
Week 2 
What is the difference between use-value and exchange-value? And why, according to Taussig, is 

that difference so important when attempting to understand the conflicts experienced by peasant 

labourers undergoing the transformation into plantation or mine workers? 

What does the figure of the devil signify for these communities? 

What do we make of their assertions about the ‘unnaturalness,’ ‘destructiveness,’ and even ‘evil’ of 

capitalist modes of production? What are they trying to say, even if we might not (wholly) agree? 

What cultural rules and norms does capitalist production seem to these newly proletarianized 

workers to violate or challenge? And how might attention to those rules and norms help us to 

denaturalize the logic of the economic order within which most of us live? 

What, according to Marx, is commodity fetishism? And what, according to Taussig, are some of the 

differences between capitalist and pre-capitalist fetishism?   

Why does Taussig talk about “capitalist folklore” (p. 30)? How does such a description help us to 

think differently about both “Western” constructions of “folklore” and the supposed “science” of 

capitalism? Can you find recent examples of such “capitalist folklore” in The Age (or elsewhere)? 

During lecture, we began to talk about the ways in which certain visions of the world have come to 

be naturalized and taken for granted. Taussig gives us a number of vivid examples of how this 

process has worked in relation to the dominant capitalist economic order. What are those examples 

and what do you make of them? 

Definitions 

Use value: the value of a product as a functional object or artefact (not always a physical quality) 

Exchange value: the value of a product when exchanged for money, when commodified, or an 

exchange value with other goods. All commodities are equivalent according to Marx. 

Traditional production: modes of production for use, control over production, social relationships 

between people conducting exchange 

Capitalist production: modes of production for exchange to earn profit, alienation between worker 

and product they produce, as well as other people, division of labour 

Commodity fetishism: the tendency in capitalism to detach products or goods from the particular 

time, place, and people who made them and to treat them as isolated entities in themselves, which 

are interchangeable with each other at the market rate. Commodities are then treated as having an 

animative force to themselves beyond the use value of the good. 

Shortcommings of these concepts 

 Personal relationships exist in all economies, and exchanges likewise happen in all 

economies (to varying degrees) 



 Exchange value treated as sort of arbitrary and external, when in fact it often relates at least 

in part to use value 

 Not clear how much people really think of commodities in this way rather than merely use 

language like this 

Attributes of el Tio map up, to some extent, with properties of capitalism as the Bolivan miners 

would have experienced it, so Taussig argues that the Bolivian miners have developed the concept 

to understand and relate to capitalism. 

Week 3 
1. What is Foucault’s central observation in the first two chapters of The History of Sexuality? What 

is his surprising critique of what he calls, the “repressive hypothesis”? And what evidence does he 

provide for it? 

2. Both Foucault and Stoler call our attention to the ways in which non-state, ostensibly neutral 

expert knowledges (medical, sociological, and criminological) have historically been developed and 

deployed to normalise certain ‘categories’ of people, traits, and behaviours, while rendering others 

abnormal, deviant, and even degenerate. What kind of power is this and how does it differ from that 

explored by Marx (and Taussig) last week? What examples do they provide? And why are they so 

worried about these particular forms/practices of power? 

3. Stoler argues that the control of sexuality in the colonies – and particularly, women’s sexuality, 

both “native” and European – was an integral means of enforcing and policing the boundaries of a 

European ‘racial’ and ‘national’ identity. What, exactly, does she mean by this? What examples does 

she provide? Can you think of contemporary examples of similar processes in the post-colonial 

world? 

4. Both Foucault and Stoler reject the economic determinism of orthodox Marxism, calling our 

attention to the ways in which technical (or ‘expert’) knowledges about proper childhood sexuality, 

motherhood, cross-cultural “contamination” and racial degeneracy strongly affected a range of 

relationships in both the metropole and the colony. How do these observations challenge orthodox 

Marxist conceptions of what power is and how it works? 

What were the discourses and reasons relating to concubinage? What changed over time? 

 Originally promoted as helping to encourage increased knowledge of native customs and 

provide ‘outlet’ for men 

 Other factors included the cost of shipping them out (when they wouldn’t be contributing 

productively to the business) and the concern that they might encourage their men to move 

back home 

 This attitude changed as the colonies became more established and eugenics/racial 

degeneration concerns became more pronounced 

Foucault on power and repression 

 Repression hypothesis – Victorians never talked about sex. Foucault disagrees with this 

 Foucault outlines the expansion of the discourses around sexuality and medicalisation, this is 

a form of power which Foucault was emphasising 



 Constructive versus destructive (or coercive) power: hard, restrictive power versus the 

ability to shape discourse and establish normality from abnormality 

 Internalisation – people adopt the labels used to describe them 

 Power works on a micro level according to Foucault 

 Distribution of constructive power 

 Phrenology and criminology used to justify understandings of innate criminal behaviour 

 Foucault is interested in deconstruction, not really in providing his own solutions 

Week 4 
What is the difference between a public transcript and a hidden transcript, and what is the 

relationship between the two? What do hidden transcripts allow us to see about the consciousness 

of subordinated groups? How do those groups continually subvert public transcripts in ways that are 

often misread by those in power? What examples of such subversion can you think of in the 

contemporary world? 

What critique does Scott offer of the concepts of “false consciousness” (thick and thin versions) and 

“hegemony” (Gramsci)? How, and why, does he criticize the notion that the dominant order is 

pervasively “naturalized”? Explain how he uses social conflict and the autonomous life of 

subordinate groups to criticize these notions. 

How does Scott’s analysis of the “fugitive political conduct of subordinate groups” challenge 

Foucault’s understanding of the processes by which power makes us into certain kinds of subjects 

(i.e., by fashioning the very terms and categories through which we come to think about ourselves)? 

What are the methodological and historical challenges of studying hidden transcripts? How does 

taking seriously those challenges change the ways in which we read history (i.e., the questions we 

bring to it; the assumptions we make about how power was exercised; the ways in which we read 

apparently quiescent political behavior)? 

 Hegemony: understood by Scoot in Gramscian ideological sense 

 Thick versus thin hegemony – acceptance versus resignation 

 Public transcript: ways of acting and communicating in the public space in front of social 

elites 

 Hidden transcript: ways of acting and communicating in a private sphere where elites aren’t 

available to surveil 

 Gramsci and Scott models of hegemony look basically the same, since we can’t infer private 

attitudes from the public transcript 

 Can’t explain perpetual unsuccessful peasant and slave uprisings under a strong form of 

hegemony 

 Examples of public and hidden transcripts from the present day 

o University system: how students talk about their courses to other students versus 

parents and professors 

o Workplace problems: everyone talks about following the rules even if no one does 

o Attitudes to immigrants/race: how people talk about it in public versus in private 

o Doping in sports: widespread disobedience to rules despite public avowals of the 

importance of the law 



 Conformity to hegemony often comes out of self interest 

 Public transcript is formed coordinatively between elites and subordinates 

Week 5 
How important is it to answer stories like that of the Chagossians? 

Does it affect US influence in the world? 

Do we still live in an era of colonialism/imperialism? 

Is there are US Empire? Is US dominance/hegemony/colonialism mis/under-recognised or 

misnamed? 

To what extent do we accept US dominance? 

To what extent do we rebel? 

To what extent do we use the US in the same way they use us? 

 Even the revelation of these events hasn’t really changed us policy, so its hard to say they 

make much influence 

 Hard to say how many similarities there are to the US influence is similar to the concept of 

Empire and historical Empires, etc 

 How monolithic is the American system? Seems very fragmented and dispersed 

 How to identify who is the actor – countries, governments, companies, etc 

 What exactly do colonialism and imperialism mean? 

 Key notion of expansionism 

 US as a global hegemon, potentially more useful concept than empire 

 Generally global actors use the US dominance to pursue their interests 

Week 6 
1. What does Hage mean by the 'globalisation of the settler-colonial ethos'? What three aspects of 

this 'ethos' are most salient for his argument? Do you agree? 

2. Colonialism, he tells us, is not an event, but a structure. What does he mean? And what evidence 

does he provide? 

3. What is primitive accumulation (Marx) and why, according to Hage, is it key to understanding the 

nature of the 'over-colonized' state of 'permanent savagery' in which we are currently living? 

4. What examples does he provide of 'global apartheid'? Do you agree with this conceptualization of 

the current global order? And what does he mean when he says that refugees are most centrally 

challenges to this regime?  

5. What is his critique of both the Right and the Left in their dismissals of the 'reality' of this 

pervasive feeling of besiegement? 

6. What parallels does he draw between the colonial crisis and the ecological crisis? And how, 

specifically, does he think the two are related? 



What do you think o the parallel between the refugee crisis and the environmental crisis? 

 Might have similar psychological effects on the populace but not necessarily causally 

connected 

 Bit of a stretch making the comparison that he does 

 Comparison between ecological waste and the ‘human waste’ produced as a result of 

capitalism unable to incorporate people from the third world into the capitalist order 

What do we make of Hage’s conception of ‘reverse colonisation’? 

 People from the colonised countries moving into the lands of the former colonisers 

 “why can’t Islamophobia be a racist mode of coming to terms with a real threat, a threat to 

the colonial order, as opposed to the racist manufacturing of a nonexistent threat?” 

 He thinks that the system can be challenged by these developments 

Permanent state of exception 

 Exceptions or emergencies that are made for protection and to protect the prevailing order 

 Generally justified as being temporary but in fact end up lasting a long time (e.g. anti-

terrorism laws, thirty year state of emergency) 

Primitive accumulation 

 Acquiring of wealth by theft, murder, etc 

 In contrast to the idea the original accumulation of wealth by different societies comes as a 

result of some people saving and others being lazy etc 

Settler colonial ethos 

 The mindset of settler peoples 

 Three aspects: geared toward war (indigenous other), function of extremism (moderates use 

extremists as a threat to extract concessions), inability to distinguish between war and peace 

(e.g. Northern Territory Intervention) 

The idea is that Europeans can’t pretend to be so ‘civilized’ anymore because these sorts of 

things are happeing in Europe now, not just in settler colonial societies 

Week 7 
What does Farmer mean by ‘structural violence’? Why are the institutionalized structures that he 

describes ‘violent’? What do you make of his use of the term ‘violence’? 

Why is attention to history so important for Farmer? Why does he spend so much time talking about 

France in the late 18th century?  

Why is he worried about the erasure of connections – both historically and geographically? How do 

those erasures affect the kinds of policies enacted by governments and multilateral lending 

organizations? What examples does he provide? 



Farmer writes: “The distribution of HIV and TB -- like of slavery in earlier times – is historically given 

and economically driven.” (2004: 317). Do you agree with this parallel? Is it sufficiently nuanced? 

What are some of the similarities and differences?  

Why is Farmer critical of explanations of disease that emphasize ‘culture’? Anthropologists are 

specialists in understanding and translating cultural differences. But what does this emphasis on 

culture omit or displace, according to him? And why can the consequences sometimes be fatal? 

Concept of structure 

 Ordered, orderliness 

 Institutional 

 Fixed or immovable 

 System 

 Accepted 

 Rules of organisation 

 Rules and norms of behaviour 

 Health systems 

What does structure obscure? 

 Agency or resistance 

 Individualism 

Concept of violence 

 Physical harm caused by people 

 Doing harm to others 

 Use of force 

 But “violent tornados” 

 Difference between the use of the term as an adjective and as a noun 

 I think that an act of violence has to be intentional or reckless – culpable. But violent 

outcomes or occurrences don’t have to be 

 “Culpable acts of harm to others” 

What does this obscure? 

 Outcomes that are accidental or non-intended 

 Example of domestic abuse: could be non-physical but generally its not the first thing we 

think of 

Examples of ‘structural violence’ 

 Racism, sexism 

 Apartheid 



Week 8 
How does attention to the historicity of the modern “penal state” help us to situate this 

phenomenon in the broader context of the rise of neoliberalism? What do we make of Wacquant’s 

assertion that we have witnessed an intensification of the “right arm” of the state over the past 

thirty years? 

What are the three uses of the penal system described by Wacquant? 

What are some of the differences between the prison system in the U.S. and in France? How do 

these differences help us to understand the local specificities of neoliberalism? 

Why is Bourgois critical of the concept of 'culture of poverty'? How is his critique similar to or 

different from that of Farmer? 

How does Bourgois' ethnography helps us to gain insight into the broader socio-political factors that 

contribute to the creation and continuity of inner city poverty? What particular factors does he 

discuss? 

Bourgois says that he is not interested in sanitizing the descriptions of the crack dealers with whom 

he lives and works. What does he mean by this? Why is it important to him? And what does this 

refusal to sanitize or romanticize suggest about the role of human agency here? 

Structure and agency in the development of poverty 

 Bourgois argues that cultures of poverty do exist but are shaped by structural effects 

 Need to see how structure and culture of poverty can work together 

 Bourgois talks about how inner city culture structures itself as an opposition to mainstream 

society from which they are excluded 

 Wacquant uses some strong rhetoric but he is fundamentally arguing for criminal justice 

reform 

Neoliberal paradox 

 The left arm of the state withers like with less beneficial welfare policy, at the same time as 

the punitive element at the bottom increases 

 Liberal at he top, punitive at the bottom 

 The idea is that the expansion of the punitive side of the state is in response to the need to 

control social dislocation produced by the liberal policies 

Week 9 
What do Benson and Kirsch mean by ‘actually existing capitalisms’ and why do they call for their 

study?  

 Study corporations as real anthropological actors in real specific settings, not just abstract 

In light of this, do you agree that we should reorient the study of power in anthropology?  



What are the two main approaches to the study of capitalism in anthropology that the authors 

identify? What is the approach that they attempt to develop instead? In particular, why do they 

propose to focus on ‘harm’ instead of on ‘suffering’ as Farmer does? What is a ‘structure of feeling’?  

 Cultural approaches and material approaches focusing on structural violence 

 Culture would focus on the beliefs and ideologies of people 

 Structures focus on legal systems and embedded practices, aside from personal beliefs or 

specific norms that individuals might have 

 Unclear how we should interpret ‘structure of feeling’, seems very broad and 

overgeneralised 

Do you agree that a politics of resignation (‘whatever’) has become the dominant structure of feeling 

in our time? How have corporations contributed to this, according to Benson and Kirsch?  

What are the three stages of corporate response to social critique that the authors identify? And 

how do they see them playing out in the mining and tobacco industries respectively?  

How ‘do we unlock the folded arms of cynicism’ (Benson and Kirsch 2010: 475)? 

Week 10 
Would diversity be lost if MHCs had control over the whole supply chain? 

 Might depend on the particular industry as to how much outsourcing relies upon its 

distancing itself from their suppliers 

 To envade environmental standars, labour laws etc, hard if everything is vertically integrated 

 Reading argues that workers don’t see themselves as employess, less likely to feel a sense of 

worker solidarity 

What is free trade? 

 Comparative advantage 

 Everyone produces what they are relatively most efficient at producing 

 In some ways the article isn’t saying anything new, but its presenting some new perspectives 

on an old idea 

Three stages of capitalism 

 General Motors: big factories, same product, very homogenised processes 

 McDonalds: incorporates diversity within sameness by incorporating local dishes and 

franchising etc 

 Walmart: everything is outsourced, nothing is produced in house, dependent upon diversity 

to source products at lowest price 

According to Tsing, what is supply chain capitalism? 

How does diversity structure supply chain capitalism? 

Why, for Tsing, is attention to diversity along the supply chain so crucial for thinking about 

capitalism? 



 Tension between homogenising/totalising tendancy of ‘masculinist’ approaches to 

capitalism and more contextualised/historicised ‘feminised’ approaches 

 Cultural needs being met by employment as well as economic means 

Why and how does Tsing invite us to re-think the relationship between culture and economy? How 

do supply chains 'tap and vitalize the performances of so-called noneconomic features of identity?’ 

What implications does this have for the labour force? 

How does Tsing describe the “figuration” of labour along supply chains? How does attention to 

'liminal figures, caught within the contradictions between varied forms of hierarchy and exclusion(p. 

154) help us to understand capitalism? 

Week 11 
Do we fell that corporations have moral obligations to their workers? If so why? 

 Pushed by the world bank as well as corporations nad many other organisations 

 Anthropologists tend to be less enthusiastic 

 What do we mean by ugly? Big, concrete, chemical 

 Comparison between industrial development between Oxfam development (try google 

image search) 

Is the relation between genuine development and corporate social responsibility as stark as Welker 

implies/argues? 

 Can CSR be development? 

 If CSR is based on an agenda that doesn’t necessarily mean that it isn’t development 

 Differentiation between moral and business case for HIV treatment – is this important? Do 

we care about this? 

 Comparison to US employers provision of healthcare to their employees 

Why are these institutions persistently portrayed negatively? 

 Concern about paternalism replicating colonialist discourse 

 Concern about transparency and why is it being done, why? 

 Concern about lacking government provision 

 Community reaction in Wekler case shows concerns about corporation but also desire to 

benefit from jobs etc 

 For profit motive is regarded with suspicion 

 Visibility of the corporation 

Do transnational corporations have a duty to provide healthcare or other benefits to their 

employees? If so why? 

Do companies need to project a quasi-morality in order to be accepted? Why do we think this is 

necessary for them to be acceptable? 



Week 12 
Appel tells us: "We are in a moment of experiment, imagination, and surprising accord, not merely 

from the same old places often glossed as the left but, as I have suggested, far more widely than 

most people imagine. In short, there is a proliferation of ideas lying around; the once politically 

impossible is listing toward the inevitable. The economic imagination is at work, often in the most 

unexpected places." (p. 619). 

What does she mean by this? What examples does she provide? What do you make of the "lists" 

that she assembled during her time with the Occupy and Alt Banking Movements? And how might 

the stories she tells help us to think differently about Marx, Foucault, Gramsci, and/or Scott? 

What is the economic imagination? 

 The set of ideas about what economic systems are possible 

 Does this relate to a set of confused ideas about how the economy works? 

 Friedman quote about the set of ideas sitting around waiting to be implemented 

 Imagination as being limited 

How can the economic imagination be shaped? 

 Curating the ideas and waiting for the appropriate circumstances for them to be 

implemented (Friedman quote) 

 Shaping the discourse and getting people to think about new ideas 

 List making as an act of conservation, to preserve ideas for future use and consideration 

 Ideas are in existence long before they come to be implemented 

Question relating to the separation of mode of production from the goods that are produced 

(iphone/abolitionist example) 

 Economic imagination doesn’t extend to see how these goods could be produced outside 

the current system 

 The Big short 

 Tendency to always see the most recent crisis as more catastrophic than it really is 

 Concern that alternatives are also coming from the far right 


