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Folk Music as a Site of Cultural Negotiation:
A Study of the Folk Music Community in
Ithaca, New York, 1950 to the Present

TACHI, Mikiko CRIR )

My paper examines the ways in which the concept of
“folk” has been negotiated in the folk music community
centered around the Cornell Folk Song Club. The history
of this community not only reveals the contested nature of
“folk” but also the ways in which ideas and values are
transmitted through music.

The Cornell Folk Song Club is one of the oldest campus-
based folk communities in the United States. It began in
the early 1950s as an undergraduate singing group of tradi-
tional songs, and over time, evolved into a larger commu-
nity of music making, including not only college students
but staff, faculty, and residents of the area.

I investigated the history of the club by drawing from
materials deposited at the Cornell University archive and
conducting oral histories with former club members. This
study reveals that the quest for folk music on campus pre-
dated the nationwide folk “boom” of the 1960s, and that
furthermore, the folk singing group at Cornell in the 1950s
was the incubator of the counterculture. Both musically
and socially, folk music embodied an antithesis to the main-
stream commercial popular music and culture. Students
who were dissatisfied with the dominant culture of the time
This folk

music community thus serves as a case study to illustrate

found new cultural expression in folk music.

that the grass-roots dissent among young Americans in the
1950s set the stage for the counterculture of the 1960s.
In addition, I conducted field research in June 2003 and
January/February 2004, where I interviewed current club
members and documented their singing and dancing meet-
ings to analyze their definitions of folk and the ways in
which they transmit music and culture. The members re-
gard folk music as empowering means to express and en-
tertain themselves without the aid of commercial media,

while routinely organize concerts by professional singer-

100 ~121¢3543
Al AR (BROIKITFRE)

( )

songwriters in order to sustain the club financially. Beyond
the simple preservation of traditional folk music, this com-
munity practices the folk process by altering and making
songs derived from the tradition. This case study suggests
that in fact, there is a continuity of folk music in local com-
munities, despite the popular belief that folk music’s mass
appeal disappeared in the late 1960s.

Geographies of American Studies
HONES, Sheila CREIRY)
LEYDA, Julia (kiR

This paper is based on the premise that American stud-
ies is a discipline that performs and generates normative
geographies not only in the spatial definition of its subject
matter but also in the spatialized hierarchies of its disciplin-
ary practices. Focusing on the textual geographies of pub-
lished American studies scholarship, we make a distinction
between work which self-identifies as located (geograph-
ically marked) and work which presents itself as non-
located. Our argument is that the discourse of non-located
scholarship reproduces US-centered norms. The non-
located (centered) subject position naturalizes its own cen-
ter-margin geography by writing as if from nowhere,
making no reference to its own professional/national con-
text. Tellingly, however, when non-located texts refer to
‘American studies’ they are almost without exception refer-
ring to US-based scholarship and practices. As the un-
marked center for American studies as a whole thus
becomes routinely conflated with the US academy, the dis-
tinction between geographically marked and unmarked
scholarship functions to reproduce the common assumption
that work in American studies is most naturally produced in
the USA. Non-US-based scholars are thus forced to choose
either to foreground their own (marginal) professional or
national context, or to write as if they too are inhabiting the
normative unlocated space of the US-centered academy. If
they choose to take a located (and hence ‘outside’) position,

non-US-based scholars are then often expected to justify



their scholarship either by producing comparative studies
or by positioning themselves as objective observers of US
culture. This normative center-margin geography, we
argue, extends to the textual production of located and non-
located readers. As non-located texts routinely assume a
US-based readership/US-based institutional structures as
the norm for American studies and produce an implicitly
US-based projected or ideal reader, we argue that ‘main-
stream’ American studies scholarship forces significant
numbers of ‘real’ readers to develop the skill of reading as

if they are somewhere, or someone, else.

SERDTCE—T XY NEMITY v JINRIZE
F5HEDARIZ I
/N R 9 (HEURE (BE)

Tv oy 7N &R, 18 A F Y X TOHEA LK,
T AU ATHME T L EZE S, BIETIRRBNZ N

H H

XEFIRXPMEREAT 4 TORE—19 1
R7XUNDEREBEEDEE
ok e (REBANERERY)

1839 4ED ¥4 L A & 4 7 O FW I MBS ITHi 7 75
HEAZBRE, 19 LT 2 ) HERIC OB AL 72, E -
A R—IZIEREREEENRE U TOMKTEE, [
FrokbBET B EFEL, F¥ =2« k-
V=23 TEWROR] Oumr TR EEREEL S
Tk A Y XL EET %2 OBEM, SRS AR
ERICHEE AT, ST e T4 LR e XD, 4
TxW2 [ERSIREK] &, FEORFRIMIT O BiEI
WL, NV —e VA LZXD [BAGLD] 1T, FHIC
K B REHES RO RTAL, &M EFEEITX 25BN
FTEZ—OREHEONERENIL TS,

EREGHOMEL, GHOOWBIEZSL, T
72 h BRI ZE U & o RUIRZE L o FetE®e, < oty
LWEOH 2 Ofetk =R U, FRHZIFET 7 X bAD
BEHOYIMRIE (77 2 N EBHEHOWEETH 5 RS
L) o, BT X MWREEEYD &3 2 AT
e EMEhTOC, DRI X B8] &0 MEE
RING EA S B,

AggFRTE, Lom 19 T AU AR OB
BT, FHED < BBOEFAERLTHI L,

af

XALD 1ML 2B LT B2« BA/NHOTER T
Hbo KRETIE, OV INREDDT [Ty
7N (etEmEE, @A, LrEETEALE LhdD )
& U TRRMER/FAE WTTI %38 D A% 75 5 BIR % 5
Bo [Ty Z7/Ihto oA A2 UAD B EEY
LR, KMEEHEGO AT+ VAN BEKRTHY, [
Z D%, ENFuikh e FEORMTH S| L%k
RIS SE, Yv—my b e X=F U2 e FibT v
DO OB | 1892)iIctinsn s (1B | 114,
YNNI 4T e TZ 20BN TRIVY » —] (1962)
b 2 LIEHGOBE~NOEM, v v —V— V¥
7 v OINHERT B B SR E BRI O Rkt & &
WUT, ZtkoRRETEE BB &t 3 Bk Rk
R, KPkowE A3y bo—V LEERT 5
EDHEDRE ERIBITEE & A8 SN TORBELIIR
WAEH SN 5, U LOBED SAMREE, KETyy
ZINSO RN LR L S O i h B, Lotk
LHAD Al %1k & IREPEICE A 2T 5,

E43
3]

10WRE~ 123553

B B (2 ot (T )

(FEZ®RSD) &0 5 EH—wildlife photog-
raphy &7 X Y WIREBREBEOFE
5 B 8 1 GRECRE (b))

1994 4, BMEERET — b s IV TICLBETF VS
ML FEHEEECTGEE I 7V av] @
FIfTid, BEED (VT VT4 —] 2H>TEEP
MIHERMEBEIEI L, 29 LcEmoWsice, ¥
B EED Y » Vb E LTORMEAZECEE LT
b, ~OMHRWE, Moy 77—ELTHATY —
& O THiAT Ui BHE B G H 13, TR1E (prese-
rvation) | OFED FIZ, #ASEHOTEHMEZ LY H
BRIGEWET [HlioZ2 5] Z&EHIELI, 29 Lz
Mo oEHEEOM T, WhIEIFHOMEIZKT S b
DELTY 7T—HENTEXLDTH %, HKZENDIZ,
LiloE#Eimoh T, U ABERENLE A ST AR
T HEMEBLL RSN ENS HTH B, L LREES,
LS HOBMEE %0 < 2HE#mns LIE LIE [oicEiz
e 2] ML, BREREOFTIICTE T 5 A H)
WEHEO [BiE] &2 OMIERNZPIED, H2I1Z LT
BENMBETHB LN HBDOTH B, K, FES
WEBEOY v+ v VELTORBEEMBIT 20T, 74
) ABREREREO A FAoF— 2 OMEL %, B
12 CHARY DORESAL/A A — DAL E BN SHLD S
%



Y7EDER—D z—2 + ZA74Y—0D [F
IAH—X] [2HEIFBABERHK
va AF B AR Gk GE)

V=V e 224 ) —=0D [FTTA4Hh—X] 2AMELH
ROBLEDN OB T 5, FEMITIEH—MRICB X587

A 7 DRI A0 5 T & 72 IR O B A T RHC
JERS A R E T B KL Eﬂ@%bﬁ,ﬁﬁ%b<o
THHH LR >HTEARNEZDZADIFEEDLIDY
BV ORBDBHEIP N TV Do SCBDIREEITR U TR
B, FHEEZT 5 LIIREBEARD KA WBA, HEDIL
i, WABRED SR SHANOBITEBINT 22 LTH
b0 LU, ZTOBEIUIMFRIC BUEIcHK S, T DR,

ﬁﬂm@%&ﬁfiﬁﬁéﬁ5%5&¥ﬁ EOUCE
[ 720 THERF S N T & 7o KM T e AR n] g 75 R
NBRET 5, RO AET 2 ZOMEIR T A Y
AERICIEELTE D, <V v OBHIYEREBIR Y o—
DWEZZHMTHSL L7 A ) A1 2RO HRE BRI
17, AHIBE/RIE S RPREOELDIES I M A
I AL, (LEWE 2 &I X BRGSO
Bl 7s & &R T ARICfEEE RIZTHRO XIS T
, EMEBEELARZO LD TH d 5 ARBLI T A1
WY 2 BAB(OERNELVDOH S, 22T, B
TAVAILEBTE) T EORRNGT 8%,

H H

KILFBERER S & KETEEN D FEIL
A I AR 1 ik B9)

KRETIE, Ya—Y e« T7¥ bR LIPIIBGE
EOIERESE MAMEY a v« T 5 LXHRALRY
DORHIT & - TET 2 #fEEHHT L, TOBSEHO
FEBL A U T KB EEEIN 7 £ Y 77123 W CRERE
SN EDOEHREHL B,

T ¥ L XEREE, MNTEGoERE Tl Sh T T

A0 A1 R D FE A AL U 7 el A 40 5 7o, AR
S OHIRBU L, MR A RIS 2 e TH Y, &
7o 3 —n v RO & B U 72 FN O SEIRIUFHEHT E R
EPRO BRI o T, L, —HTI ORAL
%ﬁbf,TXUﬁﬂX@W#_%%“gﬂﬂﬁmﬂé
NicoTh s,

TY LR, TAVAIINETA2HEOI VU H A%
i, 77 VABERBIFEORBERESE, TAVA
MNA—o v ROFITEEAETN S O ENET 5 & HE

i

TH7TASEYF 4
SREAICEHEFHD
T8 RBUERERE)

19 HACHIERIZ BT 27 AV HOEHWEAARERE 2
DK T AHAT B LT RA S EY 7 4 3REVR T A
Y ARFELRFERICZIANSNTE T,

UL, Zo4¥{HomIic, TRASEY 5 13t
B O OREEAEZT R I NI S B h -1, THD
B, 41— ) v (1976 4) 0@ EHERD, ¥ F
ZbhaL=FTA474 v N (1988 ) o FAFRHIET [
B, H—F—=F ¥ L=H%yF (1986, 1991, 2003
) D547 « FA 7 VBITRHTH 5.

9, A =25 UREHE, FHITRASEY T o3
DOHIZZDRHNEENTNBE I AWML T, HHH
HRTHBEFSORE->TE, X, R tHhT X135
BV T 4 SO B B REMEEE 02 b A U T AR
WEAEBZ A EEGWRL TR,

U RAMBL=TAT 4y FMR#PA—F —=F
P L=y FIRFOMIEITEE L T T NTOM, AN
FrFNELTHOOENT NS, b L, HiEOH{ED
HEFAEDO I BRI « MDY~ TV SEA N
3, PhsoBiizFRF o, THTRXASEY 7450
BN SN BRI TTH B, fme LTy
NA 5 EY 7 1 Fid A AR ISR E P 2 0K T
BT A0 E LTHERBHE—DIELWMIEHTH 5,

19 S hAEED

100 ~12HF3543
CIES T (T S W Ne )

w C o )
12, ENOSEIRILS & RS B,

FATHFEIC B LTI, BUARICIEREZ A E s h 5 C
EDZOT F LRED, WIETEIRIEEE 09, BUA
LS| & 170, KRk kO THOE B iS4 %
HTXB3ZLE2RLEDTH S, ZhiZ, SRENEG
LLRD EBAD MY <&, §lEE L TOTEiES

B LI EEER L,

1930 ERXR L— b « R— VU —ZOBKRE

INDAZES (RIBRT)

A L= b o k=1 —RIE RO S 7570 D 1930 4F 6

AL U BBt H 0, [RHIPHIC D 72 5 m BB
AL, HRRE T oy 7R EIRSE/2E LT,
BUET S EHINENLEE UTEAR D, S0 KHHT
HoteT7—T 7 =3, BENORLEI) R TIELE
BHLUILELT, HEOFEIEZKE LT I &I -7,
KERE TR, RL— b o m—V —ERLERERD & 5



CHIRLSE, BRSO TIRA L, Th#MBEYE] ©
fim» ol dT 22 EiIckd, MELLTICT—Y 7 —
OHMEZA %, FEHIE, okEXIMBELTHS
BB e, HEh SN Lo Th 3 B RE S
BLERME TTEH) ~FT#EL, —HESTRESH
TeRABERARIRICET T B 2 EEAEICLHIETH D,
1922 -7 # — K=— < w H UN—ETHRILL, HFiC
T =y —BHEFFE YIS LTI, 1930 4E D S IH O
R EADDOEALDO P THN - TLE-T
DO, FBEITIFZLED LI BERMANLIN T DN E
SIEZHFEORMESLDLETHTTEIET, HEDIT
LECFEENTWB A L— N o K=Y =7, T—7 57—
Xt U TRl DR IR 5,

TERESEHESIE 1990 FAIFEELIZD
N2 —RKEFBEHCH T HELERHD
EEH

B HE i GRREA

75 WK E BB 1 1990 AEARISTEEAL Lic D vy A
Wt TIE 90 AEFCLIRE, B BB AR & B R IE Y
WEBHOEALE D < B HEMOHREBRLENS, 20
B T RE & B D AT & S R E S EhE D) % B
U T & AR QIR BN T B Z &AL
I FECREGEEBOHHITE LIF LIEZ 5 LD
BEikowgENTTbN TE &2 FRT 5, 1995 40
KEY ERAFY - BN (AFL-CI0) OB
®in o, KEBZHEMLF o=, =4 )T 40D
P CELES), HAH - R EREAN QBRI &
JH B OO PG PEAL S BAZE 75 K 7 B B o B U,
N E T 90 FRUURIEA T 2 BFFD 7 v —bfkic
ST B EHE <y — &0 S SRR 5 72, L
U Z OFEHEALD i TS oSSR A 19 il
wFyHE L (KoL), 20 LwiEHo ™ + 7Y — %
IWW), 2L T=a—F 1 — VD05 R 2%

(-

H H

1980 FRT7 TV HY - TAYU BV EHERD
AYET7 vADHREE
o — 2 (BRI

Paule Marshall, Gloria Naylor, Toni Morrison (%, 1980
Eicehzha ) THRAEERIC UEREREL T
Wohe TAVAFAXEINIZT ZVAY « T ANV,
1) 7OHT, ASOWITH > TWWeT 705 v X RIT
HEDZEOIWEER, T7IVA Y« TAVA VDT 4

i

(CIO) iTali7 % oK [E o ¥R 10 57 B & By O i 12 18 2 5
Z 5T o OB LLHLA D H O i
RO ARV PO FTRON D, WEHIL 70 4£1CLL
B W57 BT 5 72 B4 Bl O TG PRI 5 i FR T8l
FEO I U THE OB L O RE LA B & iz
EEMA LN S, KREIFIHESR T I E T HIGTEL
NOW YA THEOEEN W o EAHER/HL, K
[ 57 B B 12 1) B sk o mEEE A R B,

FTAYVHICEIFTIBREABEOER—1932 &
RERRBEZRICEIZ2EEEH LR
FEEEMELT

G il

KRB IAR Y YT = = 7 A & LT 1932 F£0
RERMREERRICBTIB 75027y e0—XT 2 )b
MBS, 7OV e 23 RPHBNIT & B HEIETAE « AT ED
MREZMTT 520D ThH S, AtEOHWIEZ S Licy
ME@ELT, 7AYAHOBEEMEED 1930 FRUTE D X
I BEACE BT T EBZB5FNND 2HDIT B T &I
Hbo AMEGITFTRITUREZ WL, Hil TIHIAERBS
OIRANTB VO TEEEREZICE T 2 GEE o %E &%
FEIn, 512 (240 7b—)bv] &S ik
BRI ARSI B, ROWT [HEHECR ] B 55
AT 7E0, REEEERIFICBT 2N o= LT =
VOBSEALREC T 2 EETAEO EEAEZRT 5, &
SITRBRARIE 1 3510 2 4 LRI 2 38k %50 Ui
%, HETEOHEMNEE L TRy Vby = =7 OfUG#
HRBEEMGLT 5, 2 TIE 1932 0 FIEREICE T
A= 7z, AT RAMEICK B EETIEOFEREN
CIZATRELS D A 71 = X L ORI TS b %, IiRIC
RIS B W TR IEER M I B A RGEE B E 2 o,
1930 FEARD 7 A VU A7 B BUE DR EINICB 9 5 B
EkAHIcNWEEZZ B,

B EEgERRE D)

H 1005 ~12F3553
B D (027550 ovmmanes )

TARSWIZVA Y vV e TAT VT 4T 4 RNIEL
RZA P a2 T VRBBIGIRB FTOT 7V Ay « T AY
A ETTVAY s HEY T L OEROA[REIEE TR LT
R

LiL, ZoWE{O#EORT, 77 UHY T A
VAYDLST AV AAN>ELTOREDNSOH =R T
HBH)ET v OERBANTTDN, WHEOAY ET Vi
BlIzo7 2V A EH ) THEROZEIRMGE S U0 #ES
NIAFEL LCAlES NS, =1/ VT4 XFELTH



AXFOXNBIRLE ISENND S ENBNT T -
T AN A UACHESCER S, RSB EINh S & &,
TIVHY «TAVH VDT A H R ZAWNFE R
DA =TIV ERES, £ LT, 1980 487 £
VARZBI Ryt v ) XL O ] RERE & RA
MED & EWHELT 5 &85,

20 HHCYEEICHF B H—Y 4 —EBf—/X -
T7IVHZXLEZBZ-EEMHE
oA & A EERBAE D)

R—=H A e H—="7 4 =&, 1920 FERFIFE 0z
T AN AEREERSEIC U TRAKRER £ Ui,
ZDIEENZDONTIE, Ny e T TV AL [T 7
U i) EEATRH S, T AU ABAET®RE LK
KUGHE T B 2 WM @R ATRR SN 5 & &
L, LALBEAS, 74 AENORAMEIZHD
L—TT, A= 4 — TR &R > THEB)ZM L
MY, ZOEHOFRRIERLT 7V H, I—a vy,
TIOTANE, EHENLENO 2R T, ARE TR
H—"7 4 —DEB %, 2« TTVHZRXLDOREAEBZ
7o, KR TRER & LT ESZ, KRS EBELL
LOXNROPTHEET 22 E2HIET, chickd, 7
AN AERETHE LT — 7 4 —0 AN, EERHIC
(BE) | 29T, BABT 75—tk 2RI
INTEIRIE, Tz oDT 79 —EH—T 4 —3
B & OMEMBREZ S0 Ui, A TAREAIT
L0, BAFEET BICH1 > TOEBEHHEE O REENE
DWW T BIRR Ly,

BEEBELART X Uhds—EBEREOZ
FANZDHS - T

TR KB GERAE
AHETE, BUDHICHRI I 22T 1108 > TOHL
FAEEMEIZ DT, 1947 D RN E 213 (HARAfE
) OFIE P ALK O AL Ui JACL DK
ZNEBLEOIEHE, HRATIE SRS L oAb
X35 HRRED MIEDZ T 1L 78 ST D0 Tk
10 FEBICHB s o H R (I HTH & Pacific

Citizen) DilHPRITHILAE S LI L2, TOK, %
D HRADPENT & REALIRITN T 2 X7 1 772
2T VAT A TORBERIZONT W SMITT 5,
WICHFAEIFIC & > TO A RALZITONWT, TAUA
A =2 bF ) TR EEET B O BlkE R A
[H % E B BES | (BB 500 A) SEHA~OD
1999 4 DFRAAE R L —IKEEE b L i U, HRMS
TK&éhf%tﬁ%ﬁ%«@Z?bﬁ?(fﬁWWK
B fEIZICIRE SN TETLBDM, BEIIDNTHE
R

At ad@ L, BUE, “FEFER 70 AR Lk
HFALRIC DL T E LBEDOREIZS>NT, £<0D
MEZHOHITHOETANT W S, ZOWELEIZE
COHIE-THEDONEZ EEFH-> T 5,

1980 EXDINT 4 =T VR - 7T —
V= 705—V20EHSH-T
FEMEAT PV T+ N=TKEF Y « Tz (BD)

p—no-—

RT = VAT =MW, BelifTAoF—mn
HAELTWASA T« 7—rThb, HE 77 XL,
Wemi, 5> 2, BEIRAREI7E & O S O B FUR MBI 1T
BV vIVTH B, 1980 4ERICTT B &, KEE T —
Ty MITBRTFRAAT A TREN ST =< U X o
7 — M OMFIT R E R BE KT L,

PTHENRT = VR e T—T 4 A OO—=1) =7
YH =i, 1985 4RI —F =T S =X EH &
#5CF, Home of the Brave &5 A4 ML U — | »
T A NVLERE LI, 22T, TV¥—v iday 73
HAER—Z2EL, BHLAFGOBWEHE DY &0 B TIE
Lo F7, BHBOA Y U FIVRFEIZHIMAT,
HEBWICEZ ST ) uV—%fTEiL, Yxry—
TAT VT4 T4 DFESEERLI,

A TIE, Home of the Brave 13 U & LT, 1980
FRIZT V= UDBRELIRT =< U ADS, /8T 5 —
RUA T = OB TEDLHITHU B I Ll
RER DM EBRE LT, HITH LA, Lok ickkn
BY ¥ A TAaF—OERRBILET &I Lk
S, MHDRR T 4 —< X« T— b EAEDHTFTE M
Zim LT &I,

=



ASA &= K 7% 14
( 13H%§50‘5}~15H§ 2043 B )
A RS GRECRSD)

Violent Belongings and the Question of Empire Today

Amy Kaplan
(ASA President, University of Pennsylvania)

Kaplan urges American studies as a field to address the current international crisis. She analyzes the dramatic
shift in contemporary public discourse from the denial to the embrace of the idea of the American Empire. She
traces two dominant narratives, one that loudly champions U.S. military supremacy, and an other that reluctantly
accepts the “white man’s burden” as the last best cure of global anarchy, and she claims that both take American
exceptionalism to new heights. Since the American Empire is “out of the closet” as its proponents claim, American
studies scholars must go beyond the methodology of exposure to recast these debates about empire in
transnational, historical and comparative contexts.

The new use of the word homeland contributes to this imperial discourse, as it works to shore up the boundaries
between the foreign and the domestic. The support for a global empire, however, breaks them down by claiming
the supreme authority for the United States to limit the sovereignty of all other nations. The jarring notion of
America as “the homeland” imposes an illusion of national consensus and homogeneity, which underwrites resur-
gent nativism and anti-immigrant sentiment and policy. It also appropriates ethnic connotations of the homeland as
something violently taken away or not yet achieved to enhance a sense of insecurity and support for the so-called
“war on terror.”

Kaplan urges American studies scholars and teachers to muster the authority of their discipline to engage in pub-
lic debates about the history of the American empire and about the multiple meanings of “America,” at a time when
the government is reviving American studies as an export to support their foreign policy.

As a key example, she turns to Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, as a pressing contemporary location about which
American studies should tell alternative narratives of empire from a variety of interdisciplinary and transnational
perspectives. An ambiguous space between the domestic and the foreign, the U.S. naval base there holds over 600
international prisoners indefinitely in a nightmarish legal limbo, where they are denied rights under the Geneva
Conventions and the U.S. Constitution. American studies can show how Guantanamo, America’s oldest overseas
naval base, lies at a historical crossroads, where U.S. intervention in the Caribbean meets U.S. intervention in the
Middle East, and where nineteenth century imperialism meets the American Empire of the twenty first.
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In the Presidential Address, I would like to look back on my journey as a Southern historian and discuss some
of the major problems I have been thinking about. At the core of my academic endeavors was the struggle with the
powerful and “charming” Southern peculiarity thesis by C. Vann Woodward. I will therefore discuss Woodward,
first, and then mention three alternative approaches that I think were significant in my attempt to overcome
Woodward—(1) Immanuel Wallerstein’s world system theory and its application to the South by Dwight B. Billings
and Jonathan M. Wiener; (2) Morton Keller’s national synthesis of the later 19th-century American politics; (3)
Herbert G. Gutman’s class analysis, which was also a national approach. In conclusion, I would like to address the
members of the JAAS and alert them that the present situation calls for our academic engagement that really

“matters.”
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Workshop A

Film and American Culture Before Holly-
wood
Jonathan Auerbach (University of Maryland)

This workshop paper examines early American cinema
as a medium of cultural transmission. I begin by offering
some historical context: an account of the relation, or
rather nonrelation, between American Studies emerging as
an academic discipline in the USA during the 1950s, and the
serious study of film. While a number of intellectuals such
as Vachel Lindsay, Hugo Munsterberg, Harry Potamkin,
and Gilbert Seldes writing between 1916 and 1950 under-
stood the importance of movies as a popular expression of
American beliefs and values, by 1950 Hollywood cinema
was condemned and dismissed by most academics and cul-
tural critics (conservatives and progressives alike) as a
hopelessly debased manifestation of mass society.
Although in 1949 the influential critic F. O. Matthiessen
recognized film as “the chief art form of the age,” his
American Studies colleagues during the following two dec-
ades largely ignored the medium, even though they seemed
quite willing to explore and embrace the importance of
other forms of mass culture, such as Beadle dime novels,
that flourished during the nineteenth century. The refusal
of American Studies until the 1970s to take movies seri-
ously strikes me as a missed opportunity. After discussing
some reasons for this blind spot in the discipline, including
the role of The Cold War, I turn next to early American cin-
ema itself during its initial years (1894-1914) to consider
its function as a transmitter of culture.

The most common way scholars currently analyze the
cultural implications of these early short films is to regard
them as “a cinema of attractions,” a distinct mode of repre-
sentation that privileges sheer visual display and sensation
over storytelling. In this influential paradigm, early cinema
is rather loosely and generally linked to modernity, a broad
concept that unfortunately doesn’t tell us much about turn-
of-the-century American culture more specifically. A sec-
ond, more focused approach would be thematic, seeing how
African-Americans or women or athletes are rendered in

these films, for example. Questioning the limitations of

“Transmission of Culture(s)”
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both attractions and thematics, I argue for a fuller model of
analysis that pays close attention to the nascent medium as
a social practice as well as to its formal elements. Given
the relative absence of plot in many of these films, we are
compelled to look closely at the articulation of time and
space in early cinema-how one shot is related to another
shot-often without recourse to coherent underlying narra-
tives that generate characters and themes. This does not
mean that such films are devoid of cultural import, but
rather that such import partially resides in early cinema’s
formal experimentation itself, particularly in its self-
conscious references to prior media such as the telegraph.
To that end, I show and discuss a number of early films in
which the telegraph and telegraphic transmission play an
important role, suggesting the larger cultural significance of
technology in relation to the emergence of cinema in the
United States.

Folk Traditions in Japantown: Transmission,
Emergence, and Performance
Hideyo Konagaya (Siebold University of Nagasaki)

Japantown in the United States is a site where Japanese
and American culture and history merge, and where an
imagined community of Japanese American and Japanese is
created. An impressive characteristic of a Japantown, such
as the one in Los Angeles, San Francisco, and San Jose, is
the condensed representation of traditional Japanese cul-
ture---- an array of objects, symbols, and performances that
remind us of Japan. A place may be named as Japantown if
it gathers together a variety of imports of Japanese culture,
such as origami, kimono, Bon-odori, taiko, and mochi-tsuki,
and presents them as constant and formal features of a
community event, exhibit, museum, and market. When
these expressions of Japantown are perceived as the prod-
ucts of cultural “transmission” from Japan by Japanese im-
migrants, travelers, and businessmen, a question may be
when, from where, what item of Japanese culture, along
with its variations, is brought over across the Pacific by
them, and how its form and meanings are different from

those of the “authentic” original in Japan.



Transmission of folklore, such as folktales, myths, cus-
toms, food, and festivals has long been a central concern in
folklore studies. Folklorists have explored how folklore as
a symbol, knowledge, and idea is passed down from one
generation to another, from one region to another, from
one group to another. Rather than view folklore as a static
survival of the past, however, the contextualist approach
gives attention to the dynamics of culture, that is, how tra-
ditions are creatively and strategically negotiated in every-
day situations. Folklorists refer to the emergence, or
situated context of folklore, which influences the social
communication of symbols and the formation of identity in
“performance”. Indeed, a commonly cited definition of
folklore suggested by Dan Ben-Amos is “artistic communi-
cation in small groups.” This definition broadens the view
that transmission, and hence the formation of tradition,
needs to be historicized by lasting through generations.

Addressing the theme of this workshop, “Transmission
of Culture(s),” I would like to discuss how folk expressions
create community in Japantown, by looking at them as per-
formances that transmit, and construct, identity. In the
title of my paper, I would like to use the term “tradition”,
instead of “culture”. Tradition, which has been a principal
concept of folklore studies, has been redefined as a process
of cultural and social construction. Paying attention to the
transnational context, within which the revitalization of
Japantown after the 1970s on the West Coast has been in-
tertwined with the increasing economic and political inter-
actions between the United States and Japan, I would argue
that the folkloristic approach to the representation of
Japanese traditions and their performers reveals the dy-
namic processes in which tradition is transmitted and

shaped, in relation to the issues of identity and community.

Transmitting American College Womanhood
to Japan: A Case of Tokyo Woman’s
Christian College

Rui Kohiyama (Tokyo Woman’s Christian University)

This workshop paper is an attempt to understand the
power relationship involved in the process of cultural trans-
mission as exemplified in a case of American foreign mis-
sion enterprise in Japan. In the context of modernization
process in East Asia, American missionaries played a sig-

nificant role in transmitting western cultures not only in its

religious manifestation but also in other various aspects.
Especially, they were influential in educating young women
in Asia thus to claim an enormous potential to define part
of the future social order in the host countries and regions.
No matter how religiously inspired or humanitarian in their
intention, missionaries were inevitably entangled with the
power imbalance between East and West in the modern pe-
riod, and against this background, their proselytizing pro-
jects in various cultural forms cannot effectively counter
the criticism of being cultural imperialism.

In pursuing the projects of cultural transmission, how-
ever, missionaries had to comply with native demands, of
course. Emphasizing the native agency in selectively ac-
cepting or rejecting western cultural intrusion is the norm
in the contemporary scholarship, and indeed it is fair to say
that natives did use their own selective judgments to deal
with missionaries, particularly in Japan. The paper exam-
ines how the Japanese exerted such agency to accommo-
date a missionary educational initiative as their own by
scrutinizing an example of Tokyo Woman’s Christian
College in its founding period of 1910s and 20s.

Contrary to a commonplace impression that might ac-
company missionaries as cultural imperialists, missionaries
were in many ways vulnerable people caught in vast gulf of
differences in social cultural, racial, historical constructs.
Their efforts to bridge such gulf often forced them to
change on their own part toward more empathic under-
standing of their host societies and cultures. The paper
first illuminates an example of such a conciliatory mission-
ary in the figure of A. K. Reischaure, the father of Edwin
Reischaure, a former ambassador to Japan. Then it exam-
ines how the Japanese were able to define the core curricu-
lum of Tokyo Woman’s Christian University with
Reischaure as a mediator in a way to marginalize what the
American side wanted to establish in Japan.

In spite of a huge investment the American supporters
(many of them were women) had made for the college, not
even one faculty post was allowed to their own free choice.
With native resilience, the U.S. supporters were requested
to make a real “Christian self-sacrifice” that demanded
them to give money but not to control. Understandably,
their enthusiasm eventually shrank. This might suggest
one route along which the decline of the American foreign
missionary enterprise among mainline churches occurred
in the former half of the 20" Century.
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Workshop B

“(Gateless or Gated?

New Social Stratification in American Society”

The Selling of Preparedness: American
Society in the New Age of Terror
Marita Sturken (Universisty of Southern California)

Notions of security and safety have proliferated in
American society since the events of September 11. The
United States has been defined in the early 21st century
through government policies and consumer practices that
have centered on creating an illusion of normalcy, safety,
and, most importantly, preparedness. Barrier architecture
and gated buildings are on the rise, safety environment
stores sell items such as parachutes for workers in tall of-
fice buildings, and the rhetoric of politicians can cause an
extended rise in the sale of duct tape. The increased con-
sumption of sports utility vehicles and other domestic mili-
tary-style vehicles, such as the Hummer, indicates a set of
consumer trends toward the militarization of domestic life.
Thus, on a daily basis, middle-class Americans now use
consumer practices to mediate their newfound fear of
terrorism and this has an increasing impact on class rela-
tions, immigration, and the spatial relationships of commu-
nities and neighborhoods.

This paper investigates the ways that the recent market-
ing of preparedness and safety in American culture, both by
marketers and by the US government, has emerged in a
context of mourning and memory, and has served to negate
political engagement in the wake of 9-11. It examines the
“culture of fear” in American society that has been magni-
fied in the aftermath of September 11, and how this para-
noia has been exploited by the US government in its
increased surveillance of US citizens and infringement on
privacy and civil rights. This paper explores the ways that
the memory of September 11 has facilitated this trend and
how kitsch forms of consumerism often function as a means
for people to work through their grief in response to trau-
matic attacks. Finally, this paper reflects on the broader
implications of this consumerist culture of fear and para-
noia, and its implications for an increased stratification, and
new forms of gated-ness and gatekeeping in American soci-

ety.
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The New Class Dimensions in American
Society Made Visible by the Ambherst
School

Jo-Young Shin (Univ. of Southern California)

The Ambherst School has its theoretical roots both in
Marxism and in postmodernism. While most postmodern
thought rejects the basic categories of Marxism and most
(traditional) Marxists in turn reject those of postmodern-
ism, the Amherst School has been rethinking Marxism and
developing a kind of postmodern Marxism that attempts to
integrate insights from postmodern thought with the
Marxist tradition. Building upon Althusser’s notion of
overdetermination (one of the most powerful anti-
determinist impulses in Marxism), the Amherst School
paves the way for postmodern Marxism that formulates a
new concept of class and positions class anew in the
decentered social totality.

While most traditional conceptions of class define it in
terms of power (who rules whom) and property (who owns
what and how much), the Amherst School conceptualizes
class in terms of surplus produced in society. Unlike other
class analyses which focus on the social distributions of
power and property, the class analysis of the Ambherst
School concentrates on the social distributions of surplus:
how surplus is produced, appropriated, and distributed in
society. Moreover, the Amherst School denies class any
privileged position in society. Class is not the ultimate
cause that determines society but one among many other
constituents that shape society.

By virtue of its surplus notion of class and over-
determinist class analysis, the Amherst School makes it
possible to shed light on the new class dimensions in
American society which have been marginalized, over-
looked, or left out. To take a few examples, the Amherst
School poses such a provocative and paradoxical question
as whether America is capitalist. By this seemingly non-
sensical question, the Amherst School brings into relief the
capitalist hegemony in discourse that makes it problematic
to argue that America is a Christian nation or a hetero-

sexual one. In so doing, the Amherst School interrogates



the capitalist hegemony in discourse that presents capital-
ism so encompassing, totalizing, ultimate, and perfect that
it is almost impossible to imagine alternatives. The
Ambherst School also brings class analysis into households,
whereas most conventional class analyses stop at the door-
steps. The Amherst School comes to the conclusion that
household class structures are largely feudal, not capitalist.
The Amherst School further argues that some of these feu-
dal class structures are in transition to communist class
structures. Another class analysis of the Amherst School
also advances that sharecropping in the Mississippi Delta
that came to prominence after the Civil War and continued
to exist until 1950s had feudal class structures, and furthers
that this analysis could be extended to the sharecropping
system in the Southern regions in general. Still another
class analysis of the Amherst School makes visible the
class struggles underway in a liberal arts college apparently
detached from such struggles. The Ambherst School ex-
plores the conflicts and contradictions surrounding educa-
tional commodities in the educational institution and
concludes that those are capitalist, positioning professors,
on the one hand, as surplus producers and trustees, on the

other, as surplus appropriators.

America Divided: Residential Segregation
during World War II and Now
ARUGA, Natsuki (Saitama University)

Since the 1980s “gated communities” have been spring-
ing up around the United States. A gated community, ac-
cording to the American Heritage Dictionary (4th ed. 2000),
is “a subdivision or neighborhood, often surrounded by a
barrier, to which entry is restricted to residents and their
guests.” Gated communities are not a new idea. The city-
states of the ancient past realized that a wall around the
area in which they lived would help to repel invaders and
built fortresses such as the Megiddo fortress in 500 B.C.
In England around 300 B.C. the occupying Romans built
gated communities.

In the United States today it is said there are more than
twenty thousand gated communities, and eight million
Americans, mostly from the upper-middle and middle
classes, may find their dream houses inside these enclaves.
Why do they want to insulate themselves behind gates and
walls? There are a number of theories to explain this phe-
nomenon. On the supply side, developers and builders find
a new profit-making opportunity in a type of development

targeted toward the moneyed classes. On the demand side,

consumers want privacy, security, pleasant living, and pres-
tige.

One real estate advertisement claims that a gated com-
munity “reduces traffic through the neighborhood, controls
who enters the neighborhood, seems safer due to the gate,
[and] deters crime.” This is almost like the city-states of
the past building fortresses for protection. However, advo-
cates of this modern version of fortress claim also that
“communities offer resort-style living and prestige” and
that “home values hold up due to pride of ownership.” Such
words as “prestige” and “pride” appeal to upper-middle-
and middle-class concern for social status. This advertise-
ment indirectly addresses racial concerns by way of letting
customers know that the gated community “controls who
enters the neighborhood” and that it “deters crime” so that
their homes are not invaded by the kinds of people they
want to avoid. These “kinds” are usually understood as ra-
cial minorities.

I argue here that the gated community in the United
States is a logical outcome of residential patterns that have
been common since the emergence of suburban neighbor-
hoods in the nineteenth century. I focus on the period of
World War II when the nation was superficially united in
the war effort, yet in reality divided into neighborhoods
segregated by class and race. For example, during World
War II Berkeley, California was divided into several resi-
dential districts with distinctive characteristics of class and
race, and this division was reflected in the lives of high
school students. Their middle-class parents were obsessed
with the location and quality of their residence that they be-
lieved symbolized social status.

It can be said that this obsession facilitated the emer-
gence of gated communities. After September 11, when
Americans are believed to be united in waging war against
terrorism just as they came together to confront the Axis
threat during World War II, they are still divided between
the rich and the non-rich, and this division is physically

shown by the gates and walls that stand between them.

Choosing Your Neighbor: How American
Legal System Enables Americans to
Decide Whom to Live With

TERAO, Yoshiko (University of Tokyo)

What is peculiar about American modern life is that rich
people do not live in the center city but live in the suburb.
In other developed countries, it is quite opposite; the richer
you become the closer you live to the center. What is also



peculiar about American way of living is that how much you
earn decides not only how big house you live in but also
where you live, i.e., what suburb or what part of the suburb
you live in. American big cities are surrounded by many
small-sized municipalities and there is great wealth differ-
ence among the municipalities. When you look into one
municipality, you will find that the city, the town or the vil-
lage, whatever the name is, is divided into areas that
closely correspond to the wealth of the residents. The
areas range from very expensive area with very big-sized
lots with luxurious houses and a lot of open spaces to
rather crowded area with small-sized lots and tiny houses.

Even though the stratification of housing communities
according to one’s income can be found in other countries,
the one that is found in the United States seems to reach
the highest degree. Of course, in the countries where the
division between the rich and the poor is clear and great,
and there is no substantial middle-class exists, the stratifi-
cation is very easily found. However, among countries
with large middle-class population, it is difficult to find a
country that has as neatly stratified residential community
even among the middle-classes as the United States.

The picture I just described has come into existence
through American local government law as well as through
American land-use law, the most important of which is zon-
ing law. Because American governmental system is very
much decentralized, American local government retains a
great deal of private nature. The local government exists
for the common weal of the member of the government.
The richer the government is, the better off the residents.
Since the member of the community has withheld the
power to control local affairs, they have great deal of power
to control the nature of newcomers, i.e., to whom to live
with. They can exclude the poorer and welcome the richer.
This mechanism of choosing your neighbor according to
one’s wealth has provided the basis for the stratification of
living environment according to one’s income.

Gated community is built by private enterprise.
However it provides all sorts of public service that ordinary
local government provides. Its legal basis consists in pri-
vate law and yet its existence resembles more like a public
government. In my presentation, I would like to argue that
Gated Community is not something of abnormality, but
rather symbolize the American way of building a residential
community in general, and I will explore how its private-
oriented local government law, private law developed for
building a large scale private residential community, and

market mechanism have worked together to support it.
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