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SUBJECTIVITY AND IDENTITY

Identity is not s transparent or unproblemaric as we think, Perhaps imseead of
thinking of wenoey as an already sccomplished face, which the new culineal
pracrives then reprosent. wy should think. Instead, of identey as a0 production’,
which s never vcomplere, alwavs in praocess, and alwavs constituted  within,
not ourside, representanion. This view problemanses the very autherity and
authenticity to which the rerm, “cultaral ideneiey™ Lavs Clains.

SHall 1990, 223

The knenving selt s paroal v all iis gueses, never nished, whole, simply there
and ongmal; o alwavs constructed and sneched rogether imperfectiv. and
therefore able to o with another. to see together without Jaiming 1o he
another.

Haraway 1991h: 193:

‘Hey, vou there!

In his classic and intlhienoal essav, 00 Jdeology and [dealogcal Seare Appararases.,
Notes Towards an Invesngation,” French Marxise philosopher, Louis Althusser
theonzes the process of dentthication through which individuals become “knowing
subjects” Althusser 19700 A knowmg subyect” i an individual conceved of as o
soveteipi. ratanal and unthed cousciousiicss, i contero) of Linguags aad meaning. 1o
the *I' that thinks and speaks and 1« the apparent author of meamng. This s the theory
uf the subject that is usually assumied i commuonsense discourses. Althusser describes
anevervday sitation i which o indivndual s walking dow i the sereet amd hears

pobice otticer or other vorce call our *Hevoviu chere!?” Almose alwavs, Althusser suggeses,




Narratives of Difference and Belonging.

Freedon, Chris. Culture and Tdentite

Berkshire, | GBR: MeGrawH il Education. 2004 p 6.

Atrp

ceostteghrary.com.esproay. b edhe b whmain Doc?id— 101732 384ppg— 1~

@ | 1wy anp cotTuee

the hailed mdivrdoal will turn around. Inthe process s he becomes asubject, Mlihusser

communts on the reasans for this, suggesting that it oceurs:

Bevause he “or she| has recognesed the had was really addressed to bim “or her'.
and that e was really him "o her) whoowas haled” no someone elast. Experionee
shinvs that the practical elecommunication of hailings s soch that they haedly
cvir ntiss their woman or man: wrbal call or whistle, che one hailed alwavs
recognises thar it s really hame o her - whaos bemg hatled. And ver s b sirange
phenomenon, and anc which cannot be explained solely by tguilc feclings, despite
the Lirge numbers who “have something on thaer consctences.”

“Althusser 1971 16 ¥

Faced by this “seraoge phenemenon’™. Althusser theorizes the process of haling, that
s, the process of the constitunion of the individual as subeer witlin language and
weology, as fundamental to human socienes. In Althusser™s theorization, the process
of recognition by the mdividual of herself or himself as the one addeessed I the call
to recogmtion srterpellares the mdividual as o subyecr within wdeology, The individaal
1% hailed. and responds with an wdenohvauon through which she v a4 subject na
double sense, S'he becomes both the agent of the weology in question and subicored
to e This process of denthcation. Althusser argoes, inserts individoals o ideolo-
eies and sdeological praciwes that, when they work well, are bived asoaf they were
obvious and patural. In Althusser’s theorizanon, a range of what he rerms *Ideological
State Apparatises’ such as rehigmon, educanon, the fanndy, the Lewg polines, codrure and
the media produce the wdeologies wirhim which we assume sdencities and become
subyjedes.

Identities mav be sociadlv, culturally and insotetionally assigned. as e the case. for
mstance. of gender or atizenship, where stare institutions, avil socery and social
and colaral practices produce the discourses within which gendered subjectiviry and
atizens are constitured. Often they solidr active idenoficanon on the part of the
subject so detined. For example, forme of dress and many children's games are
marketed as gender speahe and encourage nermative gender Wdenotication and
behavionur. In the case of viezenship, an claborate burcancracy mamiors apd allocares
the muarkers of atizenship, for example, birth certhcares, passperes and clecroral
registers. Nanonal anthems, sung ac official state oceasions and ar culwaral and spors
cvents, seck toorecrnt subjeces, drawing on emonanal as well as ranonal forms of
wWentibication i erder to meerpellate mdivedoals as aozens of a particular nanon, In
the cases of barh gender and national idenaey, 1 wide range of soval practices come
into play m recruinmg subjects ro wdentify wich the sdentitios on offer, The meaning of a4
particular soaal practice, for example. the smging of a natiowal anchem, is, however.
never bxed. I will change accordimg to the context in which 1t s used.

Ferms of iwdemtity are often internalized by the mdividual who takes them on, This
provess can be theanzed in wems of what Judith Burler has called “performativies”,

This refers o the repeated assumption of wennities i the course of daily hfe. Butler.
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whe concentrates on the example of gender, argues thae “there is 0o gender idenniey
behid the expressions of gender .. Identiey is performatively vonsnuted by the very
“expresstons” that are said 1o be ds resuled SBucder (9900 2450 Thas, for ecample.
fernumme idenney, manifest i dress wavs of walkimg and behaving. does nat give rise to
this feminmity bat s the product of 1t acquired by performing discourses of
Fempmmty thatr constitute the mdnvadual as a feminine subyect. Whereas comumon sense
suggzests that femininiry and mascaimity are natural, i this mode of chesrizanon they
are cudtarally acguired through repeinon. In Butler's Linguage. this “performanyiry
must be understord not as a smgolar or deliberate “act”™. bur, rather, as the rarerarive
and ciratsnnal practice by which discourse produces the effecrs that i names™ (1993 23
Asindividuals mserted within specitiv Jdiscourses, we repeatedly perform modes of
subjectivary and whentiey untl these are expenienced as if they were secend nature.
W here they are successtully mrernahzed. they become parr of Iived subjectivies, Where
thin dovs not occar, they may become the basis for dis-identihcanion ar counter-
idennibications which mvolve . rcpection of hegemonic identiny norms,

Orther adentities rely explicitly on actuve processes of idenohoation. for example
membership of a club or religion, and may involve 1 consgious counter-identihcanon
againat mstrunonally and socially assigned idennties, and the meamogs and values
that thoey ate seen to represeni. An example of this would be gav and lesban hirms
of wWentiey that mobilize common signs and svmbals o sty difference from a
heterosexual norm. Idenney s made visible and ineelhgible to ochers through cultueal
sgiis, symbols and pracrices. This can be seen most obvioush i the case of gender
identity, where cultural codes of the bodyv, dress and behaviour signify gender.
Disgaurses of gender help shape the materialinn of both female and male bodies,
theaugh, for example. differeneial gender roles. phivacal education and work, Yet these
same codes van abo be used to subvert hegemonic meanmgs, asan the case of Queer
appropriations of the signibiers of heterosesuality. The visual dimensions of idennities
are often pronounced. as, for example, i che case of sub-cultural groups such as the
wide range of Western vouth cultures from teddy boyvs through punks b Goths, seen in
the West sinee the 19306 Religrous adentines, wo, are ufeen marked by dress and
hairsevle as i the case of Chastan or Buddhise nuns, monks and pricas, Musime,
Sikhs and Rastabarians,

In Althusserian theory, as i the Lacaman pavchoanalvoe theory of the subject an
which it draws. identitication i cenreal 1o che mechanisms chrough which mdiaiduals
hevome knuwing subjeers. Yer the wide range of identtes availabie ina sectery and the
tedes of subjectiviey that go with them are o epen o all people at all omes. They are
often restricied 1o speatic groups, waally on the basis of discourses of cJass, gender
and races thar are exclusnee ro and policed by the groups in question, Non-recogiieon
and pon-identification leaves the mdividual inan abject ~tace of non-subjectviey and
lack oof ageney. Ar best the individual coneerned must fall back on subyect positions
other than the ones 1o wlich < he s dened aceess, Tome Morrisong i her nonel P

Bliest Exve, tor example, vividly desenibes a scene inowhich the poor, Black chuld.
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Pecala goes o buy sweees from che Tocal store and comes up agunst a racism thae

duenies her aveess even to the position of 1 shared hunamiey:

She pulls off her shoe and tikes out theee pemmies. The gray head of M
Yacobowsks bsoms up over the counter. He urges his eves out of his thoughts 1o
encownter wr Blue vvess Blear-dropped. Slowly, like Indian summer novIng
imperceptbly rowards fall, he laoks towards her, Somewhere berween reting and
obiect, between vision and view, his eves draw back, hesicate and Bover, At some
Axed pomt i ame and space he senses that he need not waste the effort of a
glance. He dous not see her, becanse for bim there s nothing o see, How can a
fhfv-rwo-year-old white imnngrant store keeper with the taste of patatoes and
beer in his mouth, his mind honed on the dioc-eved Virgin Marv, his sensibilites
Blunred by a permanent swareness of loss, seea liede black girl* Nothing i his i
even suggested thar the fear was possible, not to sav desirable or neces sy,
Morrson 195]: 47

Mutuadl recogniion berween I and other has been 4 feature of theories of
subjectvie, In ISO™, Hegel argued in the Phenonenoleuy of AMund that the Other s

vawenti to the realizanon of self-conscroneaess Hegel 19715 153 78 This ides fed
dircatly mns twemticth-century phenomenslogical and existentialise approaches to the
individual identies and subjecovies, which also mfarm commonserise ASSUTIPTIOS
about the ~elt.

I cammonsense divcourse. peaple tend o assume that they are “kinowing subyers',
that is sovereign mdividuals, whose lives are governed by free wall, reason, know ledge.
expertence and, tooa lesser degrees entotion. Thev are subjects whe, i Althusser’s
terms, work by themselves, Ao soveraign. knowing subjects, they use Lunguage o
express meaning, They acqurre the knew ledge that they convey m Linguage fram their
soctalization, education and expericnee of lite. The assumptions that they hold abour
themiselves as bully consciows, knowmg, intencional sulyjecrs derve from Enhghtenment
ideas of rationality. combimed with aspects of & humanism that provifege the indi-
vidual, consaiousness, Linguage and Tved experience over theories swhich ground che
essenve of the human e biology amd natural scienee or in soctl structures such as
class. In humanist thought the subject and subjectvity are assumed o be unibed and
rationat and the subject iy governed by reason and Free will, which mIve it agency.

Humanismos a powerful discourse which, when hiked to discourses of humap righrs
and equality, can serve as a postove basis for g tolerant and Carmg socicer. e
discourse based onan assumed sameness in which all human bomgs share a commean
humanirs. with specitic needs and righes. The Umted Nations, for cxample, aspires to
the humanit goal of universal human nghts for all Stires that seek to resise chis
discourse tend o deny the anmiver<ality of the nghes in question and argue that they are
culturally speciic. Yer. when i comes to understandimg how subyectivary aond idenny
work - societies Fracrured by power rebations uf Jass. gender, sesual, racial and

cthnic privileee and disadvantage, the theareneal basis on which hunnuzism prounds
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e ASPITATIONS LaNA 13 i pru[\h‘lll;ltizdticln, There s mure w the consnrution of
sulyectivines and dentities than humanism is readily able v theorze, In drawing on
other theones we necessanly both think and act as kinowing subieces, and, ar the ~ame
time, need o stand back from this postion m order to question our assumptions and
toanalvse how subjectivities and wdentioes are socally constituted i wavs that serve

paroicular meerests, even while they may appear or be lived as obvions ad narural,

Subjectivity and the subject

Subjectiviey and the subject are crucal wrms in <ol and culural theory. Culraral
stches, hlnr and media stadies and hrerary studies all deaw on g range of compueting
theories of subjectvity and idenuey, vanously derived Foom homamsm, Marsiam,
pyyvhoanalysis poststructuralism and fenmmsm, Nanous political, philosophical and
cultural movenents have chalienged Enlicheenment and hunuinist ideas of subjectivary,
If the seventeenth centarv in the West is often seen as the age of reason and the
saentific revolutan, in the Lie cighteenth and carly sineteenth contusios, romantivism.
renstated the centraliny of emonen and sensibility, In o radieally different vein,
Marxisin, which developed from the 15400 amwards, constiruted one of the most
mportant challenges to the sovereign rational subect and towards the end of the
nimcteenth century Freud developad his mtloential cringue of the ranonal sulyect. His
psvehoanalvric theares of the unconsaious have ramained profoundly mttucnrial up ro
the present dav. Hoaw, then, mighe these and more recent posestructuralist thearies of
the subjecr, language, meaning and power help us undersrand subjectivity and idenniry

Diitferent theorencal approaches to subjecovity and wdentiey will produce differeny
types of analysisand forms of knowledize, This raises the question of how 1o cdoose
berween theoreacal approaches. Tradiconally, proponents of partivular theories e
appealed to science and truch to penty the validity of the theory i guestion. lar
example. Marsists have otten daimed the sciennibe status of historical macersalism and
Frewd attempted 1o dothe psschoanalvsis in the Linguage of saence, More recently,
postmodern theory, particularly the work of Jean-Frangos Lyatard. has questioned the
truh starus of universalizang theories that claim co explain socreties amd the process of
history. Lyvotard 1984 calls such thearies “metanarratives” and suggests el chev are
never universal bur merely one uinong many compermg narranves, In the light oof such
entiques. theory effectively becomes 1 tool kit that otfers different wavs of analvsing
and thenrizing socnl and cuitueal pheromena and pracoces, According to chis logic,
the theary thar one chooses will be that which has the most explanatory power
relanon e the questions thar one wishes to underst and, Imporant. too, e choosng
theories are the <ol and political impheations of the tvpe of knowledge produced.
For example, Twould argue that i necessary 1o have 1 theory of the unconscious in
order to understand the irrarional dintensions of ragism., sextan and himophebra, The

most developed theory of the unconseions s Freudian, ver this nught nor be the mose
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productive approach to understanding irranonal hatred of others, wivent ity relidnee on
the tear of casrranon and on the Owdipal complex as they relate e the acquisinion of
subjecovity. While pavchoanadysia's positing of 2 split subeet based on lack and of the
uncenscious ralses guestions thae are argnably ceneral 1o understanding sabjectiviy
and adenary, Freudian pachoanalysis ieself remains 1 cheory thae explams these things
i terms of unrversal drves and dheir repressed sexual desires. Mavbe we need 3 mory
historicadly and culturally speciic theory of the unconscions that docs ot ground
hunsan behaviour solely m Freudian drives.

The guestions with which this book is primarily concerned are hsy different forims
of cultural narrative and cubtural practice historical, political, hettonal and visual
work ta consttate subjecoviny and identity for the mdividuals who engage with them.
[e s turther concerned with hose coltorad pracrices can offer new forme of wdencicy and
aEeney and serve as wavs of subvertmg and negotiaomg dommant forms of wleneity, In
analvsing how cultural marratives work, the book 1 primarily converned with the
social power relations that seructure the subrect positions and formes of denniey it play,
Wihile these inchude cass, gender and sexuality, the book s m.ajor focus i on the
mobilizanon of forms of et identicy mosocicties sl poverved by raciom, T wane to
reeurn now to some of the theorencal approaches to subyecoviey and ilentiny that may

prove useful in this project.

Class, ideology, identity

Class renuams 1 key igredient of subjectiviey and wdentity, It people often do nor
positively acknowledge the sodal class to which socal theories assgn them, they wer-
vmly know the chisses with which they do nor wenofy, Whereas in the twenrieth
century the Labour Maovement in the UK and other industrial socictios appealed to
“elass” as if it were something obvious, identifiable and rhe seurce of positive forms of
wdentiey, i contemporary soviery such appeals have become less convimemg. by caltural
analysis i recenr vears, duass has become the poor relacion of aender, sexualiny, race
aid ethnicity, This is nor unrelaed o broader social changes dhat range from the
demise and discrediting of socialisim in Eastern Furape to the dechine of explicitly
dasasbased polities, [n Briram, for example, rewent decades hase seen o fading of
traditional forms of class adenoey and the rise in g ramee of discourses and soanal
pracoces of the wdea ot o dassless” socwety. This has become ceneral to CONMTVATIVG
polincal thetoric, popular culture, the Leisure industries and  the expansion of
consumerisim. Few peaple i Britun wday wentify with raditional versions of s
politics, though these stll hasve 1 home in more left-wing rrade unions and in far-lefr
pohtical srganiyanons,

Deapite the demise of dlass as s dearly aroculaced form of wleneiey, it «till has
imporeant thearetical purchase as 0 way of conceptualizing ~ocnal relatons thar can

lead 1o an underseanding of mequalities within sociery. One of the questions that we
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need toask of parncular forms of identiey is Bow they relate o the reproduction of
ceonemiv und social mequalities, Class signities differences thar imply meguabities thae
can be varioushy understood as secessary ad inevitable or socnal and undesicable;
cither way cliss remains & highly pobricized comcept. Maoreover. class a0 4 form of
rdentiey i stall sigmiicant in many social contexts e shapes, for example, the meanigs
given o partcular wavs of speaking and dressine. o exdlusive forms of cducation,
culrural pursuit, and the membersdup of partcalar orgamizanons and cubs. It also
attects the wavs m which imdividuals interact warh one anather.

Ideas abour class are an mportant aspect of aommon sense as well as social and
pubucal theory. Commonsense assumprinns teod o identity dlass wich particular Wways
of hving to which individuals are born or naturally suited. For example, popular
notions of organic working-class life, in whivh ardinaes people are the salt of the carrh,
remain popadar in Britsh telovision woap operas and cinema and are argiably as strong
1 commonsense sumptions about the natural Cclaw’ of the aristocracy, Com-
monsense notios ol clas tend 1o focus on e caltaral dimessions, for esample.
whether people speak wih class-speatic regional avcents or use received proming-
anem. or what they do i their leisure time, racher than emplusizing the wavs in which
cass iy hrmby grounded mocconemic and educational relazons of difference and
incquabiee Irois Marxist theories of class that have detined cliss in more radical Wivs
and produced critsques of the relation between social dass, identiee and power.

In the Marxist traditon, che individual o the product of class relations, and
subpecivity and wdenticy are governed by ideology, Far Marsism, subjectiviey s abways
class subyectiviey, Aceording to the dasacal AMarsist tradition, cconomic relations
shape bath sociens and the idividuabs wichin it Class s it and foremost an
ceonomie category thar charactenizes the relation of speaitic proups within sociery
wthe mede of producnon.’ Yer class position s alvo 3 crucial derermmane in the
formanon of subjecovity and identitv, Accordimg to Mars, m meodern capitalist states
the relations berween capital and Libour appear in the form of ameracts between
apparently tree mndividual subjects workers and emplovers. These relations of pro-
duction are secured by ideolagy, which s embedded i social and culural practiives. In
Marsist theory, adeology shapes subjectiviey. s Marx and Engebs pucin in their carhy
tormulation i the German fdeofoey: "Life s not determined by consciousness, bur
consainsness by hie™ 1970: 47 The forms which ideology takes vary i ditferent
Marxine wxes, rangimg from Engels” notion of ideology as false copsgionstivss to the
Aldvrserim nonon of ideofogy as the subyect's Iived relation o his or her real condi-
tiens of exisrence - Althusaer 19710 152 4 Ias das Lacer formulanon that has been
maost intluential momediae cultural and brerary stadies and which, as stiggested above,
affers ame usetul maodel for cheorizing identiry.,

Lours Mehusser's theors of idvology and subjectaey is concerned both with the
mechanism of mterpellanon and with the role of idennn and subjecavity i the repro-
duction af capitalise relations of production. According to Althusser, weoiogteal stare

apparanases plaacentral role i the reproductonm of nadividuads as s subievts. Each
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apparatus contributes to the repraduction of capitalist relations i ies own specitic way,
creatg subyects through the process of interpellation: > The political apparacus by
subpecting indwviduals o the political state wdeology. the ~indirect” cparhanmentary:
or “direct” plebisarary or Basaise: Cdemoeratic”. wdeology. The communticarions
apparatus by cramming every “ainzen” wich daly doses aof panonabism, chaovinem,
libeealism, moerahsm ot Althusser 19710 1460 Individual subjects  mternahize
particalar meanmgs and values and take up the dentiny offered o them by the
msntution in quesoon, for example, that of worker, mother ar arrzen of o parccular

sTate.

Language and the split subject

Crucul to theornzmg subjeaiviey and wennty s the questien of language, In the
AMehusserian model of the wnterpellanon of wdividuals as subyecrs within particular
dvologies, 1608 the hnguistic caregory of the speaking subject 'F whe identifies with
and speaks and aces according o the sdealogy 1 question.” Fon Adthusser, who drass
on the pavihoanalyne theory ot Jacques Lacan, this subject s split. The wubjecr who
~s L think s nor the samre s the subject swhose existence is assumed i the act of
thought. Thus, in this model, the subgear can no longer be seen s uniticd and the
source of knowledpe and troth, sinee the very structure of language poaints 1o the
implansibiliny of such models of subjectiviey, dentiey categories can be anderstood as
attemprs to mask this wap berween the subiect who speaks and the subject wha i
spoken. It is a gap that individuads, constanty areempt to cover over and for Eacan.
marks the subjects imabidity ta conerol meaning aud the svmbolic arder.

In fus entique of the untied. intentonal, knowing subgect. Lacan takes as s
starking pome Doescartes’ couito, creo st [ think cheretore 1 am. e rewries
Descartes” proposition as where | thimk 1 think, thercfore | am™ thar s where §oam
net’ Llacan 19770195 Privileging one particalar cinphasis in Freud s waork, which can
bo found v orexes such ws The brerpretatum of Dreams 1976 and fhe Fsveho-
pathology of Feervday Life 1197350 Lacan develops Freud's theory of the acguisition of
gendered subjectviey inco o general theory of soviety aud culeure. Lacan argues that
the synthalic order of Linguage. law and meaning i~ founded on the unconscious.,
which s itself seructared Iike o Language, Subyectnviey s an effecr of Linpuage, governed
by lack. The intentional subject which s equivalent to the cpat v 1 subjeer based on
idenntications created via astructure of misreconnition, Lud down m the mirror SLage
ot pavchosexual development.

It 2 useful to underseasd the mechanismes m play in the nurror phase. since this has
become an intluenoad part of recent theones of wdentiry. ks importanee lies in the way
it theorizes the subjecr as split and governed by a Lk that is produced by the non-
unihied, non-sovereign searis of the subject s an effect of Linguage. I poines to Lack of

vontrol over meaning i the swmbolic order and the ne-sovereign status ot the
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subicet.” In Lacaman theory, the mtant repearedly idensifies with 1 ncror mage and,
i the provess. misrecognizes it as whole, unifed and awtonomous, Lacan sugEesis
that prior o the mirror phase, mtants do net hae 4y osense of distmer ideneity
The pre-Ocedipal stage of developnient is governed by the expenence of the brady
tragments, hickmg . detonite sense of uniticd. embodied selt, separate from the world
around it This stare 1v compotnded by the Lack of control over the satisfaction of
needs and desire thar will become the moetvaning force behind Linguage. Croverned by o
fragmented sense of self and uable to distingansh itself as 3 sepabate entity, the infane
sveromes ity fragmentation by adentitving wirth the visal unage of an terther’, an
external murror umape.

According o Lacan. this process of misrecomiition becomes the basts for all furury
identificanons by the subject of itself as 1atonomous and SOVCTCIEZN, omee s entered
the symbohe order of Linguage, Apparently vmihed, subjectiviey s thes divided and
based on musrecogmition. Ir s the subiect's lack of fullness, lack of self-presence
and mabeliey o control meaning thar motvares Linguage. The process of asuming
subjecavity within Linguage invests the individual sith o Wwmporary sense of comtraol
and of sovercigney whach eviskes identity according to what Derrida has called
metaphysics sf presence’ mowhich ~ he becomes the souree of the muanig s he gwaks
amd Linguage appears to be the expression of meaming tixed by the speaking subjeet
swe Derrida 1976: 49,

Yot Lacaman, Derridean and other poststructuralisg theories. the speaker 1§ never
the author of the Lunguage within which s he takes up 4 position. Langage pre-cxises
and praduces subjectivity, ddentity and meaning. For cxample, language i the form ot
compeing discourses offers the individual meanings and forms of subjectiviey thae
they canassume and e as if they were true, In the provess they become subjedrs, Yot
access tothe forms of sulyecoviey and whentiey constiruted for the mdividual wichin
ditferent discourses is seructured through power relanons of inclusion and exclusion,
often based on visual signilers of differenee tha acguire particnlar meanigs iy racisg,

hetervsexiat and parmarchal societies,

The importance of the visual
“Bur vou donot have the look

This was the comment. probably non-connmirtal i e ntention bu potenually
dishearrening in iy effecr, which | repratedly recened i response to whar may
loosely be called an denoey claim thar | made. and theough which | first started
tedevelop an interest in the alienating relanan hetsween ho | percenve mysclf and
my visible image: 1 did not alwavs fook what Iwas, or more precisely, shar | ired
to clum [was. Somenmes the wdentisy for which 1did nor have dhe Took was not

the one that Fwanred o caim anvwean., i which case it Jhid not greatly concer me.
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[ remember the prde and sarisfaction that 1 fede when, ar the age of cleven,
I eransterred from Southeast Asia to 1 school o Japan and some of the new
clissmuates immediately picked up on my appearance, which they saw as “darker.
non-Lapanese” and nanve’, Smce | did not necessarily want o b a Tapanese atrer
having spent most of my childhood e Southease Asiac 1 was glad o ke thar |
appurently did noclook like one, at least to some of my friends, no marter what i
sard ot my passparn My appearanee, in a seiise, seenwad to truthfully convey what
Ftheughe wasnuportant abour myself ar thar time. At other omes, howeer, 11 was
previsely whar Leensidered o constitute a large part of who T was dhat seensed o
tal o show,

Shimaru 2003: 1

It oy nor only the speaking subjecr thar is disumticd i postsiructuralisg approaches ro
subjectiviey and adennty . There i alsa often a radical difference beoveen how nads-
viduals see chemselves and how others define them. A issue here are often discourses
of the body and what it means. The hody s central o whenoey both chosen identities
and those imposed by nsnrunons. Competing regimes of maaning seek o detne
bodies according 1o gender, sexualiny, <kin color, phenorype, norms of beaury and
uehness, age and physical abiliey, In the above quotation the chuld in question has spent
cleven vears as a Japanese girl o Southeast Asia where atritudes 1o Tapan are ofeen
neganve. She has learned chat to be Lapanese s problemane ourade Japan m arcas
previovsly colimized by the Japanese army and stace, Tnside Japan her body fals o
march up o hegemonic norms of [apancseness and she is rebioved 1o find herselt
“uthered”, Later nn life, when she come 1o realize thar she = sovtrally areracted oy other
WOmCHL Wt appedrs o most peaple to be classically fomimine and hererosesual, she
teels that g Large part of who she s Fails to show.

The meanings discursivels areributed 1o bodies are never static but rather 1 consant
site of serugele in which meanings can change, For example. one of the more successiul
dimensions of Western feminist political struggle over dhe List thiriv-bve vears has been
the recopninon amd legitimation of a range of differene wavs of being a4 woman, and
indeed a nvan, This o part, an offshaot of the widespread aceeptance that femmin-
itv s ncither watural nor one ching, and than many nedi nmages of feminmiry are
nerther possible nor desirable, Yer the diversiication of aceeptable modes of Femininicy
combied with the seductive. postmodern fsanation with difference as stvle and
Bfestvle, has often served to detract artentisn from the ONEGINE Incgualitios 1 winnen ™
porsition e socets. Sunilarly the postmodern commodibeanon of acral and cthie
otherness often hides the persistence of radsn as . negatne and discrininatory force
i Western socenes,

In ravist and sexist soneries, mest women, and women and men of Colour camor
help bur know thar they are embodied subyects. Hegemome discourses of pender and
race venstantly reassert the coneraliy af the beds bur e different wavs, Thus, of

white wonzen in Britain. whatever their dass and background, can parocipaie 1o some
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extent  real or imagined  indhe postmodern culture of differonce and chowee, this 1.
much less the case where women wha are not white are concerned. Eversday racism
sists onartnibuting fixed sets of meanings 1o non-white bodies. Thev are detined as
“other” to a white norm on the basis of how they Took. As Richard Diver has argucd i
his book Winre Dyer 19970 predonumantly swhite Western socicties privilegze white
hodics av an unntarked norm against which difference is measured and dehined,
Whircness s seldom recogmized s an oxplicit wlentiny by chose whe live ir, excepr m
rchlation 1o those it excludes, It is assumed to be natural and the noen, This prachce of
assuming the universaliney of whiteness as 4 marker of the quintessentially human has
deep roots mthe development of Western culture since the Kemamsance, e of s
autcomes has been white supremacy: the belicf in the narural supernioriy of whire
people.

Power s the possibilites of wdennzy. The meanig of the visual s not ar the
disposal of mdividuals bug s overdetermined b the history ot representanon. The rise
of moderns concepuons of race and racism. which still inform aspects of pwentv-hest-
cantury lite, comeided with the beginnings of modermty and colonial expansion. In
Volume One of his sty of sexualiey, Foucault - 1981 attempted vo map whar he called
the “matement to Jiscotiese’ i relation sexuabity, thar s the wavs in whuh the
modern discursive field of wexualine was created by the consitution of sexuality witlym
discourses as wide-ranging as medicine., pavchiaery and demography. Tnaanular ven,
Afrcan-Amertcan philosopher and culrural critic, € ormel Wt s artemipted 1o out-
line the “icirement o discowrse” inorelanion o race, He argues thar three factors, in
parocular. came wogether e the cardy modern period to make whire sUpremacy an
mevitable surconw of the sacitement to disconrse tha produced modeny ideas of race.
They were, he argues, inherent me: the very siructure of modern disconrse ar s
meeption and’ produced forms of ratonality, saentificny, and obyectiviee, as well as
auesthenie ond cultural ideals which require the constitution of whiee supremay’ West
1982 470 West acknowledpes thar manv other factors also gave rise to or helped
sustain discourses of race. for example, the demands of the mode of prowduction
aapitahingand colonmalint expansion® . the political interests of colonnl powers and of
the slave owning clasies, and the pachological needs of the dominnt white ragial
group. However, he s mterested mwhat he sees as a neglecred areas the endenne racise
structure of modern discourses which he sees as the product of 4 creative Fusion
A0 the begnings of moderniy of thiee things: scwentific Ivestizacion, Cartesian
epistemology and dasacal ideals of beaney, e argues that they wark to creumseriby

the wavs in which it was possible to voncerve of and Bive discouraes of rae:

To put e ceadelve v argunent s thar che authority of soience. undergirded
b modern philosaphical discourse guided by Greek ocnlar metaphors
and Cartesan notons, promotes and encourages the activites of vhaerving,
vomparing. measuring, and orderng the physical characeeristios of human bodies,

Nst 1982; 48
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This project of the natural scicaces wirh its ahjective of classabving the natural world.
was extencded to human beings and pave rise to 4 racil scivnee’ that Hcorporad

within it classical aesthetic and caltural norms that implied whire SUPTCMLCY:

The creanve fusion of saentihe mvestigation. Cartesian episternolony, amd
dasacad ideals produced forms of rationafity, sacnobcity, and  objectiviy
which, though ctficacious i the guest for truch and knowtedge. prohilveed the
mrelhigrhbey and legiomaey of the idea of Black eqoaliey m beaney, caleure and
ntellectial capadity, In fact ro think™ such andea was 1o be deemed irrational.

barbaric or mad.
Wost (982 48,

Fhe inpartant pomt here s that the discursive feld of racral theory did not allow for
forms of subjectvity and wennity based on the eqitalioy of the races that it comsnitured.
These could onlv emerge from the contradictions between raviahized thinkmg and
other discourses that emphasized o commen humanmity such as those of human rights
and religion. Yer,in che hands of white people. these. oo, were ofren rendered compat-
ible with huerarchical raaahzed thinking. EIVINE rise fo attemipts to ground racial
saaence i the Bible,and to seprepared religious institudions,” The supposadly abjective.
deseriptive dassifications produced within cighteench-, nincteenth and esentethe
century discourses of race consistently induded tdgements abour meelhgence., level of
vulrural develipment, beauts, sexaaling and morahts Jordan and Weedon 1995 26
34 These udgements became irmb Linked 1o racnal categorization. Nincteenth-
century ractal theonies rangmy, from Gabineau n Eurape 1o Morton and Nort m the
Unieed Stares, shared a icrarchization of the races m which the white, Caucaan bady
was placed ar the wop of the wale for more on racial soenee see Stamon 1960, Harris
1965, Gould 1981 and Young 19947 It was wud by whites to stgnify the most beauniful
and desirable bods and the mose tdvanced and intelhgent mind,

While ravial serence has long since been discrediced. many of 1 ssumptions and the
stereotypes to which i gase rise, e entered marnstream culture and become partof a
collective common sense™. Phe meanings and status often attribured 1o nen-whare
non-Western bodies and the modes af subjectno iy and wlennry dvar they consticure can
be rraced bath i discourses of racialized difference and in the visual wonography of
the West. If we fook. for example, ar the legacies ot dassical raciens and Ornentalism m
a postmodern Western world we find angomg stereotypos of difference, partcalarly in
pepular culture. Pop music videos. in particular, recvele inages of Black people as
hyvpersexuale physscalts strang, achieric and rhyvehmic, The popular press repearedly
depices Mushms and Islamie societies s exteenme, fundamentalist, often violent and
more prinitve than ther Chenoan and secalar counterparts owee Sad 198 and
Runnvimcde Trust tvy™ |

Ractahzed identities are more often imposed through the assertion of hierarchized
oppesatiens than freely embraced. The liberal humanise identiey of being a unigue

mdividual masts on the mmmportanee of constructions of race or gender 1o who one
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v In practive hiberad humanise subjecos sty ofeen corresponds to white sulyectivie,
Whiteoess s rarely acknowledged as o racialized subject position, ver this frecdom
trom the burden of race is 4 luxury most often denied to people wha are nor Jassibied
as white, While mainstream discourses faib to acknowledge whiteness as . privileged
hentity and subtece positon, the white supremacist far right aftirms and celebrates o
raviabized white idenury which relive on the exphare demigratom of those who are not
white see Daniels 1997 and Chapter 3 of this book.

Kaaalized torms of subjectviey and wdentity, constructed within Westorn sovictios,
produce resistigees. This s an ssue taken up i ditferent wavs in the tellowing chap-
ters, Often. oppressed groups seck 1o reclum some form of posttne rdeniey out of
raciabzed discourse, crearmg what Foucanlt has called “reverse discourses’ :Foucauls
1981 101 see below . For example, tn her novel abour slavers., Befored, Toni Maoreison
deprcts an ex=slave woman preachmg 1 new rehgon of self-love thar focuses an the

Black body that wasso abused and denigrazed by slaery:

Hlere,” she said, ine this here place, we Heshs Hesh thae weeps, Liaghs: tlesh thar
dances on bare teer in grass, Love i, Love it hard, Yonder they do ner love vour
thesh. They desprse n. They don't love vour eves, they'd juse as soon pick em out.
Nomore do they love the skin on your back, Yonder they tha ie. And O my people
they dv not love your hands. Those they only use. tre, bind, chop off and leave
empry. Love sour hands? Lewe thens, Baose them up and kiss them. Touch others
with them, pat them rogether, ~troke them on vour face “vase they don't Tove thar
cither, You gor to love

sMorrison 1985 88

I asomilar vem. the Black Power Movenent in the Weat nt the Late 1960« and 1970«
attempted to counteract racist dehmnons of Black people wirh 1ts afirmative. cam-
pagmng slogan “Black s beauntul® and it move away from Furocentric norms of

beaurs.

Subjectivity, discourse and power

How we see bodies s anetfect of the discursive ticld within which we are located. For
the Japaese children mvoked i the quotation from Akiko Shimez abuwve, particalar
hegemome norms, produced within the discursive Held thae CORNTTUICS Lapaneseniess,
insst thar thev deny s idenoey o the mew hild recenthy returned trom Southeasr
Asi Parricolar regimes of power inform the discursive ficlds thar detine and shape
both the matenaliey and meaning of bodies, Discursive Aelds are themsely s made up
at vormpeting discourses that produce different subject positions and torms of idenoe.
I this posestrucrarahier thearerical approach o subjecoving and denoees Linguagye
comsttidtes rather than retlects or expresses the meaning, of expericnce and dentiry,

This approach opens up subrectvities and identitios to provesses of caloaral straggle
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and resistance, Sulyecnviry consisomg of an imdividual’s consaous and unconsaous
sense of self, emotions and desires s also constitured o language, and raoonal con-
soreusiess s enly one ditiension of subjectivies. [r is 1 the provess of using linguage
whether as thought or specch thar we ke up positions as speaking and thinkmg
subjeves and the identinies that go wach them.

This book v concerned sith how culearal texes and pracoees rasnzing rrom hiteracure
and history 1o film and relevisian, constiture modes of sulyection and identiy m
multi-cthiie, posteolomal societies, While these saaenies may ofhaally sabscribe 1o
discourses of toleranee and, 10 some Cases, even the celebranom of culeural Jdiversaty,
they remam Fractured by racism and cthnocentrism, Discourses of sdenory and differ-
eice tike many compermg aond often contradictory forms, Jollowmg Foucaule, che
various chapters of this ook see discourses of tdentity as part of speatic discursive
tclds that are sirucrured m relanon to o range of cultural and other institunons, They
consttute our subpecoviey for us through mareriad pracoces that slupe badies as much
as minds and nvalve relanians of power. Some descourses, and the subject positions and
mades of sulyectnaey and wdenney char chey constitutes have more poaver than others,
For example, as sopgested abene, with the raast othenng of von-white bodies m
Wostern socierios, only the white bady empovs an apparendy neatral posioon as win-
versab Black and Asian bodies, are burdened wach a long history of negative. orientalist
ar prumitivist representations and an mdividual tnds herseld or hinosedf detined not just
A0 man or woman but as g speditic raaally coded man o woman. Prommivise dis-
courses dehne the other in linary opposinon o rroenal Western nan’, celebraong
those feature thar the other 1s satd to have to a much Larger degree than his her Western
counterpart. kor exaneple spintuality. emobiomabite, closeness to nature, sensualiey and
sexualiny, In prinutivise narratives these teatures are often said to belong te an carlier
stage of “Western man'’s” development for prmmcvism see Hiller 1994, for oneneahism
see Satd 1978 I Foucaults work discourses produce subjects within relatons of
power that potennally or acrually ivolve resistance. For example, Foucault give the
mscanwe of the hunusexual in the nmeteentl century whaoo he argues, v discursively
produced s a subject and andentity within discourses as diverse as pschiatry, juris-
prodence ad hrerature, whereas previonsly homaosexaahiny had only been a mode of

~exial behavioeuy:

Ihere 1+ ne guesaiesn thar the appearance monereenth-century pevchiarry, jurs-
prudence and Brerature of @owhale series of discourses on the species and subspe-
cies of bomaosesuality, mversion. pederasty, and psyehic hermaphnadism™ made
prossable a strong advance of sogiad contrels mito thrs area af perversaey s but also
made possible the formation of 4 reverse” discourse: hamosexuahieey began 1o
speak onots ewn behalfs oo demand chae ses fegitimacy or naturahiee” be acknow-
ledged, often i the same vocabulary, usang the same categories by which ic was
medically disqualibed.

Fowcandt 19RI1: 101
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Hiv example well ilfustraces how power is hoth repressive and cinabling. For Foucaulr,
posver v relationship thae implies resistanee, 1o s not something held by particular
group, bur rather. e s relationship that inheres inat! discourses coanome, media,
Eamihal and s on | that serves parnicubar interests. it is dispersed acriss o range al
soctal isttutions i practices and tunctions through the discurave constitution of
embodied subjects within discourses, The subject positions and modes of embodicd
subjectiviey constituted For the indwidual within particular discourses allow for diffor-
ent degrees and types of idennity and ageney boch comphianr and resiseant. s will be
seen from nnay examples in this book, the discursine fickls, which produce meanings
Al subgecrviries, are not homogenous., They inclede discourses and discursive prac-
oves which may be contradicrory and contlicemg and which create the space tor new
torms of knowledge and practice, While there s no place bevond discourses and the

puswer relanions that govern them, resistance and change are possibie from within,

Subjectivity and identity: the local and the global

Haow then cony we usetully concepraalize the relation betseeen subjectivery and identine?
Idennry is perhaps best inderseood s a hinueed wed temporary hxinge for che adividual
of 4 parocular mede of subjectiviey as apparently what one s, One of the kev aden-
logical rokes of identiey v o cartail the ploral possibalities of subjectivity mherens in
the wider discursive ield and o gave individuals a stngudar seise of who they are and
whure they belong, This pracess involves recrinng subects to the specitic meanings
and vatues comatituted within o parocubar discourse and encourdgmyg identific ., A
widy range ot social pracices, tor example, education, the medi, sport and seare
rittaby, offer subtect positions that enconrage identification, S hle it s possible o be g
subject without identitication, identity presupposes some degree of ~self-recogninon on
the part uf the subjecr, often detined in rebation w swhat one believes one s not. For
example, from vur carliest vears we learn who we are and what this should mean. We
learn that we are fentale or male. even though we may nor wdentits wich or conform o
Ssocdally appropriare’ forms of fomake or male behaviour,

Like the structure of meamog in Lnguage. rdentiny i relational, It detined in a
rebation of difference te what it is not. Thus, for example, most culrures create polar.
ted bimary opposinions between whae they detine as masculowe and fennmine, Al
wdentisies have tharr “others” from swhich they nuark cherr difference. This awernon of
difference v often at the expense of similarities, for example. m the Brrnish contest,
Seottishness and Welshness are ofren detined in opposition Enelishness and the
differences in play are not abwavs apparent to those nor dircetly invalved. Similarly, an
outsider ro the dispure beeween India and Pakistar over Kashnnr might wonder ar the
level of passion that fuels the conthict. given the manv sinvlantics and fundamental
shured problens faced by the inhabitanes of the twe countries. T this L, a4 I pLany

athers, the legaaes of colonialism have created questions of awnership and control of
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terertory that lie ar the heart of dic dispure and are fuelled b political intereses thar
mabilize rebigious dafferences s Chaprer 81

Naneal wdennry, too, 15 detined moan exclusivg relatienshp of difference frons
others that s most often tied o place or Lick of it s for esample, mothe demands of
the Kurds i Irag. tean and Tarkey for therr own state, It s adso Totked oo fanguage,
history and culrure, Often these different Factors are seetr as mestrivably Timked. as for
example i the case of the mdigenous peoples of Australin, New Zealud and North
Smericas Diwourses of narional wlentiny mwost ofien appeal w wdeas of a4 Shared
culture, history and place. A commuon Lingaage is often assunied to sgnifv a common
culture and rdeneiey, though the need acevels to construce this has Jong been recog-
nized by cuiteral ennes and polhiocians. n Brecain, Maechew Arnoid, wriing m the
[860s, fonked to hiterature, and poctey in particular, bor the means to mail 1 common
culture and shared national salues thar would cur across chass divissons m the face
of increasimg soaal unrest and the rise of trade unionism and other forms af working-
Jass radicalism e Arnold 18697 Same 131 vears Later, the Parckly Report on the
Futwre of Mudte-ctire Bratam Parckh 2000 which i discussed in dutail in Chaprer 2,
would urge the wnporranee of rechinkmg Brtish hiscery, Bratishness and the nationa
heritage to the process of creating a tolerant and vibrant multi-cultural society,

Asnored aboves states mobilize Hags, anthens, monuntents and rinals o promaote
narranives of dentey and belonging. Other agencies and imsoirunions, from tourist
boards o industry and commerce, market nanonal costumes. crafrs and Customs,
cusimes and Lindscapes i their conseructions of what makes 4 o.tion differons and,
thiy cases worth visinng. Often these mmages have lietle o der warh bife as 1w Tived,
Identiey e all s torms. even nanonal identiny, is never singuliar but is plural, fraceured
and recomtigured by gender, ethime and class relations, Cemstructions of adenty are
ahways histoncally specitic, For example. the much mahigned attempr by New Labour m
Britam ro rebrand the country as "Cool Britanma’. A~ wall e seen from examples in
Chaprers 2 o 50 more often, atemprs o constrig iennty appeal to history For
thar lepinmanon. often creating both hegemonic discourses of history and mvented
traditions tsee Hobebawm and Ranger 1992,

i revent vears there has been much debate ahour the mpheations of glabalizanon
for idenury, The term globalizanon s widely apphed to many difterent aspects ot
contemporary lite rangig from the spread of multi-national corporations 1o the
meernanonal appropricion of popalar cultural forns and pracoves and the world-
wide webe Writers on globalizanon pont no the ways i which the stractures and
mtegrity of nation stares are being challenged by economic and caltural developencs,
v well as posteolonial diasporas and the migration af peoples. partcularly from i
South” to the “North™. The effects of glabalizanon on wlenoty have been varied and
are alwavs contextual and shaped by the particular secal relanons of the secrety il
social greup in guestion, The worddwide spread of commodities such as Coca-Cola
amnd MeDonald™s burgers has led 1o thearios of the “MeDonabdizanon of the world

awee Riezer 20000 Tere community and plice are apparently rendered tess importans
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SUBSTVTY aND DENTITY | D

mthe farmation ot ddentiey, as people strve for Wesiern and mosth Us mtlucenced lite-
sivles, The meaning and sgmifivance of such svmbols of Wistern caprtalism und
Western values inmon-Westernn countries will vary aceording 1o location and speaitiy
centent. Some enties have pomnted to the wavs i which the spread of Amenican
capitadism, media and the vadues they incorporate has spurred the deveopment of
opposttsial and resstane torms of nanonab and religions denney, The post 1L Sep-
rember morease i Blamophab and US policies o the Middle Fase have further
strengrhened this process,

In che wweeond half of the owventreth contry, imward nugration changed the Fice of
mast West European soucties. 5 threughour the colonial perod. white Furopeaens
sertled ourside ol FEurope, cncountermg others on their own terram, the twentiveh
century saw large-seale non-Eorepean setdlemenr m former colonial powers. One of
the coneerns of this book 1+ haw migration affeces identiny, both thar of staces and of
pdividduals and groups within these states.

In the Chaprers that follow, [ argue that wlenriry s central to the desire to be o
“knowing subject”. 1m control of meaning, | look at the wave in which, w1 debng their
awisense of identieys mdiaduals tend alsa ta tix the adenomye of others working wirlyin
long-cstablished binarey maodes of thinkmg. I ask how we mighe begin the process of
dislodemy these binaries, Is such 5 provess not ceadial o the development ot plural
seaenies that are aceepting of ditference, and that even celebrate it? What formes do and
might calrural politicat seruggle over wdenney tike? Can we move hevond dentites?
How importat s having a voree, representation and respect? Do peaple need 1o belong
e recognized group or community? How, in the cultural arena, might we challenge
hegemome constructions white, male and middle-classi of histories and traditons? It

is ta these questions that T row turn i Chaprers 2.3 and 4.
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CONCLUDING REFLECTIONS

Moving from silence into speech s for the oppressed. the colomzed. the
exploited. and those wha stand and struggle side v side agesture of defianee
that heals thar makes sew lite and new growth possible. It is that act of speveh,
ot talkmg back ™. that 1s o mere gesture of eipty wards, thar s the CXPression
of our movement from olyeor to subjear the liberared vonce.

Jaoks 989 211

The importance of “talking back” for marginabized and colonized groups has been a
ventral theme of this book. Toeiables people who tind themselves subpect o racise.
sexnt, colomal and homophobic power relations 1o resise negative definitions of what
and who they are. to rewnite their histors, s explore oxisting identities ad 1o create
bew ones. Klentity is imporrant to oveopying the posicion of “knowing subjeat and it s
4 knowing subjeces that we speak and acr most effectively in rthe world, Foremonst
among the clams of the knowig sihiedr i the belie thae we know who we are and are
i vuntrol of meanmg. OF conrse, this knowledge and controb s 4 partial Acnon, but r
1~ fenon by which we e and shich has real effects 1 the world.

Yer sdenttties are nor st enabling, in defimng their own sense of whentity, indi-
viduals and groups tend to s the idenniey of others, often working within long-
oxtabbished binary modes of thinking that help susrain invguabnes, exdusions and
oppression, Fhis s swhv in s impartant to see identitics as both chanping .asd change-
able culrural constructs. Cudrural narratives, histoncal and Betonal. such s those
discieed i this book, are sites where cultural pobrical seruggles over wdentiey 1ake
place. Thes are also sizes from which we learn abour urhers,

For thase who mhabiz privileged. seemingly obviows sidentities. and withioss the role
tha idennties play i oppressive sovial praciices and even wars, the QUUSION 4TINS

o whether we v move hevond dentities. This question is iepurtant, but it s
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artivalated from thar privileged space. usuallv of whiteness., in which peaple are able o
secthemselves as amply “human’. To move bovand identities as divisive, we would need
to move bevond marerial power relanons that privilege s uronps over others. bor
those who hnd themselves excludaed from the space of the stmply thuman'. and are
defined as cother” it discourses of wace, gender, sexualiey or ethaciey, i s dear that
Bavimg avoree, representanion and respect are cructal, More often than not, this vomes
From g sense of belonging to a4 recopmized STOUP O COMuLY.

I his essay on new Caribbean anenac Sanart Hall argues rhat recont diaspurie Black

cultural production s

Pucning the sue of cultaral identity i quesoion. Who s this CINCTECIT. oW
subject of the anema? From where does he she speak ® Pracnices of FCPraseiitation
always imphicate the positon from which we speak o write  the pusition of
erroncedion. Mhar recent theories of enncation suggest is that, though we
speak, so 1o savs T our own name”, of varselves and from our own CxpUricne.
nevertheless who speaks. and the subrecr who v spoken of, are never identical,
never exacth i dhe same plage,

Hall 199 51,

Avwe saw Fram the quotanion at the beginming of Chaprer 1. Staaee Hall argues that
tdentity is nerther as transparent nor as wproblematic as we tend o thnk. He argues
that rather than assummg thae dentine 1 already o accnmplished facr, we mighe
vsefully see it as o producoan’, Tdentity from this perspeviive s never complere, i
alwavsn processs and constinuted within representation. From this poststructuralise
perspective. wlentey becones an cffect of culrure.

Inthese iinal retiectons, | want brictly to consider what conclusions might be drawn
abour the dhree magor concerns of this book. The Hrst of these was ow we might
uscfully theorize the relanonship berween subpectiviey, identn and ageney and mder-
stand their constitation inand theaugh cultural cexes and praciices. The wdea thar
culrurad practices, such as those discussed me cardier chaprers, preduce identnies
through the process of represencarion. racher than retlect aready exisomg dennities
central te the argaments of this book. Because culrural wlentiry s neither one thing nor
static, 1t s ke facus of cultural polirical stroggle: it s comstanthy produced and
reproduced i pracoces of evervday bfe, in education. the medin, the museum and
heritage sectors, the ares, histary and liverature, It is rextually conseruceed m che narra-
tves ot these disconrses and inatitutions and petformed by inchividuals swho assume the
modes of subjecnvin and dentiey that the discourses offer them, In the Provess,
the individual. inrerpellaed s g particular subject. works by herself or himself s of
she or he were ot wovercign, knowing subject.

Ferr Stuart Hall culroral wdenry s

A matrer of “hecoming as well as of *being It belomgs v the Tuture as muach as

to the past 16 s not something which already exises, transeending place. time,
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histary and culeare. Cultaral wdentines conme from somewhere, have histeries. Bur
like cverythmg which is hivtarical, they undergo constant transformation. Far
trom being cternally fised in some essentiadised past. they are sulyedt o the
continous "play’ of ostory, culture and power. Far from being grounded g
mere recovery” of the past, which is wainng o be found, and which, when found.
will secure our sense of ourselves into crermity, Wentities are the names we give
to the different wavs we are postioned by, and position aurselves within the

narratives of the pasr,
iHall 1990: 32:

A second comcern of this hook has been the importance of history o wdentity, As we
~aw 1 Chaprers 203 and 4, history nuaers and 1t 1. . site of colnral pohtical srruggle
ter both the hegemaoniv and the margnalized. In dus steaggle. aoes sach as having o
voice that is recopmzed and heard. are dearly cructal o che formation of Prositive forms
of idennite, Narranves of the past that depice a coliective experieney for margmalized
groups have imporant social, iWdealogical and paolitical roles. They can begin to mtorm
and transtorm the refantons of donunant groups 1o these marraes and 1o the historics
they mseribe. As was sugpested i Chaprers 2 and 3. having a iustary within which ene
can positon oreselt posively s crucial o ddentity, This hobds true both e the leve] of
personal histery and of the lirger stores of the communitics and nanon with which a
person adentiiies, The evel of hosality from the conservarmve press to che suggestion
that Bricain needs o produce a mare imclusive historsy and more Mural conceprions of
Bainshness, discussed in detail in Chapter 2, sliosrrates the percaved importanee of
Wistory todentiey. Chaprer 4, which focused on Black Brinsh wrnining, suggested wavs
1 wihich hegemonic constructons of Briish wentny and therr grounding m paroeudar
narratives of history are bang chatlenged. This WIHnE attempts ta repositien Black
Brtons in relanon 1o hegemonic white-centred narranves of Botishness and provide
the bask tor positive Black Britsh wlenvries.,

Like most ~ocicties. Bricain has never had a singolar and hamagenous culture or
national idenoies, It has alwass had different whire ethiee groups with their own seises
of hiscory and ideary, Be has alwaes bad <trong regionalisms and differene forms of
chiss and gender idenos, It has had nonswhite cimzens for centuries. Yer the Last hity
vears have seen amassive expansion m cubioral diverssty in Britann, as a wide variery of
nugrants have serded moche UK, diersity that is often strongh proaunded in religmious
dfterences. The British South Asian writing, filins and relevision discussed 1 € Tapters
6 and 7 pomnt to the wavs in whivh the second and third seneranon children of nHgrants
to the UK are creanng new modes of subjectivity and new hvbrid identnes, These are
vmerging both trom conthets and contradictions berween “tradisonal” cultur] values
anad ife-sivies and those of mainstream British SOUICEY, and as 4 respronse to forms of
racism and ethnacentrism o the part of winre Britain, The establishing of mnoriry
vutrural and rehgious insoturions has fead to an merease in formes of cultural racism, in

the Face of which it becomes difcult w develop a posiive sense of belomgimg, As we




