
1 

 

Detailed call for chapters/expressions of interest: Leading Works in Law and Anthropology 

 

  

1.  Description and aims of the volume 

The academic disciplines of law and sociocultural anthropology have a long history of drawing on each 

other in order to study and understand law and human experience in its diverse manifestations. Some 

of these interdisciplinary endeavours have been initiated by one side and rather selectively, others in 

a reciprocal engagement and collaborative dialogue, and yet others more in a style of confrontation 

and critique of each other’s epistemological and methodological foundations or real-life implications. 

Given that much of this engagement has been driven by particular questions and concerns (most often 

originating in one of the two disciplines), it is not surprising that mutual gaps exist in the knowledge 

of what are considered important research findings, key debates and current developments in each 

discipline. 

 

This volume, which will appear in the Routledge Series Analysing Leading Works in Law,  aims to chart 

this terrain and to provide orientation from a specific vantage point, namely a position which – fuelled 

by a more general opening within legal scholarship in recent years towards interdisciplinary 

approaches to the study of law – has acquired renewed interest and traction under the designation 

‘Law & Anthropology’ (‘L&A’). Within the wider field of loosely coupled research traditions and (inter-

)disciplinary configurations (such as legal anthropology, legal pluralism research, socio-legal studies, 

anthropology of law, law in context studies, (new) legal realism, and law as culture), this position 

denotes a conscious choice among legal scholars, legal practitioners and anthropologists to speak to 

and learn from each other as intellectual peers with the common aim of better understanding the 

transformative processes of legal and social orders in our globalizing and increasingly intertwined 

societies. Though by no means the only stand to take, this position takes as a point of departure the 

recognition of formal/state-sanctioned law as an omnipresent mode of governing social relations, 

even if the porousness and limits of formal codified law, its various transformations on local, national 

and supranational scales or its entanglements with other normative orders are investigated. In our 

engagement with this mode of governance (and with legal scholarship as its academic counterpart), 

we apply a distinctly anthropological approach that focuses on law as social practice, experience and 

situated/embedded meaning-making, explores the unfamiliar, allows questions and modes of analysis 

to emerge from first-hand observation, and invites a (self-)reflexive critique of its own forms of 

representing and producing knowledge. Such an understanding of L&A is also characterized by an 

openness to generating knowledge that may have direct practical and policy relevance. 

https://www.routledge.com/Analysing-Leading-Works-in-Law/book-series/LEADINGWORKS
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Anthropology’s insistence on acknowledging the situated practical effects of such interdisciplinary 

scholarship has contributed to a reflexive turn whereby the intersections where the practice of law 

and the practice of anthropology meet have become objects of interest in their own right.  

 

Leading Works in Law & Anthropology will closely follow the innovative format of previously published 

books in this series, which involves inviting established and emerging scholars from diverse 

jurisdictions and academic backgrounds to select and analyse what they consider to be a ‘leading 

work’. This format differs from existing textbooks and readers, and achieves two aims. First, it counters 

hegemonic tendencies inherent in the idea of defining/determining a canon of leading works by 

introducing a multiplicity of situated and context-specific assessments of what is a leading work, 

thereby offering a multi-perspectival (re)construction of the intellectual history of the field. Second, 

by asking contributors to relate the leading works to their own research and to also reflect upon the 

likely implications and applications of the chosen leading works for the future of L&A scholarship, the 

volume will combine a retrospective approach with a forward-looking assessment of the field, allowing 

readers do their own re-reading of these ‘leading works’ in light of debates that are currently at the 

core of interdisciplinary legal research. In this vein, contributions to the volume will shed light on the 

(changing) nature of cross-disciplinary or collaborative research, trace how disciplinary 

understandings of normativity have cross-fertilized each other, and reflect on choices taken within 

L&A research along a continuum of critique, engagement and practical application. The book will 

include a specially written introduction and conclusion that will frame the individual chapters. The 

introduction will discuss existing definitions of the field and critically engage with the concept of 

‘leading works’, that is, the nature of canon-building and boundary-setting mechanisms in the 

disciplines of law and anthropology. It will also further elaborate the understanding of L&A outlined 

in this proposal and contextualize editors’ and authors’ choices. The conclusion will suggest likely 

future developments in L&A in light of contributors’ reflections on their chosen leading works. 

 

Taken together, contributions to this volume shall reconstruct the intellectual history of L&A by 

showcasing ‘leading works’ in the field as outlined above and demonstrating how the chosen works 

relate to current concerns. In addition to providing such situated (re-)readings of selected ‘leading 

works’, the volume seeks to offer a critical and geographically diverse picture of L&A. The focus is not 

placed only on classic texts that are already internationally recognized as ‘leading works’, but also on 

other works which, according to the contributors, should have been recognized as such, thus reflecting 

both on the ‘path taken’ and the ‘path not taken’. 
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Given the volume’s inclusion in the Routledge series Analysing Leading Works in Law, it is primarily 

directed towards a readership in legal scholarship and law faculties, where it is also intended to serve 

teaching purposes in newly introduced course and degree programmes in Law & Anthropology. But 

given the subject matter and focus of the book, it is also intended to attract a wider interdisciplinary 

readership beyond the specific ‘field’ of L&A, including those interested more generally in issues of 

socio-legal relevance and socio-legal research methods. 

 

 

2. Call for contributions 

We seek proposals for contributions that engage with the aims of this volume as described above. 

Authors are invited to propose a leading work from any period of time up to the present which they 

would like to analyse in their chapter. Contributors should submit an abstract of 500 words in which 

they explain their choice of ‘leading work’ and outline how they plan to proceed.  

 

The choice of a ‘leading work’ does not have to be limited to English-language texts (or those already 

translated into English). While we expect contributors to be well acquainted with the literature in 

sociocultural anthropology, we are not limiting proposals to leading works that have engaged 

ethnographically with law; we are also open to suggestions of leading works that demonstrate how 

anthropological theory or anthropological approaches to particular concepts (such as kinship, 

property, reciprocity, status and contract) have had an impact on legal thinking. Conversely, we will 

also consider proposals analysing how ‘leading’ doctrinal legal works have shaped particular strands 

of ethnographic work or anthropological theory building, which then, in turn, found their way back 

into legal debates. 

 

In our selection process, we will strive to achieve a geographically and thematically diverse picture of 

L&A, but will reserve the right to introduce a temporal framework that privileges the recent history of 

the field. 

 

3. Information on format/structure and timeline 

Each chapter should be 6,000–8,000 words in length (including references) and will follow a common 

structure with these four sub-sections:  

 

• The opening section, ‘The Work’, should begin with a brief biographical discussion of the 

author of the chosen leading work. This should be followed by a brief introduction to the 
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leading work, explaining the subject matter of the leading work and its main argument or 

contribution. This section may allude to the reputation of the work as a way of foreshadowing 

what will be developed in the later sections of the chapter.  

 

• ‘The Context’ is the place where authors will situate the chosen work within its field and 

provide the first clues as to the importance of the book by contrasting their choice with similar 

works and clarifying how it relates to other works that are usually considered ‘classics’. 

Authors may also position themselves in this section with regard to what they consider to be 

existing dominant traditions or established canons in the field. 

 

• ‘The Significance’ is the main body of each chapter: the analysis and discussion of how the 

chosen work leads L&A scholars in new directions. This discussion can be in part 

autobiographical, explaining how the work has inspired the author’s own scholarship. 

However, it should also focus on how the work has influenced the study of L&A in a specific 

national context and/or internationally. The structure here will vary from chapter to chapter. 

It may take the form of introducing a number of different arguments, or it could follow the 

structure taken by the leading work. In terms of the significance of the work, we are more 

interested in how the arguments have been developed by others (not just scholars but also 

judges, politicians, law reform bodies, the media, etc.) than we are in a statistical analysis of 

the impact of the work (e.g., number of citations). Although authors will be making the 

argument that the work they discuss is a leading work, they should also include any criticisms 

or critical developments of the work and their own critical analysis.  

 

• The section on ‘The Legacy’ is the conclusion, focusing not only on summarizing the chapter 

findings, but also on speculating on the likely effect the nominated leading work will have in 

the future. This could include, for instance, an argument that the approach and/or arguments 

in the nominated leading work (and related works) need to be developed in certain ways, 

highlighting questions for further research or even providing tentative answers to outstanding 

or new questions. 

 

Interested contributors should submit an abstract (500 words) in which they introduce and explain 

their choice of a leading work to Larissa Vetters (vetters@eth.mpg.de) and Alice Margaria 

(margaria@eth.mpg.de). 
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Deadline for submission of proposals: 15 June 2021 

 

Selected authors will be informed by 15 July 2021 and given the opportunity to present an initial draft 

of their chapter in a lecture/workshop series which will be held in fall semester 2021/22 (15 October 

– 30 January). 

 

Final drafts of the chapters will be expected by 1 April 2022. The final manuscript will be submitted to 

Routledge by December 2022.  

 

4. Contact 

For further information, please feel free to contact the volume’s editors: 
 
Larissa Vetters (vetters@eth.mpg.de) and Alice Margaria (margaria@eth.mpg.de) 

Department ‘Law & Anthropology’  

Max Planck Institute for Social Anthropology  

Halle/Germany 
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