

****************************************
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Okay. Good morning. So today we are going to talk about basically conferences, presentations, stuff like that. And we are going to work on activity number 5, basically in class so idea is for you to create, we are going to do the steps but for you to create an elevated pitch basically of research that you were working on, research project that you were work on or something that you have done in the past for or something that even if is not yours something that you read and you liked. That is the idea of the activity that we are going to do today but we want to start with some sort of warmup activity. That is the best talk you've ever heard.
What was that, guest talk, guest speech, Ted Talks, yeah. Whatever that you heard and liked to much. So remember it. You can rely on your memory or you can also if it is Ted Talks of sorts, a recorded one you can go watch, why. What these thing you remember why it is important and what did the speaker do. Did they Stella story, did they use slides, what was the thing basically. So try to remember what was the best talk that you have ever heard even if it wasn't like the best talk in the history of talks ever, still there's something, there is a talk that I guess you have liked in many years that you have been listening to talks. What is that one. And why. What are some of the elements that stuck out to you in that talk.
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Okay. Let's take five minutes and then we are going to share. Okay. Do you want to share something, go ahead.
STUDENT: It was more of a guided discussion. So I did a global seminar in Poland and Croatia this summer after one of our days in Auschwitz was leading with very direct questions and was really drilling into us to in our responses to respond with the exact place and really being as accurate as possible rather than saying oh, in this place at that time, really kind of drilling into us the particulars and to be as concise as possible.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: So what is interactivity and also particular observations, evidence. Okay. What else thank you very much.
STUDENT: I think generally like not a particular one but the most memorable of talks that I heard are ones that relate the speakers personal experiences to whatever they are talking about. I think it really grounds, especially if it's something like theory, anthropological theory, it really helps ground that. And make it relatable, tell a story.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: So personal experiences of the speaker themselves.
Okay. Thank you.
STUDENT: I like watching talks by Neil Degrasse Tyson because he can take really complex topics and break them down into something that anyone watching can understand which I think is a sign of intelligence, try better than someone trying to make



themselves smart by adding a bunch of jargon.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Breaking down complex ideas. Because simplifying I was trying to simplify but it's just reducing the complexity in a way that it takes away from the topic being actually complex idea. Breaking down does the same work without simplifying, okay.
STUDENT: So I think as a guest speaking for first year Hugh Gusterson, I think there is a trip to travel to Israel and have their experience what happened there and I found this quite impressive. So include that as experience for sure into the second one and I think there also is a sort of authority around a trip, a actual event and lots of people then do have sort of reputation to prove the truth happen during what they are talking about.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: So does it have something to do with authority. Not in a negative way but authority just that is I know my subject kind of thing. Okay.
EMILIJA: ......
INSTR. A. SHIVA: So something that differentiates a talk from reading and you use teaching here, yeah. Something that requires the person to be there. Yeah. Perhaps that is not a good way but we know a good way of summarizing it but we know what you mean. Perfect.
STUDENT: I've had to take classes in geography, physical geography which I'm not a big fan of because I'm not into the step signs in



general but the lectures that I do remember most are when the professor would bring in examples of rocks or crystals and not always to get us to touch them but like using a recorder so that we could see it up close. That kind of meeting. A little bit more engaging especially for somebody ha is not that into science, you know.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: It may stem engaging. Concrete objects as evidence.
STUDENT: I think contemporary relevance is something that would make the content more relatable so not just like lecture lecture, just being general but they actually get you to start thinking about why particular issues or what they are talking about actually matters. So the ability to establish a connection with ...	To understand the concepts.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Relevance. It can be I mean contemporary relevance of what they say. So the why of it is clear so that is why we are listening to you.
STUDENT: I think a certain amount of going with the flow. Someone from overseas had come to give a talk about political organizing here and he mainly or primary language was tag log so we had translators but the translation experience was a bit awkward and stilted because a lot of them were students but he kind of went with that, he made a few jokes somewhat at their expense but we are still ribbing him about it today, but being able to take does advantage situations interruptions or hindrance and be okay. I think after at the end he was



hopefully the next time I come we can have some more translation work done but going with the flow like that.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: I made your points more general and put improvization.
It something happens you improvise. Okay. Perfect. All great of course and I mean we come back to that list, we return to this list later. So it's always also very good to hear what kind of things work for you as students because as a teacher I also do present. That is a huge part of my job so it's always interesting to see what works. Because for me so here you have interactivity for me the best type of talks are those that are usually described as interpassive. So and that is basically someone lecturing even if that is reading from a piece of paper, lecturing it me and all I do is just to take notes. No interaction. I mean, I'm totally fine with people just read not improvise anything and all I do is just writing notes. So that is my ideal type of a talk but of course I try not to teach like that. Sometimes it happens but my example for that always is you know what is a canned laughter is? In sit come situation when something funny happens and the sit come itself includes the laughter so you don't even need to laugh because someone else is doing that for you. That kind of thing. So all the work is precisely planned and designed and done by the speaker so the listener is totally passive. Not in the sense they don't even take notes. So of course there are many ...	And again like we



talked about it last time these are all cultural constructions so me coming from another type of academic context background and also generational differences, my preferences are different from perhaps the majority of you.
Okay. So but all great advice and insights. So the idea is to include some of the things that work for us in our presentations that we are going to talk about. So why conferences matter. I mean there are some very obvious answer toss that question but the most important thing is that we usually present our work when it is a work in progress. Many conferences, they do not accept your work if it's already done and published. So even when you submit your paper, for example, for a conference, if later between the time that you submitted your work and the conference date your work is published, you ethically have to withdraw your paper from the conference because they only accept work in progress because that is the most important function of academic conferences. To give you feedback on your work in progress so you can change stuff.
So I mean related to the feedback it's where a conversation happens about your work. Many conferences in academia they are done only -- not only but mostly for networking. That is also another important function of academic conferences. Academic conferences you have panels that is in addition to the panel lists only two more people



are in the room as the audience. Which is disheartening perhaps but remember that people are not -- many people are not there only to -- only to listen to presentations but they are there to network. So they spend their time in many cases outside rooms where presentations take place. For people who are more established, they use academic conferences to catch up with people from their academic past. The cohort from the time that they were PhD students, now, I mean they use the academic conference as a excuse basically to do that.
So there are perhaps, I try to think about conferences that are important to you as students and later anthropologists. So in our discipline the most important, the absolute most important conference is AAA annual meeting. It is the largest gathering of anthropologists and although it's called American anthropological association but it's the largest gathering of international scholars as well. So usually triple A annual meetings they take place in the United States which is unfortunate because renally many people they not want to travel to the US. In many cases they don't feel safe because of their identities. In many cases they don't want to contribute to American economy. So for many different reasons people don't travel. Sometimes AAA annual meeting they happen in Canada too so the most recent one was Ottawa.
So this year very soon the annual meetings are held



in St. Louis. And in 2027 is will be in Portland which is closer to us if you are here by then. Geographically. When it was in Seattle, some of our undergrad students they also travelled to Seattle to attend AAA. We used to have this partnership with AAA. It's the first year that we don't have it after many years that undergrad students, they could be AAA members for free and attend the annual meeting for free which is very expensive but because not enough people used that program, the department decided not to renew that partnership with AAA. So the format, usually the panels are
90 minutes and presentations are 15 minutes. We are going to talk about that structure which is quite standard in other places too. This year Fuentes wrote about that anthropology has some sort of resistance. He is a biological anthropologist and gives a gives a distinguished lecture this year. It's always published in American anthropologist the journal you always have access to that. The equivalent of AAA for Canadians are CASCA. So CASCA is Canadian anthropology society. It's the Canadian version of triple A and has own annual meetings and conferences. The next one is in Victoria which is only a ferry away. So there are usually
-- also with these conferences there's always a theme that people -- the themes are interpreted very broadly and all anthropologists from all disciplines can folks their papers on the shared theme of that year. That's if your paper



doesn't have anything to do with the theme, it's not going to be accepted. It's not like that. But there is this preference for papers to be related to or for authors for speak ares to connect their papers to the theme of the year. And each every year of course there is a call for papers and for each conference where they tell you what kind of papers or posters or other presentations sometimes multiple presentations. So at UBC how many of you are familiar with MURC. It's multiundergraduate conference or something like that. It's done every year and students from all faculties can apply. What they need to do is -- the most important thing that you need is your supervisors approval. You need one faculty member to tell MURC that your research is good for presentation. Then there are poster presentations and also talks so they are going to talk about posters too but that is a very good way to share your research with a larger group. And I mean, so I went to a few of them and it's great because you actually have an interested audience. So it's not like that you prepare your presentation and only two people are in the room when you were presenting. There are actually students, faculty members who are interested in your work spend time asking questions so you have an active audience there. So totally recommend this as a start. And definitely it's a good idea specifically next year to attend CASCA as well.



And with MURC, if you present a poster they also print your poster for free so that is the other thing that is advantage of this.
STUDENT: For something like CASCA or I guess any conference is it kind of like a convention where you have to pay a ticket or would you have if you are associated with the university hey my student ID, can I go and look around it's always going to be a ticket.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: No. So depends, it always depends on where the conference is hosted. With larger conferences like AAA there are people at the door who asks for your badge. So you need to show that to them to enter the building. Or the room that... But for smaller ones, for example, for University of Victoria I was there this past spring for American ethnologists conference. It's very casual so if you go there, I mean, you can definitely sit and listen to presentations so you don't need to be registered. If you want to presentation then you need to register. These things are usually very expensive. CASCA if you are a graduate student that is free. For undergrad students it's not but the other thing is that CASCA people are very friendly. I mean, I'm very serious, if you are thinking about presenting and are worried about the financial costs of you presenting your work there, we can always write to them that okay we want -- so there are students who want to present their work,



you can even form a panel submit a panel for concentration and then I mean there's always money that can be awarded to cover these kinds of costs.
So I mean with CASCA specifically if it is at University of Victoria you can definitely go and meet people, listen to presentations without registering. It's technically not possible but practically definitely is.
That is the sad thing, the problem that conferences have is that people don't attend panels. So there are superstars, so whose works that year or in those few years the work is considered to be sexy so everyone wants to hear and meet the person. And their talks are so crowded that people standing in the room, they are outside the room they provide some sort of digital device for it to be broadcast outside. But for other ordinary people there are only one, two people, their friends come to their presentations which is very unfortunate, on the other hand with these larger conferences they always card people to make sure that you have paid your. And this is -- so if you want to talk about the politics of professional organizations, these are huge businesses which it shouldn't be like this but the CEO, the president of AAA not the academic president, the person who actually runs the organization, their compensation is on par with CEOs. Yeah. Okay, I'm not saying that their job is easy, it's not, but ...	There should be a difference



between a professional organization and a business. Yeah.
Okay. So usually at AAA and this is something that happens in other places too, usually there are between 4 to
67 papers on each panel. If there are 4 papers it means that there's no time for discussion at all so if there are 6 papers on the panel. But most presentations or panels there are 4 papers on the panel which means that the 5th person is a discussant who is not presenting any papers on the panel and there's also time for a Q and A with the audience. Usually how these are organized is that one the presenters become the chair of the panel so that person's job is basically only to keep time, to remind people that you only have 2 minutes, wrap it up. So the chair is not an important role. The most important role that is usually done by experienced anthropologists in this case is the role of the discussant who is not presenting any papers, their job is to basically link the papers synthesize them, say that I've been listening to these papers on this theme or topic, this is the thing that we can conclude. This is a very difficult job and if you ever present and your panel has a discussant, you learn a lot from that person. So I present at AAA obviously ever every year when I was a PhD student and after that until I stopped, but the best panel that I was on as a presenter was one on digital ethnography where Tom Boellstorff was a discussant. He is a great anthropologist at UCI, also whose



work on second life is neutral work. Basically helped people to acknowledge, recognize digital and ethnograph as legitimate form of ethnography. Someone is doing something and you realize when that person is doing the thing that they are very smart and brilliant and experienced. So it was like that. I mean, he hadn't read the papers before. He was listening to them as they were being presented and taking notes. And when the last person presented he started to talk about the papers and linking them together and created a new form of argument altogether. I mean on the spot. So it is a skill that is very valuable of course and it's something that only an experienced scholar can do. So basically was -- and good discussants what they do is they show things that your paper can do that you as the author of the paper hasn't realized. That your paper has that potential. It was very valuable to me. Discussants they don't present any paper, their job I think is very, very important.
I'm sure you have heard this advice many times that if you have 15 minutes prepare for 12 minutes because in reality when you present it's distorted of what you think on your practices. There are many ways you can basically convert the minutes that you have to the number of words that you write. So there are two schools of thought about reading from your paper as Emilija said or talking about it. So the author of one of the documents or course materials that you



had for class today Golub, he says he read it, perform it well. This here reading a paper as a presentation is a dominant form of presenting in anthropology conferences. People write papers and then they read it to the audience. Although, there are of course good readings and bad readings. Some people do this better than others. Some people read the paper, they pause, say something that seems to be improvised although it's already written in the paper. So they perform it well. But some people they just read the paper in a bad way. In a bad manner.
So there are reasons as to why people read their papers. One is that specifically in anthropology the evidence and the detail of the evidence sometimes for example it's a quote that an interlocutor shares with us. We just wants to have the evidence exactly as they are, as they have recorded them. The other reason is more ideological. If you want to we can talk about it for hours but the thing is that the idea that every form of talking is a writing in itself.
So therefore there is no need for this to seem to be improvised. Do you agree that in general there is this idea that if you talk something it shows that you are more authoritative. You know more. If you talk about something it seems that it directly is coming from your brain that you have produced it, you have command over it. So you can talk it. When it is written on a piece of paper every and you



read it instead of you talking it, it seems to be more indirect. More mediated. This one I mean talking it, it is more unmediated. Ideologically speaking unmediated things seems to be more authentic. The more a thing is mediated, the more a thing is reshaped, it seems less authentic. What is the name of the device that politicians for example use to when they talk.
STUDENT: Teleprompter.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Teleprompter. The idea with the teleprompter is exactly the same thing although it's already written but you perform it in a way that you are talking it. When people see you on the screen or their TVs, they think that you are talking that it is more authentic. I mean the teleprompters they exist because of this ideology the when trump even goes off a script and doesn't pay attention to the teleprompter one thing is that he looks more authentic. He doesn't care about that. It's just that it is him. That type of performance too. So in many cases the anthropology conferences you see people read their papers as a response or critique or objection to that type of ideology that mediation makes things less authentic basically. Of course there are practical pragmatic reasons to that too including preserving the evidence as they are presented in the paper, but there's this kind of thing too.
Okay. So which one do you prefer? I told you my



preference which is when someone reads from a piece of paper. I love that. And again it's because I grew up in academia observing that. There's nothing inherently good or bad about it. It's just like that was the way I saw great thinkers gave speeches, good professors, they always looked at although I mean perhaps it's was also at the time when I was in my PhD it was controversial but they relied on their notes, they were reading the notes instead of talking. That is a matter of taste.
STUDENT: I find you have more authority if you are talking about and not kind of looking down at your notes and constantly. I feel it takes away from your authority. However, personally I prefer to read it. I like -- I write my script out exactly how I'm going to plan on saying it in conversational aspect, but yeah.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: I said it recently, in the past three or four years I've seen that students more and more. In the past like in more than five years ago perhaps a dominant mode of students presenting in class was talking. Memorizing stuff and then not reading from a script but I notice that more and more perhaps when there are no instructions no limitations, students they read from their phones mostly their script, which I love that. So I have no objection to that. But do you have -- have you had classes where professors told you not to read from your notes? Is that a real limitation for



instructions about how you do presentations? Do you read from your script?
STUDENT: I don't think this would work for a conference but I personally found that doing at least bullet points. So there is an aspect of definitely reading still because I'm guiding myself, there's a certain outline I have to follow but I'm ad libbing some of it I'm going off memories. Talk about Geertz now or Geertz culture and people or something like that I have more stuff on the slides as well. I don't know if that is possible, I am sure it is possible in an academic setting it might just be different you wouldn't actually have bullet points but you would rephrase your paper for the audience but I personally enjoy that sort of mix especially because if you are presenting something unfinished in a conference it's cool even regardless it's cool to have that Socratic element okay what do you think and having interjections is something I personally really like in my presentations but I know a lot of other people prefer like presentations and then questions and I know that is also something for the sake of not mixing up time as well. Yeah.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Yeah. Perfect.
STUDENT: I think for me it also depends on the language so for the presentations I have in English it's way harder for me to do it from memory but I took a French class and I just winged it on the spot and like everything was fine because I knew my



subject, I knew the research and I knew how to say the things the way I wanted to say them on the spot.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Yeah. Definitely impacts it.
STUDENT: Personally love talking really well because first of all because if I have to read it I have to write a script I have to practice to make sure I know all the words from the script.
There were consequences if you want to do some terminology especially if people know you are using a script, so it can increase the time and attention cost of doing that. I also I found when you talk something you have your energy so people can feel that, such energy will turn into ...	People feel this person is so comfortable for what he is saying so probably he know about it. So it became authority. Also for the for the presentation understanding what is happening with our sense and the ...	Can cross over there and get into people's ...	So they can feel the same as you and feel good for you, you feel the same, I'm also cure why is on this topic overall it's good for the entire presentation.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Yeah. So it's interesting how language competency perhaps for lack of a better word is also determines which one you do. Interesting. Good okay. So the chapter that you read and that book I mean I like that book a lot. I didn't read every chapter but that book is interesting because it is full of insights and advice like this list that you can choose of course based on your preferences,



abilities, you can choose among them. But a few things about
-- that's basically instructions about how to create a presentation so you think about instructions as you need to talk about them again but do you know proceedings is?
Proceedings? What they are? In many conferences you have the option, sometimes it's required for the text of your talk, the paper, the thing that you are presenting you also submit it in a version of that to be published altogether in the conference proceedings. It's not a peer reviewed publication. It's just like the value of it in academic world is not considered as highly as a journal publication but still it is a publication. So if you attend the conference and you have the option for your talk to be included in the proceedings of that conference and there are both digital versions and of course printed versions of the proceedings of the conference, it's good to include your paper in the proceedings because it's publications.
Conferences when you apply you need to submit the abstract of your presentation that is the only thing that is being judged for the paper to be included in the conference. So it's always good to start with your abstract, the abstract that is submitted to design the presentation. Your slide can follow the structure of the abstract. It's both good and also ethical because that is what you promised the people who come to your presentation and to share with them. So that is



your place to start your presentation. In many cases in addition to oral presentations, panels, there are also poster presentations. Some people actually like poster presentations because it provides a place for you to -- an opportunity for you to talk with someone who is actually interested in that in a one on one kind of situation. So you stand by your poster, you present it, very quickly because stuff are on the poster people can read and follow it, but you present your poster and to people who are visiting the poster hall of the conference, and then there is opportunity for people to talk with you in a more direct way, not as part of a panel, specifically about your poster and those are usually people who are more interested. Not just didn't find their way accidently in a presentation room, they are there they stopped by they pause, look at your poster find something interesting and start a meaningful conversation with you. So some people actually refer poster presentations. Although from the dominance perspective, posters are inferior to oral presentations. They are valued less. So in many cases it happens that you submit first your paper as an oral presentation. Sometimes they say that they couldn't find a place or a panel that they can accommodate your individual presentation. Then they ask you if you want to present it as a poster. So the other thing is that academic conferences they are usually organized around



panels. To put individually -- you can submit a panel which means that you can find 4 to 6 more people whose topic shares something with your topic and submit the whole thing as a panel. Conferences love this because they don't need to match individual presentations. Or you can submit your presentation individually. Then it is the organization, the organizers work to match your presentation to find a panel with the shared theme to accommodate your individual presentation or all those individual presentations. So in some cases they cannot -- I mean your topic is so unique or they match other presentations and a couple of them are left out. In those cases sometimes what they do is that they propose that I mean we can find a panel for you to present your paper orally, do you want to presentation it as a poster. So it's always the second option but again it is how the politics of conferences work. It doesn't mean that poster presentations are of less value. So again some people actually prefer poster presentations because the conversation in many cases is more meaningful than as part of a panel.
And I mean, you spend more time so in a oral presentation you do it for 15 minutes, you answer if you are lucky one question related to your paper so it's only
16 minutes, 17 minutes, but in poster presentations there are like slots of a few hours, between 2 to 4 hours that people can come see you and your poster so you spend more time, you



have more interactions with people if you present it as a poster.
So there many good instructions, I linked some of them in the syllabus. If MURC, I totally recommend it there are also templates for posters usually what do you is that you prepare your poster in a PowerPoint and then I mean you need to with MURC they do it for free but in general you need to print your poster and take it with you to the conference.
One other reading that you read was by that performer who trains scholars for their presentations so what that article had to share was also interesting perhaps. Important part of presentations both poster and oral presentations are questions. So you need to be prepared for questions.
Something that is very valuable is to list questions that people usually ask that you think you predict that people might ask. When you are being asked a question always process the question. There is no pressure for you to immediately answer. On the spot think about it repeat it, take the time to process the question. If you don't know the question, you don't have to give an answer. It's totally legit to say that I don't know the answer to this question or my research doesn't involve it so whatever answer I give you it's just speculation because my research is about this thing you are asking this question about that thing. I can give my opinion about it but based on my research or something that I



mean that another research project has. Those are totally legit answers no one expects to you answer all questions. And the other thing is that every talk is a practice. So if you weren't happy with how you handled a question, always reflect on it and if you are in the audience ask one real
question. So I mean sometime it's very annoying as a speaker when the question is not about your talk. It's about what they have done or what they are thinking at the moment and they want to promote their projects or how they think about this topic by using the Q and A time to ask a question from you. But that is not the real question. If you are in the audience ask real questions.
Activity we have some time to work on that is an elevator pitch activity. So I've done it in other places. I've done it -- I both have assigned it and I was also assigned this activity or a version of this activity. I think it's very useful, valuable for many different reasons. As I mentioned conferences they also are for networking so as part of that networking what you do is that you share your elevator pitch. Basically a version, an interesting version of what you do, your research. Very compact format, short amount of time and hence the elevator part. So it only should take an elevator ride for you to share the idea behind your research what you are doing with that person that you are interested in having a conversation with.



Elevator pitch or a version of elevator pitch always also is useful in seminars. Those of you who are planning to or thinking about going to grad school, the first day of every grad seminar involves some sort of introductions and in that introduction what people usually share is their research idea in the format of an elevator pitch. So it's also is important in that sense. Okay. So activity 5 should be on canvas. So think about these kind of things. What is the core topic. Again you can do it about focusing using on research that you are doing now, you can focus on research project that you did in the past or you can do it about someone else's research. So whatever, a recent article that you read for another class, for example. So what is the core idea is one question that you answer in elevator pitch kind of situations. And sounds like I'm working on and then you say what you work on in plain words. What problem or question your research is trying to answer. I want to know why. Why is it intriguing and significant. Why should I be interested in your research. As your interlocutor. This matters because ...	Right now this is your reason as to why you should be interested in what I have in here. And how does it add to the conversation. Just basically your contribution. You say if I do this research, if I finish this, this is what I expect for it to contribute. So most works assume this thing, mine hopefully will show this other



thing. Most work research projects they have done this thing, I'm going to do this new method. So one thing is that you need to use words, it's always if you use jargon all people to whom you give your pitch they are not experts in the very topic that you are doing. You are most expert person in the specific topic that you are researching. Other people they don't have to specifically be an expert in your topic is it's why we use appositives. So always give some sort of plain definition of things. Of course this is just an example. Perhaps everyone knows what precarity is, but if it means something different in the context of your research if it is very jargony, always use an appositive.
So I created this one based on madeup things I started last class, only loosely inspired by something that an undergrad researcher told me about their research. I tried to turn it into a madeup manufactured kind of pitch that I'm studying very quickly say what you are studying studying how international students at UBC talk about food. Many skip meals to make rent but they call it budgeting not hunger, I want to know what that word does. It matters because students who don't call it hunger don't show up in food bank counts or campus policy. I don't know if it's true or not again the thing that a student told me. Most research measures food insecurity with surveys. I listen to how students name it. So it's discourse around it not the



quantifiable survey that matters and show that the label shapes who gets help. And I've created this one based on that ...	Article that you read for the first class. So just models but the two model both of them regardless of whether it's your own research or someone else's research they answer these four questions, I'm studying this, this is the question that I'm answering, this is important because of this and if I do this, if I finish this I contribute something that other researchers who have done the same thing they haven't answered.
Okay. So draft your pitch. Perhaps that is the only thing you can do today. Choose a paper you have written or a research you are working on or anthropological work that you have found interesting. It doesn't matter. Doesn't have to be original research of yours. It can be anything. What is your question and argument. And answer the four questions and make sure that there are no jargons. If there are jargons use those appositives. Let's to that for 10 minutes.
STUDENT: Activity is not on canvas. INSTR. A. SHIVA: Do you need activity now. STUDENT: No, just to let you know.
INSTR. A. SHIVA: Thank you, I will make sure -- I did save but I didn't publish it. So draft your pitch and if you are good here I can again show you those four questions. They are also written here. General topic, question that you are



answering, its relevance or why it is significant and finally your contribution. Your research contribution. How are we doing? Do you need more time? Okay. I think we are running outs of time so. I will open activity number 5 on Canvas so complete the pitch itself and submit it there, then in class on Wednesday we start with talking about your pitches before we talk about a new topic of our class. Okay. Does that make sense. So complete it, submit it, and then we are going to talk about it in our next class. We can also talk about that on Wednesday. Perfect. Have a great long weekend. Was reminded in my previous class that it's going to be a long weekend this week and I see you on Wednesday.
******************************************** Lana Grace Allen, RPR, RCR.
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