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Being There . . .  and There . . .
and There! Reflections on
M ult i-Site Ethnography

Ulf Hannerz

ln 1950, Professor Edward Evans-Pritchard,
not yet 'Sir '  but certainly a central f igure in
mid-cenrury anthropology, gave a radio lecture
on the BBC Third Programme where he
outl ined what an Oxford man (no doubt
here about gender) would properl l  do to
become an accomplished f ieldworker in
social anthropology. Having prepared himself
mericulously for  J c,)uple oi  'ear: .  and r f
fortunate enough to get a research grant, the
anthropologist-to-be would proceed to his
chosen primir ive society to spend there
usually two years, preferablv divided into
two expedit ions with a few months in
between, if possible in a university department
where he could think about his marenars.
ln the f ield, Evans-Pritchard's anthropologist
would throughout be in close contact with the
people among whom he was working, he musr
communicate with them solely through their
own language, and he must study their 'entire
culture and social life'. For one thing, the krng

period in the f ield would al low observations to
be made at every season of the year. Having
returned home, i twould take the anthropologist
at least another f ive years to publ ish the results
ot his research,.u the *udv of a single sociery
could be reckoned to require 10 years. And
rhen, Evans-Pritchard concluded, a study of a
second society was desirable - lest the
anthropologist would think for the rest of his
life in terms of a particular type of society
(Evans-Pritchard, 19 5 1: 64tt).

The rdea cl 'uch a rhorough. formarive.
exclusive engagement with a single field is of
c.ur.e ar rhe ba.e of che enduring power in
anthropologl of the prospect, or experlence, or
memor,v, or simply collectively both celebrated
and mysti f ied notion, of 'being there'. '

Something much l ike Evans-Pritchardt
prescription has very long remained more or
less the only fully publicly acknowledged
model for fieldwork, and for becoming and
being a real anthropologist.  Perhaps, i t  works
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with full force especially in the continued
instruction of newcomers in the discipl ine - in
many ways I conformed to i t  mlself  in mv f irst
f ield study, in an Afr ican American neighbor-
hood in lX/ashington, DC, although that was
something quite dif ferent from Evans-Pritchard's
classic 'primitive society'. Yet the hegemony of
the model seems remarkable since i t  is fair ly
clear that a great many anthropologisrs,
especial ly those no longer in the f irst phase of
their careers, have long, but perhaps a bit  more
discreetly, been engaging in a greater variety of
spatial and temporal practices as they have
gone about their research. I t  may have been
onfy Cupta and Ferguson's Anthropological
Locations 11997) that real ly brought this vari-
ety entirely into the open. (l realize, certainly,
that the power of the model has not been as
strong among the ethnographical ly incl ined in
other discipl ines, not so ful ly exposed to i t ,  and
obviously working under other condit ions.)

(o ir  may be. rhen, rhar when the conception
of multi-site fieldwork - being there ... and
there .. .  and there! - propagated most
consistently by George Marcus (e.g. 1986,
l9q5t,  f i rst  gained wider re(ogni t ion in
anthropology in the later years of the 20th
centurl  i t  was not real ly so entirel,v innovative.
For one thing, in studies of migration, rr was
already becoming an establ ished ideal to'be
there'at both points ofdeparture and points of
arr ival (see e.g. Vatson, 1977), thrrs working at
least bilocally. Nor should we disregard
the fact that the real pioneer of rntensive
anthropological f ieldwork, Malinowski, was
already going multilocal when he followed the
Trobrianders along rhe Kula r ing. Yet the very
fao rhat this sryle of doing erhnography was
given a label, and prominently advocated, and
erempli f ied rrf  rn large prrt hy h(,rrowing a
case from journal ism), and thar this occurred
rnuch at the same t ime as ideas of place and the
lo.al  were comrng undcr increasing scrurrny in
and out of anthropology, no doubt helped
rccelerare rr\  recent spread. as J practice or a\
a toplc ol argument.

Whether duc to convergent interests or
mutual inspirat ion, a number of my col leagues
in Stockholm and I were among those who
fair ly quickly saw possibi l i t ies in configuring
our projects along mult i local l ines. One of us

studied the organizational culture of Apple
Computer in Silicon Valley, at the European
headquarters in Paris, and at the Stockholm
regional office; anorher studied rhe occupa-
tional world of ballet dancers in New York,
London, Frankfurt and Stockholm; a third
connected to the Armenian diaspora across
several continents; a fourth explored the emer-
gent profession of interculturalists, what I have
elsewhere a little facetiously referred to as the
'culture shock prevention industry' ;  and so on.
We debated the characteristics of multilocal
field studies fairly intensely among ourselves
and with other col leagues, and a book some 10
of us put together on our projects and experi-
ences, particularly for teaching purposes, ma)
have been the first more extended treatment of
the topic (Hannerz, 2001a). As far as I am con-
cerned myself, perhaps lagging a Iittle behind
my more quickly-moving col leagues and
graduate students, my involvement with multi-
site rvork has been primarily through a studr'
of the work of news media foreign corres-
pondents which I will draw on here.l

Among the Foreign
Correspondents

The general background was that some 20-25
years ago I rather serendipitously drifted into
the area which later came to be known as
'global izat ion' through a local study of a West
Atrican rown, and then spent some time in
large part rhinking about the anrhropology of
the global ecumene in more conceptual and
programmatic terms. By the time my itch to
retum to fieldwork combined with an actual
opportunity to do so,severalofus in Stockholm
were concerned with 'globalization ar work' -
that is, responding to the fact that a large
proportion of existing or emergent transna-
tional connections are set up in occupational
life. (This meant that we could also find food
for thought in occupational ethnography out-
side anthropology, not leasr in the Chicago
sociological tradition of Everett Hughes,
Howard Becker and others.) More specificalln
my own project could draw on the fact rhat
I am a life-time news addict, and assumecl as
I began to think about it that if globalization
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was also a matter of becoming more aware of
the world, and having more elaborated under-
standings of the world,'foreign news'wor-rld
be a central source of such understandings.r
Perhaps most concretely, my curiosity fastened
on some of the reporting I was habitually
exposed to, for example when listening to the
morning news program on the radio while
having breakfast, and trying to wake up.There -
this would hare been in rhe mid-lc90s - a
familiar voice would report on street riots in
Karachi, or the latest triumph of rhe expanding
Taliban ... and then sign off from Hong Kong.
There are people, then, such as nsia corres-
pondents', or 'Africa correspondents'. These
are also people, clearll engaged in an occupa-
tional practice of'being there ... and there ...
and there'- and sometimes possibly even
appearing to be where they are not, if for
example they can make a Karachi street scene
come alive in their reporting even when they
quite clearly are at a desk thousands of miles
away from it. But just how do they do it?

I should say that as I was becoming seriously
attracted to the idea of doing somerhing like
an ethnography of the social world of foreign
correspondenrs, I was still a bit ambivalent.
I found that on my shelves I already had some
number of rhe kind of aurobiographies some
correspondents do, trsually probably as their
careers begin approaching an end; and I had
seen most ofthose movies which over the years
have Iurned the foreign correspondenr into a
kind of  popular culrure hero.  As rhe saying
goes, 'anthropologists value studying what
they l ike and liking what they study'
(Nader, 1972: 303) - and I wondered whether
I would find foreign correspondents unap-
proachable, or perhaps arrogant prima donnas,
or just possibly too sr.rspicious of an academic
who they might fear would always be inclined
to carping criticisms of their work.

As it turned out, I need not really have
worr ied.  ld id a ser ies of  p i lot  inrerviews rn
New York during a period when I found myself
there as the field spouse of another multi-site
ethnographer, and the journalists I talked to
there, having made first contacts through
anthropologist mutual acquaintances, were
very hospitable and encouraging. (The only
thing I found a bit funny was that so many of

them were Pulitzer Prize winners.) And that is
how it continued to be. In the following
lears I engaged in a seriet of conversarions
wirh foreign correspondents and. somerimes,
strictly speaking, excorrespondenrs, mostly in
Jerusalem, Johannesburg and Tokyo, bur also
in some number of other places including
New York and Los Angeles, where I seized
on the opportunity which some other kind of
trip provided, to add another handful of
interviews. Altogether, I ralked to some 70
correspondents, and a few foreign news editors
offering the perspective from headquarters.

As I see it. an erhnography of foreign news
work of my kind can attempt to fill a notewor-
thy gap between two sets of representations of
international news. At least since the 1970s,
when a critical awareness grew of the commu-
nication imbalances in the world, it has been
recurrently noted that the apparatus of global
news flow is in large part controlled by what
we have described as either 'rhe Vesr' or 'the
North' - the obvious examples of such domi-
nance have been major news agencies such as
Reuters or the Associated Press, wirh CNN
more recently added as another key symbol of
the appararus. The other set of representdtions
I have in mind consists ofthose memoirs by the
newspeople themselves which I just referred to.
These tend to be quite individual-centered,
focusing on the authors as men and women of
action, facing all kinds of dangers as they
struggle to file their repons from the trouble
spots of the world.

The gap, then, is one between foreign
correspondents represented as puppets and as
heroes. In the heavily macro-oriented views of
media imperialism, the individuals who would
be its flesh-and-blood representatives at the
outer reaches of the newshandling apparatus
are hardly seen as anything other than
anonymous, exchangeable tools. In the auto-
biographical genre, in contrast, the individuals
tend to the strong, the wider structure of news
reporting not so noticeable.

Certainly my study of the foreign
correspondents reflects the asymmetry in the
global landscape of news. I deal mostly wirh
Europeans and Americans, reporting from
parts of the world which do not send out a
comparable number of correspondents of their



402 ULF HANNERZ

own to report from other placcs. In large part,
this obviously matches the classic asymmetry
of anthropology; and mv choice of Jerusalem,
Johannesburg and Tok,vo as main f ield sites
also reflects an interest in rhe way foreign
correspoDdents! on a paral lel rrack to ours,
deal q' i th issues of ' translat ing culture',  ol
' representing thc other' .  Apart lrom that,
however, we face herc oncc more the problem
of str iking a balance between structure and
agcncy. Vhat I have attempted to do in ny
study is to portra,v thc networks of relat ionships
more immediately surrounding the foreign
correspondenrs! local ly or translocal ly; rhe
patterns of col laboration, competit ion and
division of labor which organize their dai lv
activi t ies, forntal lv or inforrnal l ,v; and not least
their room tbr maneuvet and personal
preferences in report ing. I  have been curtous
about the plrtnerships which evolvc bem'een
correspondents who prefer each other as
company when going on report ing tr ips, and
about the relat ionships between correspondents
and local ' f ixers' ,  remindi lg ne of the
mult i faceted l inks between anthropologjsts
and their f ield assistants.

l  have explored, too, lhe often obscure
passages of news in roundabout !r'ays bctween
news agencicsr clectronic media and print
media,  which \omct ime. of fer  conrenient
shortcl l ts in correspondent work but which
also l lenerate tensions and norv and thcn back-
stage satiaical comment about recycl ing and
plagiarism. And not least have I been con-
cerned with the implications of career patterns
and with the spatial organization of foreign
correspondence. How might i t  matter to
reporting that some correspondeDts spend
nlos! of a life time in a single posting, while
others are rotated every thtee years or so,
between countr ies and continents? When large
parts of the world get only brief visits by
correspondents, described on such occastons
as'parachl l t ists'  or ' f i remen', and only when
there is a crisis to cover, how does this shape
their and our view of these lands?

I am not going to devote my space here to
any great extent, however, to discuss the
specif ics of my own project. I  wi l l  rather try,
against the background of this experience and
that of some of my col leagues, to spel l  out a

few of the issues which characterist ical ly arise
in mult i-si te ethnograph)' ,  and ways in which
it  is l ikely to dif fer from the establ ished model
of anthropological f ield study, as I have let the
latter be represented above by Evans-
Pritchard and his half-century old formula-
r ion. For I  bel ieve that in arguments over the
worth of mult i local work, i t  is not always
made entirely transparent how it  relates to the
assumptions based on classic understandings
of 'being there'.

Constituting the Multi-Site Field

In a wa1, one might argue, the term'muldlocal '
is a l i t t le misleading, for what current
nult i local projects have in common is that
they draw on some problem, some formulatron
of a topic, which is significantly tnnsßca\
not to be confined within some single place.
Thc sites are connected with one another in
such ways that the relationships between them
are as important for this formulation as tne
relat ionships within them; the f ields are not
some mere collection o{ local units. One must
establish the translocal linkages, and the
interconnections between those and whatever
local bundles of relationships which are also
part of the stud,v.l In my foreign correspondent
study, a major such l inkage was obviously
between the correspondents abroad and the
editors at home. But then there was also the
fact that the correspondents looked sideways,
toward other news sites and postings, and
sometimes moved on to these. They often knew
colleagues in some number of other such sites,
having been stationed in the same place some
time earlier, or by meeting somewhere on one
or more of those 'fireman' excursions which
are a celeblated part of the public imagery of
foreign correspondence, or by working for
the same organization. In some loose sense,
there is a world-wide 'community' of foreign
correspondents, connected through local and
long-distance ties.

These linkages make the mr:lti-site study
.omerhing dif ferenr from a mere comparative
study of localities (which in one classical mode
of anthropological comparison was based
precisely on the assumption that such linkages
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did not exist). Yet certainly compansons are
often built into mLrlri-site research. My colleague
Chrisr ina Garsten (1994), in her study of three
sites within the transnational organization of
Apple, was interested in comparing cenrer and
periphery within the corporation, as well as
the way company culture in the offices was
influenced by national cultures. As Helena
!0ulff  (1998) studied the transnarional bal let
world she was similarly interested in national
dance styles, but also in the differences berween
those companies in large part supported by
the state and those working more endrelv in
the market. In my own study I could note the
differences in foreign correspondent work
between Jerusalem, where close at hand there
was an almost constant stream of events
commanding world attention; Tokyo, where it
was a certain problem for correspondents thar
much of the time nothing really newsworthy
seemed to happen; and Johannesburg, where
designated Africa correspondents! based there
would mostly travel to other parts of the
continent when there was a war or a disaster
to rePort on.

If we could make use of the possibilities for
comparison, however, neither I nor my col-
leagues could claim to have an ethnographic
grasp of the entire' f ields' which our chosen
rerearch topic: may have reemed to \ugge\r -
and this tends to be in rhe nature of multi-site
ethnography. lt may be that in a migration
study where all the migrants leave the same vil-
lage and then turn up in the same proletarian
neighborhood in a distant city, the potential
and the actual combinations of sires are rne
same. On the other hand, a mult inational cor-
poration hr( many branche.,.  bal let companie:
exist in a great many cities, a diaspora like thar
of the Armenians is widely dispersed, and
foreign correspondents are based in major
clusters in some 20-25 places around the
world (disregarding here those remporary
concentrations which result when the'firemen'
descend on a remote and otherwise mostly
neglected locus of hard news). Consequently,
multi-site ethnography almost always entails a
selection of sites from among those many
which could potentially be inch:ded. Evans-
Pritchard may nor acrual ly have heen erery-
where in Azandeland or Nuer country, but this

would hardly be as immediately obvious as
the selectiveness, or incompleteness, of the
multi-site study, where potential sites are
clearly separate from one another.

The actual combination of sites included in
a study may certainly have much to do wirh a
research design which focuses on particular
problems, or which seeks our part icular
opportunities for comparison. When I chose
the somewhar exotic sites of Jerr-rsalem,
Johannesburg and Tokyo, it was because I was
interested in reponing over cultural distances -
I  $ould hare been le\\  atrrdctfd hy reporring
between, say, Brussels and Stockholn, or
betlveen London and New York. Yet I wonder
if it is nor a recurrent characteristic of mulri-
site ethnography that site selections are to an
extent made gradually and cumulatively, as
new insighrs develop. as opponunit ies come
into sight, and to some extent by chance. I had
orrgrnal l l  had rn mrnd includrng India in my
\rudy. bur then rhe f ir :r  t ime I was planning ro
go a national election was called thcrc, anu
while that could have been an attractive field
e><perience,l suspected it would be a time when
correspondents would have little time for me.
Then the second time an ailmenr of my own
made the streets of Delhi seem a less appealing
prospect. To begin with, I had not expected to
include Tokyo in my study, although ir turned
out to be a very good choice. Bur in no small
parr I  wenr rhere becau'e I had an invi lzsi6n 16
a research workshop in Japan at a t ime when I
could also stay on for some research.

Questions of Breadth
and Relationships

Evans-Pritchardt anthropologist, again, would
study the 'entire culture and social life' of the
people assigned to him. Being around for at
least a year, he could make observations during
all seasons, and he would work in rhe local
language (although it would probably be true
that it was a language which in large parr he
had ro learn during that year). And then, hav-
ing spent, everything included, a decade of his
life on that srudy, one could hope that there
would also be time lefr for getting to know
another people.
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This is the kind of image of 'real '  f ieldwork
which tends to worry current practitioners of,
and commentators on, multi-site srudies in
anthropology. Compared to such standards,
are these studies inevitably of dubious quali ty?
lf you are involved with two, three or even
more places in much the same lime span that
classical anthropology would allow for one,
which for various practical reasons may now
be the case, what can you actual ly do? I do not
want to assefi that no problems of depth and
breadth arise, that no di lemmas are inevitably
there to be faced. Yet it is important that rve
realize how one site in a multi-site study now
differs from the single site of that mid-20th
cenrury anrhropologisr.

I  was in Jerusalem and Johannesburg and
Tokyo, and more marginally in several other
places, but I was clearly not trying to study the
'entire culture and social life' of these three cit-
ies. I was merely trying to get to know some
number of the foreign newspeople stationed in
them, and the local ecology of their activities. [n
fact,l was not trying hard to get to know these
individuals particularly intimately either; what
mattered to me about their childhood or family
lives or personal interests was how these might
affect their foreign correspondent work.

Anthropologists often take a rather
romantic view oftheir f ields and their relat ion-
ships to people there. They find it difficult to
describe their informants as informants because
they would rather see them as friends, and they
may be proud to announce that they have been
adopted into families and kin groups - not
only because it suggesrs something about their

'kr l ls  a.  f ie ldworker: ,  hut  a lso hecause i t  car
ries a moral value. They have surrendered to
the f ield, and have been in a way absorbed by
it .  (Evans-Pritchard [1,95l, t  791 shared similar
sentimentsr 'An anthropologist has fai led
unle.s. when he says goodbye to rhe native\.
there is on both sides the sorrow of parting'.)
Perhaps i t  is for similar reasons that I  much
prefer describing my encounters with corres-
pondents as conversations, suggesting a more
per\onal  quälrry.  rJther lhän .rs rnterr iews.
although I cenainly also want to convey the
ideaof only rathermildlystructured exchanges,
with room for spontaneous flow and unex-
pecteq rurns.

There is no doubt a t ime factor involved
in how relationships evolve. Yet I believe
most mult i  si te studies real ly also have bui l t-
in assumptions about segmented l ives, where
some aspect (work, ethnicity or something
else) is most central to the l ine of inquirn and
other aspects are less so. The ethnographer
may be interested in the embeddedness of a
part icular l ine of bel ief or act ivi ty in a wider
set of circumstances, but this hardly amounts
to some hol ist ic ambit ion. l t  is a pleasure i f
one discovers a kindred soul, but one keeps
hardnosedly in mind what more precisely
one is afte4 and what sorts of relat ionships
are characterist ic of the f ield i tself ,  as one
delineates i t .

To.ome extent perronal izing encounters in
the modern, multi-site field comes nor so much
from deepening particular interactions as from
the identification of common acquaintances -
form placing the ethnographer in the trans-
local network of relationships. Meeting with
foreign correspondents, I have sensed that it is
often appreciated when i t  turns out that I  have
also talked to friends and colleagues of theirs
in some other part of the world; perhaps more
recently than they have. Or even to their editor
at home. As I have tried to include informants
from the same nervs organization in different
postings, to develop my understanding of its
operations and as a kind of tr iangulat ion, such
connections can be discovered fairly often and
easily. lt is a matter of establishing personal
credentials.

Site Temporalities
Anthropology's classic image of fieldwork also
includes an assumption about the durabi l i ty of
f ields, and the involvement of 'natives' in them,
relative to the length of the ethnographer's
f ield \ray. Ar learr rmplici t ly rhere is rhe notion
that the ethnographer, alone a transient, has to
develop in that year or two the undersrandings
which match what the locals assemble during a
life time. That year, moreover, covers the most
predictable variarion that one finds in local
l i fe: that of seasons.

Obviously the people we are concerned
with in present day field studies tend mostly
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to be less dependent on seasons. and their
cycles of activity - on planting and harvestlng'
o'a on 

-ouing 
hatdt to greener Pastures But in

"aJi 
ion, ,rtä. people themselves often have

.,rl"r l i"a. of relai,onth'pt ro rhe site than
ift"t . i  *"f 'narives" In Fvan'-Prirchard '
, i . . , ,h.  l rnnd. and the Nuer among whom
l. *ol,tv *o.t"a were pede'trians - in a l ife-
,rrn" irt"t aia nor go all rhar far away There
may be :ome such PeoPle in Jeru:alem'
i. i '""""' 'utt* and Tokyo as well '  hut hardly
"amone the foreign correspondenrs' And gener-
,i lv,h". p.opl" on *hom we focus in mulri-site
r;. ia,ruiiei rend to be the more mobrle ones'
rhose who contribute most to turning the
.o.bin"rion. of tiaas into coherent fields' and
*h., ul.o.ak. the sites themselves' at least
ior',f," ourpo'", of rhe 'rudres' more l ike
:;;"; i;.; l i ; ' '" ' '  rAppadurai, lcebr. some oI

;;;l;;;y.'.; i;themselves be shortlived
ofr"no."n". My 5tockholm colleaSue Tommy
"jr616f i i ;ezr.  . rudving rhe making of  the
i.- lnt.i.uttuiutitt profession' found interna-
tional conferences, including ritual events'
*orf..lop., a*ttititt and parties' central ro his
.rhnosrrphl .  And by rhe r ime hrr  srud) wa'

;l;; i ; i l  surelY artended more of rhese
;;;ä;il; than most interculturalists' Such
t"aoar".t ttres - conferencet' courset' fe'ri-
r r l :  -  ar i  obviotrs ly imporlant in mu'h con-

This can be as true in single-site-as in.mulri-sire
,t,,di.., but it problematizes the relationship
ta,*".n'nr,,u"t "nd 

ethnographer knowledge'
;;rtu;*, h".661g qa'ier for f ieldworkers if
rheir informants also frnd the world opaque' or

-".. 
aiffi.rf, as they have to understand not

only th" ,tru.tut. of knowledge such as it is'
bul"i.. irt" nature and social organization of
iqnorance and misunderstandings? In any case'
.if .""r. ,r'* we have moved away from the
classic fieldwork model'

temporary ethnography'
In some sites now, this goes to san there are

nol.ul ,rutiue., or at any rate fewer of them'

rtt".i"* 
" 

itf",i-"'. localized experience and

collect-ivized understandings' There are more

oeople who are. l ike the anthropologrst '  more

i ik" 'r*rn*"r. .  I  f ind thought-pror oking James
i"r*uroni ( l9c9: 208) comment on what eth-

;; ; t  ; ;  the urban Zambian C' 'rPPerbelt

wa"s l i i<e toward rhe end of the 20th cenrury:

Here there is much to be understood' but none

of the parricip.rnr '  in the:cene crn clalm to

und.r. icnd ir  al l  or even taLe i t  al l  in Freryone

is a little confused (some more than.o!hers' to

i. su..), and .ue.yone finds some things that

se.m cle", "nd 
oth.ts that are unintelligible or

""Jtor" i " f fy inrel l ig ih le 
Anthropologrcal

unj. ir ,"nding mttt t  take on a dif ferent char'

".,.r'-r,lft". 
1,, unde,.t"nd things. like the

natives is to miss most of what is gotng on'

Materials: Interviews,
Observations, Etc'

Again, In m) foreign correspondent prolecl '

i ;?; ';;"*', re rhev tng. informal and loosell
,rri"r.a. *"t. n l i 'g" p"t c'f my field materi-

"itl 
arä .i, in on J dnllv staff meeting of the

foreign desk at one newspaper"lnd went on a

r.o.iri"* "ip 
to rhe Pale't inian Weqr Bank

rri,rl ,t? .o.t"tpondenl More marertals of
it... una orl.t t inds would no doubt have
i".. 

"i 
t"f""' but for practical reasons I did

;;; o;;."; some such possibil ir ies' usrng rhe
,,4.'nt ay dispo:al rather to en5ure dlversity
;;;;; ,h" inte"iew' {l tr ied to rnclude
Jiif.r in, t ina, of media' alrhough wirh an
i-ott"ll, "" 

p.i"..trrespondents' and I wanted
i., in.lod" u iertonubly broad range of nation-

"riii...i 
,ru., as in Jerusalem' Johannesburg

and Tokyo, aod to a more limited extent ln a
.oupl. oi oth"t pl"tes, I met with correspond-
.ri.'"t irt"y *"* immersed in the activities of

" 
pnat."t". beat, and the interviews could be

detailed and concrete'
l.nt "Uty 

ttt" tl-" factor has a part in making
many multi-site studies rather more dependent
ä"'i'n".""*. than single-site studies lf the
;;.";;.t"', have t,, hanäle more places in the
time classic fieldwork would devore to one' they
;;; ;; 

-"* 
in a hurry' Language skills also

probably play a pafi' In interviewsi lt ls more
iik lu thui yon can manage in one or two lan-
nuuea'. My conver(atlon( wirh foreign corres-
"ooä"n,, *"r" in English' except for lhose wirh
i"tio- S."nain"ui"nt' In those sites' for many of
the correspondents - particularly those who were
e*patriates, lotatif lg between assignments -
;;;i;i *"; their working language as well'
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George Marcus (1995: l0 l )  concludes that
most mult i-si ted f ield studies so far have oeen
carried out in monolingual, mostly English
speaking settings.

This is surely not to say that mult i-si te eth-
nography must rely entirely on interviewrng
and informant work ( i l  which case some might
even feel that in the field phase, it is less than
ful ly ethnographic - the ethnographic ten-
dency may become more obvious in rhe style of
wr i t ingr l  rh i .  . r r l l  depend. on the nature of
re.e.rrch roprc.. \rudl ing bal let eomp-rnies.
Helena Wulff  could vierv performances and sit
in on endless rehearsals. Although she could
not very well  'part icipate' in rhe public perfor
mances, her orvn dance background meant
that she st i l l  had a part icular empathedc
insight into the more practical, bodily aspects
of dancing l ives.

But then i f  pure observation, or part icipant
ob\ervar ion,  ha'  . r  m, ' r r  l rmired part  in 'omc
mult i-si te studies than in the classic model of
anthropological f ieldwork, i t  may not have so
much to do with sheer mult i-si tedness as with
the fact rhat they tend to involve settings of
moderni t l .  fhere are turely r  greJl  mJn\ tct i \ -
i t ies where i t  is worthwhile to be immediately
present, even actively engaged, but also others
which may be monotonous, isolated, and dif
f icult  to access. What do vou do when'vour
people'spend hours alone at a dcsk, perhaps
concentrating olr a computer screen]

At the same t ime, whatever ) 'ou may now
do along more classic ethnographic l ines can
be, often must be, combined with other kinds
of r , rurce. and meter ia l ' .  Hush Cu'rer.on
11997: 116), moving on personally from an
ethnography of one Cali fornia nuclear weap-
ons laboratory to a srudv ofthe entireAmerican
'nuclear weapons community'J and looking
intermittently at the counterpart Russian
community as well ,  describes contemporarY
ethnography as a matter of 'polymotphous
engagements' - interacting with informants
across a number of dispersed sites, but also
doing f ieldwork by telephone and email ,  col-
lect ing data eclect ical ly in many dif ferent ways
from a disparate array of soutcesJ attending
careful ly to popular culture, and reading
newspapers and off icial documents. Ski l ls of
synthesis may become more important than

ever. Certainly ir is in considerable part
relat ionships which are not, or at least not
always, of a face-to-face nature which make
the mult i-si te f ield cohere. Media, personal or
impersonal, seem to leave their mark on most
mult i-si te studies. Ulf Björklund (2001: 100),
mycolleague engaged in studying the Armenian
diaspora, quotes an editor explaining that
'wherever in the world there are tlvo dozen
Armenians, they publish some kind of paper' .
Helena Vulff  describes the varied ways in
which dance videos are used in the trans-
nlr ion.r l  dance community,  includrng instruc-
tion as well as marketing. In my foreign
correspondent studn the correspondenß'
reporting itself naturally makes up a large part
of  my mater ia l r .  Inter!  eavrng wirh my inrer-
views. [n the end, too, this means that Evans-
Pritchard\ words about the'sorrow of part ing'
seem just a l i t t le less to the point. Just as their
reporting could allow me to know at leasr
something about them before meeting them in
the flesh, so t could also to a degree keep track
ot rhem rhereaiter by fol lowing rheir report ing,
from the sites rvhere I met them or from ersc-
where in theworld, as I was back in Stockholm.

An Art of the Possible: Fitting
Fieldwork into Lives

'fhe pi lot interviews apart, l  began f ield studies
for my foreign correspondent project in late
1996, and did the last interview in early 2000.
In a way, then, I could seem to come close to
Fr.rn'-Pri tchard\ f i te-ys31 n,..-  for a project.
but that did nor real ly include my preparatory
work, nor time for writing up. On the other
hand, I  was not at al l  working ful l  t ime on the
project. [n between, I was back in Stockholm
engaged in teaching and administration, and
also had a couple of brief but grat i fying
research fellowships elsewhere. But all the
rime. of cour\e. I  wa' fol lowing rhe report ing
of forcign ncws.

Vhether it is single-site or multi-site, I am
convinced that much ethnographic work is
now organized rather like that. Professional or
domestic obligations make the possibility of
. imply raking of i  for  a f ie ld for  a cont inuou:
stretch of another year ol two appear rather
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remote. For some that means never going to
the field again, so the.e is no'second sociery'
experience of the kind which would suppos-
edly broaden your intellecrual horizons. But
then ethnography is an art of the possible, and
it may be better to have some of it than none at
al l ,  And so we do i t  now and then, f i t t ing i t
inro our l ives r,r 'hen we have a chance

Often, no doubt, this will be a matter of
being there -  and againl  and againl-  rerurning
ro a known alrhough probably changing scene.
Mult i-sire erhnography. howerer. may frr
particularly well inro that more drawr-our,
off-and-on kind of scheduling, as the lafter
does not only allow us ro think during times in
between about the materials we have, but also
abour where to go next. It could just be rather
impractical to move hurriedly direcdy from
one field site to the next, according to a plan
allowing for little alteration along the way.

Concluding one of his contributions to a
recent British volume on anrhropological
f ieldwork - Oxford-based, and thus also in
a way updating the classic Evans-Pritchard
model -detailing his own enduring East African
commitment, David Parkin (2000: 107) notes
that practical circumstances such as the growing
number of anrhropologists, and governmental
f inancial restr ict ions on purely academic
research, are factors which probably maner
more to changes in styles of doing research than
does intellectual debate; and he suggests that if
more ethnographers now actually spread their
fieldwork over many shorter periods than do it
in the classic way of larger blocks of time, that
is one such change. That sounds very likely, for
again, ethnography is an art of rhe possible.
Yet this is not to say thar intellectual argument
over changes and variations in the conduct
of ethnography is useless. Perhaps these notes
on experiences of multi-site fieldwork can
contribute to such debate.

NOTES

anthropologist,  C.rü(/.  l7atson's (1999)
collection of accounrs of fieldwork, half a
century after Evans,Pritchard's statement.
PaullJfillis reminds me, moreover, thar it is rhe
title of a Peter Sellers movie.
The project has had the support of the Bank of
Sueden Tercentenary Foundation. Prevrous
rvritings resulting from it include Hannerz
(1998a, 1998b, 1999, 2001b, 2002). The
project was discussed in the Lewis Henry
Morgan Lectures at the University ofRochester
in November 2000, and a book will result
from these lectures (Hannerz, forthcoming).
I will also draw to a certain extent here orr my
discussion of multi-site ethnography in a more
general handbook chapter on ransnational
research (Hannerz, 1998c).
As I soon learned, that was not self-evident -
foreign correspondents havc recently been
inclined to think that international news
reporting is under great pressure, perhaps
prrr icular ly in rhe Unired \rr tes.  A.  I  wr i re
this, I come upon an item in what amounts to
the gossip column of the lnternational Hetald
Tribune 128 August 2002), according to
which Dan Rather, CBS anchorman, tells TV
Guide rn an interview that less than a year
after 11 September 2001, rhere is a new lack
of emphasis on such report ing. 'The public
has lost interest', Rather says. 'They'd much
rather hear abour the Robert Blake murder
case or what is happening on Ifall Street.
A feeling is creeping back in that if you lead
foreign, you die.'
Marcus (1995), in his discussion of this matter,
has seen it in large part as a matter of choos-
ing berween. or making some combination
among, six srrategies: follow the people;
follow the thing; follow the metaphor; follow
the plot, story, or allegory; follow the life or
biography; or follow the conflict.
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