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This course samples some recent social science descriptions of evangelical
Christianity in this country. It is a course that will give ear to what
anthropologists and other social scientists are saying-good, bad, and
indifferent-about evangelical Christianity. To be specific, the course is not about
evangelicalism as a set of beliefs, but more about the causes and effects of the
behaviour of people who view themselves to be evangelicals. In short, the goal of
the course is to confront you with what (we) evangelicals look like to many
anthropologists and social scientists.

Required Readings

A collection of readings has been put on Reserve at Buswell Library for your
convenience. Some of the readings are in the form of books; these are indicated
by [B] after the author’s name. The full bibliographic listings are provided at the
end of the schedule of readings.

Course Requirements

A substantial part of this course will be run as a seminar. This means that
students will be expected to contribute to discussions, and that a significant
portion of your grade will be determined by your in-class contributions. There are
three papers required for the class. Each is to be of some 4-6 pages in length and
should be on material that was assigned reading. In order to provide some
structure, I will provide deadlines for each paper. The first paper must be turned
in no later than 31 March; the second no later than 21 April; and the third no
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later than 6 May. The final page of the syllabus provides some guidelines for
these papers.

Grades

Your contribution to in-class discussions is, as noted above, a key variable in the
formulation of your course grade. Grades for the course will be computed
according to the following formula:

Papers (3 @ 25% each) | 75%

Discussion Contribution | 25%

100%

Format

Each class session will be devoted to a particular topic. I may spend some time in
“lecture mode” before and/or after (and, well, yes; sometimes during) a
discussion, but this is intended to complement, rather than usurp, the discussion.
It is expected that the readings listed for a particular day will have been read
before class. Topics are subject to change without notice.

Topic: Course Introduction and Overview;
Week 9 | 16 Mar Evangelicalism at
the End of the Twentieth Century

Topic: Anthropology and the Study of Religion

18 M
a Reading: Spiro [B]

Topic: Conversion I

Week 10 | 23 M
ee a Reading: Harding

Topic: Conversion II

25 M
a Reading: Stromberg [B]

Topic: Conversion III
Reading: Heriot [B]

31 March First Paper Due!

Week 11 | 30 Mar

Topic: Conversion IV

1A
pr Reading: Ullman [B]

Topic: Pentecostalism

Week 12| 6A
ee P Reading: Horwatt




Topic: Small Group Dynamics

8 Apr
P Reading: Forsyth [listed under ANTH 216]

Topic: Anti-Abortion Activism

Week 13| 13 A
e Pt Reading: Maxwell [listed under ANTH 353]

Topic: Godliness

15 Apr
P Reading: Banks

Topic: Human Origins I

Week 14 | 20 A
ee pT Reading: Eve & Harrold

21 Apr Second Paper Due!

Topic: Human Origins I1

22 Apr
P Reading: Scott [listed under ANTH 216]

Topic: Missions & Missionaries

Week 15 | 27 Apr
e Reading: Stearman

29 Apr Topic: Wrap-Up
6 May Third Paper Due!
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Paper-Writing Guidelines

In general, I am looking for two things in your papers:

(1) A concise review or recapitulation of what was read; and
(2) A critique of the material.

Under (1), you should consider and answer many, if not all, of the following
questions:

= What problem(s) does the work address?
= What is explained or tested; by what methods?
= What conclusions are drawn?



Under (2), you should consider and answer many, if not all, of the following
questions

= What did you like in what you read? Why? What did you not like? Why?

= What concepts do you believe are especially important? Why?

= Do you notice any red herrings, tautologies, or fallacious logic?

 From the perspective of your own discipline and/or interests, what
concepts are useful and good (or not)?



