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Reflections on Revisit and Restudy: History Context and Theory
Huang Juan

Abstract Retrospections on the classic examples of revisit and restudy in western ethnography such as Robert Lynd’ s re—
visit to the Middletown Raymond Firth to Tikopia Sharon Hutchinson’s restudy on the Nuer Derek Freeman on Samoa
Annette Weiner on Trobriand and Oscar Lewis” s restudy on Tepoztldn village have revealed that revisit is different from re—
study and that concern on history context and theory in revisit and restudy practice has important meaning to the develop—
ment of anthropology discipline and also can give enlightenment to the relevant study at home. We should take conversa—
tion and exchange on the basis of understanding history context and theory of the other including academic predecessors
and the natives in the same time and place in order to deepen field work grasp humanistic characteristic of anthropology
and draw out new ideas.
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