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The American Council for Learned Societies (ACL S) has undertaken to organize and administer
an international, interdisciplinary collaborative research network on “Official and Vernacular
|dentifications in the Making of the Modern World,” in cooperation with research teams based in
severa world areas.

The network consists of research teamsin France, Russia, and Thailand/Y unnan (with an
associated team in China), which themselves are made up of interlinked local working groups.
The primary purpose of thisinfrastructure isto organize research -- to invite participation of
scholars whose ongoing or planned work concerns the topic of “Identifications’ and to facilitate
communication among them, to hold meetings for planning research agendas (in 2001) and for
reviewing findings (in 2002), and to prepare contributions to the final conference at Yale
University in 2003.

Network activity (especially through the concluding conference) will provide an opportunity for
participant observation and comment on the potential utility of this model of modular, cross-area
research for future work. The promise of this project lies not only in gaining substantive
knowledge concerning the cultural and historical dynamics of group identity, but also in the
development of new trans-regional research methods.

ACL S will organize the network aspects of this project: communication among teams (including
travel for representatives from each team to field meetings in the four fieldwork areas), and
dissemination of results through the summative conference and postings on the ACL S website.

. AMBITIONS OF THE PROJECT/IMPACT ON THE FIELD

We propose an interdisciplinary, cross-cultural, and transhistorical inquiry into the specific
guestion of how states and nations come to fix ethnic and national identifications in the modern
world, and how social groups contest, displace, negotiate, and meaningfully appropriate these
identifications from above. Associal scientists and historians examining a variety of cases and
sites, we consider how the problem of "identification" 1) describes a process that operates on
both the global and psychosocial level; 2) can be considered diaectically in the interaction and
slippage between identities imposed and identities lived and experienced; and 3) whose
genealogies reveal specific, historically deep, textually rich exemplars of a general set of
problems about identity in the making of the modern world.



Our concerns with the meking and unmeking of "modem" identities focuses on the processes in
which identifications are normatively constructed as totdizing and exdusive Paradigmatic of these
forms of identificationis thenation, understood & both a political and anthropol ogical

category, aprindple of political legitimacy and an organizing framework of collective membership.
This projed takes nations seriously, not simply as"invented" o "imagined" membership categories,
but as structures of soda and political bdongingimposed by dates on diverse, mabile, and
ethnicaly varied populaions. But we do nat simply view such dfficid identifications as arbitrary,
congructed, fornms of hegemony. We dso consider the vemacular appropriations of date, nationd,
and ethnicidentities as categories that may becomedeeply invested affectivedy, and transformed
violently. The research organized by this project, moreover, focuses on nations, ethnic groups,
tribes, religiousidentities, and other forms of bdonging that act as dternativesto thenation.

Indesd, our hopeis that research framed by this proposd takes serioudy aternative possibilities in
themaking of themodern nation-state and dternative ways of thinking about the process of
identification itself. Such dternatives preceded the creation of the modern nation state and are
continually being created in the modern world by pan-national forms of identity, diaspora, flows of
immigration, and the inditutions and ideol ogies of intemationdism. Despitethe striking hegemony
of the modern, taritorid nation-stae (each with a startlingly similar formal system of bureaucratic
administration, ministries, courts, taxation, armed forces, and representation), such formsare
challenged and subverted both & theleve of daily practice and normatively. For this reason, we
propose initidly to examine atrio of cases chosan to addressvery different institutiond settings for
officia and vernacular identifications: first (Research Theme#1), theinclusions and exclusionsin
themaking of themodern nation-state second (Research Theme #2), thegeogrgphies of
identification and belonging in poly-ethnicimperid settings, and, third (Research Theme #3)
pradices of officid and vernacular identifications in settings wherethe usua forms of sovereignty
areabsent, weak, or multiple.

Theprincipe underlying theseapproaches isthat narratives of identity arecontinuously in
motion, despite their protestations of deep, essential lineage, which, of cour se, they posit as
natural and necessary. Modernity’ s attempts at normativestabilization are, therefore,
continuously being undermined by identifications that areat roa situational, if not oppostiond.
Butit also needsto beobserved that strategicallyand instrumentally deployed identifications
often " stik,” that is, they are accepted as affective markers of group belonging.

We imaginethat scholars committed to theseguiding propaositions can examineclosdy and
comparativdy arange of case gudieswhichwould bring anew conceptud clarity tothe didectical
process inwhich grids and classificaory systems o idertification interact with socid flux, inwhich
officid naratives help shapedternative or oppostiond identifications, and in which some
identifications wane while otha's, once margna, assumenovd institutiona forms.

Il. RESEARCH THEMES
SUmmary:.
Theshared concemn that shapes our common inquiry is theunderstanding of how official and

vernecular identifications areestablished, how they cometo have resonance and force in asociety,
and how they interact and conflict with each other, producing hybrid and unexpected forms and



expressions of identity. Whilethe cases that we will beexamining aredistinctivein many respects,
we bdlievethat aseries of shared thematicframeworks will facilitateand illuminate the paralld
inquiries. The research themes developed here thus supplement the subtle and situated casestudy
with a conceptud clarity and andytical foaus that permits us both to communicate and to add,
collectively, to abroader theoreticd understanding of processes of identificationsin the context of
themodern state system. Eachthemeis didectically concelved: that is, each involves theinterplay
of an offidaly promulgeted identification, dways generated partly in response to vernacuar
undestandings, and vernacular identifications which subvert, gopropriae, oppose and eaborate
these offidd identifications. It is understood, of course, thet officia identifications are dways
genaated partly in response to vernacular understandings Broadly concelved, thesecommon
points of arientaion are:

Research Theme 1. M embership: Inclusions and Exclusions -- the ways in which the nation state
comes to define who is amember/subject/citizen and who is not and theinterrel ationship beween
these autharized identifications with the changing vernacular practices and norms of identification.

Resaarch Theme 2. Geographies of |dentification -- the ways in which officia nationd idertities
aredefined by teritory, landscape, culture and rites, and how the norms and practices of popular

forms of spatia identification inflect these geographies of power.

Research Theme 3. Placement and Displacement -- the ways in which officid efforts to 'fix'
popuationsin space [their resdence their movement, their classificaion, thelr property] encounter
an inevitable flux of movement and identities that cannot ever be firmly codified.

1. Membership: Inclusions and Exclusions

Officia identifications mark the boundaries of collective identity -- juridical and political --
which the "nation-state”" imposes on its members. In this sense, the process of identification is
political: it entails the ability to define and distinguish by law insiders and outsiders, nationals
and foreigners, citizens and others. But scholars of the "nation-state”" have not always been
attentive to the genealogy of such official identifications. Nor have they always been attentive to
the vernacular responses among “ citizens” and “foreigners’. This research theme examines the
official languages and discourses defining the nation, nationality, and citizenship. Inthis, we are
interested in the problem of the nation as a category of socia closure, of inclusion and exclusion
in the juridical and political spheres. And it considers the waysin which foreigners, nationals,
and citizens take on such identities both in opposition to and collusion with official
identifications.

The last twenty years have seen arenewal of scholarly interest in these topics, impelled by the
dramatic changes in European labor markets, migratory patterns, and debates about citizenship
and itsexclusions. To therise of far right-wing parties (France, Austria, northern Italy), the
intellectual |eft in Europe responded with abrand new scholarship about immigration,
nationality, and citizenship. Asaresult, much work has been done on the late nineteenth and
twentieth centuries, the period of the nation-state's apogee, but only recently have social
scientists and historians begun to examine the problem of the "nation” and its alternativesin a
pre-modern world. Part of the research focus of this group will look at these early or pre-modern
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identifications, as early as the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. Studies might examine the
juridical bases of membership in the nascent monarchies of the sixteenth century or the
persistence of republican values and institutions at the heart of absolutist Europe. A second, and
central focus of this group would focus on the historical process of making of modern
identifications: the constitution of a"modern" state apparatus and the invention of the "nation" as
acategory of political legitimacy and popular sovereignty (in the eighteenth century), and the
formal definition of the rules of access to the collective membership in the nation-state (e.g.,
"nationality” codesin the nineteenth century). We are thus interested in the ways in which states
have defined the boundaries of membership in the modern polity, a genealogy of the
"consecration of the citizen," to use Pierre Ronsenvallon's phrase. Thus the nineteenth century
process in which democratic participation, grounded in the principle of national self-
determination, developed aongside the formalization of the rules and procedures of citizenship
and nationality.

But if identification is the process by which states and political elites create nation-states, it is
also dialectically that which individuals and social groups enact in the practices of daily life.
Thisfirst research focus will also consider the realization and articulation of identification from
below, and from outside, the normative definitions of "nationality” and "citizenship." One
obvious area of research isthe process by which foreigners and outsiders acquire nationality and
citizenship, aresearch problem at the intersection of asocial history of migration and alegal
history of nationality law. Other projects could include the study of social groups who do not fit
neatly under the state's categories, whose socia identity disrupts the totalizing aspects of state
identifications -- peoples such asthe Roma. In addition to considering the problem of official,
state identifications, we thus seek to explore the vernacular dimensions of the process, and
consider the definitions of membership as they are disrupted, and made meaningful, by social
groups who contest and redefine the formal identifications of states.

2. Geogaphiesof |dentification

Spatidity is oneof theexistentia conditions of the naiona unit, and since the nineteenth century -
indeed, as one of the conditions of modernity itself -- the normof nations was to possess a distinct
and significant geographical dimension that underlies or at least impinges upon various aspects of
an historica experienceand asocid constitution. Butthe "geography of naiond identity" spesks
not to thetimeless mateia oljectivity tha the non-anthropological netura environment would
seemto represent. Rather it pointsto thevirtualy unlimited ways inwhich this environment can be
subjectively interpreted and assigned significance. Effectively, nature and space are absorbed into
and utilized by an ideology of identity as they arerefracted through the ideologicd prismof the
respectivenational imagnation, even as thenation's ideology typicaly invets thecaculation by
ascribing an absadute objectivity and formative influenceto these geographica factors.

Thegeography or spatidity of national identity may be gpproached through an examingtion of the
following themes:

i) Territoridizaion of the naiond idea: the higoricd-psychologicd progess by which aportion of
territory is apportioned a spedfic sgnificance asthe netive zone of the group. This process of
territoridization can be examined aspart of the date'sidentification of aterritory, inthe



devdopment of aterritorid form of adminidration. Butit can aso be examined as a series of
representations, an iconography of homeland, in which a series of characteridic physica features in
this zone ae invested with specia meaning and value within theframework of the respective
identity structure as awhole. Such iconographies-- maps, landscaping paintings, geographical
manuals, but aso administrative surveys of territory —woud al be subjeds of research. While
somescholas might examine the pre-modern iconogrgphies of thenation, which has dready
produced afruitful schdarship (Helgerson), atention will be paid to the iconography of the modern
nation during the nineteenth and twertieth centuries.

i) Fixing and negotiation of boundaries: The historical process of teritoria idertification
necessarily rests on fixing thegeographica extent of interna cohesion and homogeneity, while
simutaneously and contrariwisemarking difference. Begnningin thelater eighteanth certury,
states began to demarcate and delimit their territoria extensions, and during the nineteernth century
theidea of demarcation and "territorial vidations' became part of thepolitical rhetoric of
nationalism Border studies can examine thedevelgpment of these processes o territoria
idertification over time Simultaneously, the study of borderlands permits us to examine the
dialectica process of identifications, situating the norms of territoria integrity in the context of local
customs, usages, and identitiesthat both ignore and makeuse of stateidentifications.

iii) Civilizations: Regent scholarship hasreturned us to the idea of essentidly constituted
civilizations, covering specific ternitorial extendons, on which boundariesviolence is inevitade
(Hurtington). This research topic chalenges such essentidist thinking, by looking a thewidely
divergent ways inwhich zones o culture and civilization have been iconographicaly and textually
conaaived. Thedefinition of continents, of civilizations, of cultures, and their territorial extensions
is an essentid part of the process o territoria identifications, and through casestudies we will be
examining both official mappings of human difference and diversity, andthe lived, daily experience
of individuals and socid groups on the borderlands of civilizations and cultures whose own
identifications dsrupt such normative classfications.

3. Plaemment and Digplacement

Sedentarization, as theattempt to settle migratory peoples permanently, is perhapsthe oldest and
most continuous project of states. But modern state-making projects producea unigue mode of
sedentarizaion, a project of gatia and pdlitical identification. The attempt tolocate fix, identify,
orde, and monitor population, property, and exchange isthe prgect of colonia, naional, and post-
colonid states dike.

Thus, for example anthropologists and historians have long studied the processes inwhich colonia
states idertified populdions &s 'tribes', constituted them as administrative units, and (not dways)
sucaessfully produced state suljects through censuses, magoping, cadastra surveys, and other
administrative means. But peoples entangled in both colonid and European state projects of
sedentarizaion have dways escaped these farms of identification through movement. Nomadic and
semi-nomadic populations presented peculiar problems in terms of power holders, withwhom,
historicaly, they wereoften in intimate rdation (e.g. as thecore of the amy; asa source of
dynasties established after overthrowing thar predecessars; in complex regiona dliancesand
facions etc.) But other kinds of subject populatons have remained mobilefugitives fromsuch



officia identifications, and for awide variety of reasons. V agrants and the mobile poor, for
example, escaped the control of the gate. The geographica periphery (mountains, marshes) bred
popuations who escaped the attemptsto "place’ and presaibe sedentarization, but who wereoften
carriers of the values and technologies of modernity (Pollard). Pastoral nomeds or gypsieswerenot
easily idertified, whilemigratory traders and larger populations of mabile laborersdisrupted the
normetive ideal of autochthony, an ideology frequently at the core of modern state projects of
sedentarizion.

In the project of modernity, then, states attempt to place and identify mobile populations,
immigrants, fugitives, and otha's. In theofficid state representation, such people and spacesare
frequently glossad as babarians and hence the project of domesticating and incorporating them
becomes a'civilizing process." Theofficid story, then, is one of alargely beneficent and voluntary
incorporation into awider, refined, and higher cultura order. But the vernacular identification in
thisdidedic rests onthe fat that mobile illegble peoples, are likdy to assert both identities and
pradices that are counter-hegamonic. In some cases, such mobile peoples arecontinudly being
newly generated as a consequence of date adion (eg. runaway serfs who became the Cossacks,
desaters and those ruined by taxes who fleeto thefrontier). In othe cases, popuar cultura forms
linked to movement and displacement gve voice to vernacuar identificaions of individuasand
socia groups caught in the fluctuations of different national and regiona economies, conopts of
state, citizenship and identity. Theconstitution of vernacular discourses, forms, and spaces in
readion to state projeds of identificationin tum areseen asdeeply troubling and thregtening.

Thesuccess of such moden projects aeates new kinds of nomads, sometimes ddiberately, by
policy (therecrutment of alabor force), sometimes not. They drive massivemovemerts of
popuationsthat no controls seem able to regulate and that havemgor unintended consequences.
Rurd-urban movement in Morocco, Algeia, Turkey, Egypt, Irag, linked to complex economic and
political changes, thregen in different ways the whole notion of ‘theurban, ‘thecivilized', the 'city"
itsdf. And so too the movement from the southern end eastern M eiterranean to the northern and
western, where debates ebout foreign "invasion™ (often of racidly and ethnicaly distinct groups) are
shaped by aulturd expedations of sedentarization and placement

In sum, the Collabor ative Resear ch Networ k on “ Official and Vernacular Identificationsin
the Making of the Modern world” revises current thinking about "identity" by substituting the
concept of "identifications’ and by recognizing that group identities are dynamic processes that
implicate both official and vernacular definitions of membership, criteria of inclusion and
exclusion, and modes of legitimating the placement and displacement of populations.

1. NETWORK STRUCTURE

The network isdesigned to stimulate and coor dinate an interdisciplinary, international,
collegially organized set of research collaborations on the historical-cultural contexts of
transformationsin group identity in several world areas. ACLS has undertaken to act as
secretariat to coordinate network activities (meetings for inter-team communication, summative
conference, dissemination) and to administer funds.

France/Martinique



Team coordinators:
Peter Sahlins, Professor of History, UC Berkeley
Laurent Dubois, Assistant Professor of History, Michigan State University

Thailand/Y unnan

Team coordinators:

James C. Scott, Professor of Political Science/Anthropology, Yae

Janet Sturgeon, Centre for East and SE Asian Studies, Lund University

Chayan V addhanaphuti, Director, Ethnic Studies Network, Chiang Mai, Thailand
Xu Jianchu, Director, Center for Biodiversity and Indigenous Knowledge, Kunming

Russia

Team coordinators

Ronald Grigor Suny, Professor of Political Science, University of Chicago
Marietta Stepaniants, Director of the Institute of Oriental Philosophy, Moscow

[A team of researchers working in Chinawill be associated with this network. They will work
most closaly with the Thailand/Y unnan team, but will also take part in the scheduled network

meetings.]

Western China
Team coordinators
Dru Gladney, Professor of Anthropology, University of Hawaii
Y ang Shengmin, Dean of the Ethnological Research Department,

Central Nationalities University, Beijing
Although each team is area-based, the project’s innovative modular structure isintended to
allow analysis of findings comparatively across nations and cultures, and historically through
defining moments of prior constitutive development. M ethods to be employed span an
interdisciplinary range from anthropological fieldwork to archival research, all conducted in
close cooperation with local researchers and institutions.

The teams' research programs could stand alone as independent research projects, whose
findings could be compared externally by team members or by outside observers. What makes
this project different from a serial set of research projects conducted under an umbrella of
common themesistheir planned interaction throughout the stages of active fieldwork,
write up, and dissemination. Therole of ACLS isto organize thisinter-team communication
and assure that it is as effective and efficient as possible.

The network structure is designed to facilitate communication both within each team and among
teams. Within teams priorities include sustained working relationships of US and regional
researchers, interdisciplinarity, openness to new participants and to sharing of information with
scholars who are interested in following the work but not necessarily themselves full participants
in the ongoing archival investigations or fieldwork.

Each team isto consist of working groups investigating specific topics relevant to the team’s
research agenda. The agenda, the formation of groups, and how their interim objectives fit into
the team’ s overall workplan are to be discussed at regularly scheduled meetings. There will be



three principal meetings of each team. The firgt, to set the overall research agenda, and to
identify and coordinate the fieldwork of sub-groups, will take place in June-July of 2001. The
second meeting, to review interim results and to coordinate the analysis and write-up, will take
place the following summer (2002). Each of these meetings (two for each area-based team) will
be organized in afield location by the coordinators of that team. They will be scheduled in such
away (succeeding each other in time) so asto make it possible for representatives of each team
to visit other meetings. Thiswill facilitate the flow of information from team to team, and enrich
each research agenda through comparative reference.

The final meeting will bring together all area-based teams at Y ae University’s Center for
International and Area Studiesin 2003 for presentation of findings, for a continuation of the
comparative analysis conducted during the period of active research, and for a discussion of the
relevance of this sort of international, interdisciplinary collaborative effort for the work of others.

Overall goals of the Collabor ative Resear ch Network on “Identifications’

The goals of this project are of two distinct kinds -- substantive results of research and
development of new mechanisms for international, interdisciplinary, collegially organized
collaborative research. In particular, we plan:

* To establish new conceptual categoriesfor the field of identity studies. Since landmark work
such as Benedict Anderson’s and Hobsbawm/Ranger’ s in the 1980s, the field has
fragmented, pulled apart by the competing claims of psychoanalytic and literary discourses.
It has become increasingly removed from the real world experiences of sovereign states and
subject populations.

» Todevelop anew model of modular, interactive structure for research planning, fieldwork,
and dissemination.

» To strengthen the capacity of local institutions and informal research communities for
sustained cooperation with colleagues in other parts of the world.



