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In this module we explore, through ethnographic examples, the interactions
between changing political structures and the ways that people are enmeshed
within power relations. Throughout the course we will be using the work of
Marx and Foucault to reflect on the nature of power and to critically evaluate
approaches that have political dynamics at their heart. A key objective of
anthropology has been to understand unequal society by means of a contrast
between those organized through the principles of the state and class and
those more equal societies originally based on kinship, but now potentially on
democracy and free association. Our aim in this module is to understand both
the development of large-scale political structures and the self-organized
institutions people have made for their own purposes, both in small-scale
societies and under the modern conditions of state capitalism. In so doing, we
explore major divisions of the contemporary world and the globalizing
processes through the lens of political movements and categories, as well as
the circulation of people, capital, goods and ideas.

AIM(S)

. To provide students with a detailed knowledge of a range of
theoretical positions and ethnographic examples in the fields of
political anthropology.

. To enable students to utilise their acquired ethnographic and
theoretical knowledge to re-examine existing Euro-American
assumptions about current global political situations and power
relations.

LEARNING OUTCOMES

Upon the successful completion of this module, the student should be able to
demonstrate:

1.  adetailed knowledge and understanding of a range of thematic areas
within the sub-fields of political anthropology;

2.  acritical awareness of the relationships between production,
consumption and power in a range of ethnographic contexts;

3. and display a clear understanding of appropriate theoretical positions
in the field of political anthropology;

4. an ability to critically evaluate ethnographic data in relation to
appropriate theoretical positions and utilising comparative
ethnographic examples;

5. and display a critical awareness of the ways in which power relations
can be analysed and understood.



ASSESSMENT:

1. Essay (70%): 3,000 words, excluding reference list
2. Source analysis (Gobbet) (20%): 1,000 words, excluding reference list

3. Blog post (10%): 1,000 words equivalent (4+ images, 250-500 words, and

references)

Deadline All three assignments should be uploaded as a single document (word,

pdf preferred) to Turnitin by 11:59 Friday 8th March 2019.

Assessment criteria will be made available on Moodle.
The gobbet sources will be published on Moodle

1. ESSAY QUESTIONS

Answer one question from the following. You must use ethnographic examples to

illustrate your answer
1. To what extent is labour under capitalism always alienated?

2. Critically assess how globalisation challenges the sovereign authority of the nation-

state?

3. How can a focus on ‘the body’ illuminate our understanding of power dynamics?
4. To what extent do Marx’s and Foucault’s approaches to power differ?

5. Does activism have a place in anthropological practice?

Assessment criteria will be made available on Moodle.

2. SOURCE ANALYSIS (GOBBET)

A "gobbet" answer is a concise analytical comment on a short extract from a textual

source. It is designed to test your ability to extract the relevant content from a source.



The basic format of a gobbet should be: (i) context, (ii) content, (iii) evaluation/

assessment.

The "gobbet" answer should tackle the following three areas:

1. Context

Think about the context of the source in relation to the discourse.
2. Analysis

Analyse the content of the source, explain the significance and impact the source has
had in the anthropological discourse. What does the source reveal about social and

political attitudes of the author.
3. Evaluation

Evaluate the anthropological significance of the source, relating it to the general
themes discussed in the module. What does it reveal about changes in anthropological
theories, methods and practices. Is the source problematic, if so, why? How has the

source shaped contemporary anthropological approaches.

Remember: do not simply describe the content of the source, or quote heavily from

the source, but do engage critically with the source.
3. BLOG POST (image based and words)

This assignment requires you to use accessible language to explain a concept or idea
related to the themes addressed in the course. Imagine you are writing for a non
academic audience and want to explain an idea related to political anthropology. You
are encouraged to support your text with multiple images. The Blog post content
should be submitted in a word document or pdf to turnitin, the assessment does not
require you to post the blog online. Up to 5 images and between 250-500 words.

Choose an exciting title that will draw people to your content, make sure the sources



are correctly cited, and ensure that there is a logical flow to your narrative - take your

reader by the hand.

Course Overview

Week 1
Neoliberalism: The ‘Free’ Market and the State
Nationalism, Regionalism and the Nation-State

Week 2
Labour Relations: Production and Reproduction
Reflections on Marx

Week 3
The Body in Capitalist Societies: Disciplinary Power and Commodification
Reflections on Foucault

Week 4
Activism: Local Fights and Global Movements
New Social Movements
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