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I found useful to reread my Statement of Purpose in the ReSet folder before making any comment. This is, I consider, a good manner to see how genuine words placed there, in advance, "confronted" what really happened at this School. First of all I have to say that nothing happened in an extremely unexpected way. And this is, I judge, a good sign. Secondly, that at least 75% of my deeper expectations regarding the professional level, the debates and the atmosphere were confirmed. Finally, that the rest of the percentage is divided in useful brand new and challenging things that I learned, and things that I still try to understand. But, this could be a good thing, as well. Besides this subjective general impression I would intend to analyze some precise aspects that I am going to point out as follow:

The group: Evaluators, invited professors, local professors, we the trainees, the staff, other people involved – I think we collaborate and communicate well, and we can not say that there were major dysfunctions at this level. Well, there were some indecision or imprecision, I believe, due to the fact that for the most of us the communication was carrying on in a foreign language. For this point there was not rare the unplanned case to sit near a great professor and to ask myself oh, my god, what could I smartly ask Professor X?! 
The public lectures and the workshops: I found them very interesting for, at least, three reasons: there was a variety of topics, styles of presentations, manners of treatment and levels of complexity; they created a fruitful framework of discussions and subject matters, as well as they proposed conand ideas for us as junior teachers how to perform a public lecture, respectively how to conduct a workshop. The anthropological school: I noted that the main direction (suggested or inherently imposed by the formation of the anthropologists involved) was the (British) Social Anthropology. According to me this was a good opportunity because my training was primarily in American Cultural Anthropology. Besides, I realized the importance of a balance in vision between a rationalist perspective and an empirical one. Consequently, the research that I planned together with my team would be carried on a social problem (deindustrialization, unemployment), and the methodology involved would be mainly an empirical one. This surely will enrich my fieldwork experience, as well as my anthropological knowledge. 

The teams: I consider I made a good choice by selecting Razvan and Raluca N. as team partners. I am eager to select now my own students for research as soon as the new academic year start. I consider a big challenge to collaborate with them (the students) not only at class, but also on the field, and as coordinating them in other different activities. 

Extracurricular activities: This was also a useful experience. I had noted that in Romania middle-aged people were not so present in public trendy dance-clubs. I understood – as observing Western professors so naturally dancing on the stage – that this is still a problem of Romanian society and mentality. The relaxed manner of behavior is also a thing East-Europeans have to learn from Western professors.

Upcoming expectations: I hope the School program, including intersession, will successfully balance between teaching, research, and theoretical knowledge – which I consider to be the main goal of the School. I also expect that the coordinators and involved professors will promptly answer to our specific questions, especially regarding the intersession period, including research problems. Finally, I suppose the ultimate results will be correctly evaluated and compared, and our work will be appreciated. An international diffusion of our work I consider would be an excellent idea.

Lastly, I consider I have to make my own evaluation. I think I have to implicate myself more in debates, discussions and teamwork, as well as in the intersession research and teaching activities. This personal effort I would like to combine and come together with yours. As I already learned from this first Session experience, this could become effective.
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Serban Vaetisi

Education: PhD Candidate with a research on the relationship between anthropology and ideology, MA in Cultural Anthropology (nationalism, feminism and postmodern ethnography), BA in Foreign Languages (Spanish).
Profession: Teaching Assistant at the Department of European Studies and Cultural Anthropology, Babes-Bolyai University, Cluj. 

Teaching areas: Cultural Anthropology of Eastern Europe, Anthropology of Socio-Political Imagination, Theories in Cultural Anthropology.

Intersests: postcommunist society, anthropology of nationalism, critical ethnography. 

Fieldworks: made 8 independent fieldworks (anthropological research, social investigation, experimental ethnography, visual anthropology). 

Publications: Romanian academic and nonacademic journals and reviews of ethnography, cultural studies, and arts (Anuarul Arhivei de Folclor, Observator Cultural, Origini, Arhitext Design) and book articles.

Current research: ‘Socio-economical transformation in a postcommunist factory. A critical ethnography on experiences, strategies, and discourses’ – a fieldwork in a former industrial plant in a poor district (within the framework of the research project: The Social Process of Deindustrialization.Three Case Studies – togheter with Raluca Nahorniac and Razvan Stan).

