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Foreword

The purmpose of this workshop was to explore the practice of fieldwork in the Middle
East. It aimed to congder the methodsand techniques used by scholars, the obdacles
and oppotunities encounered in the field, and the way tha these influenced the
research produd. The workshop aso asked to wha extent, if any, these features of
conduding fieldwork were paticular to the Middle East.

The workshop examined these issues from a variety of disciplinary perspectives,
induding anthropology, political science, history and literature. It brought togeher
selected scholars who had conduwcted fieldwork in a range of counties across the
Middle East. The resulting discussion consdered both practical issues such as
negotiating access to sources, developing neworks of contacts, and the effect of
censorship; aswell as theoretical questionssuch as the postiondity of theresearcher;
the relationship between Qhe fieldOand theory; and the ways in which the Middle
East as aregion chdlengel the assumptionsof some academic disciplines.

The day was split into five sessons. The first three sessons considered the
perspectives of scholars in political science, anthropology, and culture respectively.
The fourth sesson condgdered some fieldwork experiences in specific counties:
Syria, Palesting Irag and Iran. The find sesson consdered the perspectives of
scholars bom in Middle Eastern counties, and in paticular the different ways in
which categories of OnsdersOand utsidersO could be condructed. Each session
opened with presentations by a selection of pandlists, followed by a free discussion
from the floor. The discussons were centred on but not limited to a number of
questions which are annexed on page 28.

The event was an exploratory workshop based on informal presentations and this
report seeks to represent the range of views expressed during the day. Since the
discussion was hdd unde &dinburgh Convesation RulesQ no attributions are made
to named speaskers. Theefore ndther we, nor any individud participant in the
discussion, should beidentified with any of the specific views reproduced here,

The workshop was spon®red by the Edinburgh Ingitute for the Study of the Arab
World and Idam, and the Centre for the Advanced Study of the Arab World. The
latter is ajoint venture between Edinburgh, Manchester and Durham Universities.

Professor Yasir Suleiman Paul Andason
University of Edinburgh University of Edinburgh



Executive Summary

The workshop consdered a range of practical and theoretical issues connected to the
condud of fieldwork in the Middle East. It noted at the outset tha there was
compaatively little scholarship on the oppotunities and obstacles faced by
researchersin theregion.

On the practical side the workshop revealed the importance of building networks of
persond contacts within the region both before and after arrival in thefield, in order
to gan access to information and inditutions Those conduding interviews and other
forms of ethnogphic research especially needed to build trug with key members of
the local community. Where the topic of research could be deemed sengtive, these
figures could act as sponrs and middlemen B endorsing the research and the
researcher, and opening doors to new contacts and other sources of information.
Similarly, those conduding archival research foundaccess to resources often guarded
by QyatekeepersOwithin inditutionswho could either assist or obdruct their research.

Relations between researchers and thar contacts raised a numbe of persond and
ethical issues, for which it was important to be prepared. A numbe of questionswere
discussed, induding how to respondto requests for favours from one@ contacts, and
how to participate in local practices of gift exchangein order to enter soda networks
and gan access to resources. Participants also considered whether the presence of the
researcher could unintentiondly lend legitimacy to the policies and practices that
were the subject of research.

A numbe of speskers reported that ther research had been frudrated by political
circumstances and censorship in pats of the Middle East. Even the search for literary
and cinematic sources could be hampered by political sengtivities in the region.
However, it was impartant not to prejudgewha counted as GendtiveOin the Arab
world, as the answer could often prove surprising and revealing. At the same time, it
was suggested that fieldwork could fall foul of a growing ethical discourse in the
West tha increasingly soughtto limit thetopics and methodsof research.

This discourse posed particular difficulties for anthropological fieldwork with its
focus on the everyday, which was often poolly undestood and poolly regarded by
officia circles in the West and the Middle East. It was aso noted tha, athoughthe
ethnogiaphic method had traditiondly been described as Qparticipant observation®
there were drict limits on the extent to which ethnogephic researchers could
paticipate in thelife aroundthem. The objective of such research was not to identify
with the subject or community being studied, but to build a body of knowledge
Research should therefore always been driven by a paticular CangleO or
epistemological postion. However, methodobgy was not a question of following
detailed rules. Research was, while condrained by an overal theoretical framework,
chaacterised by unpredictability in the field. This tengon between the theoretical
framework and the unpredictability of events condituted the chdlenge of fieldwork,
and could be compared to a collaborative muscal improvisation.

Onedynamic of this tendon was the fact that thefield produced its own concepts and
undestandings which should notbeignored or @hoppel to fitOexisting made-in-the-



Academy theories and categories. It was misleading to view Europe as the site of
theory with the rest of the world providing the empirical experience to refine these
theories. Nondhdess, it was suggested tha westesrn academic discourse on the
Middle East was often dominaed by podcolonial and pogmodernist theories which
were produced outside the region and which often did not make the best sense of
trends on the ground. There was a certain professiond pressure to conform to this
discourse, for example by seeking examples of people in the Middle East QiberatingO
themselves from the @onstraintsO of tradition B regardless of the conflicting daa
available in the field. Similarly, some (thoughnot all) argued tha research on the
Middle East was still dominaed by a small numbe of fashionable topics such as
sexudity and hybridity. It was suggested tha this focus was dispropottionae and
resulted in the neglect of othe important areas such as gift exchange

There was some disagreement over whether it was fair to characterise the Middle East
as a uniqueregion in which to condud research. Some speakers arguel that each part
of the Middle East had its distinct history, and that it was not possible to draw broad
paallels across the region. Others hdd tha everyday life across the Middle East was
exceptiond in exhibiting an unusud awareness of etiquete and politeness, with sodal
relationships across the region characterised by multiple layers of privacy which
determined what could and could notbe said in different settings

Anothe recurrent theme was the postion of theresearcher in relation to the subject of
study. It was geneally agreed that the researcher was aways situaed in a paticular
political and cultural postion: no-onewent into the field as a blank date. The practice
of fieldwork was also affected by the ways in which the researcher was perceived.
Discussion revealed tha it was not uncommon for the academic researcher to be seen
either as aspy, or as apotential messenge who could mediate and improve theimage
of a particular community in the outsde world. But it was suggested tha, rather than
being lamented as bariers to effective research, these perceptionscould in themselves
be used to diagno® existing power relationdhips

Thefind session of the workshop explored the ways tha scholars bom in the Middle
East were percelved and the different ways tha they related to ther fields of study.
The notion tha scholars fell into fixed categories of OndderOand utsiderOwas
genegdly regected. Any abslute distinction between the two was consdered
problematic in the same way as the distinction between GhefieldGand homeQ It was
also arguel that nationd identity did notinitself always designae theresearcher asan
OnsderOor utsiderOP conaepts of beonging were not always redudble to naiond
identity. Findly, it was suggested tha nationd identity itself was not seen in the
Middle East as a fixed and given category. Particularly for scholars who had
emigrated and then returned to the Middle East, nationdity was an attribute tha had
to be continudly performed and re-earned.



Session One: Politics

Thefirst session examined the fieldwork experiences of political science researchers
in the Middle East. Discussion focused on a number of practical and theoretical
issues. Practical issuesindudeal the availability of sources and how to obtain accessto
them, the different fieldwork methodsused by researchers, and theissues involved in
developing neworks of contactsin thefield. Thetheoretical issuesinduded the extent
to which the Middle East could be seen as an exceptiond region in which to condud
fieldwork, the relationship between the GieldOand the produdion of theory, and the
postion of theresearcher in relation to the subject of study.

The Practical Issues

a) Sources

Documentary sources were available at a rangeof locations such as archives,
naiond libraries, university and research libraries, book$ops - induding
second hand bookdops- and private collections

Thelibraries at the American University of Cairo and the American University
of Beirut were well organised and often goodpoints of departure.

Cairo University library, athoughpooty organised, was an excellent source
of Egyptian PhD and Masters theses, which often contained good daa and
contacts.

Non-doaumentary sources should also be considered, such as interviews and
public buildingsand spaces.

b) Access

It was usually necessary to apply for access well in advance. Letters of
introdudion, and contacts with local academics or other relevant figures, were
hdpful. It was usudly hdpful to be sponred by alocal research inditution.

Obtaining access to ingitutions was usudly consderably more difficult and
time-conauming than expected. In one case, peamission to access archives in
Egypt was granted only after several months of vetting by the Ministry of
Education, followed by a year-long period of security vetting. This period
could sometimes be shortened by usng local conrections and knowing whom
to lobby directly. Generally it was important to prepare as much as possiblein
advance, and to remain flexible and paient.

It was also prudent to define the topic of research as broadly as possible when
applying for access, especidly if thetopic was sengtive.



In many counties it was impossible to access recent or contemporary official
sources B such as Egyptian material pod 1952 - without excellent loca
connections

Once indde the library or archive, access to resources such as doauments,
indexes and phoboopying facilities was often guaded by QyatekeepersO They
could either assist or obdruc the research, so it was important to establish
goodrelationswith them, especialy if official procedures were laborious(in
onecase, it had taken oneyear to receive pemission to phoobcopy). The way
to do this was in some cases by participaing in networks of gift exchange
Here it was important to observe the correct etiqudte, such as enauring that the
vaue of the gift was appropriate to the gaekeeper@ status within the
organisation® hierarchy, and the gift was given on an appropriate occasion.

In geneal, there was little scholarship, and no firm set of rules, on how to
negotiate access to resources within archives. It was important to read each
situation and work within it.

There was a variety of experiences tha differed from place to place.
Researchers who had worked in archives in Morocco, for example, reported
tha access procedures were quick and easy to negotiate, and the material well
organised.

For ethnogmephe's, access to contacts in communities was also often facilitated
by gaekeeper figures. These gaekeepers could be official or self-appointed,
and needed to be approached in different ways. In one case of ethnogmphic
research in a popubr quater of Cairo, the researche® entry into the
community had been facilitated by a friend, who approached a local butcher,
whose sister in turn arranged an introdudion to a group of local women. This
GnowbadlingOmethod was a common and effective way of expanding one®
networks of contacts.

¢) Methods

Methods varied according to the research project. As well as doaumentary
research in archives, methods especially for ethnogiphic research, induded
targeted interviews with individuds and organisations Interviews could be
directed or open-ended.

Interviews by ther nature were particularly subjective, especialy when people
were talking about thar persond experiences, so it was important not to rely
onanarow sample of interviewees.

Tape-recording encouraged some interviewees to be expandve, but others to
be more cautious so it was important to read the situation as far as possible at
the time. It was aso interesting to consder why microphone had such an
influence and a differential effect on people.



An interviewing technique that was useful in some contexts was to ask for
explanations of wha seemed obvious to the interviewee. Asking about the
obvious could €licit the categories which the interviewees took for granted,
and could yield surprising results. For example, a researcher asking for a
definition of (backwardnessO had discovered tha some rural Syrians
consdered children in urban Aleppo to be (hackwardObecause they spent
ther time playing computer games and udng the internet rather than
concentrating on work and formal education.

There was discussion about whether (articipant observationO accurately
described the ethnogmphic method. It was arguad that ethnogiaphic research
did not involve observation as such, and there were strict limits on the extent
to which researchers could participate in the life around them. Researchers
were in the field for a mog two years, so still needed a leap of the
imagination to appreciate the long-term condraints within which people lived
thar lives.

Even researchers fluent in the local dialect or who had been bom in the
community they were studying who had subsequently emigrated were seen as
outsiders. Full participaion, in the sense of identifying with and immersing
oneself in the community, was not possible b there were always levels of
estrangement.

The objective of ethnogaphic research was not to identify with oneld
community or achieve an GauthenticOexperience; it was to build knowiedge,
and it therefore involved an exclugve and coercive epistemological method.

Ethnogiphy, traditiondly the method of anthropologists, was now beng
adopeed as a method by some political scientists working outside
anthropology. Political ethnogiaphy was not yet a fully developed field but a
goodexample outside the Middle East was Jean-Francois Bayart, who worked
onAfrica.

d) Contacts and relationships

It was often hdpful to contact local academics working on the subject in
guestion. They were a useful source of information and further contacts, and
were usudly generouswith ther time and knowledge despite working unde
chdlenging condiions

Building trust was the key to developing effective relationships with
ethnogiaphic informants. It was sometimes prudent not to be fully explicit
aboutthe subject of research before thistrug had been built up, in order notto
alarm informants, especially where the topic could be deemed sengtive. It was
not uncommon for informants to sugect that a researcher might be spying
agang them, and to question the motives behind the research. At the same
time it was important to recognise tha informants often had different ideas
from researchers aboutwhat congituted a GenstiveOsubject.



Trug could beganed by establishing linkswith popular figuresin community,
and having them endorse the research. It was equdly important to learn the
noms of propriety expected from researcher, such asthetypeof dress, and the
sodal relationsand eventsin which onewas expected to participae.

Informants sometimes expected the researcher to show loydty by spending
subgantia time with them regularly. Asthis could prevent theresearcher from
developing other contacts, it was often necessary to break the bond, athough
this could be awkward. Informants sometimes saw the researche as a status
symbol, at least initially, or as someone who could hdp them access power
within thar own sodety, or resources such as visas and work.

One useful contact could lead to others. This snowbdling technique was one
of themog effective in developing neworks of informants. Non-governmental
organisationscould be hdpful in establishing such contacts.

The researcher generally had an ethical responsbility to shield ther contacts
from direct representation in theresearch produd.

Theoretical Issues

a) Exceptionalism

Some argud tha while the configuration of features that characterised any
place was aways paticular and specific, there was no reason to see the
Middle East as an exceptiond region. Every pat of the Middle East had a
paticular history, and it was not aways easy to draw paallels across the
region. Furthermore, the Middle East and Europewere not distinc categories
separated by ethnicity or religion, but were tied togeher by a history of
connetions

b) Relationship between the field and theory

Researchers were not blank satesQ but rather went into the field with
assumptions hopes and desires. In onecase, aresearche had hopel to find the
seeds of revolutionay resistance, but had not Another researcher had chosen
to study a group tha appeared not to be engaged in resistance, but had found
tha they were in fact resisting according to ther own modd. It was aso noted
tha while researchers often looked for resistance!, the reality was more
complicated: action did not always fall into the categories of compliance or
resistance.

Thefield therefore produced its own categories and undestandings and it was
vital tha research took account of these. Data gathered in the field generated

! Asnoted in Lila Abu-Lughod, 1990 CThe romance of resistance: tracing transformations of power
through Bedouin womenQ American Ethnologist 17 (1): 41-55.



itsown andytical categories. Oneresearcher working in Egypt discovered that
different conaepts of the state were current in thefield, and had reflected these
in the research produd. However, powerful relations existed between parent
disciplines such as political science, and area studies disciplines. There was a
tendency as a result for the findings of field research to be Ghoppel to fitO
into an existing theory, or othewise to be ignored. For example, there was
strong evidence to suggest that in the Arab world, podry was more important
than the novd in the forming of naiond identity, but wider academic debae
had notyet picked up thisinsgght and treated it serioudy.

* It was suggested that it was wrong to see Europe as the site of theory
produdion, and the rest of the world as the source of empirical experience
which researchers could use to develop and refine ther theories. A useful
work in this area was Local histories/global designs coloniality, subatltern
knowledges andborder thinking by Walter Mignolo®.

¢) Positionality

*  Gengadly it was important for theresearcher to be aware of their own position
in relation to the subject of research. No onewent into field as a blank date,
and everyone was inevitably perceived in paticular ways. Researchers were
pat of the contexts in which they worked Bthey were not outside of it.

* Pierre Bourdieu had drawn a distinction between sciences which tried to
efface the observer and to approach redlity in an objectivist, postivist way,
and sciences Bwhich he favoured - which recognised and took account of the
postion of the oberver. Interviewing clearly fell into thelatter category®. This
meant tha it was important, when going into the field, to have a paticular
Gngle® a set of working assumptions about the gods and methods of
research, and not smply to enter the field expecting it to produce its own
revelations

* For example, one researchea had conduded a nunmber of interviews with
Syrian intellectuds, public figures and govenment ministers on the subject of
Syrian workers in Lebanon. This was a politically sendtive issue, and the
chdlenge was to work out the postion of the interviewees, as well as the
researcherG® own postion, in relation to the issue, and how these postions
shgped the dynamics of the encounter. One way to diagno® positionswas to
ask how people interpreted significant eventsin the past.

* Seenin this light, issues which could otherwise be interpreted as obdacles to
fieldwork Bsuch as the perception of the researcher as spy Bbecame revealing
in themselves. For example, by askingwhoisand is not perceived to be a spy,
power relationdhips of imperialism and interventionism can be diagnosed.
Other relevant perceptions induded the notion of the researcher as a
messenga who could improve the Omage of the ArabsOin the West.

2 Walter Mignolo, Local histories/global designs: coloniality, subaltern knowledges and border
thinking, Princeton University Press, 2000
® Pierre Bourdieu, The weight of the world: social suffering in contemporary society, Polity Press, 1999



Session Two: Anthropology

The second session focused on the experiences and perspectives of anthropologists
working in the region. The discusson consdered the naure of anthropological
fieldwork, and then asked what, if anything, was exceptiond aboutthe Middle East as
a region in which to condud fieldwork. The speakers explored a number of topics
induding the difference between the fficiadO and the GeverydayQ and the
importance of this distinction to anthropology of the Middle East. Findly, paticipants
congdered whethe and to wha extent current anthropological discourse was
domnaed by paticular subjects and theoretical frameworks.

Nature of fieldwork

It was naural tha fieldwork should change the initial direction of
anthropological research. There was a sense in which research proposls were
Qworks of fictionQ particularly in anthropology where research aimed to elicit
the categories tha were used by people locally and tha undelay local life.
Thefieldworker inevitably broughtsets of assumptionsto thefield, where they
engaged with others with different assumptions In particular, it was important
for researchas not to assume they knew wha was GensitiveQ Wha
researchers deemed GensitiveOwas often not seen as sensitive locally, and
vice-versa. Fieldwork was aboutbringingto lightboth sets of assumptions

Exceptionalism

There were senses in which the Middle East could claim to be different from
other areas as a region in which to condud anthropological fieldwork.
Everyday life in the Middle East was particular in being Gelf-consioudy
complexQ Compared to other regions the Middle East generally exhibited a
greater awareness of etiquédte and politeness. There were more layers of wha
could and could not be said in different contexts, and greater attention was
pad to boundaies which should not be crossed in particular situdions.
Broadly spesking, in the Middle East there were more, and more important,
levels of privacy than elsewhere.

Crudally, these levels of privacy, which meant for example tha only an
official version of events could be offered to strangers, were not an obstacle to
research. They were a central part of wha anthropologists were trying to
undestand. For example, it was relatively difficult in the Gulf states to
establish friendly relations with people in which the fficial versionOof
events could be dispensed with. This was partly because Gulf citizens rarely
visited informa public spaces such as coffee shops (By contrast, the
oppotunity for shared physca work in the Yemen meant tha is was easier to
establish rappotit with local people.) But rather than regarding the difficulties
in the Gulf smply as a barier to research, the researcher could ask what they
revealed in themselves aboutthe nature of sodality in those countries.



The Gelf-congsious complexityOof life in the Middle East posd chalenges
for the discipline of anthropology as a whole. Andysts induding
anthropologists often came to the field with paticular political desires. The
current fashion was to seek examples of people QiberatingOthemselves from
the GongraintsOof tradition, authority, and mutually exclusive categories of
identity. The prevailing aesthetic in the Middle East, however, was not to blur
and tranggress boundaies, but rather to enact them; it was not to resent
disciplinebut to valueit. More respect should be accorded to aesthetics of the
community tha was being studied.

A practical implication of this was tha anthropologists conduding fieldwork
needed to remain settled with one community. Attempting to be QylobdOor
QuniversalO by moving backwards and forwards across boundaies of
communities to meet as many different people as possible meant tha the
researcher risked logng ther perceived worth within the primary community
they were studying. One researcher who had worked in the West Bank
described the process of fieldwork as one of Qartful biasOP settling with one
family, alowing them to lead the researcher into thar particular biases. This
was the only way to see life more deeply fromther perspective.

It was essential to recognise tha anthropological fieldwork was not an
observation of life, it was pat of life. The notion of an ethnogephea armed
with a voyeuristic gaze perpeuaing an unequd power relationship did not
appear to be suppoted by the experience of fieldwork. The fieldworker was
engaged, not detached; fieldwork differed from everyday life only in that the
researcher was keeping track of it.

If power relationships were at play, they did not always opeate in a single
direction. While the ethnogiephea might first be seen as a status symbol or as
another foreign observer who could access neworks of influence and correct
the community@ image in the outside world, after a period of months the
ethnogiaphea could be seen differently. Becoming an adopive daughtr, she
might be used to do the shopping, or to find out information from her hogs®
neighbous and to report back.

The official and the everyday

Because it interested itself in everyday life rather than officia life,
anthropological fieldwork was regarded with some suspicion within official
circles. Political scientists could often study senstive areas with relative
impunity, because they were able to explain ther interest in terms familiar to
officialdom It was not uncommon for anthropologists to be arrested because
thar work could not be described in the same terms.

The Gulf was a difficult place in which to do fieldwork because access to the
field was closly guarded by official gaekeepers such as govenment-
spon®red centres for strategic studies. Official state discourse about Gulf
identity was structured around notions of authenticity and modernity, and
condeanned the everyday by describing it as folkloric, ignorant and full of
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error. The publishing indugry also had an interest in perpetuding a romantic
image of QraditiondO desert life which sat oddly with the redlity which
anthropologists were trying to describe

Anthropological fieldwork ran foul of officialdomalso in the West. There was
a growing ethical discourse in the UK and the US aboutwha it was possible
to ask people in the field and how it should be done This ethica discourse
hdd tha only theofficial version of wha people said and did was pemissible.
As aresult, nothing could be said tha was not either the official discourse or
its opposte.

For example, the officia discourse in Britain condructed Islam either as a
peaceful religion or as a violent one Theredlity which lay in the middle was
rendaed invisble. Similarly, violent rura confrontationsin the Arab world
were often for political reasons constructed as clashes between the
Govenment and a-Qaida terrorists; the more complex redlity b tha such
inddents might be more often to do with local land rights, for example Bwas
obgured. Anthropologists were usudly interested in the more complex
unofficial reality; Governments and other proponats of the official discourse
therefore had their own reasonsto obgruct anthropologistsQaccess to thefield.

The official ethical discourse was dehumanising and led to an unehical view
of human beings It excluded theundficia andthe everyday by congructing it
as irrespongble. In the academic spheae, this discourse required the
professiondisation and bureaucratisation of fieldwork. Anthropological
fieldwork fell foul of theofficial discourse precisaly because itsinterest was in
theunofficial and everyday. Its method B simply spending time with people B
was made to feel irresponsble; everyday life was made to appear unreal. In
practical terms, access to the field was bang made more difficult by ethics
committees and by therequirements of travel insurance.

Langue and Parole

The anthropology of Iam often assumed tha cugomary religious practices
were a counerpat to dominant forms of official religion. However, it was
possible to conceive of therelationdhip not as oneof oppostion, but as oneof
mutud congruction. As Talal Asad had suggested, there was a discursive
relationship between the symbolic capital of Isam (the fficidO Islam,
embodied in religious and literary texts) and the actud practices of sodety,
which appropriated and extended this symbolic capital. An example was the
way rural women in parts of Egypt extended the ISamic purity code in which
male circumcision is an expression of the origind form of Islam, to cover the
practice of female genital mutilation, which they identified as a key element of
agirl@religiousidentity.

In Saussurean terms, the symbolic capital of Idam was the equivaent of
langue (formal structures and possibilities of usage) whereas the actud
practice was the equivalent of parole (the actua use and development of
possibilities). Thechdlengefor anthropology was to eluadate the connections
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and discursive relationship between the two, usng both ethnogmphic and
textud sourcesto do so.

Disproportionate subjects

There was a discussion aboutwhether some subjects received dispropottionae
attention in academic writings It was argued tha some subjects exercised a
strange fascinaion over academics and wider readership in the West. An
example was sexudity, possession and violence in North Africa. Another was
homosxudity aswell as other issues such astranggende in the Arab world.

It was suggested that these Western preoccupaions were a legacy of
Orientalism, and had influenced in paticular those trying to write agang
Orientalism. While these subjects were valid and interesting in themselves, the
propottion of scholarly attention directed at them meant that important areas
such as gift exchangewere neglected. It was also suggested tha theinterest in
genda and sexudity was driven by a pog-moden interest in anything tha
could be termed QranggressiveQ (hybridOor representing a Onultiplicity of
identitiesO These were political fashions that did not always make the best
sense of trendsin theregion.

Others argued tha academic work on gende and sexudity was important and
reflected the interest among young Arabs in these issues. The use of new
internet and mobile technologies was changing on a large scale the way tha
romantic and sexud relationdhips developel in the Arab world. This was a
mass phenomenon and it was not ingopropriate to study it. Furthermore,
academic fashions were not uniform: some prominent academic institutionsin
the UK still did not regard gende-related studies as worthy of serious
attention.

Others noted tha gende was an areain which two sets of interests overlapped.
Contemporary Arab soda and political movements on the one hand, and
Western academics on the other, were both interested in gende but from
different perspectives and for different reasons Western academics should
therefore ask why and how gende was important within the Arab world. In
paticular, they should consder the possibility that gender was not an end in
itself, butwas being used as a technology for something else.

Disproportionate paradigms

The discussion also consdered the effect of dominant paradigms in academic
discourse. It was argued tha pog-moden and pog-structuraist frameworks
were dispropottionaely represented in academic writing. These frameworks
did not always make best sense of the data and when applied indiscriminaely
could stifle a sense of wha was hgppening on thegrourd.

The influence of these frameworks was related to the professondisation of
academia. Publishes of books and jounds favoured the dominant
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frameworks, and jobs and promotions were awarded to thos who had
published extensvely. The frameworks favoured by publishes therefore
tended to shgpe the fieldwork questionstha researchers chos at the outset.
Rather than writing about subdtern resistance, academics should engage in
thar own form of resistance by letting ther fieldwork experiences shape the
theoretical frameworks they chose. The sacrifice this required was publishing
works of a highea qudity butless frequently or quickly.

It was not only publishers and funding bodies who perpetuated domnant
frameworks and stereotypes. Scholars and activists from the Middle East
sometimes also reinforced stereotypes even while claiming to argue agang
them D for example by udng stereotypical images of the Middle East to
market ther produds.

It was suggested that thefirst step to getting beyond the dominant frameworks
of pod-modenism and pog-colonidism was to take them serioudy. This
meant recognising tha they expressed an appealing liberatory project. But
while people did have multiple identities, these did not conditute an array of
options from which people could pick and choos a will. Rather, ther
different categories of identity overlapped and reinforced one another. A
critique of the notion of multiple identities would perhaps involve a study of
thepolitical econony of late consumer capitalism.

Another way of getting beyond the dominant framework of pog-modenity
would beto confrontits assumptionswith ethnogiaphic data. If pogmodernity
celebrated the transcending of boundaies, ethnogipheas should ask wha ther
informants were trying to transcend, and wha they were trying to protect.
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Session Three: Culture

The third session focused on research into the literature, drama and films of the
Middle East. It conddered whether the GieldOwas a relevant notion in the study of
culture; theavailability of and ease of access to sources; theway in which art could be
politically sendtive and the implications of this for the researcher; the role of the
researcher® OdentityOand the ethical issues this raised.

The “field” and theory

It was argued tha, at least in the study of literature and film, there was no
separate empirical space that could be called the GieldO There was little to
distinguish work donein an archive or research library in the Middle East
from research in an archive or university library in the UK. So researchers
were eithe always in the GieldQ or never in it. It was perhaps better to talk of
QesearchOrather than GieldworkO

However, visits to the Arab world were indispensable to researchers interested
in contemporary literature and culture. It was important to remain up to dae
with wha was being read and discussed, by visiting book$iopsand bookfairs
in the region, and talking to academic colleagues there. The Cairo bookfair
was a key event, showcasing booksand other media from all parts of the Arab
world.

It was important to have read western film and literary theory but to be
cautiousin applying it indiscriminaely to materiad from the Middle East and
North Africa. All literary material was produced within a certain context and it
was important to besengtive to this.

Access and availability

Languae was a vitally important key to research. Access to certain types of
knowledge was predicated upon the ability to undestand a paticular
language. Familiarity with Moden Standad Arabic, or paticular regiond
diaects, largdy determined the type of material which could be researched.
Trandation was the best way of enabling aspects of the culture to be studied
and communicated. It was therefore unfortunae tha trandation was so pooily
valued, in paticular within the context of the Research Assessment Exercise.

The search for literary material in the Middle East could prove frudrating. A
researcher looking in Algeria for novds written in French during the pre-
naiondist colonial peiod had found nothing at the naiond and university
libraries, after severa days of searching without the aid of catalogues.
Continuing the search in booksops and private collections the researcher
encountered further difficulties. people suggested tha booksby those who had
been QlisoydOto the nation should not be studied, and questioned why the
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Algerian-bom researcher should be studying in England. Thirdly, the
govanment@ policy of Arabisation had chased French texts out of the market.

Interviews with authors and filmmakers were not always produdive. One
researcher reported that the Egyptian playwright and author Tawfiq al-Hakim
had been paticularly unforthcoming. In many cases, direct questioning of
authors failed to yield interesting results. A nunmber of literature researchers
spent time sitting with authors in cafes. But while authors were often keen to
discuss themselves and ther own work in these settings it was undear how
much useful information was gained in the process.

Politics and censorship

A researcher studying Algerian, Moroccan and Tunisian cinema found tha
many of the films were unavailable and unknown to people in the county
because of drict censorship. A number of Algerian filmmakers tackling
subjects such as gender and terrorism had migrated to France during the
decade of terrorism. Tunisian filmmakers had been exiled for speaking about
the effects of tourism on the local popuktion. It was difficult to locate and
arrange interviews with thoe who had remained, despite usng networks of
friends and loca academics. In many cases, the books and films were
available in books$opsand librariesin Paris.

Unpredictable soaal and political environments made research more difficult.
A researcher studying Egyptian theatre had spent nine monthsin the county
but had seen only one produdion because the censors had closed al the
theatres. Drama could only be propely studied by attending performances, but
its postion in the Arab world was precariousbecause governments were often
suspiciousof intellectuds and dramatists.

Research on literature and culture could itself arouse political suspicion. There
was a report tha a researche studying Palestinian cinema had needed to
destroy thar notes and create new onesin order to beallowed to pass through
an Isragli airport.

Researching literature and cinema could raise ethical questions and it was
important to be able to respondto these. An example was whether to uphobd
cultural boyootts B to refuse to attend cultura events spon®red by groupsor
govenments pursuing policies with which the researcher would not want to be
assodated. This and similar examples could be identified in several counties
across theMiddle East.

Positioning the researcher

Research was often strongly affected by the position of the researcher. This
was patly deermined by how others reacted to the researcher, which was
always unpredictable and often surprising. Research could therefore be
undestood through the muscal metaphor of group improvisation. The
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researcher was aiming to create a piece of music through collaboration with
others. On the one hand this was a highly structured enterprise, carried out
within a sodal and historical context, and a field of power relations On the
other hand, individud reactions were highly unpredictable. This meant tha
research was not just a question of following set rules. Rather, the
methodobgy was aways beng refined and reworked as pat of the
improvisation.

One factor in this improvisation was how the researcher@ naiond and ethnic
identity was perceived. The reactions varied with political and other
circumstances. In 2001in Egypt for example, popular discourse was pro-Iran,
largdy by virtue of beng anti-US. This meant tha an Iranian identity enabled
easier access to facilities such as the Dar al-Kutub. But it was not always so.
After Egypt had blamed Iran for the terrorist attacks in Luxor an Iranian
identity was problematic.

This raised a number of issues, such as whether the researcher should seek to
present thar identity in a particular lightin order to dlicit or avoid a particular
reaction. This was an option especialy for researchers with dud naiondity or
for example who had been bom in the Middle East but hdd a US passport.
However, the issue was not confined to fieldwork in the Middle East. An
ability to speak with a certain accent, for example, could facilitate access to
resourcesin the UK.
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Session Four: Country-specific experiences

The fourth session invited speskers and othe paticipants to reflect on ther
experiences of fieldwork in four specific counties: Palestine Syria, Iran and Iraqg.
Speakers were asked to consder the way in which the particular circumstances of the
county affected thedirection and methodsof ther research.

Palestine

Palestine was an unusud setting in which to condud fieldwork. The occupaion and
political situaion had several implicationsfor theresearcher:

Researchers, especially if they were studying sensitive political subjects, could
face physca threats, intrusve scrutiny and interrogdion. A researcher or
joumdist planning to meet Hamas leaders, for example, would only be able to
do so by fabricating a cover story.

It was necessary to plan for logistical difficulties, allowing extra time and
flexibility to deal with unpredictable ddays such as unexpected checkpoints.
Researchers should plan in detail where they would go and whom they would
meet.

It was necessary to have ardiable contact who could act as a middleman, and
voud for ond3 trugworthiness. Without such a recommendaion, research
became very difficult.

The situaion was politically polarised, with rival organisations desply
suspicious of one another. A joumdist needed to appear even-handed by
talking to both sides: Fatah as well as Hamas;, Israglis as well as Palestinians.
However, anthropologists and students were expected by thdr Palestinian
hods not to cross backwards and forwards across boundaies of communities.
Crossing boundaies seemed to increase the legitimacy of joumdists but to
detract fromtha of anthropdogists.

In general, theresearcher@ interviewing style should not be confrontationd, as
this could be interpreted as suppot for the interviewee® political opponats.
Having published critical writingsin the past could also create problems for
theinterviewer.

It was useful to maintain contacts on all sides. Busness cards from Isragli
contacts, for example, could hdp reassure Isragli border officials.

While beng a known quantity was in some respects hdpful, it also had

disadvantages. Researchers with friendsand family in Palestine for example,
had sodal obligaionsto visit them, and this could take up consderable time.
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A number of comments were made aboutthe power and postion of theresearcher:

* Junior researchers often felt tha they wanted to appesse or please ther
interviewees, whom they perceived as more knowledgesble and powerful.
However, with greater experience and seniority, the bdance of power could
tilt in theresearcher® favour.

* Power was a mixed blessng. Where the interviewer was perceived as
powerful or having access to resources, interviewees sometimes sought
favours from them, which could put theinterviewer in adifficult situaion.

* A researcher or joumdist could use ther position as a potential bridgeto the
wide world in order to encourage the interviewee to be more open. Since the
image of Paestinian authorities in the international community was generally
poor, the researcher could argueit could only improve if access was given to
origind doauments and senior figures.

* Supeior knowedgeof English could beused as atool of power, especially by
Palestinians aganst Israglis. A Paestinian might, for example, indst on
spesking English with an Isragli official who struggled with the language in
order to redress the unequd balance of power, as noted in Y.Suleiman, A War
of Words Languageand Conflict in theMiddle East*.

Y .Suleiman, A War of Words: Language and Conflict in the Middle East, CUP 2004
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Syria

Sources

There were a number of different archival sources on Syria, and ther qudity
varied. In Syria, the Al-Asad Library in Damascus had extensive and well-
organised material, andit was easy to arrangeaccess.

The Nationd Archive, aso in Damascus was useful but the material was
fragmented and not well organised. At first, each doaument had needed to be
ordered individudly, thoughafter several days the library assistant offered to
bring in complete files which made the sifting process easier.

In France, there were two useful archives on modan Syrian history: the
diplomatic archive in Nantes, and themilitary archive in Paris.

Language and politics

Althoughno pog-1963 material was available in Syrian archives, there was
genedly little sengtivity abou researching the French mandde period.
Y ounge academicsin Damascusin particular were hdpful and forthcoming.

However, the terms and categories used had political connogtionsand could
arouse senstivities. For example, anti-French rebel bandswere called Qsabat
in theliterature of thetime, butwere now commonly referred to as mugavama
(OesistanceQ). Gsabat had acquired the connogtion of Qrimind gangand
was not acceptable terminology for some. The foreign researcher needed to
learn these connottions and sendtivities, which were not always evident at
first.

Similarly, there was a debae about usng the term @inf, or GriolenceOin
English. Although it was a commonly used soda science term tha was
applied to state practices, it was not used in the Arabic literature of the time
and could be said to carry connottions of illegitimacy. This raised the
guestion of the migration of terms across disciplinary and political boundaies,
and the extent to which terms adopted by a partticular scientific discipline
retained aspects of thar origind lexica meaning. These issues could affect the
way that field contacts respondel to theresearcher.

19



Iran

Sources

Access

Fieldwork in Iran now, on contemporary sodal and political issues, was
becoming more difficult, especially for foreign researchers. It was paticularly
difficult to research the reform movement. However, it was relatively easy to
access sources on ningteenth-century and pre-1979 history.

Because of the large amount of available material, it was important to narrow
one3 research question early on. This was particularly true because material
was split between a numbe of different archives. The Revolutionay Guad
and military archives contained interesting material, although access was
sometimes difficult. The Foreign Ministry archives were also paticularly
interesting, and dated back to the 17" century.

A significant amountof archival material had been published, which meant it
could betaken out of the country.

Interviewing in Iran could, until very recently, yield a great deal of material.
The chdlenge was to sepaate the useful from the less useful information.
Interviews were usually best conduded informally, over a meal, or after
several hours spent talking about persond issues. It was important not to
oveestimate wha could be achieved in any given time Boneinterview could
easly take up oneday.

Access relied on persond networks, even if there appeared to be official and
ingitutiond procedures. Access was aways mediated through contacts and
everything hgppened by negotiation. Researchers should develop contacts
before arriving in the county. Iranian academics were often keen to maintain
thar linkswith therest of theworld.

It was also hdpful to anchor oneself at a research inditution in Iran. A
paticularly well-resourced centre was the Isamic Encyclopedia Project. There
was a plethora of research inditutes that had been established in Iran over the
past twenty years. Mos were govanment funded; some of these were
relatively independent, others were run accordingto particular padicy agendsas.

Languaetrainingisvitally important, and does determine thetype of material
to which the researche has access. Fluency in the colloquial languaye hdps
gan the trug of, and provides access to, loca people; training in the formal
languaye provides access to doaumentary sources.
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Iraq

An Iragi-born researcher described returning to Iraq in 2000after a twenty-year
absence in order to study theimpact of UN sanctionson Iragi women.

Access

* Iraq had been genedly inaccessible to foreign researchers, who were
perceived as foreign agents. The researcher arranged letters of introdudion
and recommenddion which were sent to Baghdad University and other
authorities in Irag, along with a detailed plan of the proposd fieldwork in

Baghdal City.

* Because the govenment was seeking greater internaiond exposure of the
anti-humanitarian impact of sanctions the researcher was granted within two
weeks free accessto all libraries as well as pemissionto condud interviews at

will, onthe condition tha they did nat cause political problems.

» Despite this clearance, it was difficult to convince people to talk, because of

thar fear tha what they said would beused as evidence agang them.

Method

* The researcher used surveys, open-endeal interviews, and case-studies. The
surveys were quditative questionnares carried out in three residential areas

tha spanned avariety of income and class categories.

* Peoplewereinitially sugiciousof the questionnare, which turned out to be of
little value in itself. However, it played a key role in opening the door to
enable theresearcher to conduct ninety open-ended interviews. These came to

form the core of theresearch.

* Mog women objected to the use of a tape recorder because it generated a
sense of inferiority. Others objected to the researcher taking handwritten notes
because they preferred Qus to takO In genera, the open-ended discussion
was very useful because it provided the researcher with flexibility to redirect

discussion in the mog fruitful direction at thetime.

Relationships with contacts

» Theresearcher@ relationsip with respondents had generally been good.Mogt
wanted to become friends to visit and to exchange contacts. Many wanted to
know more about the researcher@ pearsond life than the researcher wanted to

know aboutthdrs.
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* A number of respondents asked favours of the researcher, such as hdp in
seeking marriage patners. This put the researcher in an awkward postion of
having to refuse gently, and in some cases invent excuses.
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Session Five: Engaging the Familiar

Thefind session invited all participants to reflect on the categories on GnsiderOand
QutsiderQ The intention was to condder the situaion of scholars, from whaever
background, who worked on a sodety or culture tha was either thar own or
persondly close to them.

Participants discussed whether there were advantages for the researcher in being
positioned as an “outsider” or an “insider”. The following points were made:

In some cases, those perceived as OnddersOhad better access to information,
because of soda noms thet prevented some things being said in front of
utsidersO

Thos peceived as indders were sometimes burdened by obligations to
paticipaein certain sodal events. Outsiders were free of these burdens

In general, goodresearch did not depend on the backgroundor postion of the
researcher. Perceptiveness and intuition were more important. Sengtive
outsiders had written ethnogiaphies capturing much tha local researchers
might have missed.

An outsider unfamiliar with thelocal languaye coud build a goodrappott with
people if ther intentions were honest. People were generaly quick to sense
whether aresearcher had honest intentionsand an open attitude If they sensed
an open attitude people were usudly generousin providing information.

Historically, some of the best research on Iran had been doneby nontlranians
Whether a researcher was an utsiderOor an OndderOwas less important
than whether they were prepared to spend a significant period of time in the
field. Longperiodsof fieldwork were regrettably becoming less common, with
the professiondisation of academic life and the pressures this entailed.

The idea that people fell into fixed categories of “insider” and “outsider” was
generally rejected. The following points were made:

|dentity was both situated and complex. Someonebom in Cairo who had since
emigrated might be regarded by Cairenes as a Westerner or an Asian. At the
same time, some Cairenes might regard others in a neighbourng quater as
beonging to Ganother worldO Regardless of apparent ethnic identities, many
people consdered themselves to be displaced people to some extent.

Any reified distinction between OnsderOand GutsiderOwas as meaningless
as the distinction between Qhe fieddOand thomeQ People were ndther or
both, at home in many places and ssimultaneously homeless. Someonebom in
Cairo and living in Canada, for example, could notgive asimple answer to the
question Gvhere is home?0
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Those who could claim many naiond identities could to some extent decide
which category to opeaate unde. This was an advantage insofar as it provided
more oppotunities for cross-cultural access. But it was not always easy to
predict or control how onewas perceived by others. Someonewho was Iranian
by birth, bom in Europe and educated in the UK might be seen as an insder
uptoapantinlran, butalso recognised as British.

The notion of a “third space” and its implications were explored:

Some scholars bom in the Middle East but who had been educated or who
worked outside the region suggested tha they occupied a Qhird spaceOD
identified by others as neither atotal ingder nor atotal outsider. For example,
a North African scholar who had worked in Europe for a consderable period
had been told, by Maghrebi scholars, tha they no longe saw thingsthe same
as others who had remained in the courtry.

The third space had its own problematic dynamics. Scholars and artists
occupying the third space were sometimes accused of exoticisng Middle
Eastern sodeties. Tunisian directors making films about homosexudity, for
example, had been accused of stereotyping Tunisian sodety and exposng it to
Europein ahamful way.

Some felt that intellectuds fromthe Middle East living in the West could offer
condrudive criticism to, for example, Palestinian sodety because they saw
and undestood the broader internationd context. This recalled Edward Said@
notion of (o solidarity withoutcriticismQ

Thethird space was therefore not an easy space to occupy. It involved offering
condrudive criticism, rebutting accusations of Orientalism, and steering a
course between Orientalism on the one hand and a romanticising defence of
Middle Eastern sodeties on the other.

Participants discussed ways in which notions of “insider” and “outsider” could
be constructed in different circumstances. The following points were made:

There was some evidence to suggest that naiondity in the Middle East was
not seen as a reified and given category, but rather something tha had to be
earned and performed, and could be lod. Especidly for those who had
emigrated and returned to the county of ther childhood,a sense of nationd
identity had to bere-earned. There was a political dimendgon to this Bscholars
who had emigrated from Middle Eastern counties had to work at keeping up
ther identity asan indder in order to avoid being sddined by ther critics.

For example, a north African scholar who had returned to Algeria to condud

research onthevell had felt like an insder when discussing the issue with her
own and he mothe@ generation. Discussing the same issue with a younge
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geneation, she had been perceived as an outsider and even as atraitor because
shehad notremained in the county during the decade of terrorism.

As identity could belog, it could also be ganed. Some arguel that a sense of
naiond belonging could be created through means other than birth. It was
possible for people of many naiondities to feel Palestinian through ther
attachment to ajud political cause. Similarly, ajoumdist bom and broughtup
as a Paedinian in Jordan felt strongly Palestinian when confronting
Palestinian leaders and holding them to account Bthe sense of bdonging was
reinforced by the sense of fulfilling a naiond duty. A Paestinian who had
lived for some years in Mauretania could feel like an ingder in Mauretania, to
the extent that they felt offended by Orientalist partrayals of the country.

Conaepts of bdonging were not aways redudble to naiond identity. Other
factors, such as class and generation, were important too, and could transcend
naiond boundaies.

|dentity was a fundion not only of they way people presented themselves, but
also of the way they were perceived by othes. Some argual tha they would
always remain an outside in the UK, because of the way tha they were
perceived by others. Thiswas notto say tha people could not be generousand
welcoming.

It was generally agreed that scholars should remain aware of their own position
in relation to the subject of their research. The following points were made:

Scholars could feel persondly involved and pditically sympahetic towards
the subject of thar research, regardless of whether they were linked to it by
naiondity.

A sense of ndiond identity could in some cases encourage scholars to identify
with a particular politica movement they were studying, and thusto become
persondly involved in the subject of thar research. Some researchers reported
going into the field motivated partly by a desire to discover or promote
collective political action campagning for judice or reform. They attributed
this partly to identifying with tha county. Others foundthemselves becoming
persondly involved when friends and colleagues were arrested and
imprisoned.

This sense of persond involvement was not necessarily a bad thing. In some
casesit allowed theresearcher to communicate their findingsmore effectively.
But it was important for the researcher to be aware of it so that they could still
stand back and becritical.
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The following points were made about objectivity:

There was no reason why a Briton studying British history should be
consdered any more or less objective than a Palestinian studying Palestinian
history.

Objectivity was not automatically a virtue It might be more important for a
researcher confronting intense suffering to witness and empathise than to
distance themselves and objectify wha they saw.

Historically, and for political reasons obijectivity had been equaed with the
distance of the utsiderQ Even if scientific objectivity was now geneally
consdered to be unatainable, it remained a valid aspiration. In practice, it
meant remaining accountable to one3 peers by monitoring oneself and using
languaye ddiberately.

Particular scrutiny was pad to the way OnsdersO used language. One
Palegtinian scholar reported describing the War of 1948 as the
Qlismemberment of PalestineQ and subsequently beng criticised for not
describing it as the Qsraeli war of indgpendenceQ Another was criticised for
referring to Guicide attacksOrather than Qerrorist attacksO

Some general points were made about the final session’s discussion as a whole
and its critique of the notion of “belonging”:

Thediscussion had focused on a critique of bdonging and not bdonging, and
had generally assumed that it was possible to escape from this problematic and
to produee ussful knowledge

However, there were a number of universalising methodobgies in the sodal
sciences which it was more important to critique An example was the
language of economism and the discourse of the market. This discourse had
developad with colonialism, and portrayed courtries as sets of exploitable
resources. In the study of labour migration, for example, funding had been
available for studies of migrants as GnanpowerOand humen resourcesQ

The discourse of bdonging had its own history; the historical context of how
notionsof bdonging had developed should notbeignored.
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Annexe A — List of participants
Dr Ali Ansari (University of St Andrews)

Dr John Chdcraft (LondonSchool of Economics)
Professor Paul Dresch (University of Oxford)

Dr Anthony Gorman (University of Edinburgh)
Mr Khded Hroub (Al Jazeera)

Dr Yasmin Hussein (University of Exeter)

Dr Iris Jean-Klein (University of Edinburgh)

Dr Shurug Naguib (University of Lancaster)

Mr Daniel Neep (School of Oriental and African Studies)
Dr Kamran Rastegar (University of Edinburgh)
Dr Zahia Sahi (University of Leeds)

Professor Paul Starkey (University of Durham)

Chars of the pands, all fromthe University of Edinburgh, induded:
Mr Paul Anderson (Organiser)

Dr Andrew Newman

Dr Ayman Shihadeh

Professor Yasir Suleiman (Char and Organiser)

Secretary of the meeting:

Katy Kalemkerian
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Annexe B — Questions for workshop participants’

Preparation

Wha was your research topic and how did you choose it?

In which counties did youwork and how did you select them?

How longdid you spendin thefield?

How did you prepare for your fieldwork?

Wha training did you receive for your fieldwork?

Are there any aspects of fieldwork in which you think further training would have
been useful?

Methods

Wha primary sources did you use?

How many informants/ interviewees were involved in your research, and how did
you select and initiate contact with them?

How did you gather yourfieldwork dataBsurveys, interviews?

If youinterviewed people, what techniques did you use, and did you take
handwritten notes or use ataperecorder?

Wha were the advantages and disadvantages of the data gathering techniques you
used?

If youused atrandator, wha were the bendfits and disadvantages?

Issues in the Field

Wha type of difficulties or obdacles did you encounter in thefield, and how did
you dedl with them?

How did yourinformants/ interviewees respondto you?

Did you develop friendshipswith your interviewees and, if so, did thislead to any
difficulty?

Wha ethical dilemmas, if any, did you face?

How did you deal with confidentiality issues?

To what extent do you think theissues you have outlined are particular to thearea
or county in which you worked?

The Product

How tighty was your research brief defined before you went into thefield?
Did the scopeor direction of your research changesignificantly once you went
into thefield?

If so, why was this?

How much of your fieldwork informed theresearch you later produced?

How were the difficulties or obgacles you encountered reflected in theresearch
you producd?

Do you think the choices you made once you were in thefield (e.g. aboutwhich
interviewees to choo®) significantly altered your find research produd?

® These questions are partly taken from an article by Janine Clark entitled (Field Research Methodsin
the Middle EastQ Political Science and Politics, Vol.39 No.3, July 2006, 416-441
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Annexe C — Workshop schedule

9.30
Session One: Politics

Thefirst session examines thefieldwork experiences of political science researchers
in theMiddle East. It congders arangeof issues related to prepaationfor fieldwork,
methodobgy, what actudly hgppensin thefield, and the way that these factors affect
thefind research produd. Possible areas for reflection indudethereliability of, and
ease of accessto, primary sources; theway in which interviews were conduded; the
difficulties and obdacles encountered in thefield, induding any ethical and
confidentiality issues; and the extent to which these factors may besaid to be
paticular to the county or region studied.

Chair: Yasir Suleiman

Pand: Salwa lsmail
John Chdcraft
Tony Gorman

10.45
Tea and Coffee

11.00
Session Two: Anthropology

The second session focuses on the experiences and perspectives of anthropologists
workingin theregion. Agan it asks wha, if anything, distinguishes the Middle East
as aregionin which to condud fieldwork. Possible areas for consderation indude
what research areas are defined as GenstiveOand why; how research topics are
chosen, and whether some topics are studied dispropottionaely; whether the Middle
East presents paticular chdlenges to theanthropological method; and whether the
anthropological imperatives of Qyetting behind appearancesOand studying the tenor of
Qeveryday lifeOstill make sensein this region.

Chair: Paul Andason

Pand: Paul Dresch
Iris Jean-Klein
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12.15
Session Three: Culture

This session focuses on research into theliterature, films and other art forms of the
Middle East. Possible areas to consder indudetheavailability of and ease of access
to sources; theway in which art can beameansof political expression; how
censorship regimes opeaate and change and theimplicationsof thisfor theresearcher;
theway in which art can chadlengeand contest sodally taboo subjects, and whether
thisis characteristic of the Middle East; the different audiences for whomart is
producd; and therole tha theresearcher playsin promoting or in acting as a condut
between the artist and new audiences.

Char: Andrew Newman
Pand: Kamran Rastegar
Zahia Salhi

Paul Starkey

1.15
Lunch

2.30
Session Four: Country-specific experiences

Thethird sessioninvites speakers and other participantsto reflect onthe paticular
circumstances of the county in which they lived, and theway that these affected the
methodsand results of fieldwork. Pand speakerswill talk aboutthdr experiencesin
Syria, Iran, Palesting/lsrael and Irag, and may also draw broader cross-regiond
compaisons Possible issuesto consder indudethe oppotunities and obgacles that
were encountered, how these were dealt with, whether they significantly altered the
scopeand direction of research, and the extent to which they were particular to the
county or regionin question.

Char: Ayman Shihadeh
Pand: Khded Hroub
Daniel Neep
Ali Ansari
Yasmin Hussein

3.45
Tea and Coffee

4.00
Session Five: Engaging the Familiar?

Thefind sessoninvites al participantsto reflect on thesituation of scholars, from
whaever background,whowork onasodety or culture tha is either thar own or

persondly closeto them. Areas to consder indudewheher theway of knowinga
sodety or culture that is GamiliarOor persondly close is different fromtheway of

30



knowing a sodety tha is therQ whether the Gamiliar/otherOdistinctionis a useful
one whether the process of claiming autharity differs when the subject is therO
rather than GamiliarQ and wha the advantages and disadvantages are of writing
abouta persondly familiar sodety or culture,

Chair: Yasir Suleiman
Pand: Salwa lsmail
Ali Ansari
Khded Hroub
Zahia Sahi
Yasmin Hussein
Kamran Rastegar

5.30
Close
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