Hebdidge 

Historical Background to sub-cultural investigation
The study of subculture developed through the tradition of urban ethnography which can be traced back to Henry Mayhew (1851) Thomas Archer(1865), and perhaps novels by charles dickens(1838 – twist) and Arthur Morrison (1896, 1902 – child of the jago)
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Earliest forms of ethnography insight into subcultures

Earliest scientific study came about in Chicago from sociologists and criminologists investigating the nature of the criminal gang  - Thrasher (1927) Whyte (street corner society)
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Early forms of scientific investigations into subculture, yet the term hadn’t even been conceptualized. 

In such accounts subculture is presented as an independent organism functioning outside the larger social, political and economic contexts. As a result, the picture of these subcultures, which often contained close detail, were ultimately incomplete as they lacked a supplemental analytical exploration of the findings. 

76

Hebdige suggesting early ethnographies were incomplete because they only operated on a descriptive level. 

Application of theoretical perspective to subcultural investigation

During the 1950s Cohen and Miller sought to supply the missing theoretical perspectives by tracing the continuities and breaks between dominant and subordinate value systems. 
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Cohen began tracing the links of dom/subordinate value systems

Cohen stressed the compensatory function of the gang: working class adolescents who underachieved at school joined gangs in their leisure time in order to develop alternative sources of self-esteem. 
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Cohen provided a functionalist explaination of why kids joined subcultures

Miller investigated the same however he focused on the similarities between subcultures and parents cultures, arguing that many of the values of the deviant group merely reiterated in a distorted or heightened form the ‘focal concerns’ of the adult working class population. 
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Miller argued subcultures reflect and inflate wider concerns of working class conflict.  

Matza and Sykes (1961) used the notion of subterranean values to explain the existence of legitimate as well as delinquent youth cultures. They found in subcultures subterrean values that served to underpin rather than undermine the day-time ethos of production (postponement of gratification, routine etc) .
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Matza found that subcultures were inflating cultural values to the nth degree. (reminds me of the ‘work to rule’ union thing)

Peter willmott (60s) suggested that the idea of subculture existing in absence of class would render subcultures meaningless. Hence, based on his observations he argued that the leisure styles available to youth were inflected through the contradictions and divisions intrinsic in a class society. 
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Willmott portrayed subculture as a function of class tensions 

Cohen, P (1972) took willmott’s idea the furthest arguing that subculture was defined as a “compromise between two contradictory needs: the need to create and express autonomy and difference from parents…and the need to maintain the parental identifications.” 
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Cohen thought subculture was a mediation between autonomy from parents and identification with parents. 

The latent function of subculture for Cohen was to “express and resolve the contradictions which remain hideen or unresolved in the parent culture. 
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Functionalist idea that subcultures sought to (simplistically) resolve the problems of class/culture. 

Cohen managed to develop a theory of subculture that accounted for the interplay of ideological, economical and cultural factors. Cohens focus on ethnographic detail allowed him to insert class into his analysis in a much more sophisticated level than previous authors. 
78

Cohen presents the most sophisticated model of subculture.

He demonstrated how class functioned as a material force dressed up in experience and exhibited in style. The raw material of history could be seen refracted, held and ‘handled’ in the line of a mod’s jacket, in the soles of a teddy boy’s shoes. Anxietiees concerning class and sexuality, the tensions between formity and deviance, family and school, work and lesure, were all frozen there in a form which was at once visible and opaque, and cohen provided a way of reconstructing that history; of penetrating the skin of style and drawing out its hidden meanings. 
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Cohen drew out the biographical, historical and social elements in subcultures enabling him to reflect upon subculture as a result of social attributes. 

Cohen may have overemphasized the links between subculture and parentculture yet it is no exaggeration to say that the idea of style as a coded response to changes affecting the entire community has literally transformed the study of subculture. 
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Cohen greatest contribution was understanding subculture as a coded response to changes affecting an entire community. 

Hedidge’s own work 

Experience is encoded in subculture shaped in various locales. (work home school etc). Each of these locales imposes its own unique structure, its own rules and meanings, its own hierarchy of values. They are bound together as much through difference as they are through similarity. 
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Experience is defined by location.

The media play a crucial role in defining our experience. The media not only provide groups with substantive images of other groups, they also relay back to working-class people a ‘picture’ of their own lives which is contraind or framed by the ideological discourses  which surround and situate. 
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The media is an essential factor in defining and redefining culture and subculture. 

