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Differentiating Development is a collection 
of essays and reflections on the changing 
relationship between anthropology and 
development. The authors’ and editors’ 
primary aim is to continue Gardner and 
Lewis’ (1996) project of debunking the 
postmodern or post-structuralist critique of 
development, arguing that the critique has 
exhausted itself and revealed itself as 
“mostly an intellectual exercise” (p. 25) that 
has done little to ameliorate the material 
realities of the poor. The editors, Yarrow 
and Vanketasan, acknowledge in the 
introduction that while so-called “post-
development” critiques typical of authors 
such as Escobar (1995) and Ferguson (1990) 
have been not only fruitful but also 
necessary, such critiques have reached an 
impasse. It is now necessary not only to 
provide a counter critique but also to find 
ways of enacting an anthropology of 
development or rather “an anthropology in 
development” (p. 34). The book is divided in 
five sections: “Anthropology and 
Development Reconsidered” which 
addresses previous critiques of 
development, “Enacting Development” 
which specifically deals with development 
as praxis and “Doing and Knowing” which 
leads on from the previous section and deals 
with the production of development 
knowledge and its dissemination in practice. 
Other sections include “The Promise of 
Progress” and “Forms and Effects,” each 
dealing with classical themes in the 
anthropology of development, such as the 
relation between action and knowledge and 
the idea and promise of “progress.” There 

are three chapters in each section, and 
every third chapter is an intersection, that 
is, a short reflection upon the previous two 
more substantive and ethnographically 
based chapters. 
 The editors draw interesting parallels 
between anthropology and development, 
arguing that the two are implicated in the 
same sorts of moral relations with the same 
morally implicated historical baggage. The 
editors emphasize that the volume is 
focused on understanding anthropology and 
development practices in the same terms, as 
opposed to looking at development and 
anthropology as two opposed sets of 
practices, as well as on comparing the 
possible relations between their different 
maneuvers and production of knowledge. In 
fact, that this volume is very much about 
relation is evident through the emphasis on 
relationships between anthropologists and 
the various groups implicated in 
development rather than the relation 
between anthropology and development. 
This approach rests on the fundamental 
idea that development, like anthropology, is 
multiple; as such this constitutes one of the 
many reasons given why post-development 
critique is inadequate, since it hinges upon 
the idea of development as monolithic. In 
many ways this volume addresses the need 
for a hopeful space in development 
literature. While the editors recognize that 
to ignore the post-development critics 
would be “churlish” (p. 17), they frame 
Differentiating Development as a way 
forward for all anthropologists either 
working in development or hoping to enact 
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some beneficial change for the poor and 
disenfranchised.
 Chapter 1 by John Friedman 
addresses the Epupa project in Namibia’s 
Kaokoland. He uses an internal dispute 
between two historically warring factions to 
argue that context trumps (post-
structuralist) text. In other words, the 
setting that development workers often find 
themselves in is not uniformly shaped by the 
post-colonial discourse, but can also shaped 
by social agents themselves. Friedman’s 
chapter on post-structuralism, while a 
relatively textbook consideration of the 
classical anthropology concerns of agency 
versus structure set in new terms, sets the 
tone for most of the volume. Nevertheless, 
the thematic unoriginality of the chapter, 
which repeats older criticisms, renders it 
the weakest chapter in a collection 
concerned with covering new ground for 
the anthropology of development.
 More often than not, the short 
intersections add more to the discussion 
than the chapters themselves. In this vein, 
Veena Das’ intersection, a theoretical piece 
discussing representation via Donna 
Haraway, Nietzsche and Foucault, adds a 
great deal to Friedman’s chapter by 
contextualizing poststructuralist theoretical 
thought. Another excellent intersection is 
that by Annemarie Mol, who outlines a very 
clear and practical direction for 
anthropological knowledge of development, 
looking at the directions in which 
knowledge moves and for whose benefit. 
She provides a set of practical suggestions 
that go beyond ideas of giving back to the 
people through social research, arguing that 
such ideas can be as inaccessible as 
developmental policies. She therefore 
suggests translating knowledges of the 
powerful in “interesting and compelling 
formats in the village” (p. 104) as opposed to 
translating indigenous cultures to largely 
Western audiences. Mol’s suggestions give 
constructive and prescriptive weight to the 
more distinctly analytical chapters by Kelly 
and by Jansen and Winthereik. Jansen and 
Winterheik discuss emerging notions of 
partnership in development, specifically by 
looking at the of the Danish Development 
Council in Vietnam, while Kelly looks at 

similar notions in the context of the UK’s 
Medical Research Council projects in 
Gambia. Both chapters fall short of explicitly 
suggesting exactly what this new 
development could possibly mean, 
especially in terms of the now ubiquitous 
notions of participation and partnership in 
development. 
 Other themes of the volume include 
examinations of Marilyn Strathern’s relation 
in terms of development (Chapter 3), the 
notion of the gift in development (Chapter 
10), as well as the implicated positions that 
anthropologists often enter into when 
conducting developmental fieldwork 
(Chapter 7). Jimenez, who writes the final 
intersection chapter, successfully manages 
to straddle the complexities of development 
politics with a discussion of justice theorists 
from Aristotle to Rawls. Jimenez’s argument 
is that philosophers and political theorists 
have always imagined justice in terms of the 
balancing of form, that is, the filling of the 
gap between reality and reason.
 While there are some weaknesses 
within the volume, such as the intellectual 
inaccessibility of some of the more abstract 
intersections (notably Chapters 3 and 15) for 
readers more interested in practical ways 
forward, or the thematic insularity of the 
more policy oriented chapters for readers 
more interested in wider issues in 
development and anthropology (Chapter 2), 
Differentiating Development largely 
succeeds at opening up spaces for hope for 
the future of development.
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