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President’s Report

The past year has been a time of renewal 
and change for our Society.  At our 2004 
Annual General Meeting Jean-Luc Chod-
kiewicz announced  his retirement as 
President (a position he has filled for most 
of the past decade).  As President Dr. 
Chodkiewicz worked tirelessly to promote 
SAAM.  Most notably, he organized the 
Globalization and Communities conference 
and, with Ray Wiest, co-edited the pro-
ceedings as a book of the same name pub-
lished by the University of Manitoba Press.  

2003-44 22004-5

Students 10 (56%) 4 (29%)

Faculty 4 (22%) 7 (50%)

General 4 (22%) 3 (21%)

SAAM Membership by year 

This year SAAM membership shrank by  
22% from the previous year.  General 
members held more-or-less steady, but 
student membership experienced a drastic 
drop that was only partially offset by an 
increase in the number of faculty mem-
bers.  While attrition does happen when 
students graduate, strenuous efforts need 
to be made to recruit new students from 
both city universities.  

Using  the SAAM and University of Winni-
peg websites to publicize our guest speak-

ers seems to have helped boost attendance 
to an average of about 25 people at each 
presentation.  Unfortunately, outside a 
small core of regular Society members 
there was little continuity in attendance, 
and many attendees did not take out 
memberships. 

Continuity on the Executive has been pro-
vided by Menno Wiebe, who remained Vice 
President, and Brian Barth who ably 
maintains our website.  Ruth Taronno 
moved from Member at Large to become 
Secretary (a position vacated when I be-
came President).  Mike Reid assumed the 
duties of Treasurer while Rumel Halder, 
Ellen Judd, Barnett Richling and Lynn 
Whidden became new Members at Large.

Two Executive positions remained vacant 
throughout the year - Membership Coordi-
nator and Newsletter Editor.  In the past 
students have filled these positions, but 
this year the President reluctantly assumed 
these duties.  It is clear that this situation 
cannot continue if our Society wishes to 
maintain continuity on its Executive, pro-
mote its activities and attract new mem-
bers.  

George Fulford
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Contextualizing Canadian Applied Anthropology
Presented by Barnett Richling, October 4, 2004
Report by George Fulford

Is government support for ethnographic re-
search a blessing or a curse?  Financial and in-
stitutional support is helpful and necessary,  but 
without  guarantees of academic freedom, such 
support  may have too many strings attached.  
This was the dilemma faced by Canadian an-
thropologists during the interwar years and a 
major them in Dr. Richling’s presentation.

The practice of anthropology got off to a slow 
start in Canada compared to the United States.  
Beginning in the 1880s the Bureau of American 
Ethnology was founded in the US to promote 
ethnographic study of Aboriginal people and 
also to supply “useful intelligence” to the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs.  Despite this conflict of 
interest, most anthropologists who contributed 
to the Annual Reports and Bulletins of the BAE 
saw their research as a means to improve the 
conditions of Aboriginal peoples in the United 
States.  They also felt an  urgent need to docu-
ment what they thought at the time were “dis-
appearing cultures”.  By the 1930s, when John 
Collier established the “Indian New Deal” the 
practice of anthropology had helped to trans-
form and to some extent humanize the BIA’s 
policy towards Aboriginal peoples.

Early anthropologists in Canada did not follow 
the same path as their American counterparts.  
After the 1885 Northwest Rebellion, Horatio 
Hale implored the Canadian government to 
undertake research among Aboriginal peoples 
to avert further violent conflicts.  But Ottawa 
delayed acting on Hale’s suggestion until 1910, 
when the Anthropology Division of the Geo-
logical Survey of Canada was established.  

As head of the Anthropology Division, Edward 
Sapir hoped Ottawa would adopt a humanitar-
ian approach towards Aboriginal peoples. To 
his surprise the Government’s main interests 
were to collect ethnographic materials for the 
National Museum and to undertake research to 

help the Department of Indian Affairs adminis-
ter the Indian Act.  A further obstacle to enlight-
ened research was the fact that senior bureau-
crats in the Geological Survey frequently con-
strained research and publications undertaken 
in the Anthropology Division. 

Marius Barbeau may have succeeded in negoti-
ating the conflicting mandates faced by re-
searchers working for the Anthropology Divi-
sion, but in so doing he may have “sold out”.  A 
condition of conducting ethnographic research 
on the Nisga of the Pacific Northwest coast was 
that Barbeau record information about the pot-
latch to assist in the enforcement of federal laws 
which forbade its practice.  Sapir expressed his 
concerns about this obvious conflict of interest 
in a letter warning Barbeau that he was engag-
ing in research as “a genteel spy” for the De-
partment of Indian Affairs.  

The influence of the DIA on ethnographic re-
search did not diminish when Diamond Jenness 
took over from Sapir as head of the Anthropol-
ogy Division.  In the concluding chapter of his 
1932 book The Indians of Canada Jenness dis-
cussed the relationship between Aboriginal 
peoples and Euro-Canadians.  Remarkably, 
there was no reference to the Indian Act, resi-
dential schools, or to the deplorable socio-
economic conditions which Aboriginal people 
were facing.  This omission was not due to Jen-
ness’ ignorance (for he was aware of the situa-
tion) but was rather an act of self-censorship.   It 
took two decades for Jenness to finally speak 
his mind.  Upon retiring from the Anthropology 
Division in 1952 he wrote an article comparing 
Aboriginal reserves in Canada to South African 
Bantustans and likening Indian Affairs policy to 
Apartheid. 

Barnett Richling is Chair of the Anthropology Department at 
the University of Winnipeg.  He is currently writing a book on 
the history of Canadian anthropology.



Cultures of (Dis)ability or Fragmented Communities?
Presented by Jim Derksen, November 20, 2004
Report by George Fulford and Cassie Landsborough

Defining “disabilities” and exploring whether 
persons with them have unique cultures of their 
own or live in “fragmented communities” was 
the focus of this presentation.   According to Jim 
Derksen, very few cultures frame disability in 
positive ways.  Thus, although an estimated 70 
per cent of people in Canada have a disability of 
one kind or another, public perceptions of dis-
ability have been characterized by stigma and 
denial.  Rather than accepting persons with dis-
abilities on the basis of their strengths, non-
disabled persons tend to foreground their dis-
ability and ignore their abilities, thereby pro-
moting feelings of inadequacy.  

Marginalization of persons with disabilities is 
not unique to Canada.  When the United Na-
tions invited 400 national delegates to a confer-
ence in New York they found that economic and 
political disempowerment typified the dele-
gates’ experiences regardless of where they 
came from.  However, in bringing such a large 
group together the UN helped foster a sense of 
community among delegates.  This gave rise to 
the international movement of disabled per-
sons.

In many small-scale societies persons with dis-
abilities are frequently blamed for their misfor-
tune.  For example, folk beliefs among Beng of 
Cote d’Ivoire hold that parents who violate food 
and sexual taboos will be cursed with children 
who are born with physical or cognitive dis-
abilities. Similar beliefs can be found in many 
other parts of the world.1  Perhaps even more 
disturbing is the forced sterilization of persons 
with disabilities.  Canada, like many other 
countries in the West, adopted a Sterilization 
Law in the early 20th Century.  Under its provi-

sions many disabled Canadians were sterilized 
without their consent.  This practice continued 
until 1976, when the law was finally repealed.  

Beginning in the 1950, Canadians’ negative at-
titudes toward persons with disabilities began 
to change. The first wave of change was linked 
to the belief that persons with disabilities might 
be “rehabilitated.” By the 1960s the rehabilita-
tion rhetoric was being replaced by that of dis-
ability rights. Since the 1970s Winnipeg has be-
come a centre for the disability rights move-
ment.  Local advocates like Alan Simpson suc-
cessfully campaigned to improve access to pub-
lic buildings for persons with physical disabili-
ties as well as promoting independent living.  
With increased access to public places came 
greater independence and - gradually - more 
positive public attitudes.  However many, many 
obstacles still remain for the upcoming genera-
tion of disability rights activists. 

Jim Derksen is a disability rights activist.  He  recently 
retired from a distinguished career with the Manitoba 
government and is a contributor to the  SAAM publica-
tion Globalization and Communities.

1 Regarding Beng beliefs see Alma Gottlieb Under the Kapok Tree Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1992, pp. 38-9.  For 
a cross-cultural survey of attitudes towards disability see Benedictine Ingstad and Susan Whyte Disability and Culture Ber-
keley: University of California Press, 1995.



Theorizing the Iraq Conflict
Presented by Richard McCutcheon, January 22, 2005
Report by George Fulford

Conventional wisdom holds that there have been two 
recent wars involving the United States and Iraq: the 
“Gulf War” (1991) and the current “Iraq War” which 
began in 2003.  Between these two wars was a pe-
riod of peace.  Richard McCutcheon disputes this 
reading of events.  According to him the US has been 
involved in a sustained conflict with Iraq since 1988. 
 This conflict consists of three phases.  The first, 
between 1988-1991, was a “prewar phase” involving 
economic and political sanctions which were in 
themselves a form of violence.  During the “war 
phase” from 1991-2003 the US engaged in uninter-
rupted military conflict with Iraq.  McCutcheon says 
the ongoing nature of this conflict, which he likens 
to a siege, has neither been adequately reported nor 
convincingly  analyzed in the West.  

The September 11, 2003 attack on the World Trade 
Towers in New York provided the pretext the US and 
Britain needed to send an occupation force to Iraq.  
The goal of the occupation was to depose Iraq’s gov-
ernment and quickly end the “ongoing war” in that 
country.  Ironically, by deposing Saddam Hussein, 
the occupying armies destabilized the entire country, 
necessitating a more prolonged occupation than 
originally  planned. 

McCutcheon predicts that the US and British troops 
will remain in Iraq for  the next five years.  Religious 
and ethnic tensions, competing ideologies of inde-
pendence and the lack of a coherent and unifying 
rhetoric of nationalism all contribute to this situation. 
 And what will happen when the troops finally leave? 
 “Historically, mayhem breaks loose,” according to 
McCutcheon, who points to the US withdrawal from 
Vietnam as a case in point.  

As depressing as the current situation seems, 
McCutcheon is optimistic that much may be learned 

by applying anthropological theories help shed light 
on the underlying causes of the Iraq conflict.  

Two anthropological approaches are particularly 
promising.  The “anthropology of war” (Ferguson 
2003) takes a broadly  ecological perspective to hu-
man security  in addressing the conditions that  lead to 
war.  The “anthropology of violence” (Nordstrom 
2004) provides a more gender-based approach fo-
cussing on personal and interpersonal dimensions of 
human violence.  McCutcheon himself advocates 
combining both approaches to explore how sym-
bolic, economic and physical violence can lead to 
large-scale conflicts such as we currently find in 
Iraq.  By theorizing how a constellation of individual 
and social factors has lead to economic exploitation, 
political conflict and the collective expression of  
both symbolic and physical violence in Iraq, perhaps 
we may be able to avoid conflicts of this sort in the 
future.

Recommended Reading:

Fernea, Elizabeth Warnok 1989. Guests of the Sheik: 
an ethnography of an Iraqi village. New York: Dou-
bleday.

Nordstrom, Carolyn 2004. Shadows of War: vio-
lence, power and international profiteering in the 
twenty-first century. Berkeley: University of Califor-
nia Press.

Ferguson, Brian 2003. The State, Identity and vio-
lence:  political disintegration in the post-cold war 
era. New York: Routledge.

Richard McCutcheon is a candidate in the PhD program 
in Anthropology at McMaster University.  He lived in 
Iraq in 1991 and again in 2000-1 and is a contributor to 
Globalization and Communities.



The Ongoing Struggle for Justice and Historical Truth 
in the Wake of Genocide
Presented by Efraim Zuroff, February 10, 2005
Report by George Fulford

Sixty years have passed 
since the liberation of 
Auschwitz, yet the 
prosecution of Nazi war 
criminals is still taking 
place.  Worldwide since 
2001 there were ongoing 
investigations of 940 
suspected Holocaust 
perpetrators, 27 indict-
ments and 27 convictions 
(three of which were in 
Canada).2  Much of the 

research involved in obtaining these indict-
ments and convictions is led by Holocaust his-
torian and self-proclaimed “Nazi hunter” 
Efraim Zuroff.  

The case of retired German journalist Julius Viel 
is particularly instructive.  In 1945 Viel was a 25-
year old lieutenant at the Theresienstadt con-
centration camp in Czechoslovakia.  In March of 
that year he murdered seven Jewish inmates in 
what the presiding judge in his 2001 trial called 
“lust for murder and base motives.”3  The judge 
convicted Viel of murder and sentenced him to 
12 years imprisonment.

Adelbert Lallier, a retired economics professor 
at Concordia University in Montreal provided 
crucial evidence in Viel’s trial.  As an officer-
trainee under Viel’s command, Lallier wit-
nessed the March 1945 murders.  However he 

was reluctant to provide testimony in the trial 
until a team of investigators from the Simon 
Wiesenthal Centre convinced him that without 
his evidence Viel would likely go free.  

According to Dr. Zuroff, Canada has been 
“modestly successful” in its policy of denatu-
ralizing and deporting Nazi war criminals who 
concealed their past. Nineteen men living in 
Canada have been accused of being Nazi war 
criminals and five have had their citizenship 
revoked.  Two others have left the country vol-
untarily and three cases are still before the 
courts.4  

As the number of Nazi war criminals dwindles 
the Simon Wiesenthal Centre is using its exper-
tise to provide assistance in the investigation of 
genocides in places like  Rwanda.  The prosecu-
tion of the perpetrators of genocide is critical if 
the world is to avoid a “culture of impunity,” 
says Zuroff.  “Perpetrators must understand  
that if you commit genocide there will be those 
who will seek  you out 10, 20, 40, or even 60 
years after the crime and bring you to justice.”

Efraim Zuroff is Director of the Israel Office of the Si-
mon Wiesenthal Centre and and Coordinator of their 
Nazi war crimes unit.  He is the author of Occupation: 
Nazi-Hunter; The Continuing Search for the Perpetrators 
of the Holocaust (KTAV; Hoboken, 1994.

2 Source:  Efraim Zuroff Worldwide Investigation and Prosecution of Nazi War Criminals:  an annual status report. Jerusalem: 
Simon Wiesenthal Center.

3 Oliver Schmale “Former Nazi Sentenced to 12 Years” Associated Press Online, April 3, 2001.  http://apo.org.  
Retrieved 28 September 2005.

4 In 1987 the Deschêne  commission identified 20 suspects and recommended that 227 others be investigated.


