there will be little 
room for movement. Any student requesting to be moved tutorial groups must have a 
valid reason for doing so.  
  

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  
 

External Examiner 
The External Examiner for Years 1 and 2 of the Social Anthropology programme is: 
Dr Adam Reed, University of St Andrews. 
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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.  
 

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. 

 

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 
 
 
 

http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/requesting_an_extension
http://www.sps.ed.ac.uk/undergrad/current_students/teaching_and_learning/assessment_and_regulations/requesting_an_extension
http://www.ed.ac.uk/academic-services/staff/discipline/plagiarism
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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/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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