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Course annotation

Examination consists of two parts. In the first part, the doctoral student gets acquainted with the topics listed
below by reading scientific encyclopedias and review scientific articles (they are highlighted in the bibliography)
and taking the exam. In the in-depth part Il, the doctoral student chooses one or more topics of interest to him /
her (the doctoral student may also suggest his / her own original topics that correspond to the subject),
coordinates with the lecturer and prepares a written work of at least 30 thousand characters. The written work
should consist of two parts: (1) a theoretical analysis of one or more selected topics and (2) the links between
these topics and the methodological aspects of dissertation preparation.

Topics:
1.

Classical ethnographic research as the main strategy of anthropological research. Differences in
definitions of ethnographic research, participatory observation, and field research. Classical ethnographic
research. Emic and Ethic perspectives. Four types of observation: the role of the researcher, the features
of the process, the advantages and disadvantages. Keeping field notes. Interviews and documents as data
collection methods. Peculiarities of qualitative data analysis in ethnographic research. Possibilities of
using quantitative data and statistical analysis in ethnographic research. Features of ethnographic
research presentation.

Issues of anthropological research. Ethical dilemmas. The problem of subjectivity — objectivity and
construction of intersubjective knowledge. The problem of description and proportions of
conceptualization when presenting research results. Research quality issues. Conducting an ethnographic
study alone or in a team of researchers.

The process of ethnographic research: psychological aspects. A researcher as a scientist, as an artist,
and as a human being. Internal experiences of researchers in qualitative research. Challenges of
anthropological research for the researcher. Relationship as a condition for data collection. Emotions as
a form of knowledge. Issues of researcher’s self-reflection and its possibilities in anthropological
research.

Alternative ethnographic research methods. Institutional ethnography. Laboratory ethnography.
Digital, online, social network ethnography. Autoethnography, duoethnography, and team ethnography.
Ethnography using different types of art (visual, performance, ethnodrama, etc.) at different stages of
research. Etc.

Special types of subjects of anthropological research: challenges of the researcher's preparation and
research process. Age and gender characteristics of the researcher and research participants: impact on
relationship building in the process of data collection. Challenges of social status (elite and vulnerable
groups). Influence of research participants' professional and personal experiences on the data collection
process. The characteristics of the material environment, internal social organization and external social
environment of the research group: challenges for the research. Etc.

Anthropological research and the change. The psychology of change. The listening, empowering, and
vocalizing relationship of the researcher with the research participants. Polyphonic ethnography.
Involvement of research participants in the research at various stages of its conduct. Co-production of
knowledge. Research led by study participants. Ethnographic study of action.

Ethnographic research and other methods of social research. Differences of ethnographic research,
grounded theory, action research, phenomenology, and other qualitative research strategies; their
combination and integration possibilities. Quantitative research strategy combination with / application
possibilities in ethnographic research.
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