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Chapter 1

Theory wars and cultural studies

¥ L The
19608 was an era of proracted socal tumlt with new social movements mush-

of inense “culural wars” between liberas,conservativs, and radicals 0 recon-

of post- World-War-Iafflucnce and tlk of a“post scarcity soiely” was replaced
by discourses callng for scaling down of expectatons,imits o growih, and the

overnments which cut bk on social welfare programs, whie expanding the
millary sector and ncreasing federal deficits, with massive debs that are tll
unpaid

After World
competing for cconomic, politcal, and cultral power. Forces in bah blocs

gogues and cyncal burcaucrats could frighien populations nto accepin
social polices hat mainly benefited the reedy and powerfl, while postpoing.
muc Social reform and the creaton of & more just nd equitable social
order.

The taring down of the Berlin Wal, the colaps of the Soviet Commnist

ighmaih uch .an e The el Bowever, b 0 o e crstion of 1
e nd sy T, analst nd reigos s o

rioging sbota e e of e and isaily, with 1o ol oees

Ll e s s way ot of o ot T of oo i




16 Thearylconteximethods

have ks itensfed withightis assaulson- poltcal cortctness” unctioning 4
 weapon foratacks on progressive forces and idas.

paterns of everyday ffe and powefuly festructured work and leisure. New
‘ompute technologis have replaced manyjob and crestednew ones, providing

i e b
fects. On one hand, novel medi tchnalogies provide more diversiy of choics,

illance and contol, with elctronic es and sysiems in he
et g s oty oo of By B T e

Indeed thir very

. fo from
ool s ol st

omenon et clur i thenew

e of i s G Bkt s At (197

1940 of i, radio magiins,comics, advrting. and b pres began o

foce within cutre, scializaton, poiics, and social e (Kelner 1990a).Since
then, cable and suelle televison, video recorders and other mulimedia home

the dissemination and increased the powerof mediaculure
Media culure in he United Sttesand mostcapitls couiie s a rscly

commodite. The commercializaon and commodificaion o culure has many
Fintofall,

resonate o social exprience, must atac lrge audicces, and must ths offer
Srcive prodoct, wh¥h may 1hock, bk wilh Convion, oetle socl
riique, product

T
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< .

different

ly inerpreted and contextalized within the malrx of the competing

et in a cerai scnse, media colure s the dominant culture oday: it has

fsocil oois,md

d though
cation and resonant images o stye, fashion, and behaviour

flow of sights and sounds ino one’s own home, and new virual words of

and tme,crasing disinctions btween relity and media image, while poducing

cula shnps e en scmpaid by 2 s i of s
o s methods o elp ke s of conemporty e and iy
ead n e 19508, scca bt e prckinin e .m.. o o
dustrial socities in which Knowledge and informsion would

onclc o hih oty s rgred (B 19601973 nd 1976 Do
he 1

nowina 1976 and Lyotard

(surveyed in Bestand Kellee 1991).
‘Some postmoden theoiss arguc that contemporary societes with thei new

computer jockey jacking into cybenspace and new worlds of information and

scen as the huntrs and gathers of nformaion and enterainment, challenged 1o
surive an “infotsiment” overload and 10 process astuning aa of images and
" The Man 3

itis claimed.

and echnalogics.

v “post Fordist” society in which e egime o accumulation marked by mass

1989).
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alism,
problems, the breakdown of communiy, growing riffs between ri
ety m w s soh 8 AIDS, 1 3 i o s o Promers and

+ our curren social stution and o il

e out contemporary problems,

of sl el e Morover, oo g v ore sgnificant

Inth cultral forms shape

declines in importanc, esure nd colure become mare and more the focus of
of

of e conmr sy o nberi et vel, st wo s gy

declining i importance in a1 era in which individuls allgedly gain primary
racaton eonouming good and i acivkis e hn rom i
labor et

competing heoie e o make sese of these new developments, The cotested

and progresives, withconservativs atemping 0 oll back the advances of the
1960s and impose more tradiional values and forms of culture, Throughout the
Western waorld, -

culural agendas. They have beenusing herpoliial and econamic power o <arry

an carlier e of conservtive .

ofthe
wons. Richard Ninon ety esablshed by conrvtive hegemony in
the carh

e wars. The conservaivecounterevoluton became hegemonic i the UsS.
Ronald R
el s ek ove e Detmocras, iberas. and thse s who

ighted Mas
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Margare
ment in Germany spawned a perod of consersative hegemony throughout the
During thi Y

bortion ights, civl bert
Yethis

el s been a fercely conested e forthe past decades.
il Cinton
in 1992, W Clnonsimps o p o » prtaly il e, i

vt el implmen s oo sgends (rtaly b i vas
sappred by e b e and s, which e vemenios

ol + comern sl it b s Resphnt e
tion a5 “poltcal common sense” and the dominant discourse of the ers,

roviing the i who ponticte o the s o e ion, e e
cionary b ks Rush Linbugh sl gain e 1 el g
Moy s et stk vonen femiiom an cclcbrne e ok

thecoeraiv culul fcsive e n

S pminjaplan ol sy R .
ey of e Thache s Mo s s b it ek ndcomerv
i poer s b e,y the e and culurs il evidce s

rends. n France, the socialist government of Mierand was deci-

v el 199 by e e and st o
Hollnd, Denmark,

Atempis 10 unify Earope plically nd cconomically are countered by new

W Jar and while
worl, sruggles between nationa, ethic, rligious, and poltcal forces have.

e world and oo
witched than cvr.

i 19604 1970l v ndwell ad s o uman s e i
liberies o oppressed e and jusice, cology. an

peoplc, s mor
e e o epenrs s, et e v ey

ighted b




20 Thoorycontoximethods

ol e et o il ety pes rgmens e
ressive movemens and renders many blind to the necessary inksges and

i s
st e i trough te s o et s, whic s i o
o « o 0 promar

nd fict of
fndividual and o confrontin  rbolentand uncerain word. The concree:
the commercial media of the culre indusres Which produce texis that st
: a0 b popula and pr Cultre

scruiny of contemporaryculue.

e,
elpus make sase ofthe changesand conflcts o th present age. Throughou his
ool

viisitades of contemporary socity and culture? Bt te forunes of theory are

m atempt o llaminate. Thesefore, in the ollowing stdy, [ wil skeich the

his work

THEORY WARS

asif
ealm of theory. The plical passions and enegies seemed 0 be sublmated ko

i the 1960s. The prolferstion of new theoreical dicoursesfis ook he form of
Icory fever, in which cach new, or newly discovered, theortcal discourse
uced feversh exciement, a5 if  new theory vins totally ook over and

domain of fshio
o ot amtw in e 19605 in Frce it e plfeaion of e
enanaing from the post Jist turn i theory. Rejecting the

g, g s o o sesar. e,

ighted Mas
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e oy . e o e i i e

o cir r he po sl oo o e
o T T e e
drawing on the very theories whose mare extravagan claims they rjeced, the

g in s vl o . which

mtu oo
Tt Unp S, whee foms of what Heber Marse called “oc-

the

e Europe and the Third

theorie.

n th lte 1960s, women began 1o revol aganst what thy considered
s st of o comvmgoreY parteeil i Lo

ke Simon do Beauis The Scnd S 8 1 vomm' iy, e

unhapp n Marxism and feminism took place, while
s iy o it ol B s s

offeminist theoriesemerged, whichoften warred with eachcther,as wellaswith
male discourses,

new AfrcanAmerica, Native American, Mexican-American, Asian- American,

nd ot iy Gicomnesan s nere, Gy i sbin s

bz sty s povided e prpesives

vy o sy T heo ssioetl i vos gty e
while

studics of the “posteolonal subect” and voices from newly emerged ations

i, of s yars and i e

o e sl o 1960 el o e 1970 e

in e
St e Europesn discounes, and the resalting new ciial theoies
b pahctiombiort i et fig b

Copysghted M
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of phenomena previously ignored or underplayed. Wars broke out (and persist)

gender. Finally, a ruce prevaild which ageed tha all of these determinants of

el i iy,

By the 19805, the new global ciscourses of theory provided langusges
communicaion s s, bt h s disemisncd e lobuieaion of
Bombey syntheses of e o

oy wars i betncn dscouncs seking egemory nd domisace

cal ity md s b, Dicouis o ik e Roed Frt
e Lcon Ml Foncat, s Ao Bl e s

yotar, Derida, and the other strs of “new French Theory
oy on p by ollower o k £och e ety a e il

‘During the 19805, various srains of French postsructuralist theory muted

BN i (88 e PO K i i e 0 s e
discosionon . 0. Iy st pocmoientheory cabibis he pasios f the
e e e o e S e
19608 bk thn desrbed n e discous of revaution, i projced oo
history tsel,

the old discourses of technological determinis.
Morcover, some of the discoures of the posimodern also bear the marks of
1960

par
the o

inegaion of mcktiony plis xd bjty m.mm.
the experience of defea,of disappointment,of despair,
.m. e ot e 19608 e o meve il daefor s and clural

culural practce. What Hal Foser (1953) s temes the “posimodernis
e arapt v dvsop coputionl ot i coime i

oo ety
e 1990, many f th new theoretical dieorses posiioned hemclvs
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“mlticuluralism.”

S s 101 T gk e o e ki g
Muliculuralism elicited new culiural ws as conserarives defended Western
colue,

offesive.

wionary mature of cach theoetcal discourse were endlesly recycled. A this

or, 10 use an carlir metaphor, a5 weapons used 10 atack specific trges.

“Thcories” are, among othe things, ways ofsecing, opics:; hey are prspectives

whic i seificphesamensand o bav Bt o
o .

i that p-w.k.u g s s o fnbion o ey 1 1 Wl

ol e 320 e e events. Theres e s ey of

tion o specific phenomena, inkages, ot the social system as a whale.

e social feds
or i s b o s i, x4 i b
th which transcends the of particul theories, have been

oy s e pivit hoeswhih i et s provids &

embedded in theoreical sssumptions.
Th

elp us s, operae, and get asound specfic social fields, poining (0 salicat

.< i They

Seaeh for soluions.

their word. Theoriesuseconcepts, images, symbols,aguments, and naratives 10
ot work

they el sorcs,
ol and ke ierary texts help make sense of our (e Yt theories aso ave

Copyeghted M
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domain, as when critcal socal theoris aalyze the siuctres of capialism,

thcr conspliz b e, o, st rovide the
ermain for social and everyday it
socal

e

connections between isolied pars of soiey, showing. for instanc, how the

e prodacd i he ol s, O i show how g (0 s s
it by specifc technloie.clora pacs, and instuions (Berand in
Grosser. 1 411992, Dl i he a f mking comectons and g

Contins mappings of how society 5 8 whol i organiaed,delneatng i fun-
damental structures, insttutions, pracice, and discourses, and how they fit
gl no sl ysen

19860
Grossberg, 1992; and the fst genealogy of th concept i Jameson 1994), Cultural
stdies deineaes how coltral artifcts ariculate socal ideologes, vales, and

hother

ity troug e o il o
Crtical e the severe of doination and rss-
it e ofappsinand doaion v o of

imightbe successfl n promating proessive socalchange.

Crtica
that e, and thus atempts 10

e 10 be realied and skeches ways 10 transform socity 1 make it beter,
{ncrease human freedom and happiness. They provide vocabulares tha help

o




25 Thoorylconiotmthods

the publi sphre

plicty of competing theoreical paradigms. Diferent thories an be used for

theories depends on the task at hand snd whether the theory in question is

narative that will provide th iterpretv.or cxplanatory keys 10 al of our
intllctual and politcl probiems. Consequently. instcad or arguing for @ new
e i Till draw upon

ival social theory and mediaculural sdie.

the imtensity of change snd spec of crrent social transformation. We are ving
change, and many of society

o one theary, b
heie limitations and blind spots, as wel as their contibutions. Consequently, |

e Th mappings fcchseifc ecry provide some vl g b
I spcifc ways. S

po topicsor
Social Ffe. Thus, one must choose which theoies ne deploys, according 10 the
o s

orthe purposesoftis sudy, 1 shal therefore adopta pragmatic contextuaist

. ki combamion o s ppsti: b s vt
pproaches ke Marsisim, feminism, postsructrali conemporary
il s i 1 e el . it s o

200 pychounlysis s iffren and more el tha  they iocentof such
perspecivs.

Copysghted M
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my

ieorstical ‘which roug

developed and tested through examination of it efecs on practice. I 4 thet
lluminates a phenomenon like MTV and produces altred reception of it (or

“The estof a theory i thus it us, its deployment, and its ffects. From this

Theories and discourses are more or less usefl depending on the issue under

intended. n th next sections, | shallnote which partculr theorics | and others
e A poiics th

encalogy of the trsectories of culural studics 1 will ot provide a summary of
works of various traditions of cultral stuies, but wish insicad 10 ntervene in
Conemporary debtes, kg ot my own psiions wihin the i of curnt
probl ccording!

'
am distancing mysell.

APPROACHES TO CULTURAL STUDIES
“The metatheory for ad moels of social heory and culturaleriticsm that 1 am
specaly influcrced

"
Jral s Tindicate below, the

‘and models. of culural studies, rangin from - Marsist modes developed by

hool
wdions of culurl s cambine — i e social e
) i
T e i S o i vy e pclzaion whch
Culural
stadies thas operaes with 4 tansdicipinary conception that draws on social
theory, economics, poiis, history. communicaton studie, lierary and cultral
theory. philosophy,and oher theorical discourses.




28 Theorycontextmethods

have an inetextal construction. Rambo i  film,fo nstnce, that it nto the

in Chaptr 2). One should ot however, o at the borders of intrteulity, but

I

right-wing discourses concerning POWs cf in Victnam and the need o
vt Vi a7 (1, mcns comaring s o of o we i
overcoming the relctance (0 again use U.S. miliary power). Interprting the

W idealogy criique, and other modes of cultral cricism, as 1 will
il o

ther characerstics that diffrentte ‘..n.v.mm:m ' other and
e i el corotus bk s s, mos forms o
il s g e s wit e s kit

since he 19605

and change. n th following sketch, 1 fis indicae how the Frankfurt School

identify some of s imiatons. 1 next discuss Brish culural studies which

iesrions. Then, | ds thepsmnieh s n i nd ey and

Tallowig dcoios, 1 T prmarly o e of s mhion ot 1
elieve ar usefl oday for culural stdies whil noting some lmitations that |
hink have vitatedcerai forms o contemporay culturalsudis,

‘THE FRANKFURT SCHOOL

‘combined poliicalcconomy of the media, cultral aalyssoftexs, and auience

righted Mas
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industial producion, in

commodification, standadization and masifction. The products ofth cultre

of mass culture and sociery.

. Lowenthal
and magazine, Herzog' studies of adio soap opeas, and te pecspecives and

the cultue industis (1972) provided many exampics of the useflncss of the

mass-mediaed culiure and communications within critical social theory.Tn par-
por

o pora
agents of sociaization, medistors of poltcl realiy. and should thus be secn as
Jical,

culural and socal effecs
there are serious flws in th original program o crtical theory
egies s of e il ol of i o s

tion of media industsies and thei iieracton with other social insttution; mre
studies of audience eception and media efects; and the incorporation of new.

media. Cumulatively, such  reconsruction of the classical Frankfut School
project would updat the citicl theory of socity and is sctivity of culural

the enerpis o crical h
In addiion, the Frankfur School dichotomy between high culure and low

it Schoo ] o  monlic s ol conrstd i el of
“authentc an,” which limis critcal s mancipatory momens 1o
e v i of ot iy roemate. The Frnk

‘Intead, one shoukd
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in the arifaces o the culure ndustis, a3 wlla the canonized chssics of high

opposition and cmancipaion * In dditon one should distinguish between the
of media anif

e precisely the critcal focus on media calure from th perspectves of
‘ommodificaton, reification, ideology. and domination provides 3 framework

‘Wwhich tend to surtnder crical sndpoint. Although the Frankfurt School ap-

debased forms of mediaculure and the ways tht i enforces deologies which

withinth culure industris

odels and methods. This bifurcaion s documented i the 1983 Journal of
Conmunicarons e on“Fementn e 600 (ol 3. No 3 {Sumes 1983

‘where some o the putcipantsin this discussion on the state of the rt of medi
communications stuies noted a bifurcation of the fekd between a culuralist

of nd
study of media effects, media history,the inerction of media insttutons with
other domainsofsoccty and he ke

other or could be inegrated. In overcoming the divide between culral and
commuicions i ol st s Frktr S sproch s
bl bcaue  provides el model that rcends conempory
divisions in the stdy of media, culue, and communicatons Ther s

ocial
legitmaring the sate capialist organizaton of society. The Frarkfurt School




Copyrghied Material

Theory wars and cutural stuos 31

e inapproprate natue of quantiative methods for qualiative reltions and

contexts, a5 well a the relatonships between the media indusirie, satc, and

o ey LS Sne o Fopeaeacais e ey S e
signifcant roles %

'BRITISH CULTURAL STUDIES AND ITS LEGACY

fromthe 1o

15 e ot of prchin e o ol ad oy
nsituted in England by the Birmingham Cente for
CanmpumyCulmmlsmmummmws B il sies susisciae
in  theory of social production and reproductio, specifying the ways hat
e s sl AR B e e ot i

class, geader, rac, ethaic, and national siata. Buiding on Gramscr's model of
egemony s coumtegemny ) s e g r g

resistance nd sruggle
For

nd begenony. it ome nsiuions nd groups vy exrin povet 1o
i while

or whatever).

democratc socialism, communi

th waysthat spcific poliicalsroups achieved egemonic power ¢ Thatcheisn

hus connected with  poltcal pojec of social ransformation in which locaion

po gl
R s, indcusions a3 1990 Usvrsiy of Tewscofencs o

et of frne: e D oo “segoman W
s conep ofem s 10 Hhra coneplion of recoging nd vlring
diferences, while the noton of antagonis reers o structural forces of domina:
tion,in which asymmetrical relations of power exist i st of conflic. There is




3 Thooryeonteametnoss
coposig ems s aposes s el cppsed o relations o iz
(workervbosses itesilacks) n which the trmsof diference
ofnequl ove and it of ety ad gt w.m..m.

avariety of arenas.

tion, which ar the one focused on by a ritel culual studies. Not just any
I e

hat am cancerned todevelop.

subordination. In this way, culural studis can be disinguished from idealist,

i e ot s f s o e
[ epmgisionielimrit e B
o o st e of e, S g e
rlionshave plyel 3 by ke in siucing conenpory s
et Ao o s M e

e i gl e € it ey xeenly here
€ been shar rjecions of Marwit perspecives (e Bennet 1992 and Fiske
Tl e o ks b e iy o+
‘domination in which institutons ke th family, schoolng, church, workplce,
media, and the stte conteol individuals and provide sruciures of dominaton

‘Cultus studics, terefoe, ke the crical theory of the Frankfunt School,

cultral studics also draws sgaifcanly on theories of culue.

iy, ot sads o o Tow e Ao - 1o
School -

fom ik i, lvsio, nd popular s dimised by preious sprsces

P Tiersry te

focusprimanily or even slely. om.n.m of high cultre.

e of inquiry.
“They might bocontrasied nthi egardwith the rankfurt School, which celbrated
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i

s idoology, inthe
‘works which some of s practitionrs dismissa it high clture. This s cuious
since 2 group of theorists around the magazine Screen, which was of signal

celebated the opposiional qualty of moderism against forms of realism and

Though one should also reec th rigid highflow culure split that vitised the
g thery.

o mass culure as mere ieology.

A question of terminology

Yetthere

were responsite fo the rejection of the term massculture” wich thy argue,
dstobec

ow, tha s contemptuous o “the masses” and s culure. The concepd of “mass
culure”

st oo, et e e “oplr cle”whchJotn Fise
(1589 1930 ot oy prctioners ol s bave
npamemaially aopid 1. st 189 d 199, The e -ppul

fact that i 1 top-down form of culture which ofin reduces the audience 0.0
passive recever ofpredigestcd meanings. As used by Fiske, Grossber, and e,
‘Wvu\utulmm’canpgsm:dmumhwbelw:ncullnnrwmzﬂh bepecpe
roduced mediaculure, s evel
bt} pcwhnm S Oicagon 1993 st ot ancraly s e
i consumer cl
ity e e popu” e e b v of e oudesof B .

e it of i o s e o e i Lot

o cposions spee 1 miean o egeone o, Wi i fen
w\\rmﬂnulmn imposed from above. Thes, in Latin America and elsewher.
popl e’ e rog Al gt dxmmanm and oppression.
e ot e s e o nd o e e whh ey
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ol i il i i ok i
aspiration. Caling o s of el s
st Lopthetupatamiod kot
culr,

The cocpt of ‘ol e o rsens ety s astoined

el apruaches e, 1kt et polarcuine.” hough

Ina 1991 Fiske defines th
“populr” as tht which audiences make o and do with the commarits of the
19890 and 19897,
e

“pog
sin t 28 of narca ofconeps .l o of oposion nd
resistane (discusion in Austin,September 1990
Conmenty, ovinthe vocabimy of el s s comese, i
.

S ete ot e st e e sl mex e Unted s
and clsewhere, udling ifferent methods,concepts, suategie, and approaches.

oo el vider o ok b it s
e s i bl ik s e W iy o e
o

=

cria nguage, disingush el o ol dcourss snd clariy is own
Inmy view, more debt 0 whether
ol il i v om ks aning the e sdgeof

e e s el ‘ot o A\ ol move i el

Thus 1
livehatinsesdof using deologiclaels ke “mas” and“populr.”oe ould
simply talk o colure snd communication nd develop a “culural stdies” cuting.

et el e o i s e

medinculure”
ol e e e i colre st svemge o
ity b e st o o of e e of e el s (i

industrie) It avoids ieological terms ik “mass cultrs” and “popular colture”™

ighted Mas
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“culture” and “communicason,
o e o e o sd “commicaions
1. and hou b deconraid. Whthtone ks "l s the i of
High e, the vay n i pole I i e, the covest of uman
chavior, o whatve matcly b
i

i communication. Al cltre,
i i e

e by cmmuncaton, s s ommanicaiond b

munication.” i trn, is medised by cul e oy o el

culture and o culture without communication, so drawing  rigd distiction
between them, and claming tht one side i  legiimate objectof & discilinary
sudy. while the othe tem i relegatd (0 dierent discpline i an excelent

, I
e clite, and 10 e all forms of medi culure and communication as worthy of

ypes of aifacts that have difernt political effecs. Like other multiculural
i de,

Tike that of the Frankfurt School, but withowt 50 s, inerprets culture
il sy ud s e sy o lore ik e b f ooy
ory and opposiional
The term “mediaculure” o i the dvanag ofsgiying that our cle
vehicle i

word,that we live in a world in which media dominat esure and culore. Media

A question of politcs
Media cultre i slso the ste where bt re fought fo he contolof socity.

the status quo,siruggle for cultural power not only n the medium of news and
nformaron, bt s, the. doman of enerainnent, s 1 hal demonsinic

vicisitudes history.

p shape b
ar thus an important forum of scial power and Suggle.
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. e

st hlf of
ally

ated hei dentiies and lves though thelrculural resources. The
Hogaar's book deails how working-<lass communite in Briain trxd

culural

of
Bomognizaion st by h s, soling,and he i This wis o
i st sais e Raymond

theme of such major carly influences on
Willams (1558 and 1963) snd EP Trompson 1963,
e 19605 Brish cultral studis began 1 idicat How media culure

o d Whannel 1964) The
s o s nd sl hs deed o bt s of

19605 againt class inequality and oppresion. Sdie of subculues n Britain

wellby e
fced

race s  significant factor of sty was fulled by the aniacist struggles o the
day.

fdinhe L 170 o comce it i el poplomof
the new conservative
I ther wrds. h o of rshcltral s t any given momentwas

of culure nd audience use of colural aifcts, which provided an extremely

previous text-bised approsches to culure
el

d
on culfural exts and audiencereception. In i stdy of Madonn, for instance,
John Fiske wites:
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A cultral analysis, then, il eveal both the way the dominant ideclogy is

tha enable negoraed,resiting,or oppostonal readings 0 be made. Cultral

ly and socally located mesnings tht are made re relared 0 the

oricaly and socia
St ntyis o e 3t
(Fiske 19893:98)

Pt o ol s, g sy o o s e procuced i e

oo of e pohica scanery i syt of prodacion of e,

o ideslogis. C

the em”
relations between text, audences, media indusres, polics, and the socio-
[

o he present.

‘adience, o reade, alone produces meaning. The tets, sciey. and system of

ot thatthere is nothing oviside of th text.

sudies.

e e ' T s ks s e
ceadings. where
Gominan culure and e eslogin s

ntenions u!l e when sodncn o
I

when, during repeted viewings of 3 videatspe of the i in a shetr for the
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the scenes i which the vilins tske over the i
“Ther i a tendency in cultural stadies 10 celebrte resistance per se without
distinguishing between types and foms of ressance (asimilar problem esides

Th
Die Hard could serve 1o siengthen brutl masculst behavior snd cncoursge

Fanon,and M: (s, have cgoed,

scugaling against oppresion, or arbiarily exploding in any drection. Many

e, he s s Fsle s i s Die Tord
i A1 bt vy comenina epaton o pe i v

outofseing "t s ilnylinisted snd k' homeles e wesinply

e actin wih plssie e et s o thos coded i i
Jns” against thos coded as “good guys” or innocent victims, 50 there is
revenl of e sl poo” e o, ot e e rscion
“resistanee’
Hollywood mechansms that produce pleasure i the volent limination of those
e b S 03 desein 0 b e f v

offemiism e coeralve e s vhch e e pover

‘wih wormen and that rsisted feminist ides. A seres of masclist ideological
extravaganzas staring soch ulamacho men as sm o Sullon, Araod
Schwarzenegger, and Broce Wills featured mae superheroes s the necessary

masculist fatasies became ever more brutal with fms ike Die Hard I, Young

(see Gerbrer 1992).

i h would
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those groups who use the culiure industie 10 pomote ther own inerests and
endas

{nstance, makes the popular  eran of strggle where audicncs esistdomia

it e 10804 0 el el s il Lo
Jgle” for meanings and pleasre, while “resistance” the

o 8

melms 10 el of Pl cuie” et cungen vih e
of the st be. Such “resisance” does ot rally challnge the exlslml
e o powe o o s ol i S

.

in the domain of “popula culure.”

et veriomsof il i Rening vt  somewbal st e
toward cestain typesofculure in the older rdicaltheory,aguments have
oiton

orothr
appropriaed. While this was 4 useful move in many ways, it has led, | fea, 0

s

i o i o, s when e R, Di Hrd o e Termiao s
mobileplesste o extenely sl ndikn b
o il o mocer

m:u i s s

kb bilps o by gumchroma ol ey

e learn when 10 laugh and when 10 cheer (and lugh tracks on TV sitcoms and
e et e e o' 5 oo sy ofpowe e

learm t0fel pleasae t the brutal useof viokence.
Pleasurs arc ofen,threfore, a condiioned response 10 certain simuli and

iy, bl top et oo vy et iy conres i
anno herefoce be valorized per se a5
e e S i, o el s o s o

yighted M
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o rexng, ol 0 g extrce o i s gt
y, emancipaory or destructive. Criical practice must sl of

following studies.

1981)° and >

hegemony, the power of the peopl 10 resst ideology. and the contradictory
mediaculu

ot o o o sl s S e sk e

dominant culure. Such  dualoptic i ls evident n the work of E.P. Thomg

1563 whih sreses both ek b t0 st ot doinaion
nd Dick g

of

Hmiatons o e Faskir Scho T i Shol il oy s
situated its objects of analysis within the framework of the development o

ideology, and o 150 cluc

dated the orgins of 4l massproduced culural anifacts withi the capil

production and accumulation proces, and thus forced atiention 0 the economic
Lik

intcgrate individual int the esiablshed order. The emphass 100 on how the
Cultural industris produce "something for everyore, 50 that none can escape,”

exsing ey

ing consumers ino it praciices and lifestyls. The n
v.y\.m.n...ﬂ e s k of oo o 1 i bt n

ook
ormen ot of pron Sch o et s s
conquer” sirtegies which ulimatey serve the inercts of te pawers that be

CoppighmadMandel
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subversive impulses — aies the question o the ature nd effcts of “Tesisant
ings."beloved by some cultural therit. T suggests hat cven production of

proft media industie. This possibility forces those wl
s s st f s vt s e e do b
reistance make?

e Fakfr Shos s cceln g s of doinstion vt
media culure, but was less adep at e
opposition. et it always placed i analysis of med

out moments of resisance an
e witio cisiog

reception ofen fil 1o siuae the reception of cullure in the conext of social
reltions of power and dominaton. Furthermare, thre renin text centered ap-

tional organization of cultre that takes varying specifc forms in diffrent
Couice o gl s s n iy — i 0 s it

and even thehistoical context o cltre

g the production of colture and its polical cconomy * While arle, the

medi Social deol

culral stdies,  wouk argu. Fornstane, inhisclassical programmatc il

5.8 mole 0 8 he artultions of s continons " encompasing—
ondisibion-consumpion-roducin” (1980 287, He conre
ey
circult, Hal
claimed hat

nstitrionl sites where they were elaborated was a ferishization. . . . This

the pocess

ofthe selecive radition’ rendered aaural, aken for graned.” But
emen, regulaon) is lways the result of concete et of

of ordering
pracicesand rlations.
ol 19802 27)
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“making visible”

ve inlucnces on Brish culural sudis, calld for a “culural

of the form

(198164

M 1083

Similar 1o Hall's earier model, bised o a model o the circts of production
fextuaity, and recepion paralll 0 the circuts of capial siesed by M

Stdies and criiized Seren for sbandoning this perspective n favor of more
idealis an textalst approaches (pp. 631, much work in cultral studies has
repticated this negect.One could indeed argue thatmost rcent colural studies

i favor of text.and adience-basd anslyses

e Popular s lrgely
oy and anric f e sl ot 5 dse it Negocin
politcl economy, clebrating the audience and the pleasures of the populr,

of cultral texts will make coltural tudies merely another acadenic subdivision,

socal theory and radica democrati ol

ymond -
signification ... within the acual means nd condiions of production” (Willams
1981: 64-5). This dictum suggests that 0 adequately amlyze media cultre e

would

provides imits and possibiltes forcural producion.

ighted b
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o focuses on the matrial effects of media culue, insisting that is mages,

mateialism, media texts seduce, fscinate, move, posion, and influcnce their

affctaudiences, what sor of sctualefecs th atifacts of media culure exercie,

and scugele ar lso found i the works of mediaculue

However, I want o engage a ecent move withi the ildof culuralstdies.

A POSTMODERN CULTURAL STUDIES?

or subject mate is indeed “postmodern™ In fct, the term “postmodern

riicaltheory. The terms “modem’” and “postmodern” ar used [0 cover 4 bewil

and the concept of the postmoder requies constat sruin, clarfcation, and
During asring 1993 tip 1 Englnd, o crample, |

scovered a newspaper

wasjust another boring old conservative with 10 discernible claims {0 be “post
modern”

Fercbiny .
that she was alegedly “postmoden” because she arched he eyebrow and i
o e e A Newee el ot il on Bl Coi. The
postmodern presiden.” wihout any anaysis of what made him postmodern, in
1994).

e e capion s awarled o he e vk Tines My 12190 o

headline: “Forget he bologa on wite, here comes the post modern sand
Sertiny of this ....m ndicated that modern sandwiches festred ft chunks of
e whie mstructions . . rely o on roasied or mariate

o and ht syl eyl leovers ke grild vgeiables,
lamb. m.mn o, B1)One ey gt och ol o i g
g el mch st when e w1 e

amalyss. Often usage of he term “posmodern” poins 1 phenomena that are
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andlysis.
e o ey b et b e “posmol” v

Commnia M n wich Mar o gl dsrve e “wher I

iy ad
For other examples of undertheorized uss of th term “postmodern” 1 &

o fclled ppers om 1990 Uy of s confrees o0
il st vrinen b the dions (e Grossherg e al. 199).

postmodern;
e e

a5 response o modernty, modenization, nd modecnis (1bid, 15-16) " Yetthe
cdiors o a

b

notcl i

clarity. more muddle tha illumination

hemtrly st iy i shic st Fokmoden
ke by questoate canpies.Mary of s s nd campls i i
Key modern har s s xampes of e “posmoder nd s

it i, s Do 1991 epaly oo e, vt
‘Denvin, everyting that occors n post-World-Wr Il US.
e 5ot nd e e e o of g sy

One of the mare itrestin atempts o ik coltural stcies with postmodern

explor the genvinely lf-enhancing and poiiv dimensions” opened up by the

suies. Afer a long st of some.of thethings described s “postmodern,”Heblige

b
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it 5 10 have formed the focus for historicaly signifcant debaes, to have

o be cmbedded. I ke, then asmy (posibly ingenuous) starting pint, thatthe
por

et 0 be worth strugaing and srguing over
(Wiliams 1988: 182)
Aner the key Heba

o inking o s o o s of peomoin il sl
ol chine, 0 sanc: o sl Sigls e vt o

or sold basis from which ' strugge. but il hokds ou the hope that new.
solidariies,new forms of sruggles, will merge and see the need 0 foste hope,

th ight of radic

ciique and palitcs to the bindin ight of the media, to

Lo S b i s s empcs sl s b4
desire o pr mlmm s v
discourses of thepresen. L m ks o Hebdigessnc tht " s oly

b e ot bl e iy f il s o ot we

and “the vertigo of postmodernisn” (1958: bck cover). But i his concuding
i

oward the discourse of the postmoern.
In the sudies that follow, 1 shall careflly intermogate various uses of the

of the phenomenan under question. Although he discourse of the “posmodern”
Super-

fical
thrized and thus the term is ofien 4 sign tha something is under- or poorly
e e sl i ey Sl nd st more
comrete heoraion s i o and s el 1y e of the

e oy g e e o ey ks
e v e ehcing o el syl with  ppa gever, Bt
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theorized. Trus, the erm “postmodern” i ftn  placeholder, o semiotic mrker,

Use of the term may also be a sign tha somethin s bothring us that new

gipon
Suchunder- o poorly therizeddiscourse educesthe postmoders o th status
of  picce of jargon, an ofen confusd attempt o distinguish oneself from the

in tha more aniculated and compelling iscourses of the posimodern re them.

postmodern theory in Best and Kelloer 1991). Ths, there i noshard, or sgreed

a M

ern.” T, whethe on s ainding (0 the more raified eoretical

appings and.
i onder,therefre, for the discouse f the posimadern 1o have any cognitve
conten, certain distnetions need 1o be made and the faily of terms of the
texts, 1 disinguished becween modernity and postmodernty, as two diffrent

ol syl
theoreticl discouse s Kellner 1988; Bstand Kelne 1991). Buildng onthese:

catons 10ty 10 lluminate the comple. ield of discourse of the moden and
postmodern.

domain. In the 19605 a“new sensiily” appeed that defned s againt the
This

other an by
incorporating within aesthtic forms . panoply of icons and images of media
sy g soenion s e s s

o o Ba i Tromas P - ety bcae knows o rampe f
o s st ol con s s e o
classial moder

1 i archicte that the te posmoder st el vt
cucay. Sevel e s i oot new o o
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ores e e forns vy, Biing on Ko V' Laming
o v Ve (972, posmadens et sppropried o

deployed decraion and color schewed by igh modernist architcture, and
i 1o 0t et 0 o o

cinema, dance, thete, and other arts has proven more diffcul, though. The.

forms leor

h
“postmodern cultr.“postmodern scne;or‘postmoden coniton” and brosder

was a proliferation of iscourses on arious forms of posimodern cultre and

et  “postmodernty.” I aso became popalar 1o label 4 wid range of thinkers
fron, Pl o Derid o Bkl 1 primsdn” s b bk
iy e i of e e iy o et o

Instcad,these dscoursesare themsees contsted and confictal with different
it s hr o s on o ko concps

2 g o a s, here are no phenomnena that ar ininsicaly
vt i s e i o ooy e g

family o faces,orprc.

s e dcouss o e oo e s i wheer o

ot pemedb ol el . there

e sl nd il phesamens e whic horiss o

o
ot e o pomost e o e o e
icourse whic devminatssome hings s pusmoderad oters .

onstruets meant to perfor cerain intrpretve o explanaory asks and ar ot
ranspaent tems hat merely reflectetablishd st of ffis 0 Thus, when we.
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10, journalists, cultrl enteprencars, and theorists invent and cirulte di.
coune ke the prsmodes i o 1 e clurl i, Gisingish

ideas. The discourse of
caly tacts younge peope on th make or thre Aho wih t diingush

faggingcarcrsor bidos with sxy new discourse,

capial and

by joining new theoreical and culural movemens tht cnabe one to ientty

ruls and conventions of the propr are put asid, as one secks new fies or
comventons ot esape rle and convention atogether.

Forasl

decn theortcal practices in philosophy, socal thery, polics, cconomics,
anthropology. gography, and jus sbou every cademc ield. Groups and indi
"

T will b oe o he prposs o the lloin s b g some
s

colure,

hinders par
asks

Collcted n Part 1.
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modern

“postmodera” have their orginsor analoguesprecisely inthe modern er. Conse
e

modern s Bt i 1 bs ey conpml,char, o
apre. gt spach 0o o e 1 et o o . reie

contradictory, and uswally panful. The sens of “betweenness.” o ta

present and fuure. Living in a borderand between the old and the
tension, insccuiy, and even panic, thus producing a troubling and uncertain
ol il e
“The following studies atempt 0 captue some of the tension in living in &
iumion whvs <o 7k 4 ST a1 ih e conli

inwhat

he theory and radic Indeed, 1

) socil theory and politcs orthe presnt age. This i, of course,parllel

use mediaculue oluminatesoial phenomea and conditons Thus, |

)
in which they have thercfecs.

NoTES

'
e modernsnd potmodernscitsFo icsons of s and s
o s el 185 o 580, Bt and e 1991w el 190

2 O o Fonim s Hatoey, 1989, -Gz capta o, e OFe 1983 1nd
Lo Uy 1987 O the ik iy e Bk 197

i
Schor sady of Th Orenvorked American (1992) Ye there are s echaoogical




Copyrghied Material

Theorycontextmethods

Treds g a0 it of e e of e workiay. See G 198 1nd
o 1993

Ser Keler and Ry 1988 fo 3 sy of e conkcst o

dRopes 1986 Onthe rumph o Trchesn s Enlanc. s ol nd s 1981

Alermann 192 ad the Newseek s o Mach 29, 1993 on “Whe e
pornoi” fo evienc of (e e of conservaive hink ks and undts i shpig.

ercaurs domine
Jeffors (1994) argos tha U cuure ad poles manietd s toward 3

et he nw Al cluts 23Rl agat e
7 i g

o f o 11l e g o i, i
ks are, wht they o, 3 wha ¢t vl and o, The thortcal
st ekt s o ey s ey o
e FrashtuScho s Kl 9850 ronncr nd Kelner 1989 posmoders

Howar nd Kiare 197210 Earope, b contas,Marssm s ot of he stadard

Qg Vel 582 T Davies oo
5 e v wves o cmiman ot sppcr eging . Uk St
o T e e Wil 8 o U e 5,
o P 1911 reser 139, On cen M s
o ool i
1574 Pt i n B, s B 1980
0

s Ao 190

i e 059340, ot It sy e imparaion
e ey i e 1960 andmnsied o 19703 2 198, wel

o Renpoion ey oo e et <o

Nepon s her Moy rsing e A T e of s

n100 fors of gt aod coexval. Bindin (s popeive voud

e contxtali theory. o oo bt with il .
Sl S (e s R

o ot of a oy ad ctoa s s skcihed ot n
Keler 1901 Bt Kot 199 cabormed oot s ok
s (1991 andHarvy (1959) i Mt ey i postmader ooy o

SNl i G Sl i ey
or tevelo e teortcal model and pespeciues
omcpoay s 1 ot ey, e R 130
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2

E)

Many sucies cxis on the sy and genaloy of coltral s e all 9805,
S e 585 e 18O ot T 15 b 9
Hinger 1990 A 101 D 155 o At 195 e o e s
Grosberg et al 1992 ond Dring

i fo B, e Do oo

Wil

oo
1972 e athlog eded by Rosener and Whic 1957 e eader e

by Broner
s Kellner 989 andthe ool e Frakdr Schoo sposchin Keler 19893

in et Holaod i v it Ry (55 v boks o Ancric
Icievsion (Kellner 19903 and 19920, cakurl s, some of
‘i sre collcid e

Thre weelo b e o xcepions and qualcations o this “clsial” modet:

e psibily o audece ecepton agains he grai: se e cxampies n Keller
s

e exising socty and e, gnarly, he Farklort School modl is very

odo n wok ovr s
T ek of commurications was nally ircaed o a iision, desribed by
Larasekd (1901 1 s died by the Frankfr S<hoo on s commonicaton,

ramtas o s bahd i 1 0l s itonsand htvould provie il
i wa s o hese stons - rscech i which Lvanid el would b

ok e el o e s ol s oy
T 1990 modklofckathry. ey wppvediobes smmenofpolcl
pracice Yt the formuion ofhe ey of he cotre ndusirics by Hskbeierand
‘Adorno (1972 (1947 nthe 19405 was art of et toward e essimisc

il ncvidats, ke {hselvs athr han i e §roups, movemens o

o opotioqal prctices i cunihegemonic colrs rcgics.

really e, Ovr e et Y, we read i of (i s ol i,

Sk st i . o s g A, T, S
eviewof he e sageof h Bimng o et Thers, Culre, o ey,
VT No. 11980,
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u
Degerony i the followng chaper.

25 My of S Hall s roamme pices discuss e sppropesion of Maris n
Bk culurl s, and specialy he Vs of Gramsc nd AWbser (e Hll
9502 198641

20 S Honprt 195 Wil 1958, ciions of e “poputar i il

1950 icGuign

Foumurl s B

Kellcr onbeoming.
=

g el o s ) skn e cnct

mancation and el emoving i rom i coocstal Bk (i wn
anmn.uwnwm“nmwm et e f ot (G

e 198) would e owecr, wawmv»wmryW-mnmba-«mevlmmu

i oul o e o o < meres
e s hd s o
o o o e iy st o s ed

s
ottt AR e somiaos Thae gty
iient yocs and evels of communicatos i ourcuue, s el hs 1 s
el g g s o ey vt el e

plrallyorsinguary. o
o e oced ocusonselr an ety e e of pople f color
it Ceiefrd focs o ac nd ety (s the i n 19864300
oy 1991 Iy . e 1950 o s vy e o il
asends

] sl gt 0 avoid n my S
Textualsm was esecall aneside in Norh Aerica “new criicis” and other
Jierry sprosches whie {0 some decades i the pos- Workd-WarI conunctre
defind e doinan sprosch 10 curl ot in he Unid Ss The pos.

g
e ecption, however. vas nicipted by he Froakur Schook: Waler
B o i o o sty 1 1530 v

e e v s
I fc, Fsk's uer of tepsed cxampl o by homeles, e is e
nuig b come o Ty e v L e (O 5. 5.

Quesionale from s leminit erpecive. Th proble 1t ke s 70 ey 0

st import 30 CpowcangPn
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32 See Keler 1989, Chapier

3 Voo ety ol e o i o e s of Sk e
(Chaptr 4 snd e Mdonnsghesarmenon Cheper

3

o
omy.1 e e B
ol oy or 3 e s e of ot saies ot e
oo v e o o ot
35 Ve Tk o

o captal

ppsch.
i ey, e o e 1 13 e e gt Ao of
ol oy el ot g o ecnd
e o emering s posion bt 952
ke pont A o s 8 AT
nd oo covins.
36 St Nl once s the sigificanc of sk wihin s prolemt

g, rovie T ot i e o concs
o ol orrstons 4 condonsof
ot 1956 33)

manyal g v wih h slr o iy el o e prtrders”
e 1t iy Sl e o Ao 3 R S o o
Groshery (1992).carry ut e srkin post-smetualis nd posimodern ransor-
raion of s e AP HETA o RS ek wih
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