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ANTH 423, Political Anthropology 
Max Forte, Concordia University 
Reading Questions for Session 10 

 
Nagengast, Carole. (1994). Violence, Terror, and the Crisis of the State. Annual Review of 
Anthropology, 23, 109-136. 
 
1. What are the primary goals of the modern state and what is the “ideal state”? 
2. What is the cause of the “crisis” of the contemporary state? 
3. How might globalization and ethnic violence be related? Does the former cause the 

latter? 
4. Are liberalism and the modern state form connected? 
5. What are the challenges in discussing “violence”? 
6. Why have anthropologists not been at the forefront of studies of collective violence, 

that is, either war or terrorism? However, when, and under what conditions, have 
some anthropologists studied wars between states? 

7. Why have anthropologists usually treated the state as an unanalyzed given, as the 
author claims? 

8. Is the state an entity, a set of bureaucratic institutions, or is it more? 
9. What is “the nation” and how does it differ from or relate to “the state”? 
10. Is nationalism in the “post-colonial world” the same as nationalism in Europe? If 

not, how might it be different? 
11. What role does demonization play? 
12. What is the tension between state sovereignty and human rights? 
 
Trouillot, Michel-Rolph. (2001). The Anthropology of the State in the Age of 
Globalization: Close Encounters of the Deceptive Kind. Current Anthropology, 4(1), 125-
138. 
 
1. What is the profound significance of borders for understanding states? 
2. Has state power increased or declined in the face of globalization? 
3. What does Trouillot mean by state “effects,” and why do they matter? 
4. How can anthropologists study the state ethnographically? 
5. How does Trouillot define or see the state? 
6. What, if anything, is new about “globalization”? Why does Trouillot warn against 

“globalitarism”? 
7. Do you agree with Trouillot that there has been a decline in nationalist rhetoric and 

a decline in the relevance of war? 
8. Trouillot speaks of NGOs under the heading of the “privatization of state 

functions”. What other institutions, organizations and actors appear under that 
same heading? 

 
Kapferer, Bruce. (2005). New formations of power, the oligarchic-corporate state, and 



PAGE 2 OF 2 

anthropological ideological discourse. Anthropological Theory, 5(3), 285-299. 
 
1. What does Kapferer mean by oligarchic control, and how does this modify theories 

of state power? 
2. How does Kapferer’s description of globalization differ from Trouillot’s? 
3. Is “globalization” opposed to “the state”? 
4. Why does Kapferer criticize the ideology of anthropologists who have written on 

globalization? 
5. What does oligarchy mean? What is a corporation? What is ironic about corporate 

oligarchy? 
6. While Kapferer argues that oligarchies have had a persistent presence in post-

monarchical politics, there is something new, a discontinuity, in the present? What is 
the change that has occurred where oligarchic power is concerned? 

7. How does Kapferer’s discussion of charitable foundations compare with Trouillot’s 
discussion of the role of NGOs? 

8. What are the distinctive features of the contemporary “corporate state”? 


