Questions on Ethnographic Authority
Clifford, “On Ethnographic Authority”

1) What does Clifford mean by “These studies suggest that while ethnographic writing cannot entirely

escape the reductionist use of dichotomies and essences, it can at least struggle self-consciously to avoid portraying abstract, a-historical other” 
2) What does Clifford mean by “before the late nineteenth century the ethnographer and the anthropologist… were distinct.”

3) How does Clifford use literary analysis to illuminate Evans-Pritchard’s writing on the Nuer? What does he conclude from this?
4) How does Clifford describe the transition from the experience-based authority of Mead, Evans-Prichard etc to the interpretive anthropology of Geertz?
5) How does Clifford distinguish between interpretive anthropology and “dialogic” forms?
6) How does Clifford distinguish between dialogic ethnographies and “plural authorship” (ie “polyphonic”) forms?
7) Which does Clifford say is the best form, and why?

Nader, “Studying Up”

8) What does Nader give as the motivations for studying up, and what sorts of questions does she see it asking in comparision to classic ethnographies on peasants or natives?

9) How does Nader make the case for “studying up” as one of “Democratic Relevance”?

10) What ethical issues arise for Nader (eg with the “fake secretary” suggestion), and how does she handle them?
Gusterson, “Studying Up revisited”

11) What is “polymorphous engagement” and why does Gusterson recommend it? 

12) Gusterson says that Jennifer Pierce writes “against Clifford” – why and what for? 

13) Gusterson says he started following the strategy that Pierce recommends, but later changed that—why and to what ends?
Zavella, “Feminist Insider Dilemmas”
14) What cautions did Zavella find in the literature regarding the question of being an “insider” to the community you study?

15) How does Zavella critique Judith Stacy’s analysis?
16) How did Zavella’s cannery research experience challenge her Chicana feminist perspective?
17) Why was Zavella using the term “Spanish-American” and how did other academics in her field react to it? How does she resolve the conflict?
