NEETE
.~ L. A
; o Andre sent o the Bulearnan k
i voulis Lo onerrer
contirmed dead .._. <‘, ﬂ f ,

PEITEED Sabbibe AN i P EREN X

e meehine

introa

W hat does Durkhemimean tor soo

i

This is 2 deceprvele simple quesnon Cioe

R TAERIRRIENET

put deconstrucrive nwist on the

production of cultu wledooe
Toosugaest rhar anthor P

pants 1 mrellectua
and hope to gam e

o

ons: bamont ras

mmediate cone

creatcontribug

hicrare rhat e s

o far bevond those

maker of the oy

Contents of e

re-narrated for

_:./

fogic wnviey s

and analbvoe

Pt ,,.r.Tp__./ this s quet

oui the proper and

danonal texes and
.

jare fess o

e TO _.T:/




P
iy

BRI

1"




Ihe new Duorkcheom

resulted trom dvnamic tensions benween coctal means and

that devianee
vidual ends, hewas indebred Tess to the Durkhemn of Parsons: his eache:
than to ! Durkheim similar to that ot the Braesh anthropologise Nis v
A figure who highlighted the diasions ot socal fabor and ther

| social structure i patie

. 1w o mteerat J
witl N of mredration, onporiumiiy,

Looking back at rhe fist halt of che oventeth contin

we st of Jistmetions emerging.

the second halt as eround

~real™ Durkberm. They marked oue o cotoeal

me a
i el . _ . from a more structural Pu anrhroroloey,
R, , . , m X CONseative Durkhemm (Th T
R ,. & ot e e e i e College de sociologrer Argument b
,. , B AR TR R B heen ﬁ.c?.,:.,_r:./ made on the base of pu !
N . . _ R R e o mrellectual husrories, and in ‘ .

. o I e _ ceter to these mthe remaming discusso :
- o o T SRR rzed here. Structural "
o ‘ . o o o Y Y ogical forees. leeal consrrames. ar _
. R o ,, ' ) , DR ' o CONSCTOUSTIUSS L0 thar narvar b yisionn o Db :

, “ o , o B R R B SHe mreractions aind assocnations ap
, ) , ,, o o o FEAGaTEe e 3 determimisim and cpistemologica i .
o : ) . R . wrvarme Durkhe valks abone ot
. N e ) e T cocial confornuy, nor ondy e en T AR
, e ) R (RN Construction of 4 good socieny Hae PRI
‘ . , o - ; cttervescenae . the ISSIEANE BY ) (RN AR .
o a R SEELINEN AN and transcendent nioal. SRt
B . S L Togical dinvasion - .
o , . o T : ‘ oy e takes oft from the svimbobie o draeriinet: o1
‘ , o . oL the soul and solidarstic passions th PN
the Flementary Foree
o , , SR o ’ R In the second TOAS [ERTURE AR STRNE
I , Tt et ha g o Durkhemm by bor o S
L ) o ' RN more of these position coopoh .
b Ve Goan T PR wine being _::,:../:u. I __ e
. anctve quah G P R R AT SERT AR EARITAL FEAR AL
) Chnde creatie . .
eosame K T T U (e e
_._._/C:,, HESISEA! R TS TRIA TR i
S dovelopment. movin s diasic o A
- Uil m_:/,,\v_:._z c- ‘ ; . ‘
oot : . .




o

(IR RIERTIRY

SV

ARVRIT N

i
i

ll.‘.‘!!‘!“l(




T
Ihe new Daekhenm

that we need o i theny on nateriab

leas to ::_,/r._/ (S}

own 1 _
embolize them.” But here the “part of aiien o b

S

Lo12: 320 Responding roertieism that his carher socioloey :
' 2 a- . b

:::2; an external _J_i,.,_,.,: constramt |

ootal hire < Durkhemm remonstrated, perha
N . .

.. ;. .v.. o . . | had oo
Lo
ot a ?.:r:.:; and e

or r.::/_L.Z.?_ imore than the

o bt that ooennred

1ol

5.

N

2R, note 2

Durkhem's vision

Jhared cultural system that s mterna

‘he material base [y SLpeTTIMpPOSTE U

Jotul siens, v the and determmanons of acnon

meant

e whold coctal ey Ironment appears teois s domhalbnred

e knows tha the Hags

ONSCTOUNTIUSS

n ?:::,. NIt ::,7 Mmoo

qothing butaserap ot Soth tor the soldier Pluman Blood vosmphan

fgquid,veteven today e cannot see it flow me withour

cmonon thatits I sico-chemcal propertios cannaet envpla

man s nothimg maotg than o svstem afcekls

noint of VIiew

Can beworth a tortunes its olaous that ol

Aostage stamp

cod
IS

o s natural properiies

thines teow i they are

e

Collectve coprosentaae

hed properties whiche

INTEAEL Lr.ur_;.:A iyt ol rhe commuonest Gbredt ihey o riva ke !
Dver o hee Yol i K Gl b b i
Jdoverny sacred DUy el adtihony e RENRALIS (RN AN e
Conterred m thiswa work as it they were veal Termi ottt
_ , mren wath the same meviabibinas phyvsical torees sorkhemn rore sie
o oot L, e T . ) 1 §
- . Durkheim hegan o develop rhese new i cudtorad ,

te middle and Tate prgosoevenas [FTRRSIRENS

G e , . o o o ook of the trilogy that has fong formed a )
L e B , o R cructural sociology He claborared thrs new ¢
- R o . e B o R public lectures he ottered i P _
. _— , o N SO century. There s good oy rdence to s Pordin
il e - . . R o e Saussure followed these Paris fectures. Tnd that i some signheant pars
o . . o S o . - Dndton them to davedop SRS
) - o IR this volume. Jakobson tgoe: 88 . _

: ERERERIE Luso sugeested rhat social commu

ambolic signs whose compley

, : - Len language. Soctal objects s

. . . [ :
| ; separated from culrural sigmfier. :
“a , , . _
Shjective = not set By the , IRTERTIRITE:

: Sty or then anioy.

o one ;::_T..,.._



ki O

AN

Proach

O

Sultural

i:._;_ _:..r.

surkhetm,

) lgr. _.::_1_

ocultural

SONVET2enge wWas

Baudriliard,

Caon frone HCage oNg .:»_,..L _4,7,_/

R L REA T VN TSN

capy

Yo # P96

work, He

vis historical
structures of
~oroutmized

wreatened o

e soteimatic imethod of
sened them
miluence of

istabihin

_.Cf:/r.:/ »._.f.r_
he cult
Durkhemms» lye
Jaslafaney

with the

o radical, communal, resistant.

Lo to him this revisited the

Hirmy A ars ;*.7% .:; L.r._.:./,,.

1 soteiee. thary declogy, religron

SO

Hed as cultural sosenms, and he produces

ST

ke perfor

tudies of Firual-

ot Durkhemia Locto-fogios wi

e WS To open the Hoodeates m
Lres of the T96s0 sthas Bellab oA

vl e nagimed

Fhese new :,:r.:.f.r,ﬁ:;_

Scabrural oo

N L

coest that ths change

S

Doaband emprricalanalvas across aan riad o

understandmg sh

e

Rorty 19501 Habermas 1993t and hireran srudies dHa

LoNg o the socralsaenees
-

. oo N
Costid beimg expeiiciices

A this carthequake

Lor ~some oo, this revolution 1
e o Durkham™ wathout urrenng s
Durkhern, though he widelyacknow
Straues claimed Tis work s

that «

AMWTTECHE N

Ather constramed

fambrated g

Jomrenlary Fornns oy Syl

t

Jiunt 1080 Moscovier 19y

1o ant-burkheiman, win

\aues, Durkheims nephes and mos

discinlines,




The new Durkhem

i .~ Yerthe instghtavas so overlard by Parsons narticular theoren almre

193

¢ in acnon theory that 1t failed s stricth exegetical task. o was e
es T .

antl the Fnglish theorist Sreven D ukes seholarhy and panoramie hroorapls
pile Durkben: His Iife and Work tro=2) that Durkhemy scholars oot

frm pibliographical hold on the scope ot Durkhemsw e

i
i

;c/.c_:ﬁ a

heginning (o cnd. One Jear impheanion of this material was that urkhe:
believed himselt to have experience d o conprere threak v sometime during the

4t the very me w hen he was fnishing the fast

Jater 1590

Fournier thisvolume. Aexander thisvolume, and jonest

major 5.:1/./ iSee
fed e

Lolumer. Following upon 1 ukes, tn 1975 a group of 1 rench scholars,

Philippe Besn. wd Taunched e < Frades Dukbenmicenes, which hecame o

Cehicle for ﬁ:Z_,_:: ,/E.._cﬁ;?.3.::7_, anknown documents demonste o

e that within Durkhemm™s ownresear

e, there swas notonh cnrhue

cement abont the master s Tur tova

(e recognition but also mrense disag

rehigronin his later work Besnard tomo i roNi. sernard acron publisfao

Digrkeheint et le politiques w hich highlighted _V.,:._L;.,_,E < hghly ambinah

,.:5:::;_ links to s fathers o adinronal fewish fa oandoawhnde hiehh sy

(G _;r:rr 1 0 e\ ;:Jj,;. PO e

{ I N

cron emery ed i Durkhenns Tater we ork I the second volume i

[t e. Uncoy cred more historie,

Alevander demonstrated rhis

[ oerc i ,/I;I\\:/_.f | 7?/.(;.

wur

rontual evidencessuggesting. through detaded herm

that Durkhem “wtheoretical fegacy to thesodn facene

damentalhy reconcened . White thiar

has not by any means, :?:.; LI O

ol

holarshipoover the tast rwvo decades o

Lte Durkham. and the reading of his developmenta produc

o the _.L.E::_/A.:_:-r.:_::.:_. Joes seem 1o have become mereasiig

Monice as has a CrowWImg aw Areness ot furs mtluence., at onee __::T:

turtis e, on both French and Anglophone culomal theor,

he tide began to turm m the 19808 s

speed mto the Tyoos e Mevander

sombolismy m‘a?.cfc:r:._::, morahty a

Jde discussions ot discourse. ditference, structare

Durkheimian roots of a newh cultural

'

melv evident but mercasingh acknowledecd

; e o , TS HUNTIHE read wath pleasure and astonishime BRI
; B T : ot tme. This enthusiasm was to conded o
: : rondendies to link the cultural Drurkhemn Comeers atism aned tooat

T rare meaning from oreamzanon

ﬁ.r;r,, contestanon ot Wi

Ciramew ork where cultore wa




:i,;,,.r.; ,:J_L

<ot the detal

)

_‘
cociology of the body A

. N .
T as Cotlective

Shilline We menooned carlier

ane aradical shift during his

fatn even o our conribucors differ

Collms, rourmes

oousaalh

11

. K PR 8 - L .
fones - Clarinvimg and debanmg such poinis o de ndicat

dhat aonew paradiem has bean mstitunionalizeds Finadiy there secms o e

} c,m..;/: O

Concen e face TT%?.C Mmreractions., social e

Collins, Grusky, Jonest as the toundatons
ﬂ
over-archimg totaling knowias socieny.

Conspicuous by therr absence are some oid debates and themes. Arrack

onand detenses ot soractural tunenional and atnve rurkhemmes see

o be passesalthough i nnghowell e sard ehar Bavman reworks these themees

i

i creative and postmodern spine Durkhemis conrbanons to posinvisg

statistical research merhods,

non of our contrtbutors many substanoal way = o relhng mdicator of

fise of a more hermencutic and cultural Durkheim during thie 1990,
Phese presences and absences are notabies ver we would suggese that b

more mreresting possibihivies tor e ary Durkheme s

found by digging beneath an e agrecrient o dhiames and uncarthimg




_.2___(,::_:4 traats |
10 caree
Lassert

mth

L Jemonstrations oF how
N . 1

this mmoral ordercand s

7,#,; on human hehavior o

[he alternate _.:7:_:: i~

codesand therr pracocatapp
Ahoos, myths, saere

“OTCIMN. T

[S8Y

e SOl

soth mieual and evervday it these are

|

RIS

W ontologically auronomots Tty

cervorr of motivarions, ¢

Dot ;J_r. Tﬁﬂlfu_, st
FENTIRIAY
< oalrural pragmanees

\ st fortheoming

Whar 1s remarkabic

sumber of Durkhemerefevant

boother words, v

opies like mnalos

nons and Tdeatise T

ducnion. socal the

e
—-
~
-~
—
7
~
-
—

mus of this _c,ﬁ,
Vinee sociologigiie e
Cand creannany arone
scrwork and
I

nictecru.

¢ C,r::: ,v

Pryrie guest
e endlessh arownd Tike
ons that there s an overas

oelt and behavioral codes

leation
dag
L AHons Are anderstood as

,: ﬂh_,?:._j,:,;...r_f ENCC

Ton ;:L cannot e _,r,r“,:r,?,_ to

N
.l

VI e REEA AL




* Cirivo : .
EEREN F A i
'

DoEipiya it et saiae
N [

hody —an

1N ,.;// RN

omedin

Ao choanahvue ond Jrarkbeimna

mdndual expe

Dade o eround deas

fanadvzed by dic group mowane

nediared. Drespive the ctroRts Gf

cored were mediated by theory and mv

Persona

ASSOCTALION SULEesTs 3 1

s would pernue

solidariny that eme

ity the e

materaa b and mamediate derermimat o

that we




I he new Durkhenn

the torm of neo Narvists poimntng o dhe problens,

asuallv took

s

nd to Durkhem’s pohocal conservansm o2 a

dialogue

ems theory Qi a

e i the negarnve, Durkhems supporters usually retorted b
forsocal “hads ™ con e

of syt

answert
COrV Lo acuount
o

gions of functionalist th
1d by poinomg to his Dreviusard and sociahist svimpachies o«
and by . : .

~, Gane 1ou2n As Zvamunt Bauman™s essav ithis volume s demonsriar
:L i >

197 =«

crms of debate have now s
{rieht. The subtleny of his transivon toa post-Narist idicin

htred, and we have moved beve

thet

ot lefrand ,
revent Bauman trom steppimg mto the frav with twim barred

v the mois

notp
[ eftect, he recasts the narrative of the Conservanve Durkhem

[

urkhem o

lstinetive postmodern ethical theorys Bauman reads

o his ¢
fernist leaislator hell-bent on estabhshing repressive contr

qod
Son under the hegemome sign ot “socieny.” Hiw soaa

L fictive ontology thar could be deploved agamse such
coneepts as free willand contigeney, veplacmg them with oy

managerial and fegislative mtervenoon and the demand tha

<ubmit to the necds of socien

[his argument = that Durl
mequalin. but also the advocate ot o repressive phifosophy miaic
hance. difterence and cultural vieahiny = 0 contronted mdn

e e not onlyv oseless o

.

S the essavs, Constder Grusky and Galescis contmburtion
imequatioy that i

vy : Durkherm has a theory ot class and Tabor
R capertor to those thar have emeraed trom the Marast and

e actadlhv mon

) : sons. Not east, lf../ SULaest, this the
catecories of Ived expernences sohidantv and diverse Tabon

tradi

those more rattonal and objectnvist models thar have
Ci

mced mothe name of social emancrpation. AMexanders interor

<truction of the mner development ot Durkhemm's can
mpicallv onented arg

It

BRI ports Grushy and Galescu’s more ¢
as cqunalent to democrane

Drarkham's ideological posinion
; Chuman face,”™ Alexander finds Durkhemm engaged

1
th the Marvises of his own dav, His ambinon was o

controlm a manner that was more respecttul of autononms

: . Dorkhem thens mocht be read as the tounding

morallv aware and emanaipatory sodad theory o

Nark Cladis Toc

' ’ Horccommunitanan perspectinve.

Fimds there the basis tor o

: wnging tmes. According t

Durkhams posinon and

-

WostoSohdarin, it

oo

nenes for Pk




amularive ke

Carders. Phemrerest here,

s on sodtal ai

. _..,.T'T, (RN

U as anduence

moral pames and morat

Losa brkson 1oee

O conte

it

Sas enabled anahvoe

N

mperary cultaral e

cition i«

N

1
e

o

[IRAYERN RO

rih

O
had

he

, ) Farve processes that underpn ATERE NN I
mpson 1998 and s
. il coctetal needs The resuly
o o anthropology s cultural stadies the new calroral
stadiess as w cllas /:.._:_C.m,/.
/_ . - N . P “_* _. R N ! e .
! . NMostmeeresomg and promusmg or adi fas been a newfound appreciatio:
St the importance of Burkbem's model tor the study net of deviance.

crminelogical theon and is

cnderstandimg ot both pre

. o nedenss
. , B cory, e and punishiment have been
sated to burcaucrane ratonaliny er as expre

Foucault's work has become

o crmimal qustices Fhs approach runs o

Ss G OUCoes.

Durkhems chinkimg here,

the e

e o anmant irends e

i
bemg morcasineh

cmbiematic combinies thew




aubhic dramatization and

he

sultarad codes 1o

new Buarkhen

1

wacred and profaniec

SOme _\c?.r.fc_:,:: ¢ studies a
4..: rechnologres Ssmith 20037 an
USRS ﬁc:;_ i_.:rﬁ;/r. ,,.:r.r RESEAANES
e Schett 1ovoi the formanon ol
coal subject (Carkson and Hott oo

~rorecTIoNns surroundimng ¢

1

oltective

prose

ons Hammond o891 and Hags

crmeneutic sense than the Durd
it such waon

'

nimal

ore

justice 1mn

Nl

SNCOVery

of culrurallv constrio

Ons

o
a0 intormed bye bur nor reducible v the
sanonaliny play e particular seromes tid gy
0 S vedrs have wirnessed an explosien of s e hoatme
RS © N

I recent turn Tenwvar

PIrOCCSSeS IMPHCIT

Cwe wishto take np bere,

S ambolicand attective dimensie

Garlan

Cton

s the fate Durkhem
Yot

vconceptualizes

these

in

v Is there a ditference

Jlectnve acton

vernate :.2.7 IR

Cre attective and svintho

; N m::ﬁwr._.: SO

N sreseparated by

soth of these aver

st

pubhc audience

tamhe penat .

pmanner thar wil

society. But

the Iragnie




hehiet. [ Ts referenae 1o

Durkhe ETPRSETEEN

e L»_,;,_,F

cativ e cfrort

N odred

men and whit

TN O e ires




R

smemorapve e
sothing t© Jdo with rehgion amy more
s h a ¢ \
e mwhen arimeserves e purpo

The new Taurkhemm

s ke

cvents and personages represented” so that the

he the
_ .m:_.
wWually enter o the domain ot pure fantas

v the tri
L an unres

and the correspondimg ceremonies change ther natare. n

and

)

are

wway we s

Ctoovulear r,::.:_::r,.,,

L2ns400

N doubt Durkheim was also worried

N wmbaolic actors seem loss sineere ane
publican argument Fhar won

i
8

re-tre
custaned by deephy meaninget

odrad

he

oercive forms of stroctur

MATIVe Ponspedtive.

-

and contrive

other, makes a grea

eepective of empieal ana

N

C between sudh

- wmbolie act

: _:_U:._r,

<

1 achion. o

moral concerns

cneent possily

has taker

N

wer straght-faced, 1

the recent px

Cshilsand Youne e

ed riaa




s




I

O\

“Introductions D

Duerlheman
wWCan

s.f,.f.T.
pp- [ K
AJexander.
ultare

n
New York
and Polineal €

LSS S
Dkl Soc

ZJ. [S——-224 m
Alesander New York and Camba
e Theretical 1o o Sl

.. I ¢
d D

*f

- .
T.,Z;,_f Lo s

AR 2N
exander, Jeffrey Ron | verman, b
sstompha odes 2oog Cultural v
) .

Los Angeless Unnversiny ot Calitormas e
mder. Jettrev €
formance Gt Harat and Soaol

cNocnal Screiee. Udited T/ feitrey o Vienande

Giesen. tortheomnig,

and

Cvander. jetfres

Beilah and ¢

]

Polin. i

;r_ reven

AN .
PO :L:V.,

Sdited Iy Richard

oy B

Press.

oaander. Jettrey

crend
. i
\ [ohn -
Cild 'l
ersin
Corthes, Roland sw=s v
INE, TR T ) GrEN Lo

"L.‘L, _:_IL I\

Cape.
! - Ay

N R

Hah, Robert o=
Bon Yohuda, Nachmes

ob

1
(

hicago Press

Philippe ol

Bosnard, _;:T_J,; .




Dovids vasgs R

K

caisttutio

T
[
mycton i
. ) « {.

IRSISISH

[N —~u

SOV TONT

okl

AV [N

Mt

PNV CrSTY

i

o

foiaat

iread




hol

cau0.
or
ol

o eaan

N1

ot
Now

coon \actor W.opoN- fhe

Vs |

1)

Cire f,:/::,rw

N

co Nl

N

O Ohie St

harles. Tus T TUseloss Dtk

Fhe new Dackhens

Lo Narrating the CGantlotme: Panshment
Coltore and Socwty o 275

gve Ao Ditradiec fir . New
S xecuning Precunons: \esthetios

hilip. 2

f,,._:_,:_.,. [Fe
Creltral 1

ment Ricval, ™ 0o
.:..,_:L O

apital Punist

~Codes and

[vn. tov”.
Pross.

R T IV RS AT ulrure i Acnon

York: Academie Press.

CRduward. PoNS, CErom i

e

Viesandor. New Nork

ol D
aurn |

. TR
P ! H
siniso ! (RTT T
N ;
H ! \
PR
TRy !
i i Y :
o g
i
to—N TR AT B N
R RS ENES o
i vtk
PO . ‘.







