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Editors’ Letter
Welcome to the fourth and final issue of Cultural Fields for volume 1, 2010. And we should also say, 
welcome to 2011. This year already promises to be one full of great opportunities for the group to 
move forward through potential meetings, workshops and of course, the end of year TASA conference 
this year to be held in Newcastle. However, in this issue we wrap up 2010 by reviewing a few key 
events recently just passed. First, we have a report from the recent TASA conference at Macquarie 
University from Nicola Pitt from Monash University. We also review the recent thematic group meeting 
which was well attended and encouraged great ideas for 2011 and beyond. As editors and conveners 
of the group, we also thought it would be good to recognize an outstanding paper within the culture 
section of the conference. Thus, we have sought for and obtained permission to reprint Professor Gary 
Wickham’s paper entitled “Culture and the Study of Social Identity”. We thank Gary for allowing us to 
do this. 

We are also pleased to announce that at the TASA conference former convener of the group and now 
lecturer at Bristol University, Brad West, was awarded the Journal of Sociology prize for best paper 
published in the journal. His paper “Collective Memory and Crisis: The 2002 Bali Bombing, National 
Heroic Archetypes and the Counter-narrative of Cosmopolitan Nationalism” won the bi-annual award 
amidst other quality papers, some cultural sociological. We are pleased to have Brad provide us with a 
brief review of the paper within this issue. Finally, we have a book review and the usual postgraduate 
spotlight which in this issue focuses on Griffith University’s Sally Hawkins. 

As a final note and as we close 2010 and begin 2011, we understand that time pressures are immense 
on us all. However, the best way for this group to forge ahead and become one of the most active 
and established of the groups within TASA is for the members to provide information, articles (news 
especially) and other informative pieces that will allow us to grow together as a community. We 
encourage you to provide opportunities for the group to know what you are up to, what conferences 
are coming up, books of note, media spotlights (see issue below), articles that are being published, etc, 
as this will make the newsletter what it is designed for. Looking forward again to working with you all 
in 2011.

 - Catherine Strong and Nicholas Osbaldiston
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Cultural Sociology Thematic 
Group Meeting Report
Our scheduled thematic group meeting took place at 
the TASA conference at Macquarie University on the 
final day of the proceedings.

Sitting right after the Thesis 11 session which was conducted 
to celebrate the 100th issue of the esteemed publication, the 
meeting was fortunate to attract around 20-30 attendees. 
Considering that at ANU the previous year we had approximately 
7 attendees, this was a marked improvement! The purpose of 
the meeting was to provide information on the year that was 
which included the handing over of convening from Brad West 
and Eduardo De La Fuente to Luke Howie, Catherine Strong, Kate 
Maher, Michael Walsh and Nick Osbaldiston; the establishment 
of the Cultural Fields newsletter; the updating of the website and 
establishment of the blog; the failed attempt at funding for a one 
day conference at Monash and the growth of the group through 
networking and encouragement of new ‘fellows’. 

We also wanted to provide advice on the future of TASA’s 
thematic group scheme. In accordance with the establishment 
of a new website for the association and new registering system, 
people renewing their membership (or joining) will now be 
provided opportunities to join thematic groups (up to three only) 
by ticking boxes on the membership form. We anticipate that 
this might well mean that our group will grow with many ticking 
cultural sociology as their preferred choice, and more people 
belonging to more than one group. In some ways, this reflects a 
general attraction to culture as a study stream, particularly for 
postgraduates, but might also reflect the rather broad meanings 
that ‘cultural sociology’ currently encompasses. Regardless, we 
do not feel that this will hamper our efforts to maintain our 
current membership, though as always, we cannot be sure of 
this.

The main purpose of the meeting was to discuss the future of 
the group in 2011. In particular, we wanted to discuss in detail 
the possibility of applying for funding again through TASA for 
a public lecture/forum which would be held under the umbrella 
of Thesis Eleven’s ‘Festival of Ideas’ which is running in June this 
year.  The group agreed that this was a fantastic idea and one 
that TASA would most likely run with and provide funding for. 
The group wishes to thank Christine Ellem, Peter Beilharz and 
Trevor Hogan for their generous invitation to work our ambitions 
for an event in with their program. At present, the plans for the 
event are as follows (we are currently in the stages of providing a 
funding application to TASA for this):

A public lecture/forum to be held at the University of •	
Melbourne Parkville campus with invited speaker Ron Jacobs 
from Albany and Luke Howie from Monash as a respondent.

As the event would be held at the University of Melbourne, •	
we’ll be able to obtain a lecture theatre for free. Thus 
the funding application would be for refreshments post 
the event, possible postgraduate scholarships and other 
particulars. 

The event would be more attractive by the linking of this •	
with masterclasses and workshops to be held by the Thesis 
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sociology in Australia. This might be an opportunity 
for us to share insights into websites, forums, films or 
other materials that might be useful in the classroom. 
On this subject, we anticipate that perhaps we might 
also have some tidbits from others on methodology 
teaching in a cultural sociology program, something 
important to consider.

Lastly, we encouraged (and will do so again here) 
members to make sure they inform us of occurrences 
such as media engagement, journal articles, books in 
press, etc, that we might be able to inform the group 
about. In this way, the group can not only grow in 
strength, but also be a resource for the members to 
network and form collaborative links with others 
across the sector. Remember, our newsletter not only 
goes to members but also to our fellows overseas. 

We would like to thank all those who attended 
the thematic group meeting and welcome their 
contributions to the ongoing development of our 
organization.

- The Conveners of the Thematic Group.

Conference Review: 
TASA 2010 Social 
Causes, Private Lives 
6-9 December, held at 
Macquarie University in 
Sydney, Australia 

Nicola Pitt, Monash University

The theme to the 2010 Australian Sociological 
Association’s Conference (TASA) – Social Causes, 
Private Lives – intended to focus on the reassertion 
of Sociology as an engaged and critical discipline. 
The call here was to the need for Sociology to re-
assess and re-emphasize some of its core tasks: ‘to 
contextualise private lives in the social conditions and 
cultural temper of the times’ and to more confidently 
and critically assume a position (or indeed, a variety 
of positions) that represented, in the first instance, an 
accounting for some of the more dominant cultural 
processes and programs with/in relation to their wider 
social environments. That this is not what Sociology, 
and in particular, Cultural Sociology has been doing 
of late is rather questionable but if anything then 
this theme sought – by the very least – to bring these 
purposes and tasks into better and renewed focus. To 
represent them on the ‘main stage’ so to speak: open 
for discussion and seeking, somewhat desperately at 
times, a serious push for the re/invigoration of these 
goals. 

The three day event took place in a shady alcove 
of Macquarie University’s Western Sydney campus. 

Eleven showcase. By doing so, we believe we will 
be able to obtain a great deal of interest from 
postgraduates not just within Melbourne but 
outside it as well.

Finally, we would be hoping to hold a social event •	
somewhere afterwards. Possibly a dinner at a local 
restaurant or something akin to it. This will not be 
funded however.

We think that we could make this as successful as the 
event held at Griffith University in 2007. Hopefully 
TASA will think so too. 

At the meeting we also discussed the future of the 
newsletter. In particular, we put out a call as editors 
last year for ideas on how the group would like the 
newsletter to move forward. Some expressed a desire 
at the meeting to see more news rather than articles, 
reviews, etc. Others suggested that the newsletters’ 
of the ASA are rather esteemed and publish full 
articles often. We see still an opportunity to provide a 
balance, but understand that the current state of play 
in Australian academia means that we cannot always 
attract feature articles in a newsletter with no ‘ERA’ 
ranking! Thus, we hope this year to do more of the 
informal stuff. 

There was also a discussion of the possibility of 
having the newsletter respond to the ‘Strong Cultural 
Sociology’ paradigm of Alexander and Smith. In 
conversation with the group, the following was 
considered:

That we approach a journal, perhaps the •	 Journal of 
Sociology, about the possibility of having an issue 
centre on this theme. 

In particular, we would ask if we might reprint a •	
version of Alexander and Smith’s ‘Strong Cultural 
Sociology’ and then ask prominent scholars around 
Australia to respond to this. 

In conversations we have had already with some, •	
including Phil Smith, there are some encouraging 
signs that this would be an attractive idea. 

At present, we are contacting relevant journals, etc, 
and approaching them with the idea. We hopefully will 
be able to report back on this in the next issue. Many 
thanks to Trevor Hogan again for the idea.

Andy Bennett also raised an idea of holding an 
international cultural sociology event here in Australia 
hosted by the group. In particular, he made the 
comment that there really hasn’t been an international 
cultural sociology conference, which might be an 
opportunity for us to step in on. Eduardo De La 
Fuente advised that an ISA research committee might 
be willing to hold a mid term here in Australia if 
we approached them. We are waiting to hear more 
of this before moving any further on this excellent 
suggestion.

We also had the suggestion that we could include in 
the newsletter some thoughts on teaching cultural 
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the issue, or purported theme for the conference. 
The notion of ‘social causes’ versus, and, or, with, 
‘private lives’ is one which Mary’s current research 
is, and already has been (What is Gender, Sage: 2007), 
seriously attempting to deal with: both theoretically 
(through an examination of what she argues to be 
an insufficient focus, or lack of attention, to the 
role of emotion in the reflexivity theories) as well as 
empirically (through her more recent and forthcoming 
research on couples in distance relationships). 

Here Mary suggested that things like intimacy, 
relationships, inter-connectedness and emotional 
reflexivity present not only ample ground, but also, 
a profound richness from and in which to analyse 
and make sense of the sort of current cultural and 
sociological landscapes that we find ourselves to be 
working and living in. Even more so, and especially for 
something like the notion of individual responsibility 
as having become a core program and the sort of 
ethical and political, economic, and environmental 
issues confronting a lot our 21st century globalised 
world(s). That our relationships to others and the 
physical or virtual proximity that we share with all 
sorts of different, same, or ‘other’ people matters, 
and will continue to matter is an important point to 
remember as we move forward, indeed as sociologists 
in our thinking and theorising of the world in front 
of us, but also as individuals and consumers of this 
world as well.

As to the activities of our ‘Culture Thematic Group’ 
and its representation throughout the conference; a 
wide variety of Cultural Sociology and Social Theory 
papers filled three of the parallel presentation 
sessions (one per day). There was also a scattering 
of group members’ papers and presentations across 
some of the other thematic sessions along with two 
notable (and stand-out) plenary sessions; an official 
Culture Group book launch and of course, what could 
be deemed as being a rather successful (in numbers 
alone) Cultural Sociology thematic group meeting. 

Papers in the Culture Sessions ranged from religion 

Warmth and relative humidity aside (there was 
quite a bit of both), the location itself provided 
ample respite with its lush gardens and opulence 
of a variety of magnificent trees surrounding the 
designated conference area and presentation rooms. 
The variety of wildlife too was in abundance and 
frequent exotic bird calls were enough to provide all 
the entertainment one might need from such a place – 
certainly, and more than once during a conversation at 
morning tea or lunch, talk would be interrupted by the 
curiousities as to the sort of creature who might have 
been making this or that kind of intriguingly unique 
sound.  But of course these things alone were not 
the reason that we were gathered here. No, it was the 
good, ‘hot’, sociological debate that some of us were 
after. Or otherwise, and probably more realistically, 
the conference presented a lovely opportunity to catch 
up with fellow colleagues and collaborators at the 
end of another long and in many ways economically-
arduous work year. 

While three keynote addresses were proposed, 
only two made it to the actual conference: the first, 
Associate Professor Syed Farid Alatas from the 
National University of Singapore whose most recent 
contributions include Alternative Discourse in Asian 
Social Science: Responses to Eurocentrism (Sage: 2006) 
and An Islamic Perspective on the Commitment to 
Inter-Religious Dialogue (Institute of Advanced Islamic 
Studies Malaysia: 2008). The second keynote – whom 
I’ll highlight more prominently in this review – was 
by Dr Mary Holmes from Flinders University. Mary is 
currently a Senior Lecturer in Sociology at Flinders 
and her primary research interest is to do with the 
Sociology of Intimacy. In particular she is concerned 
with the importance of emotions (specifically, reflexive 
emotionalization) as well as how intimate relationships 
are affected by processes of individualization and 
globalization (with a focus here on relationality, de/re-
traditionalized practices and the resiliency of human 
bonds). I highlight Mary’s address titled, ‘You Feel 
Me? Emotions, Intimacy and Relationships’, because 
hers was a talk that in many ways dealt directly with 

TASA 2010 Plenary 6: Complexities of Globalization: Its histories and futures (from L-R): Anthony Elliott, Raewyn Connell, 
Daniel Chaffee, Eric Hsu, and John Cash (image courtesy of Nicola Pitt)
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presented by members of the Thesis Eleven crew 
(Peter Beilharz, Eduardo de la Fuente, Pauline Johnson, 
Christine Ellem, Trevor Hogan and Craig Browne) as 
both workshop as well as reflection of the work and 
production of Thesis Eleven over the years (thirty of 
them) and the life of the journal from its beginning 
roots to where it is today, now more than one 
hundred issues later. And the second, a session on 
the complexities of Globalization: ‘Its histories and 
futures’, presented by John Cash, Anthony Elliott, 
Daniel Chaffee, Eric Hsu, John Lechte and Raewyn 
Connell. This latter session was in support of the 
official book launch for Anthony, Daniel and Eric’s 
work as editors (along with Charles Lemert who 
was not unfortunately not present) in their recent 
contribution, Globalization: A Reader (Routledge: 
2010) – a most significant and impendingly influential 
text on the subject matter to be sure.  

Finally, while the overall conference appeared to 
be somewhat smaller in terms of attendance (and 
in comparison to previous years), the presence of 
Cultural Sociology, and in particular the number of 
people who attended the thematic group meeting 
appeared to increase tenfold (from 3–4 people at the 
meeting last year to 30–40 people at the meeting this 
year) in a session that had all of us cramped into an 
incredibly small, incredibly hot, and incredibly humid 
little room with barely the space to fit even half the 
number of people that we had show up on the day. I 
will say that the proposals for future Culture Group 
events in the year ahead looks promising and that 
certainly there will hopefully be at least one or two 
activities to look out for between now and the next 
TASA conference. That, and it only took the group 
of us ‘uncomfortably cosy’, ‘post-lunch break’, ‘30 
degrees C and climbing’ thematic group attendees 
about forty–five minutes (in an hour-long meet) to 
figure out that there was in fact a functional air-
conditioner in the room and, that all we needed 
to have done to enhance and increase the comfort 
of our climate was indeed, a matter of simply 
flicking the power button on. A characteristic surely 
befitting of that old and humorous adage, ‘how many 
[intellectuals] does it take to…?’ and in this instance, 
‘figure out the ventilation system?’ – An event 
somewhat appropriate to this year’s conference theme, 
even if only to function as a closing anecdote. 

Nicola Pitt is a PhD Candidate in the School of Political 
and Social Inquiry at Monash University in Melbourne.

and politics (Charlotte Baines, ‘Fresh Methodological 
Approaches in Australia’; Catherine Smith, ‘American 
Conservative Protestants’ Self-Conscious Viewing of 
Glenn Beck’; and James Chime Nwaiwu, ‘Intra/Inter 
Conflict Impact in Nigeria’s Christian and Islamic 
Religions’) to modern ontology, moral behaviour and 
cosmopolitanism (Pedro Menezes, ‘Crystallization of 
trajectories in the narratives of urbanistic modernism’; 
Douglas Ezzy, ‘Rethinking the sociology of (im)
moral behaviour in the Holocaust’, and Luidmila 
Kirpitchenko’s ‘Liquid Mobility and Cultural Patterns’, 
respectively). Other presentations included the 
topics music (Michael Walsh, ‘Music Listening at 
Work’); laughter (Maria Hynes and Scott Sharpe, 
‘Laughter and Affirmation), and celebrity (Catherine 
Strong, ‘Courtney Love, fan identification and ageing 
celebrity’). There were also papers on fashion (Gavin 
Kendall and Nick Osbaldiston, ‘Towards a cultural 
sociology of the football shirt’); Facebook (Jordan 
McKenzie, ‘The Democratisation of Immortality and 
the Problem of History); as well as Social Identity, and 
the Body (Gary Wickham, ‘Culture and the Study of 
Social Identity’; David Bissell, ‘Valences of Stillness and 
Thinking Habits for Uncertain Subjects’). 

One other paper of note (again, specifically for its 
direct address to the conference theme) was John 
Cash’s ‘Sociality and Subjectivity’. In this presentation, 
John used as his starting point – and rightly so – an 
outline of the ways in which psychoanalytic social 
and political theory has always emphasized (or at 
least attempted to emphasize) this particular theme 
of ‘social causes/private lives’ throughout its various 
theoretical and methodological iterations.  That 
psychoanalytic theory lends itself to an analysis of 
this sort of topic, John went on to suggest, is that this 
means there is then room to question and explore 
further the intersections of sociality and subjectivity: 
of how and why and when and where those social 
causes interact and interpenetrate and over-determine 
private lives (as well as vice versa): of ‘how sociality 
and subjectivity are mutually constitutive’ and 
the ways in which we might think through these 
issues in relation to the theme. And the reason that 
I highlight his paper here is because the questions 
that John leaves open for ‘renewed’ articulation and 
interpretation are questions worth thinking about as 
we walked away from the end of the three days: What 
are the consequences for sociality and subjectivity in 
relation to global change? What happens when cultural 
forms begin to dissipate or collapse? What more of the 
relation between the inner world of psychic (/private) 
life and the outer world of culture and social relations 
(/causes)? And while John’s paper was an attempt 
to answer these questions from the position of 
psychoanalytic theory (that last question being most 
typically of psychoanalytic tendency!), the questions 
themselves are still perhaps important to consider in 
other theoretical articulations and innovations as well. 

There were also two plenary sessions pertaining 
to the Cultural Sociology Thematic Group: one 
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Culture and the Study of Social Identity 
 Gary Wickham, Sociology Program, Murdoch University, WA 

 

Abstract 

By declaring the social to be universal and timeless the formalised study of social identity 
– drawn mostly from sociology, social policy, social psychology, and cultural studies – 
ignores the fact that as a discrete domain the social has a definite a history. This paper 
argues, first, that modern social identity depends on the existence of the social as a 
separate domain of relative peace and freedom which emerged in early modern Europe 
– the civil-peace social. The paper then goes on to its main argument, that culture – as 
patterns of enculturation, or the formation of particular personae – can, by providing a 
distinction between culture and the social, help to clarify the way social identity actually 
works. In this way, the study of social identity needs to put more stress on the fact that 
for the civil-peace social to have emerged and to continue to flourish, the culture that 
produced unrestrained individuals and groups had (and still has) to be overcome in favour 
of the culture that produced (and continues to produce) more restrained persons as new 
moral personae. 

Introduction 

Sometime between the first (1996) and second (2004) editions of his influential text, Social Identity, Richard 
Jenkins had a eureka moment – the word “social”, he decided, does no significant work in the term “social 
identity”: 

While this second edition retains the book’s original title – marketing considerations will have their say – I 
prefer now, wherever possible, simply to talk about “identity”. If my argument in this book is correct, all 
human identities are by definition social identities. Identifying ourselves or others is a matter of meaning, 
and meaning always involves interaction ... To add the “social” in this context is therefore somewhat 
redundant (Jenkins 2004: 4). 

Is he right? Is the word “social” so dispensable? I think he’ right that there is a problem with the way the field 
conceives of “the social”, but wrong about the nature of that problem. The problem is not that the social is 
superfluous, it is that the field assumes that the “social” component of “social identity” is universal and timeless 
because it reflects the universal and timeless “natural” capacity of humans to reason towards “natural” moral 
ends. In other words, the word “social” is doing for Jenkins what it does so often in supposedly dedicated 
“socio” disciplines. By declaring the social to be universal and timeless these disciplines ignore the need to treat 
the social as a discrete domain that has a definite history. Only in this way can Jenkins get away with claiming 
that the universality and timelessness of this domain mean that the word “social” can be ditched. 

An alternative account of the social – the politico-legal account – pointedly rejects the idea that the social is a 
universal and timeless domain. Where the reason-morality account has its roots in the Christianised Aristotelian 
understanding of the perfectibility of human beings, the politico-legal picture of humans is much bleaker, being 
grounded in the understanding of sociality promoted by Epicurean and Stoic thinkers. By this understanding 
humans are dangerous creatures in need of great discipline. They have just enough reason to allow them to 
see that they need strong rule, but because their will far outweighs their reason, they certainly do not have 
enough to rule themselves by reason alone (see esp. Hunter 2001: 171-172). However important these roots 
may be, the politico-legal account of the social owes its greatest debt to the work of a number of early modern 
thinkers faced with the mayhem of religion-inspired civil wars, especially, Hobbes in England, dealing with the 
English Civil War and its aftermath, and Pufendorf and Thomasius in Germany, dealing with the Thirty Years 
War and its aftermath (see esp. Hobbes 1994; Hunter 2001; 2003; 2004; 2005; 2007; Hunter, Ahnert, and Grunert 
2007; Pufendorf 2003; Saunders 1997; 2002; Thomasius 2007). This account also owes a debt to slightly earlier 
thinkers, like Machiavelli in Italy, Bodin in France, and Grotius and Lipsius in the Netherlands (see esp. Bodin 
1962; Grotius 1925; Lipsius 2005; Machiavelli 1961).  For the politico-legal account, the social is a separate 
domain of relative safety and freedom for the majority of the population, and in this sense it is quite an 
achievement. It was first won, in the face of the aforementioned civil strife, in a very limited number of countries 
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– initially in England, France, Germany, and the Netherlands, though of course it has since spread to many other 
parts of the world. The type of safety and freedom involved can be defined straightforwardly as that which 
allows individuals to pursue their own goals with statistically little chance (compared to other eras or to other 
places) of their being physically harmed by other individuals as they do so. In line with this I should add that the 
terms “safety” and “freedom” are used here in a historical manner. I am not suggesting that some universal and 
timeless standards of safety and freedom are possible. In this way, consideration should be given, for instance, 
to the careful way in which Pufendorf refused the idea that freedom is a natural right accompanying humans” 
reason and instead allowed it to have an empirical status only as a product of subjects” (or citizens”) recognition 
of a superior, a superior charged with creating and enforcing social peace (see esp. Hunter 2003; for historical 
accounts of other types of freedom, see also Pocock 1975; 1987; Skinner 1998). 

As a separate domain, the social was forged by the tense relation that developed between politics and law, a 
relation that soon included the state, as a product of the tension, particularly around the notion of sovereignty. 
For this account, morality is not natural at all but is made up of a series of historical conventions, only some of 
which are conducive to the peaceful interaction of individuals and groups. For this account, the more dangerous 
side of morality – by which humans are divided into warring factions in line with competing visions of the “true” 
moral life – had to be contained. This is where culture proved so important to the formation of social identity, 
in the sense of an identity necessary for civil peace. The culture of strongly willful and only partially-reasoning 
personae was overcome in favour of the culture that produced more restrained personae. 

I have been promoting the politico-legal account as a serious rival to the reason-morality behemoth in various 
places over the past few years (Wickham 2006a; 2006b; 2007; 2008a; 2008b; 2008c; 2008d; 2010; Wickham and 
Evers 2010; Wickham and Freemantle 2008), but this is not my main goal here. Instead I wish to focus on the 
crucial role of culture in the formation of social identity. I shall divide what follows into two sections. In the first 
I shall sketch some approaches to social identity from within the four main disciplines that comprise the bulk of 
the social identity literature (sociology, social policy, social psychology, and cultural studies). My aim here will be 
to show the way they rely on the reason-morality account of the social. In the second section I shall show how a 
very particular definition of culture – as patterns of enculturation, or the formation of particular personae – can, 
by providing a distinction between culture and the social, help to clarify the way social identity actually works. 

Some problems with approaches to social identity within the field’s four main disciplines 

While the “identity” component of the term is most often pluralized in the literature, and thereby allowed to 
come in many shapes and sizes – Jenkins” introductory shortlist of different types of social identity includes: 
youth identity, financial status identity, official national identity (such as that enforced by passports), race 
identity, old-age identity, sexuality identity, gender identity, and religion identity (Jenkins 2004: 1-3) – the social 
remains the same timeless and universal combination of reason and morality it has supposedly always been. 

In Taylor and Spencer”s edited collection, Social Identities: Multidisciplinary Approaches (2004), essays are 
offered on many different types of identity – class identity, gender identity, sexuality identity, race identity, 
English character, European character, pagan identity, media identity, ethic identity, music identity, and even 
cyber identity. The focus, however, remains entirely on identity, not a word is uttered on social and no means 
are offered to help the reader understand why these types of identity are social. The adjective “social” is left 
undisturbed as the guardian of the reason-morality status quo. 

Of course the Jenkins text and that of Taylor and Spencer are both from the sociology/social policy end of 
the literature. But this turns out to make little difference. The situation is the same, albeit with interesting 
twists, when we turn to texts from social psychology and cultural studies. Stephen Worchel and his co-editors 
provide a good guide to what social psychology has to offer in their Social Identity: International Perspectives 
(1998). Worchel et al. situate their effort generally within the philosophical tradition founded on the Socratic/
Platonic exhortation to “Know Thyself”, but more particularly within the much more recent social psychology 
tradition concerned to build and test theories, in the hypothetico-deductive sense of the term (Worchel et al. 
1998: xvii-xviii). They locate three groupings of such theories at work within their discipline, one exploring how 
humans perceive others, a second exploring how humans perceive themselves, and a third, with which they are 
most interested, which seeks to extend the range of the other two to include such factors as “influence, group 
polarization, collective behaviour, the impact of minorities, prejudice, stereotypes and leadership” (Worchel 
et al. 1998: xviii). They are remarkably upfront about their commitment to the driving themes of the reason-
morality approach – the universality and timelessness of human reason and morality: “the social identity 
framework provides a common language that eclipses geographical, political and cultural borders” (Worchel et 
al. 1998: xix). 

The story is the same in other social psychology texts that deal with social identity. Theories, as hypotheses 
constructed on the basis of the results of previous experiments and observations, are offered about particular 
behavioural characteristics (prejudice, etc.), existing in particular places at particular times, and then 
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tested through experiment to determine the extent to which the characteristics studied do indeed “eclipse 
geographical, political and cultural borders”, and so pass muster as types of reason-morality social identity (see, 
for example, Abrams and Hogg 1990; Capozza and Brown 2000; Ellemers, Spears, and Doosje 1999; each one has 
the term “social identity” in its title). 

Probably the most significant text from the discipline of cultural studies is Questions of Cultural Identity, 
edited by Stuart Hall and Paul du Gay (1996). It tackles the object “cultural identity” by drawing on a variety of 
philosophical, theoretical, and political positions, most of which are captured in Hall”s introductory essay (Hall 
1996). Hall takes cultural identity to include philosophical elements (provided to Hall in this case mostly by 
Derrida), psychoanalytic elements (Freud), political elements (Laclau), ideological elements (Althusser), historical 
elements (Foucault), and feminist elements (Butler). But one thing his essay does not do is to specify what is 
cultural about cultural identity and how it is different from social identity. The book, with the exception of the 
Foucaultian contribution of Nikolas Rose (1996), is not concerned to mark a special ground for either culture or 
the social. The editors and the authors involved seem content to have the social and culture work alongside one 
another in affirming the timelessness and universality of reason and morality as the guiding forces of human 
existence (though it is worth noting that in later work du Gay has moved well away from this position, to one 
much closer to the one I am advocating here; see esp. du Gay 2007). 

The existing social identity literature, then, does not come close to drawing the firm distinction between the 
social and culture that I think is needed for the “social” in “social identity” to have the force it should have. 

Culture as a vital component of the study of social identity 

In seeking to further develop in this section the argument that, as modern social identity depends on the 
existence of the civil-peace social, as a separate domain of relative peace and freedom, the study of social 
identity needs to put more stress on the fact that for the civil-peace social to have emerged and to continue to 
flourish, the culture that produced unrestrained individuals and groups had (and still has) to be overcome in 
favour of the culture that produced (and continues to produce) more restrained persons as new moral personae. 
All I have room to do here is to provide some illustrations of each of these two types of culture as they produce 
these two types of personae (the illustrations are drawn from Wickham and Evers 2010). 

As an illustration of the type of culture that had to be overcome consider Norman Cohn”s account of the 
operation of a culture of shocking violence in Western Europe between 1096 to 1146, when Pope Urban II was 
raising armies for his Crusades. The economic conditions of the poor were extremely harsh, except for a few 
good seasons when high agricultural yields coincided with a shortage of labour. Cohn describes grinding poverty 
and hunger and a desperation to seek deliverance to a better existence via an apocalyptic transformation. In this 
setting the poor were very receptive to the charisma of itinerant figures claiming to be the resurrected Christ, 
or Charlemagne, or Frederick, or some other such leader. More than this, or rather as an extension of it, the 
poor were extremely bloodthirsty. Cohn”s picture of the actual conduct of the types of personae formed by this 
culture, as the crusaders journeyed across Europe towards the Holy Land (Cohn 1970: 61-88) suggests that the 
level of restraint that is so vital to the operation of the modern civil-peace social was barely present in the poor 
army, if it was present at all. They were like a giant mob, following various charismatic leaders and, especially, 
their own lust for blood (the charismatic leaders usually leading the way in this, too, which was part and parcel 
of their charisma). Especially pertinent in this regard is Cohn”s account of the conviction by members of this 
poor army that they would not be as ready as God wished them to be to slaughter Muslims in the Holy Land if 
they did not kill as many Jews as possible as they trekked across Europe; as such, they actively sought out and 
destroyed the Jewish population of each town they passed (Cohn 1970: 74-80). 

As one illustration of the type of culture that produced the personae necessary for the rise and maintenance 
of the civil-peace social, consider the achievement of the sixteenth century Dutch reformer, Justus Lipsius, 
mentioned in the introduction. He sought to teach people how to do more than just survive when cast into a 
sea of deadly violence. The Dutch revolt against Spain in the middle of the sixteenth century was a religious war 
of particular savagery. Witnessing it, Lipsius became convinced that the ancient Greek philosophy of Plato and 
Aristotle was useless. He turned instead to the more practical works of some Roman stoics, particularly Seneca 
and Epictetus, which he used to build a secular political ethics for his country”s civil servants, merchants, 
and military officers (Oestreich 1982: 5-9, 14-15, 31). Of great interest to my project is his triad of conceptual 
categories, constantia, patientia, and firmitas (constancy, patience, and firmness), well captured in his best 
known book, De Constantia, first published in 1584 (Lipsius 2005). This book is offered as dialogue between 
the author, fleeing the religious violence destroying his home town of Louvain, and a wise friend, well schooled 
in the Stoic doctrines. The friend allows the character Lipsius to put forth his proposed course of action and 
corrects his errors of thinking at every turn, instructing him in how to use his limited reasoning capacity 
towards the goal of constancy and patience (such that he will become less of a slave to his own emotions). The 
firmness adds the steel, to make up what Lipsius, the author, proposed as the ideal person for a better country: 
one “who acts according to reason, is answerable to himself, controls his emotions, and is ready to fight”. 
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This “neo-Stoic man of constancy was … his contribution to the Dutch achievement of producing personnel 
for military, juridical and administrative offices, men equipped to set aside their religious beliefs in order to 
perform official functions for the State” (Saunders 1997: 87). 

As another such illustration, consider the work of Christian Thomasius (also mentioned earlier). Thomasius, too, 
relied on a triad of conceptual categories. Where Lipsius had used constantia, patentia, and firmitas, Thomasius 
used honestum, decorum, and justum. There is a considerable degree of overlap between what the two thinkers 
were attempting to do, albeit in different countries and over a century apart. In forging his triad, Thomasius was 
especially keen “to insulate law and manners from the devastation that religious conscience and moral absolutes 
had wreaked when pursued into reality” (Saunders 1997: 92). Of the three concepts involved, decorum is of most 
interest to my present concerns. “Decorum governed actions in accordance with norms of civility and peaceful 
sociability, a prudent middle way between religion and law”. In Thomasius” hands, decorum was a step towards 
“a definite new ordering of life” (Saunders 1997: 66). As a dedicated reformer in education, as well as in law and 
church-state relations, 

Thomasius insisted that decorum form part of a practical curriculum. In setting up the new Law Faculty at Halle, 
the first non-confessional university in Germany, he was determined to remove theology from its dominant 
role, complaining that it produced lawyers who ““are useful for nothing; who are a burden on themselves and 
others ... who trample all reason under foot and with an irrational so-called conscience torment themselves and 
others”” (Saunders 1997: 96, quoting Thomasius). 

Conclusion 

I trust that these illustrations go at least some way, in such a short paper, towards establishing my central 
point about the importance of culture to the formation of types of social identity necessary for civil-peace, 
whereby the culture of strongly willful and only partially-reasoning personae was overcome (and must continue 
to be overcome) in favour of the culture that produced (and produces) more restrained personae, who allow, 
construct, and maintain civil peace. 

 

*The author acknowledges the support of a grant from the Murdoch University Social Sciences and Humanities 
Internal Research Grant Scheme. 
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facilitates. As young children, women are primarily 
dressed, socialised into clothing and taught elements 
of femininity by their mothers, for most women this 
persists into adult life (Woodward, 2007, p. 102). 
This means that clothing is linked physically and 
psychically to her mother from the early years of 
life. In examining this relationship, my thesis seeks 
to produce a comprehensive understanding of how 
clothing mediates this relationship. 

Cultural Sociology 
Group Member wins Best 
Paper Award in Journal 
of Sociology
At the recent TASA conference in Sydney it was 
announced that Brad West (University of Bristol) had 
won the bi-annual Best Paper Award in the Journal of 
Sociology for his article “Collective memory and crisis: 
The 2002 Bali bombing, national heroic archetypes and 
the counter-narrative of cosmopolitan nationalism” 
(December 2008). Examining Australian newspaper 
reporting in the aftermath of the  bombing the study 
engages with a recent research theme in cultural 
sociology, rethinking traditional ritual conceptions 
of crisis to account for contingency and agency. 
However, it argues that the role of collective memory 
in this process has been under appreciated, which in 
part is due to it being conceived as the way we recall 
the past rather than in Geertzian terms as the past 
providing a cultural ‘model for’ acting in the present.  
With Australian footballers among the casualties in 
the terrorist attack, the traditional heroic figure of the 
Australian sportsman was widely used as a symbolic 
frame through which journalists, politicians and 
social commentators rationalized national suffering. 
Initially this resulted in the promotion of an insular 
Australian nationalism, inflaming public hostility 
towards Indonesia about the treatment of Australia’s 
dead and injured. A counter-narrative of the attack 
emerged with the media eyewitness focus moving to 
more general and alternative Australian tourists who 
remained in Bali in the week following the terrorist 
act, and who participated in joint commemorative 
activities with local Balinese. In this media discourse 
Australian victims became mythologically aligned 
with the Australian heroic figure of the First World 
War Anzac soldier which in recent years has been 
reimagined with reference to the cultural logics 
of contemporary global travel and post-Fordist 
consumption. Keying the bombing into this collective 
memory allowed for the emergence of a more 
cosmopolitan nationalism that legitimized a return to 
everyday activities and for the development of closer 
diplomatic ties with Indonesia.

Postgraduate Student 
Profile: Sally Hawkins 
(Hourigan à venir)

Supervisors: Dr Ian Woodward and Dr Margaret Gibson

Institution: Griffith University, Nathan

Research interests: Material culture; cultural 
sociology; fashion theory; sociological approaches 
to relationships; Kleinian psychoanalysis; qualitative 
methodologies.

Working PhD title: Clothing and the mother-daughter 
relationship: a qualitative study of material culture 

Stage of PhD: Within first year and rapidly 
approaching confirmation

PhD synopsis: My doctoral research explores the 
negotiation of the mother-daughter relationship 
through clothing as a form of material culture. 
Material culture is a large part of our daily life. 
Material objects have been found to change culture 
(Dittmar 1992; Csikszentmihalyi & Rochberg-Halton, 
1981), act as social reminders of events, help people 
make statements about themselves (Douglas & 
Isherwood 1979), including membership to a subgroup 
(Hebdige 1979), and to stand as symbols of fashion 
and style (Dittmar 1992). Given the theoretical link 
that objects have to social life and the materiality of 
the social world, the importance and power of material 
objects is highlighted in this study by examining 
material culture as the central object of enquiry. My 
doctoral dissertation focuses on the negotiation of 
corporeal relationships through material culture. 
In order to achieve this, the adult mother-daughter 
relationship will be explored in terms of how it is 
negotiated through clothing. The mother-daughter 
relationship provides a highly relevant context to 
explore the dimensions of negotiation that clothing 
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Book Review: Trauma, 
media, art: new 
perspectives (2010)
Edited by Mark Broderick and Antonio Traverso. 
Cambridge Scholars Publishing, Newcastle

 ISBN13: 978-1-4438-2283-1, ISBN: 1-4438-2283-3 

Disclaimer: The author of this review also contributes 
an essay to the collection. 

The increased academic popularity of trauma studies 
– a corollary of a century dubbed the ‘trauma century’ 
– surged anew in the aftermath of the attacks of 9/11. 
However, this similarly reinvigorated two seemingly 
opposite criticisms of the interdisciplinary field: its 
perceived Euro-American bias and the extension of 
the concept’s parameters to include mass media 
consumers as trauma victims – and if trauma could 
be extended to all then the concept was no longer 
meaningful for any. These criticisms have led to calls 
for greater consideration of global disasters as well 
as a reconsideration of the field’s definitions and 
parameters. Broderick and Traverso’s collection, which 
originated in the Interrogating Trauma conference 
held jointly at Murdoch and Curtin universities in 
Perth in 2008, explicitly responds to these critical 
concerns. The collection firstly seeks to redress the 
field’s perceived Euro-American imbalance through 
essays exploring a diverse, international set of artistic 

and media representations of the experience of 
trauma, including memorials, literature, visual art, 
news media and cinema. The essays generally examine 
what are by no means mutually exclusive issues in the 
field; notions of memory and forgetting, articulation 
and silence(s). In so doing, they explore the many 
issues involved in their production, transmission 
and reception. Ultimately, the various authors, in 
grappling with issues most poignantly identified by 
Stephen Goddard in his examination of the virtues 
(or otherwise) of ‘testimonies’ to trauma – that is, do 
they (re-)traumatise victims , interviewer-researchers, 
audiences or succeeding generations – attest to the 
responsibility to witness-tell and the responsibility to 
witness-listen. Trauma, Media, Art also exemplifies 
the recent ethical turn in the field and its theoretical 
extension beyond its psychoanalytic foundations, 
towards empathy and engagement with and for the 
other. The collection equally exemplifies the recent 
move away from national preoccupations, both 
outwards to the transnational (which is even part 
of recent re-considerations of 9/11) and inwards 
to the personal, in an attempt to extend, counter 
and disrupt dominant narratives of trauma. One 
particularly topical essay, though admittedly one 
never quite apart from Australia’s cultural zeitgeist, 
concerns Deb Waterhouse-Watson’s analysis of 
media commentary following various sexual assault 
allegations made against professional footballers. 
Waterhouse-Watson despairingly but unsurprisingly 
concludes that narrative and grammar were used in 
media commentary to deflect blame away from the 
footballers, and blame the complainant or discount 
her testimony. Broderick and Traverso’s collection 
concludes with appendices of the Interrogating 
Trauma conference’s film program and art exhibition, 
both of which extend the collection’s transnational, 
local and personal concerns. Trauma, Media, Art: New 
Perspectives makes a worthwhile addition to this ever-
growing field. The collection not only demonstrates 
trauma studies’ diverse, interdisciplinary nature 
but articulates the import and value of textual 
representations of trauma for victims, producers 
and audiences alike. All the while, the essays’ typical 
concern with empathy and responsibility afford the 
potential to influence theory and praxis.    

Glen Donnar teaches in the School of Media and 
Communication at RMIT and is completing his PhD 
on representations of masculinity in contemporary 
American cinema.   
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Interested in getting involved?

The Cultural Sociology thematic group 
is active in a number of areas, and 
we are always looking for input and 
contributions from members or anyone 
else interested in the field.

Media experts

TASA is often contacted by the media 
when they are looking for comment 
on current issues, and are looking to 
devolve some of the responsibility for 
this to the thematic groups. If you are 
interested in putting your name forward 
as an expert in your field, please email 
us with your contact details and areas 
of expertise so we can put you in touch 
with the people that want to hear what 
you have to say.

Contribute to the newsletter

We are interested in any content 
that members would like to provide. 
Reviews of books, events, movies or 
any other cultural items, interviews, 
calls for papers, information about 
upcoming conferences or workshops, or 
new book releases are all welcome. In 
particular, we would like to encourage 
postgraduate students—at any stage of 
their studies—to contribute a piece for 
the newsletter. We are also interested 
in doing profiles on up and coming 
academics and their work, so if you are 
interested in a bit of free publicity let us 
know.

Become a member

The Cultural Sociology thematic group is 
open to anyone who feels their research 
interests lie in this area, and we are 
always looking for new members. As 
Brad West said in an early issue, this 
has always been one of the most active 
thematic groups and we would like to 
keep it that way.

Book of note: Globalization: 
A Reader (2010)
Edited by Charles Lemert, Anthony Elliott, Daniel Chaffee, Eric 
Hsu, Routledge, 

ISBN: 978-0-415-46478-9

Expected to become a classic in the field and the classroom 
standard for teachers and their students, Globalization: A 
Reader offers the most comprehensive, engaging selection of 
classic and contemporary readings on globalization currently 
available. Here, for the first time in print, is the full historical 
story of globalization - drawn from original sources, explained 
by accessible introductions and biographical commentaries, 
and clearly organized as a comprehensive teaching text to 
guide students through the ins and outs of globalization. With 
astonishing social, political and historical depth, the book ranges 
from the Babylonian and Persian empires in Mesopotamia to 
the global electronic economy of the 21st century, from ancient 
Greece and imperial Rome to transformations in contemporary 
state power and global inequalities. From Kenichi Ohmae to 
Al Gore, from Osama bin Laden to Timothy Garton-Ash, from 
Amartya Sen to Abdou Maliq Simone: this is a dazzling collection 
of the most important academic and public statements on 
globalization. Throughout, the Editors expertly guide the reader 
through the complex 
terrain of globalization 
- its engaging histories, 
its transnational 
economies, its 
multiple cultures and 
cosmopolitan politics.

Left: TASA 2010 Plenary 
6: Complexities of 
Globalization: Its histories 
and futures (from L-R): Eric 
Hsu, John Cash and John 
Lechte (image courtesy of 
Nicola Pitt)


