
 

Sosant1300: ‘On the shift in the assessment of the course and how to handle it’ 

Economic anthropology, like other courses, will from now on be assessed on the basis of a long exam 

question. Three choices are given to students and they are meant to pick one. All the questions are 

of a similar quality and make-up: they are meant to be inclusive of different stimuli and reference 

points. This way we aim to a more encompassing way to tackle readings, with specific learning 

outcomes for students including a more thorough way to apply critical thinking to an argument, and 

work their way in written through points, rather than addressing one point in particular. This allows 

for the formation of an analytical narrative that is premised on a good understanding of the 

connections between disparate articles in the pensum. The course itself is structured on making 

connections through different themes, in exploring the economy as an all-encompassing 

phenomenon, rather than a decontextualized faction of human experience available only to experts. 

This would mean, put simply, being attentive to weaving in different readings into an answer, while 

showing critical and independent thinking, and it would encourage a firm grasp of how 

argumentation works, rather than a memorization of how authors express their points. In practice, 

there are specific reference points the sensor should expect and demand from an assessment paper 

exam.  

 

Ordinary exam 

 

How can we study capitalism ethnographically and anthropologically?  What is added to our 

understanding of capitalism by an ethnographic approach?   

The student is expected to answer by making references to the power of ethnography in general 

(that would classify for a C-D), and so by mainly illustrating examples from ethnographic pieces in the 

pensum – particularly the pieces by Appel, Schober, Tsing, Meyer, Mills, Ong, and Ferry (that would 

raise it to B). The book by Hann&Hart is also a good resource for the question, as well, especially 

chapters 2 and 3 or 8 (ibid). Comparative points can be made, for instance by reference to 

Friedman&Friedman and Zaloom and/or Ho (as to how the liberal imagination of the market is 

contradicted by how ethnographers reveal how the market is peopled) (extra marks, A).  

 

The economy is not a natural phenomenon, but one that has historical and cultural underpinnings. 

Discuss this claim.  

The readings from week 3 (Mauss, Malinowski) are obvious go-to places here, but also an answer can 

be built on Polanyi, Hann&Hart and Harvey ((that would classify for a C). To raise it to B, we also need 

to see ethnographic examples, as per Taussig and Ong (how capitalist wage labour is introduced and 



interacts with a community) or Barth and Zaloom (how markets are shaped by morals and 

aspirations) or Mills and Dolan (how consumption is driven by obligations and moral claims) or 

Graeber (how debt arose historically). For an A, we need combinations of such examples.  

 

We are now 10 years after the financial crisis of 2008. What can anthropology teach us about 

finance, unregulated economies and related problems?  

The general discussion of neoliberalism as developed by Friedman&Friedman and critiqued by 

Harvey, Caldeira (in terms of space), as well as of capitalism more generally, both ethnographically (in 

terms of consumption, as per Meyer, immigration as per Holmes and finance as per Ho would be a 

good way to tackle this question (and would be sufficient for a C). We need to see references to 

concepts such as the commodity, alienation, commodification, proletarianisation, labour, 

financialisation, and inequality and a smart discussion of some of these concepts, to classify for a B. 

Extra marks and an A for the students who show good knowledge of those concepts.  
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