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 Feedback concerning the first meeting from September 5th until 20th , 2003
 Expectations and comments:

1.) Meeting young scholars from different countries from South-East and East Europe

(x) fulfilled

( ) not fulfilled
Comment: It is a pity that there were not more different scholars, e.i. from Ex-Yugoslavia, Greece, Albania, Czech Republic and Slovakia, Hungary, Ex-USSR. Nevertheless, it was very interesting and fascinating to find out that there are so many Romanian young scholars interested in and working on so many different domains in social anthropology.

2.) Meeting scholars from different countries

(x) partly fulfilled
( ) not fulfilled
Comment: I suppose it was the intention of the organisers to introduce or to deepen knowledge about Western theories and methodology in social anthropology as the whole project is directed towards East and South-East European younger scholars. This a very important point because it means for me as the only participant from the West that most lectures and round tables were of less use for me. I expected that East and South East European scholars would not talk about Western concepts but about the concepts in their countries. This was really disappointing for me. 

Suggestion: Maybe it could be possible to include in the programme for the next summer session that the experienced or the younger scholars tell us about the development of their disciplines in their countries (Bulgaria, Romania, Poland, Hungary, Kyrgyzstan, Russia, Ex-Yugoslavia a.s.o.)

3.) Doing and applying field-work in an East and South-East European country

( ) fulfilled

( x) not fulfilled
Comment: I expected that the experienced scholars would tell us more about doing field-work in their countries and that the younger scholars would tell also more about difficulties when they did their field-work. There was a session on this topic but it would have been useful not to stop discussion because of the programme but to continue it; if not possible on that day then on another day. 

It would have been also useful if we had done our field-work on the market or in Cluj-city immediately (next day) after this discussions and if we would have had a feedback from the scholars on our films/gathered material. It would have been then also possible to continue the discussion on field-work methods.

In general, there was not enough time to do field-work and to talk about our results. This was not well organised. Doing filed-work should have been in the first week to have more time for working on the gathered material and for talking about the results (if there were some). This seems to me very important as we have to teach now students to do field-work and to help them doing field-work. I do not feel that I was properly prepared by this session for teaching students to do field-work. Maybe this was not intended but in my opinion it would have been very useful. 

It was very interesting to hear Mr Stewart, Mr Hann, Mr Kapralski talking about their field-work experience. Maybe the Romanian scholars should have included more their experiences, too. It would have been very useful for me to hear more about doing field-work in Romania because I also have some experiences. It is a pity that Mr Mihailescu did not tell us more about the field-work he did with his students and how he organised it. For me the presentation of “his” book was very interesting and I think that it would have been interesting for the other participants, too. 

Suggestion: Maybe, it could be included in the programme for the next summer session.

One field-work day was very little. Maybe we could do some more field-work next summer session. It would be very interesting to compare doing field-work in the city and in the countryside (including sleeping there). Less luxury is nearer to life.

By the way…

I had a very interesting discussion with Mr Lazar on field-work and contemporary Romanian ethnology. I think this discussion would have been interesting for all. Sometimes it is really a shame that you get the most interesting information in eye-to-eye conversations.

4.) Organisation of the work-shops and lectures:

( ) fulfilled

(x) partly not fulfilled
Comment: It is as it is everywhere: most scholars cannot keep to the topic and the way they have to present their topic. If it is a work-shop, we should work together or in groups as Mr Stewart did it with us.

As far as the lectures were concerned, they were o.k. with me.

5.) Content of the work-shops and lectures:

(x) Fulfilled

( ) not fulfilled
Comment: see above as far as my expectations are concerned

Generally speaking, the content was o.k. There were also new things I heard now for the first time especially concerning sociology because I am a social anthropologist and have not studied sociology. All lectures were concentrated on Europe. That is probably more useful for this project.

Unfortunately, most lectures were theoretical but teaching and doing field-work is practical work.

Suggestion: Maybe it is possible for the future that the experienced scholars would present us what different schools said on the given problems of this project (Current Social Problems, Ethnicity and Cultural and Social Identities, Urban and Rural Restructuring). It would be more systematical, clearer and shorter.

Please, put a higher stress on practical work in the next sessions.

6.) Organisation of the summer session, accommodation, food:

(x) partly fulfilled

( ) not fulfilled
Reading material:

Comment: It is a pity that we got the reading material so late. One or two weeks is not enough for me. Please, send the material next time in time (at least one month before the session).

Accommodation:

A three star hotel is not necessary. Nevertheless, it was impressing.

Suggestion: Maybe it would be possible to accommodate us (at least the foreigners) at families’, so we could learn more about (life in) Romania.

Food:

Again the luxury was impressive but is it really necessary to go each evening to a restaurant after having had (warm) lunch already in a canteen? Maybe you could skip at least warm lunch in the canteen if we go to a restaurant in the evening and vice versa. Gogoşi, pateuri, langoş and so on would also be enough instead of a warm meal once a day. (But maybe I am wrong. Maybe this is Romanian generosity and I am trying to change Romanian mentality. At least in Germany at an one-week summer school we went tree times to a restaurant in 7 days but there was a warm or cold meal at lunch very day.)

Free time:

This is really disturbing. In my opinion the whole day was programmed or with sessions or with eating. There was not one free afternoon.  I would have preferred to visit different places in Cluj, museums, surrounding of Cluj (as we did on Sunday 14th September). 

In this regard, Mr Lazar’s lecture was very interesting as it was about Cluj. I really would have liked to do field-work on the basis of this lecture, to see the different quarters of Cluj and to talk to people there. And then coming back to have a feed-back session on our experiences. (Learning by doing!)

7.) Concerning special programmes:

Comments:

I liked most the syllabus bazaar, the discussions on doing field-work and teaching experience and the discussions about the content of social anthropology courses in South-East and East Europe. It is a pity that we did not get the syllabus of the other participants. Maybe they can be sent by e-mail?

8.) Concerning future discussions:

I do not believe that discussing problems of Romanians, Hungarians and Roma separately will have/bring any solutions. The interethnic relations must be seen as a whole. All ethnic groups are actors and have got their contribution to the topics we discuss in this programme. I always prefer a holistic view. Maybe we could discuss this at our next summer session, too.

