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Report on the Teaching Workshops with Students, Second Semester 2004-05
I. The first workshop with students was held on the 18-th of March. I have invited to participate at it, mainly the MA students I work with in the research project and a few others, also MA students in the program of Cultural Anthropology.
 There were two levels of discussion: the first one was based on a presentation we had made concerning our research project on the Jewish Community from Cluj; the second one was a discussion on how we generally choose topics of researches from our proximity. 
In the first part of our meeting, we presented the main research questions, goals, methodology we used when approaching the topic, the difficulties we had when doing fieldwork, the results we had already, the meanings of assessing such an issue. The other participants (not directly involved in this specific research project) were challenged to comment our presentation. 

In the second part, the main issue of our discussion was, as mentioned above, the way in which we normally choose topics from our proximity, the facilities and difficulties that we face when dealing with issues from our cultural vicinity.
In brief, it was a more general discussion about the ways in which anthropology at home is constructing its path, the meaning and the role of such an approach in nowadays Romania and, more generally, in Eastern Europe.
II. The second workshop I organized, involved students of the undergraduate level (most of them in their I-st year of studies, but also from the 3-rd one) 

It was meant to be a discussion on the ways they perceived the seminars I offered in the field of Anthropology of Europe.
My idea was to obtain an informal, very open feedback on the seminars I led. We began the discussion by analyzing the recommended issues and bibliographies, asking the students to comment on them both 
Then after, I asked the students, very directly, to evaluate my didactic strategies. My intention was that, in this way, knowing the students’ opinion on the good and weak points of the teaching process, I can try to design better didactic approaches.

I really appreciated the openness of at least some of my students, but I also noticed that others were really reluctant to debate in a free way such issues.
Report on the Teachers’ Round Table Discussions, Second Semester 2004-05
I. As the first semester I was in The Netherlands (at Utrecht University), with a postdoctoral grant, the first teaching workshop I organized, took place only on the 9-th of March.

The participants were mainly PhD candidates from the Department of Cultural Anthropology, Faculty of European Studies.

What I intended to do from the very beginning, had been to present them the Department of Cultural Anthropology from Utrecht University, that hosted me during the first semester.

In this respect, I gave the participants some details about the research projects that the team from there had been involved in, the main topics of interest, their schedules, their small team researches and also the individual ones, the ways in which they normally get financial support for their projects, their daily activity in the framework of this institution.

Another issue I presented, was how they manage to configure a relation in between teaching process and research.

The idea for assessing such a topic in a workshop, had been to offer an image of an already settled and functional Department of Cultural Anthropology 

II. The second workshop took place on the 30-th of March, when the anthropologist David Kideckel was still in Cluj, as he had given lectures at The Faculty of Sociology and European Studies. 

Professor Kideckel had the idea to meet together (those who are involved in teaching Anthropology in Cluj, from the Faculty of Sociology and the Faculty of European Studies, PhD candidates, lecturers, professors). 

We were mainly talking about the ways in which programs in Anthropology had been designed until now (courses, approached topics), about the difficulties to find a path for this science and a place of it in Romanian universities, after 1990, the reasons and the meanings of introducing it in this environment.

David Kideckel who knows extremely well both the Romanian current realities and the Romanian academic context, offered us suggestions, that I strongly believe, worth to be considered.

On the other hand, we had a discussion on teaching methods in Anthropology, sharing opinions, especially on how could be increased the students’ interest for this science and also, on how we can develop their critical thinking.

