Ken Gelder 

   Birmingham School

Centre for contemporary cultural studies at Birmingham University turned their studies towards the category of ‘youth subcultures’. Their analysis were influenced by the worlk of a number of british Marxist critics but also continental theorists. 
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Youth cultures and critics of marx and continenalists
Birmingham school narrowed the definition of subculture and focused particularly on youth cultures
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Focussed on youth and narrowed field of subcultural studies. 

CCCS researachers focused on relations between ideologies and form; thus their work turned to the distinctive ‘look’ of subculture but the primary aim was to locate them in relation to three broader cultural structures, working class or parent culture. The dominant culture and mass culture. 
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Cccs studied ideology and form. Looked at the look. Themes were class, dominant culture and mass culture

Youth cultures studied by CCCS were always working class youth subcultures and their social status was linked to subordination. But they were also located ambivalently in relation to this category and to family structures it had upheld, not least because of the influence of leisure and commercialism on youth which fostered a ‘generational consciousness’ that could unhinge one’s class= and family-based identity. 
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Focussed on working class and linked subculture to subordination. But placed youth as ambivalent actors in the middle of social expectation and class expectation. 

Youth thus seemed to embody the instability of class as a workable category. The emphasis was on youth as a transitional moment, a fragile point of mediation between the class-located identity of parent culture and the increasingly attractive commercialized world of mass culture. 
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Subculture was youth in a transitional moment. Mediation between class and mass culture. 

Rather than seeing it as aimless and delinquent the CCCS constructed youth as symptomatic of the central contradictions of the time. Yet youth weren’t alienated. They were able to make use of the raw materials available and construct a meaningful existence. 

84

No aimless but symptomatic. Not alienated but progressive. 

Phil Cohen 
Cohen outlines the agenda for CCCS arguing that subcultures are a king of symptom of class-in-decline. When working-class communities are undergoing change and displacement  - when the parent culture is not longer cohesive – youth respond by becoming subcultural. 
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When class declines, kids go into subcultures. 

Subcultures thus become a means of expressing and resolving the crisis of class. 
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Subcultures may also replace a lost sense of class community with subcultural territory. A shift which is symptomatic of the relocation of youthful expression to the field of leisure rather than work. 
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Territory to replace community. 

Subcultures aim to recreate the conditions of parents culture at one remove. Subculture plays a conservative role. Subcultural identity formulates itself in the field of leisure, one has ‘no career prospects as such’. When one is in a subculture one quite literally has no future. 
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Recreates parent culture. Conservative. Exists in leisure aspects of culture thus it has no future prospects.
