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m-l':| CARGILYMN ELEIS AND BEVERLEY DLEMT

minre than 1 ever thought [ mighe. As a result of pour questions on whar it
means m be a woman, | already have anotdser paper mnaing areined inmy
mitd, The troubsbe with this c-mail rechonlogy is that T can’s give you 3 big
bag and | weld certainly like m. Thanks s everyrhing,

Beverley

Augigse 26, 2000
[heir Beecerley,

Yoo e-rreail made me ery, Yous srory tauches oy hears. | feel deeply for
vourr pin and the rejection in youe ke, 125 hard oo imagioe thar people
conile pescr st narrowly, bur | lenow all too well they do.

Tve heen wonderiig why it is that your smnsfurmation doeset bothes
e ar all. 1 don't even think in thar way. Wha vou did seems so appropri-
are: You had a problem and you rried o fix it n the same way, sesval ori-
entasion does nant impact how [ feel abour a persan 1 Uuink we ane all
medrisesaal iF we tike off the blindess/hinders—sxual identiry transforma-
tion does nat change hew [ fecl about & person either, OF course, vou are
not my hushand, my Father, or ty son, and [ didn’t knaw you before yaur
sex change., ur | would Tope, and have v assume, chat Lwouldo'e feel di-
ferene chan | do now, even in those crcumstances,

Arrand | are publishing a volume from the 2000 5551 Ceuch-Ston:
Sympasium. and weld like your pager 1o be included, 1 think it’s inpoErant
[0 T YOLT SIOCY Our i thie woeld, for [II!DPJL' to ko g, Bor yow to well e,
and far achers 1o rence w it T ke oo celebrare yaus life, your cheices, not
hide you away,

As you continue working darough my suggestions, remember this is
your paper. You decide how o craft the final versian. Ul el comiment, buac
| wane she final szary 1o come from your hearr, Given how pour list e-mail
affeeted me emetionally, Uy wendezing if maylbe we shouldn’ publish
duese lerrers insied of erving to incorporate all of what you wrots inco che
story irself. Tt would show how the paper, and our relasonship, developed
a5 we worked rogerher, What de you think?

By the way, Tl love to comsinue this work witls vou ar Liniversity of
South Florida, iF dar coubd ever be armanged.

Wharmly, Caralyn

INTERLUDE

Autoethnography:
Self-Indulgence or
Something More?

AxDnew O SPAlRES

NG
@5 rare sunny day so far chis June in Exerer, and P'm snick i an external

ol earnirtion board meering, | glance at the dock on the wall—3.M4 BAL
W started ar 2 1M, 5o nac had going; chese boards usually eake houra, All the
marks For che third: and second-year bachelor of science studenes have been
checked, discussed, and confitmed. By now, my amention is drifring and 1 find it
hard to concentrare, Thar juse leaves che lasc icem an che agenda, which is the
“external examiners repore” IF chey leep it brief, [ can gt finished carly roday
and fit in a biles ride.

Members of the deparement sit around a large tahle in a conference roon.
The left corner of the wble is raken up by the external examiners, Prafessors X
and V. I am sitting next vo Professar ¥, on his rghe, w0 T get only a lmined side
view of him when he speaks, The head of the deparrment invices commenrs from
barh of them. To my delighs, Prafessos X boging by saving thar the commenzs will
be bicief and he makes a few lielpful poings before gving the Aoor o Profesor Y

jrialld
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.|!|.|£"..L'-II.'I| this extermal exarminer makes a nember af PP TvE SOmmeEnis abwisr
ssmesment procedures and the quality of the swdenis, Regaeding the larsr,
Professoc ¥ mestions thae he read 2 small simple of the dissermgas, Most of
tvese were conducted withina radiional sciencific (ramework and he makes pos-
irive commants abous each. Professar ¥ then cuens shighely toward me as he
bepins o decusy the soly gualiztive discriation he lowked ar, This was super-
viseed Dy s awined weas an oz thnography ax defined by Ellis and Bochnee {20001,
It was written by a manire studentand revolved aronnd his experiences of spom,
il:l'l:li].! ‘EIE.?-E. I;I'lﬂ ﬂrmfd FDn..:S., .I'I}:FIEF- m!ml‘".l'l.i'l'll-'. P:.'I.:'Ei.l:J bumuu‘l:. I:I‘:I]i.l:.‘l
dn:pl;:.;f'ﬂ:-n, and his recent ATLEICIRILY. Ly rEstLCy izl Prefessas Y poves thae it
was “hezucifully written, very interesting, Fecinatng.” He fully suppornied the
first-class nuark Tawanded the wodk, But dhen came the sting in the gail, when he
saic, “even though the dissertation mighs ssem a ki sel S indulpens.”

Sl inaefaeni—rhe word slamy inee my left ear [ feelimy neck and showelder
misszles temse as | mave frrward fmom ey chiair i :I'Eh‘l]l:l:n-'dbl.ﬁ".‘.': iats thie dosk, A
Flusch af Blisal waisin my face. E;.' inow Professor ¥ bas tuened a full [ﬂr::r'-ﬁ-.-c
deprees o his gighr oo Froe me, and 3 smiling, [ ke ivisa friigndly smile and be
means nohaom, Indesd, in confirming a firse-class grade For 2 wad of this kind
he iz acually heing very supporove, Bue for me, damage has e done, To wie o
wird hike “self-indulgence”™ in fnane ol a departriess tha & doaninaied by the s
entific paraclipm is -t undermine not only the autocthnographic venture bur, by
implicarion, all farms of gualicacive imguicy. 1 tink oo myself thac chis s all some
might need to confirm their suspicions abeus the kind of work e,  feel ther
Ve an m="T h._-}'. anc] Prabesor Y smirn o be wai:iug fora e, Bui Ui ok
SLITE !'Ii.'l'-‘-' Pk I:I.l!i.l[ '.\.'irh i1‘ il'l 1]11'- CONCEKL.

I st eoask him what he means by self-indulgenn Why nocuse differens
rerms, saich as sl knowing, self-repectful, setf-sacrificing, or selflummaas For
mie, the disserracion was anything hur selfindulgen, amdic mcdsbed many of the
characreristics af hearshal aurcethnopmphy (Els D997 19990, These inchede the
follawing: the use of srsemaic socelogical intraspection and emational recall;
the tisclusion of the researcher’s vulnerablz sebves, emocions, bady, and spirin the
Pmdlll:[h:ln I:||_' I:".'l_'l'q.'.a”'ll'l: ETOMES r|'|.'-|r Cresreg r||.e EH-EL'I. I.'Ir TEIEL}: 1]|E‘ !'.'l."l.d.'l:l'.ll.'.“:lll -I:lr
concrers n:|'|:'ri:'nn: and intimate decails the examinaion of Toow laman |.':-:|.'l|.'ri-
ence s endwved with meaning a concern with moral, ethical, and policical con-
serquenees; an encouragenient of compassion and empatlysa focus en helping us
koo howw 1o live and cope; the feamring of moultigie voices and the reposicion-
ing of rezders and “mibjeces as capartiapants in diadoguc; the seeking ofa fusom
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heoween social soenee and liceranars; the connecting of the practices of sucal scis
crice with the living af lihs and the cepresenation of lived expenence using a vari-
ety of genres-—shom siomies, poemmy fiction, novels, photographic esavs, personal
essays, jourials, frgmented aned layened l.'|.'riri11.g. and seial sricnce perea

1 wane tooask him just how aware be i of the new writing pracrices thar have
conerged in qualimmve ressarch, and how writing differently allaws us oo ko
alnd lItJJ:.'zc d.i|T|.'|:|.'|:|IJ:.". i well ds 40 make ooar A rl.fl.ing;" avzilable to more diverse
asdiensss {Barone 2000; Richardson 1994, 1997, 2004} [ alsowang 1o ask lim
abwue she crirerin he i wsing oo judge the autsethnography produced by the sne-
dest, [wiansder if he has engaged wich the debates on the nateee of criveria znd
the kinds ol nonfoundational criteria appropriace for judging aliernasive forms
of qualitarive inguir

I want ro ask him, given that these are now muoleiple interpresive communi-
tiess aned mulbiaple crivenia for evaluaring qualivarive research, kas he thaughs af the
fu".-:m‘irltl; criceria 2 passibilivies when judging J_um[hnoﬂr@h?-; Whac subssan-
v contrilrutsn 0 our undersanding of secial ke does in make? Wisar b5 s ao-
thetic merit, impace, and ability to express complex realiries? Daes it display
reflexiviry, authenicity, fideling and believabiling? Is it engaging and evecarive?
Dies it promote dialogue and showe porenial fer social actiond Dvaes the azcouns
wiark for the meader and 15 2 nsehal?

1ovant t ask Profsser Yoo mny :hi:lgs. In miy imaginacion | do all this and
mare in 4 few fleering seconds vo wve che dav and dissclve the charpe of sdf-
inclulgence, Bur mesrings like this sevalve around quantfiable marks and assess-
ment procedures as provided by universicy regulations. It is not the place for a
longs or even a short, debars an judgmenr criceria and the e of autoctineg-
raphy. 1 feel my shoulders gerdng tigheer; 1 Feel angry, bor know dhar @ con-
franezrinn here would sepve o pood parpese. Anyway, Thave a tendency mo aveid
canflict whenever 1 canz irs nest my s S0, 1 i ever so slighedy o my lefr. bt
kﬂl’."p T Eyes frues] on the p:pem‘nrl-: in Fronr of me,

“Dont worry,” [ sy wich a smile, "Tve wricten 2 paper abour die chargc-nf
sedFindulgence.”

Prafessor ¥ laughs and responds, “I'm sure vou Ivve,”

Spme members of the deparrmene also laugh. The rension i broken and we
e an 0 the final demils of the meening. My questions are neitier ashed noc
anpagned. The chatge of sel-indulgence is Lefe undiseurbed.

Fefore leaving the soons, [ thaisk Professor ¥ for ki comments and we
exchange pleasanrrics. Bur the rension remains in me. The paear s on my palms,

e
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[ had forgoten ow painful the word “selfindulgent” can be, and how deep the
waund goes when it is applied o die werk of pour studencs or o your o work,
1'd fargnnien how difficulr it is oo defend against this charpe, The word gers momc.
1 feel gruiley abour nor challenging it. On leaving she exarm boand mesting 1 cold
simply have gor on my bike ard cveled ofF the stress, Instead. Dwent oo iy office
and pickesd up owo papers chat 1 had wrirten, One was o “narrative of self”
(Hichardson 19943, which | bad wrimen about my own body-self relationships
rver tiere, called “The Faral Flaw” {Sparkes 1 996). The ocher was an armicle chat
reveshved srounid resctons o “The Faral Flaw” specfisally, and aucoethnographies
i general, in which [ focused on the kinds of criverza used w0 pass judgment on
thern and how shese might change in the fumre (Spackes 2000). Given the need
| Faed oo chefiend nuyself and my studenrs, [ quise licerally armed my sl wirh those
papers aid requmed oo the canference monin t give them o Professor Y, Jokingly
1 say. "Here is someshing to help vou sleep on the ain,” before asking him to
cead them when be pot a chance. To oy delight (or was it relief?) he says he will
and [ want oo believe him. Perhaps when we meet again nexs year, he will think
differently about self-indulpence and wnderstnd why 1 feel it s often is misap-
plied to ausoerhnographic work.

I resurn o my office. The sun i stll shining bus | dont go for the hiler rxde
Fer the rest of the afteroon | sivand chugn overwhy the chasge of selfindulgeace
enakes me feel o valnerable. My choughts po hack to 1994 when [ fiese began
thinking abour using my own personal sxperiences as the basis for an academic
article. [ mcnioned this co a colkague whe, withour hesimarian, mfornied me cha
i sounded like an “acdemic wank”; that is, a form of public maswrbacion.

1 soeall honw rediiver and elared § fele when [ read the commpents from e of the
sis peviewers of my initizl subrmission of “The Faral Flaw." Uine said, “Dy wrriully
mrging she subjective hingrphical/biclogical with the socincultural, dic persenal
does nat bocome solipsistic,” while the other aid, *The writing s personal without
the nascissisric qualizy thas so ofien mars such wark.” These and asher comemens
mads by the revewers suppested that they ofid not see vy amiche ns sellinculgent—
1 had escaped the charge. Bus the cimpriness i my stmach always s when |
read the comemenns of mne reviewer who sid, “Ir is very hard tr make poced secial-
apr—which is whar | think this paper wanes 12 be—irom a single case snxdy, espe-
caally if it is ane's own, Wi all have stories, [ndeod. we all have fved lives, aned Tin oot
siste we're deing schalarship, and sucialogy a fwvar by sodalogiring chem.”

1 weas sirmuleaneoushy flasered and nervous whem i a baok Ty Colfee {1995,
iy “Fatal Flaw™ arricle was wed for she purpose of discussing selt-cthnographies

" o
o

i
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in rven chaprers. I'm farcered chac my arcele is chosen asall, aod For Coffeds
depiction of my “ethnopraphic body namative” a5 “excremely pesunal and highly
reflectave™ €1999: 1241, and a “rather diffcrent, self~cencralized ﬂpmeli o
ethnographic writing and tales of the body. ., . The accounr can be [ncated
within a new wave of aumobiographical wriring thar focuses on the body and che
sell™ (1999: 125}, Perhaps, Catfey suggests, articles [ike mine indicane we are now
sranding on the boundary bebween ethiography and aurebingraphy. Whar we
might be wirnesing i a new fory of ethnographic pracmice, more Armly rooted
in a soclal context and the situatedniess of auchoreself

Mext 1 get anzious—parsiculady when, having noted that this move mighs
have posirive consequences for the represensation of poopled, pehovacal socal
worlds, Coffey comments, “Yet some would say thar such rewes are nor “daing’
echnography at all, bur are seli-ind wlpent wrirings published wnder the guise af
soczal reseaich and ethvography™ (1990: 155), Indeed, at aie paint Coffoy asks,
“Yer are we in danger of gran sedffranlgence iF we practice auehiographical
ethnography?™ (1999; 132, emphasis added] Thus, the eniversal sfurrge of self-
indulpence seems v slip mww place Fer ol auoethnographic warl regardless of
the apulities of any individual venrure, For me, this is a dangerous and threaten-
IIIE NN

Self-Indulgence: Internalized Fears and Regulatory Practices

Self-indolgence: undue grtilcation of engs apperitss or desirss.

Self-pallotsen mastuchation.

Self-knowing: kaowlsdae of anss vwn nasure.

Self-respectful: respece for oneselFor ones mwn character,

Snzlf'-caa:riﬁc[ng'. F.-.-@:ing LE LD Eq'.l-l'.ld fut the sakz of others,

Self-leminows: emitting a light of i own. (Clhembers Thirenteth Comury
Driemomary, 1952 12250

ﬁmjing o Charmaz and 8Micchell (3997, MJ:||.1|:||.|:_l.' WELLETS :].i'l.‘ﬂpb-'rbi
ro seay on the sidelines and o keep theie voics oot of the amicles they produce.
I many ways, they are expected 10 emuline Victorion chilidren: than s, w be secn
(in che eredits) bisr por heard in the weed, Thos, "sitent autlaorihip comes o
mark mature scholarship. The proper voboe is no volee at all™ [Clarmaz and
icchel! 1997: 1943, Wriring that beeaks wway from this stndard, she kinds of
wriring found in MLﬁmhnnE;["d.‘lili:ﬁ. ths falls wnder the rubine of what Churcls
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(19950 calls fordvaden mamatirer. Such narratives ars treaned wich dezp suspicion
and hoseiliny within the academy. Mykhalowskiy (2000, pessonal communica-
tiexn} asks why this is so: “What is it about persanal narmtives i social scicnce
thar people find so offensive? [r must be something moee than a challenge 10 503
enrific I:I:-jl!l:l:il.'i.l.'ll-'. etc. There ix mmﬂ;hi.ng I think char pmple n::lll._'!.' d-:'sj:-:i.':r: zhaur
thiz kind of wotk that [ havent quil:l: ﬁgumﬂ ot.” I::n:ai:nl}'. those thas F.I'f.l'dl.ll:l:
aurmethnographics are acutely aware of this hostile atmosphers and universal
chargz of self-indulpence char is 50 often leveled againse them,

For example, Jackson (19900, commenring on his owm crivizal aucobiographi-
cal project, noted the common caticism, parssularly in many kst growps, chat
this kind of work is wo seli-indulgent, too introspective, and oo tndividualined-
“Cle there is e dismissive sneer of ‘lifescyle polites,’ deat reductively fis this kid
of aurchicgraphy inta the polarities of economic/class politics or navel-gazing”
I: 1515 110, Rnﬂming om her E:perbm::-_: nrpm':-nn.ﬁlts 2 posm abaac her crawmaric
relitionship with her new-deccased facher, Anderson (1999: G3) savs, “1 ofered the
paper with some wepidation, as [ &l cxpomed amd at sk of self-indulgence”
Likewise, Brer Smich, commenting on his use of 2 marragve of = w0 exploee his
expenences of depression, acknowledpes “the chargs of narcissisms and self-indul-
gence thar maghe e levebed apatst my project” {199%: 267 More recenly, in
oxpluring bis theugles abour the powerful impring lefr by 1 Gther whe commiceed
swicide whiets his soi was |_|||_1_-.- Lol yoks aled, 'Gﬂ:}' X sy the ru".f.l'h']l:l*{ COULCETTL

Peshaps my biggest strugple thresghaur the writing has revalved amund rak-
ing what has always been very povare and making iv public, Despize my
deteriminatzoi to make thiz bagpen, [ hear voices dhart tell nee thes ooa very
bad, dangerous course 1o wike, Thiese voices sav, “This work s sarcissistc,
and self-indulganc, and vou are embarrassing vourself thraugh 2 melodra-
matic, emacianal self-expomre.” When | read rhe social science lieramire an
IEIU.'INJ.I.“I:IJ.I:F. [y .rEUI.'h dIE L'L'II'It-I:I'II.'IE'IJ. 5 ST FITET 'ﬂ-'ril:l!ﬁ 'q‘ul']'ll.'l ﬂl!rﬂlﬁ il d.ii-
dhain for awwbigraphical approaches, an implied supgestion da the penne
is populated with narcssiztc epomaniacs, [ char med (Gray 2000; 111}

OF coerse, writers of auteeduagaploes and narmives ol el {like ary ueher
form al represcntation) seed 1o b awane tha decir wridng cm become selt-indul-
gent rther than self-knwwing, selfrespectful. selfsierificing, or seli-luminoos,
As Herrz notes oo dhe ethical guestions chat giss in the wake af now selfere e
forens of ethiosraphy, “revealing oneself s noe ey, For example, how much of

—

]rl

]
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anirseives dowe wasit o comumt woprine Heow do we set the boundary berween
providing the audience with suilicient informanon abaur the solf wirbaut being
accused of selfindulgence” [L997: xvil, Indeed, us gract of his eriique of the new
fashion of self-revelasion in whar he calls nareative noofiction in licerarmure,
dtoreison {L%98: 11) comunents, “Confessionalism bas o knaw swhien to hald
hack, - . . v cakes are Without ast, confessionalism s masticharion, Chnly with
are does i becoms empashy,”

According o Rinehare, the universal charge of self-indulgence keveled againse
autgethnagraphy and ather forms of vilnerzble wriring is based on a misappre.
heension of these genes as sell=conscions mavel-gazing thar is “grounded in a deep
miseruss of the worth of the sell [1998: 2120, This is beoose, as f':ri{gu:'r arghies,
the tradiional view of social science is premised on “minimizing the self, view-
iny, it 45 3 contaminant, tanscending in, denying ir, pramecring i vulnershilin”
(1991 471 For Mykdsalovshiy [1%50), once the view of the self of the social sci-
ETIRISE A5 4 COnEminLn is in place, then the way is opened 1o define any wiiting
abouc one’s selfas self-indufgent, As a form of scdemic garckesping, he nores,
“maming of the work of the wrirer 25 work thar indulges only that wriver’s self is
peculiaely sibencing. - . . They are sempromaric of pracrices through which the
proper academic subject i reprodiscecd; one wha i wriring, sbove all else, wilees
abour che ether™ r;"r{].'m'ﬂ.ll:l'-'iki.}' 1995; 135=34). Mare reccnr]}l; .'\-{}hhalnwki}l
(2IMKL, personal communicarion) noees, “The whale notion thar pleasing che self
s 2 prroblemn, 15 a problem. | conrinue eoowonder aboar the charge as a regulatony
practice. Linow it worked in my case. Ive realhy backed off of aurobiographical
socinlogy and am anly now rentatively reentesing the field.” Clearly, as Bochner
and Ellis {19900 paint gur, narcissism and related erieciims, sisch as, self-indul-
geence aml self-zbsorprion, funcrion o reinscribe ethnographic arthodory and
resist change. Moreever, chis regulation and reinseripion coneain a nwnber of
misplaced assumprions thae need ¢o be highligheed.

Challenging Misplaced Assumptions

Freeman (1993) analyres autobicgraphical i thae provide exemplars of whar
a particular kind of life can be fike. and the marrcive work that goes into
reclaiming ones own history He does nor fAnd ic difficale oo see thar soels wok
"ﬂ'li-f.hr b ofwalie o sorveane besides oumelves™ (1993 2299 Likewise, Church
(1995}, in exploning the pemasal privae, and ssmesonas’ dimensions of reserch,
nhserves how chis challenges male-deminant correntions concerning wlsar can
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be dizscussed in academic sertings, Slleamphuim; vhar the emarianal does nor
wipe out the pudilte, thenrenial, and penionad Rarhes, Church sugpesse, whar we
I'-':q'!-ETiI!ﬂI:E and presEEnL of augselves as SLIIJ_iEI:I:i.\'\-E ar r.l:rmnl;| % rim|:|m:ni._-.'||.|s|:.r

Ell!ljctf.i.'l.'l: and ]:l-ub]ii:

| chanse to foregronnd my own vedoe. This B not rarcsism; it is nocan epo-
centric indulgence. . ., Cricizad aucobiography is vital inedlecies] work . .
The social analysis accomplished by this form is based on two asumptions:
first, that is it pessible to lean about the general from che particular; sscond,
thar the self is 2 social phenomenon. [ assurne that my subpectivity is filled
with the voices of orher people, Wriring abour myself is o way of wiiting
about thee achers and abowr the wordds which we crenefinhabic | . . Beciuse
my subjective cxpesicnee is pars of the warld, the story which emerges is o
complerely prisate and idivsymerie, (Church 1995: 5

Cruestians abour the goals of aurobiographical seciology are also mised by
Mykhalovskiy {1996). He angwss thar the claim of nascissism rests upon an indi-
vidualfsocesl dualinm that olfseges “how writing the self invalves, ar the same
Time, ‘u'-‘i'jti]'l.g :||.'r|‘:l|l[ IJl.c Jl.l!|.1|:|." asied hierwe tlve worde an the '1:-r11¢" = n,lnmah-mn' I|']1c
self of che wriver” (1980: 133). Consequently, o charctersee autobingraphical
work as self-indulgent is to make claims aboa irs content by invoking a reduc-
tive practios that assercs the aurobiographical to be only zbour the self of the
writer and no one or nething else. However, shis kind of dualistic thinking,
according o Jecksen, is mistzken because it “wrenches apart the inrerlacking
berween s=If and sociery™ (190 11N [0 a similar fashion, Sanley (1993} nores
that penple do noc accumulare cheir [ife histonss in a social vacoem. That i, cven
IJ!luu*',ln indrviduials may largely conrrol che processes of recalling and interpret-
g past events, s process & also a secial actvity influenced by poople with
whom the individual interscrs, Therefore, the autobiogrphical project dispures
the normally held divisions of sdffothen inner/oucer, publiciprivate, individ-
walsoviery, and immedincy/memane Likewise, Gergens (1999 social constrise-
tionist view of the self 2 relesiona! challenges the dominanr idealogy of che
self-conmined individual that underpins notions of self-Gedislpence.

Drawing on the work of Mikhail Bakhrin, Gergen {1999) argues for a
vision of heman aceion in which meoenality and relarionship cannor be disen-
E;agnl Here, watr every notinn maiilesE aud imimerson in st rn:l_;rin:n-m;hi,pl,
and simultaneously the ssamp of the relationships inwe which we move, Thas,

|
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for Gergen, any performanse, such as wiating an auteethnography, is relation-
ally ermbedded,

Recall the way in which aur expressions gain cheir incelligihalicy from a culmizal
histon: In the same way | cannor make seree i€ 1 use a word that 1 myself have
made ugp, mv actions will nor make sense i they do nes bormow from a oaloeml
backpround. Thus, when 1 pesfoen | an carmying 2 hisany of réatinnships, man-
ifesting theem, expressing them, They inhabic my every macion. ... [We ane
always addressing somenne—eicher explicdy or implicdy—wichin some kird
of relatienship. - . . We now find thar ene’s performances are essenrially con-
stinzents of relarionships they are inkabied nocealy by a hisory of relasionships
bz s well by the relatiovships ineo which they are direcred. (Gergen 15899: 133}

Agginst this backdrop, Mykhalevskiy challenges reduetive practices and
HHE R T_11:J_[ "n::- w;il;: ind:i-.-iﬂu:lc:-:F:r]:nL': ]5, Hi I'J'!n:' EAme T, o wriT-Hm:ial
experience” {195z 141). Indeod, he argues thar making connecnons berween
individual expericies and social processes, in ways thar paane to che fallacy of
sellother, Ledividualisecial dicharamies, is she task to which autebiographical
sacielugy is best suited. As one of the rvicwens noted abour my avreethnogra-
phuy the “Fawal Flaw,” "Especially nowworthy are his seflections on a number of
“Blurrings {disease-illness, mind-body, public-privars, manswoman. body-ema-
non, phyical prowes-iintellectsal swengrh. self-arhers, conformin-deviance,
e ). Likevease, i L:I]-n;:rjng on her own narrative of sc3f that focases on idl’.'n[il."_g-'
formation in high-performance spast, Tsang (MM 47} noves;

[ fave clainved thiese stories v be y own, yec a sieny of myself, of my klen-
tity, necessarily involves and depends upon 3 stery of the Other too. So these
stoties belong ve themn as well albett noc m the same way ot invaked with the
same poweri—the Orher being the chaswerers in the stories with whom 1
interacr and compare myself and alfude to, These are also the readers’ stones,
far rhn:L&:h rIﬂ:GIiI:'IE, readers construcy their owo MDA RS and sdenty with
ar resist eertain elements of a storye: How they do so not enly reflects back on
them and their own vabues and notons of themselves, buc also implicaces
rhem as calbaborasors in the creation of the meaning of the rexe.

These views receive sireng suppert fram Bochner aid Eilis, whi ask, 1 cul-
ture cireubases chraugh all of us, how can awoethnopraph be free of connecrion o
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aworld bevond ehe selt? {1996; 24}, They rightly cenclude thar it cannar, and so
the cancers rhar seme ericies have mised aboes the selfindulgence ol aurpethno-
praphers Become abawrd.,

Amother guestien Mykhalovskdy {1996 wsks i5: “Te whom does the aumabio-
eraphical rext spesle” Condemning avwebiegraphical reves as self-indulgent, he
suppests, reflects the cxperience of 3 particular reader that is then genemlized 1o g
universal reader, “Here, the charge of self-indulgence is a contradicrany reading,
which s 2 specific or pamscular response lnvokes & universal reader who shises vait
the Fljbﬁj_hillf}' af the text ’Fnk'im."! Le others” ih!':.rl-:hﬂm'.':ld:r 1996: 137]. Such a
micve alsrseems b gy dia the wniversa! reader has wniversad characrerisrics and
abwarys resds from the same social positioning. These assumprions may inform rhe
praduction of same texts, bur they do nat bold for auteeshnographies char callon
different ways of 1elling and showing, and invite 4 differenr kind of reading.

Barane (19580 neites b parsdigniatic teees sre designed in aceerdance with
A 1|:rgir.h:r-.ﬂ:i|::|1jﬁt_ rods of IJ!uI:"I.I.gh:: invake 2 universal, pasiive, unengagen
reaclier; and call Foe sfvenr readings thar focus on cenceprs, ideas, and faces m be
retained and the actions to be performed as a result of peading some ware. Such
rests have che characrerisnic of we oredeeind fead that iz nos meane i be disman-
tled and reconstructed; its function i wo creare a seamless, denotative, linear dis-
conrse that rearsanges the selatonship among complex phenomena inm 3
prapasitional farm. According e Barone, the test-as-tool does nor prize
mctaphotical aprness bur offers the seandind of webiical precisian. "t is naz
designed ro surprise the reader-as-user, [is mades of fashioning are net designed
ra challenge the common order. , - . This texs offers one vecbal versiun of realiny,
meant o be taken liesally, raken for the enly world dhat can be represented. the
real one” [Basone 19590: 315=17)

Iin conerast, as a way of knowing, nacritive implies a relromn werld. As
Mel.eod (1997) notes, o story always exists in o space beoween teller and audi-
ence The sty mmay be crated by the rellen, b it s always ercated in relation o
a pasticular audience, “so ir is & i s some extent the recipiznish of the sary
deaw it our of the reller, , ., Frven a siory wrirten alone, such as 2 novel, has an
implied audience” [Meleod 1997 381 Accardingly, Barane (1990]) makes a
stronp case for linemry narsative peos thar call upen mrative tawdes of kainnwing,
an an noessinn fof conspirecy thar encourages the readsr to enpage in the acrivi-
ties of enrual se-crearion and dismamiling. Here, reading is neor 3 passive bur an
aceive process thar penple uridertake From mulnpls positions, This potnt 1s
r_-mpha.:i?.nd h'g.'Tnng [IU'IHH S5k
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Even with my stories i prant and susceprible wo readings and rereadings of
the s wonds, ferm, and mediwm, aich reader brings different cesowress w
a rexr and, chus, different wals For maling meaning out of my series. For
example. a reader wha idenrifies racially as being white may have a differens
reacrion and ser of experbence: with which o refer t when reading niy s1o-
rigs of racializacion than does a resder whoe scongly identifies 25 a racial
minacity. This in men may be differend [tommn someons who idenctfies as
rackally mived. ar samenne whe ot eally thoughe dbour race 2t all, The
staries may semmon different expericnces from differens seaders in a variery
of ways and with cach reading (by the renders).

Therchace, according o Barnne (1990, a0 asshenic reading of the rexe is called
fist in which the rezders’ ateention is cenvered directly on whas they are living
though during their relatiorship with thar parricular rext, Similady, Faok (1995)
sugpests thar readers of personal accounts of llness mighe like o think and feel
with the story being told rather than abaus e In distinguishing teovesn the pwo,
Frank [ E595; 23) commenrs, “Tothink aboas a story is to redues it o content and
theis analyee thae concene. Thinking with sterics takes che stary as aloeady com-
plete; thers is no going bevend it Tio think with 3 story 16 w expericoce it affscr-
ing ons's pwn |z and o find in thar effecr 2 cermin truh of ones life.”

Furthermure, 2s Bochner and Ellis nore, a goed account is able wa inspire 2 dif-
ferent way of eading. “Ir isns meane o be consumed as knovdedgs’ or received
passively: o« On the whele, ansocthnographers don want you e sit brack 2 spec-
cators: they wane readers po beed, cane and desine” {1996z 243, Thus, Brea Smith
{1999, in 1 narmtive of sell abour his angaing mller-coaster ride with severe din-
il depression. sets out 1 challenge realist farms of represenmarian that strigraway
the depth and intenss emaeianz] experience of the vasiens depressons, litiei peo-
ples words and woelds, and provide disembodied and emotionles acconnes.
Smichs messy texe, nthe bacrm of shor scories and poetny 5 incended e evoke the
readler’s vibirerabilities, umbipuities, and ongoing strugghes, as well as the gersdened
narure af Tis condition. by inviting she reader-gs-feimiener i rupmure the weadi-
tiawital patiern of scientific knowing, sied v “Foel, hear, taste, dmel, couch: and
morally embrace the word of depeessions”™ (1999 2730, In @ similar fashicn,
Tillmann-Hesly 1996) provides 3 sensual rext en the secret bur complex rela-
1'||1n:-f1'i|:| she lus wils luer b{h‘l_'!-'. ford, and bulimia. Here, she ]'I‘1I"!'i 1k meader
away Trarm the absractions and categorics thar fill madirional recrch on eating
disorders in 4 culnare of thinness and Jivvires chem inte the eidse of her acherwise
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“normal” |ifs to experience how sl 2 bulimie, faeand feeli; Tilimann- Healy
(L9 BOY comments: “1 wrise fom an emotional first-person stance that bigh-
lights my muleipls interpretive positions, Physicians and thempists keep readers
ac a dastance, 1 invit: o o come close und experience this world vorselE”

Ax such, aerhers of aueoethioeeaphie seek o pmﬂu:z wiitesly trather than
seaderly sers. According te Wilson (1 998), rederly texis lead the reader logrcally,
predicrably, and wsually in 2 linesr fudion, theowgh the research proceis, Liezle
space is available for readers m make their own texial connections bermgen the
storics and the images presensec. In conteast, Wilsen (1998: 173} nores, " The
writetly text is bess prediceable. It calls on the reader 1o engage with the sext o
mare deliherately bring e the reading his or hee experience as a way of filling the
paps in the fext.”

This kind of thinking firs with poststrucruraliss views thae seress the inverace
tion of the reader and the texe as a copraducrion. and readiizg as 2 performance.
As part of this performance, readers must be prepared 10 maks meaning as they
read. put something of their own ineo che account, and do sometheng with it To
this end, according ro Barane (1995, the arcfully persuasive swcyicler whio iRt
the reader, undsrstands the necessity of relinquishing contel, of allowing resd-
ers the freedom o interpeet and cvaluare the rest from dheir unique vantage
poincs, will coax the reader into parriciparing in the imaginative construction of
liverary realicy though carefully pasitioned bl in the writing, These mvite the
acrive reader to fill them with pemonal meaning garhered fram outside the exr
Here, the aim of the storyreller “is not o prompr 2 sinple, elosed, convergens
reading but 1o persuacs naders to conrribure answiss o the dilemimas they pose”
{Barane 199%: 661. For example, Tsang. in atrempring o convey so the radera
sense of her varied, ambivalent, confusing, but somerimes definice relationship
tis her own multiple identiries, notes, My helief is chat an engaging swony can
relate this sense 1o vou in sech a way thar pou ean identify with it on a personal
level, using your awn experience 1o understand and empathize with my expen-
ence” (2000; 467, Samilady, Ellis, in refiecring on how she cune 10 wete S
Negatiarions (Ellis 1995), makes the follewing peines:

Sy apen teer consciously permicred readers to meve back and forth berween
h@ing in iy stoey and being in theies, where they could fll im or comgmre
their expericices and provide thicir cwn sensacivitzes aboot what was going
o, T attempred to wrive ina way that allews eeaders to feel the specificity of
Fy siuation, yes sense the uniny of hiuman experience & well, in which they
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ean enpneet oW har happened 1o me, remember whar happencd 1o them, or
anticipmate what might happen in the furure. [ wanted readers ta feel that in
describing my experience | had peneccaved their keads and heares. | hioped
they would grapple with the waps tey were different Frrem ared sirmiiliar 1o e
(ElLs 1997 151)

This facus on reader responss encaurages connection, enpahy, and selidas-
icy, a5 well as emanciparory moments in which powerful insighes into the lived
experbences of others are genesated (Sparkes 1994, 19973, This kind of writing
can inboren, awaken, and dismurh resders |:|_‘_-' iIJusmring theit invelvement in
sacial progessss abaut which they maght not have been ennsciously aware, Clace
avare, individuals may find the consequences of theic invelvemen {oe lack of ic]
wnacceptsble and soek i change the sivgarion. In such crarmeances, the poten-
tial For individual and collective resterying is cnhanced. Accondingly, 4 valuabls
wse of autcsthnagrphy is o allew another person’s workd of experience o anspice
critical seflecrion an vour own (Bochuer and Ellis 1506 Ellis 1597; Spacke and
Silvennoinen 19990, Here, readers rocontexualize what they knew already in
light of their encounrer with someane else's life. This may not always be g pleas
ant experiencs, When an auwethnegraphy suikes 2 cond in readers, it may
charge iem, and the direction of dhange canner be predicred, Indeed, as gne ol
the anonymous reviewers commented in regard o my own anmethnography,
“The Fata] Flaw™

In “tapping” and evoking differen: Tevels of experiencefsubjectivity he con-
struicts a maldi-lavered e which allows for, rcher than specifies, a wealth of
insights reaching well beyond the authers pasticular predicament. It makes
vou think and feel, and opens up a wide racyge of questinns able-bodisd peo-
ple prabably never think abour. Accually, this exe could be used a5 et
“wensitizing” agent in the classoom. {See Sparkes 2000: 23)

Auroethnagraphies can, therefore, become a call o winmes for both the
auchior and the resder For exaraple, in chronic ilness. & Frank noted, hecnming
a witisess means assuming “a responsability fer telling whis happened. The wit-
sess offers rescimany 102 wrurh that is generally unrecopnined ar suppressed.
People who tell stories of illness are witnessss, wning illness inte maril pespon:
siiliny” {1993; 1375, Frank distinguishes between the witnees in the mraffic coure
and the illaess wicness. Bath speak on the authorisy of being these bo che laceer's
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resmamany is less of secing and maose of ety “illness stories are nar anly abous
the ]Il:ll:':-' bt u‘."'and l.'|'|m|.1g|1 the |:l-l:r|:|_l."I1 (1995 140H. Thes :ur'u:nnnj-', .:.n:n:nrdi.ng
o Frauk, fafiaater athers in whar they withes, Witnesing s nover a salimry act,
and it always implie a relationship, I peapls el thensselves stocies all te dose,
buar they cannor estify to themselves alone; “parr of whar s stories e est-
maony is the call made upon another person to recedve thar testimony” (Frank
L995: 141).

Fot Ropen-Hutlman, acms afwirnessing ooour "when we paiticipabe in know.
ing and |l:ﬂn1-|I:|E about |:||:|'.|r:rsr CIgape with constructions of vucdy, and conmma-
nicare whar we have sxperieneed 1o athers™ (8999 23], Thess ac1s can have
F-clm:-rﬁlt COnSSUETICES]

Witsessing affecrs pnes persana in ics entinery—our bodics, hrares, and souls
are changed and renewed by whar we wimness in our lives, . . Witnessing is
powerful, There are grear opportunities and dangers inherenr in the pracess
af warnessing ochers” lives and constreeting meanings abour chose experi-
ertces. [Ropers-Huilman 1999; 24)

Wittessing alsa has 2 number of midipations {Ropers-Huilman 19%9). These
obligations include ECLOpIILIN, UL ENEAEEmENE In active, vt partial, meaning-
making; recognizing that, as witneses, we will change others and pur reles as
change agents need 10 be considered with great intentiomalicy and sinceriny we
lsive 1 be apen o change: we have to eell oshers abour owr experiences and per-
spactives; we have w lsten o che inrerprecarions of ocher witnesses; aned feally,
we have to explore multiple msnings oF equare and care and acr 1o promane sur

understandings of these conceps.

Closing Thoughts

In Tigghue af el issues 1 have mise, | helieve thar che universal charge of seliiadul-
Fedce s often leveled ﬂp;.lirul! :u|.1l:||.'|:|'|nr.|t:|.-.|p|'|:r' I:ar.n.'l narrarives of z2IF), is based
largely on a misunderstanding of the genre in teems of whac ic s, whar it does,
and D it works in a mulipliciny of conress, Aurocthnographics can encour-
ape acts of witnessng, empathy, and connesnon char exrend bevond the selfof
the author and therchy concribuie w seciological undesstanding in ways thar,
among otlers, are self-knowing, selfrepecdul, selfacnificng, and self-luminous.

Thie Lick ol uodenstatding surmounding aureethnograply, aid low iz mighr
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bee jedged, s nor surprising, As DeVauke {[1997] notes, saciolagists are nor accis-
waried 1o evaluating personal writing and, for many, the standands for critigue
anl discavaran seem “slippery’” in cotparison with the more familiar criceria asse-
citted with arthodor scensibic research reports, She suggests thar as personal writ-
ing becomes more comman among social scientsts, cesearchers will nesd
develop new avenues of criticism and pragse far such work, “Presumably. 2 oo’
sury in snme canTexss, for some purpescs, may mot be so pood for others. Such
criterst for evaluaring persanal writing as sociology have barely begun e develop”
(eWault 1997: 24).

As researchens I-"I‘ght 4] I:|I'-"I-'I'JI:|P WAYS 0 Fl.l.d.g: .]IJ[lJ:l]uu.rEIupl:._-.' | |1|:|Fre rhn;"l.'
can resist the remipration to-seck universal, foundarional criveria lest vive form of
dogma simply replaces abotser. In maldng a powerful case for undessianding
riscarch s expertence, Ciarmry and Hodbinson {1998} argue agains choosing any
list of universal ericeria in advanee of reading a picce of ressrch. They supgese char
the selecrion of appropriace preesdained seus of different parsdigratic rules is nor
a selurion: "A more constructive way forward heging with the acknowledgmens
thar the selecrion of crivsria should be relawed to the nonreof the paniculas picee
of reszarch thar s I:-ecirhg evaluated” (1998 5271 As Jodu Snuich (1993} achops, we
aetd 16 construct our crteria for jiedging various fonms of inguiry as we go 2long,

Therefore, 4 Sehwande {1996) propeses, eriteria are bewmer seen s enabiling
conditions and gl.liding idzals b be applied concexoeslly, Here, criveria nperare in
ways thar enable adjudication w rake place. The reviewer acively defiberares on
the extent oo which che research embedies qualities such a5 coberence, EX T
sivencss, ieterpretive insigh, relevance, rherorical force, beaury, and sexture of
arpument: Such ceiters ax impact, evoction, authenriciny, fideling and heliew-
511'5"-1}' rni_g.f'l: also be called ois in Fmil:ﬁimlgmmr_. rnm"in.g the secial sciences o
incorporare mare licerary, poetic, and actistic forms of judgment.

For many, myself included, ivis no easy task learning o judge differenty, o
lisren carefully and v atcempr o grasp whar is being expressed and said in
research rradicions differenn from our own (Bermsesin 19917, Our academic back-
grounds, prafessional socialization parcms, aimd cireer srictuns MITIgATE agAinsT
whiss. 11 s so euch easier ra display an indiffersne superficial wlerance, ar facilehr
assimilare whir others are saying inco our own carezories and Lanpuage without
dﬁhls pueseicie 1o whar i ceiubively different, ar sven Fimpl:.-' o dismiss whar che
arher is iafril:lj;-l-'l incaherent nonsense, ]'[a.a'-k\eutr, & Bermstemn SLIZESTE, W h:'-p.-';:
an ethical imperative w atempr w0 "wnderstand and engige with the ineom-
mensrable otherness af che 'Oiglyer™ (1991 GE),



!I!q.l ANDREW C, SPARKES

Senith and Dieemer alio emiphasize that in any encouncer with a production,
espectally something "new,” one muse be willing to rigk one’s prejudices: Just as
in the process of judgment one asks questions of a textor person, the person ar
the rexe st be alkowed w0 ask quessians inretern” C20EE BE. They ague diag
approaching a nmvel piece of work requines that one be open, that one be willing
ey albowss e e oo challenge one’s prejudicss and possibly change che craveria oave
is wsing 1o judge the piece, and chersby change one's idea of what i and 35 poy
gond inquiry, Smirh and Deemer ane quick o peint ot thar o bs epen doss not
mean o autsmatically sccepe, and thae ong may still offer reasons For nes accepr
ing snmething now, They also emphasize w risk one's prejudices "requires one to
accepr that if ane wishes ro persuade others, one must be egually open 1w being
p:rsu.id.:d" 1200000 HH8).

Ax parr of this apenness, we need o educare oursclves and adhers (as pro-
dhweers, erites, and ponsumers of Teszarch) o recopnize differances and judge var-
ioig pesires accordingly, using appropriate criteria. Again, it s imporGot
tmphasi;l_: thar this does mor involee ':L'n:inl-_l; criteraa a wiivessal stiisdinds ag,ale
which tn maks judgmunu‘. [ty semse, ﬂ.?_[ﬂf‘l!‘l Smith 119-93] ATEUEE, the term
"erireria’ 15 laden with Fowndational implicadens and becomes & muchsone chat
can be employed to distinguish the gond from the bad, rhe cormece foom the
incotcect. [ conrrass, Smith poines ous, “crivedn” may refer o chrmiclonzing inis
thar have, ar bess, mild implicacons a5 0 prescrpsion for inguirer behavior and
dn nar nc:a::nnl:,' refer hnsumuthilquhﬂfd s b Fewnetarional, Here, researchers
mighr disciss the charcterizing raiteof a particular approsch ra inguiny, such as
autnethnograply, and simpiy nate thar these are the way nesearchens seem w be
conducting these particular kind of ingquinies ar she mament, The differersce here
frorm the foundarional view is char reviewers are willing to describe whar one
mighr do, bu chey are not prepared o mandate what one maer do across all con-
rexes and on all eccasions,

Far Johs Smich {1993) and Smich and Desmer (200, once critena come
wr be seen a5 charsomerzing eraies or values tat influwence cur judgments, then any
parricular rraits or values will always be subject 1o constant reincerpreation o
rimes and conditions change. They have an apen-ended qualiny thar cin be chal-
1|:||£'|:|3, sdeled oo subrracted from, modifed, and sooon, -:lzpenr]i.nﬁ o U cag-
et aitd the purposes. This s because 2 characreristic of research wie chought
impartant ac ane rime and in ane place may mke on diminished impomance ar
another time and place. Therefore, variaus crteria in list form may ace as a st
ing potnt for judging auroerhnographies, but these may ner apply on all voo-
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sions and ocher coateria can be added o or siberacred from them, depending on
the circumstances. These lises are challenged, changed, and modified in theie
application to-actual inquiries, As Smith and Deemer emphasize, the limics of
modification are A preseiond macern; they are worked and reworked within che
conrexs of acmal prcticesappliciens and connee be sec down in abserace for-
mulas. “Our lises are challenped, chanped, and modified ot thouph abstrcred
diseuzzions of the iz and irems in and of themselves, bur in applicarion o zomal
inquirics” [Smich and Deemer 2WdE BRYS,

Uriven the eondictons desembecd, it 16 deae thae temaons, contrsdictions, can-
Hicts, and differcnees of interpretation will persise regarding aurecthnographics,
Horwever, this should noc cause undue anxiery, Rarher, as Garram and Hodkinson
{1998) emphasize, such diversity shauld be scen as an invization m deepen aur
undersanding andd sharpen mer jidgments of chose speafic pleces, of the seaes they
raime, ard of reseanch b general. My bope is thae meny will aceepe the invitaeion,

Imaginings: Too Happy an Ending, ora Possibility?

Ie's 2 swany June day again. Again, I'd rather be our riding my bike than siming in
the sxremal sxaminarion board meeting. The same feces are here sitting around the
tahle a5 last vear, The main difference i thar now 1 choase oo st appogite Profesar
¥ rather than next m him. His remarks about an sursethnography produced by one
af my students last vear unsettled me, got 1o me, stamg me, and made me refleor
looy and hard oa dhe jssue of self-indulgence, This year will be different. In my head
I've rehearsed my answers 2 hundred rimes, I'm ready. 1 e ance again speaks af
self-indulgence. Twant m be looking ar him as T refure the charge:

B all this angst is coseing me. In the days keading up oo this meeding, | feel
tee defensive posture Fin so wsed 1o wking seep inte my bones, Last nighe 1
couldn's sleep for thinking how things might go twday, I'm dred, my lower back
aches more chan normal. All this, T realize, hecause [ am still intmidated deep
|r|5||.'|: |;|:," |;|'|= 1:11.11'5: chsﬂl'_rindulErmrn. DE-]:Ii.l.I: my mciial rdl.l.-.’ln;ﬂ.i.. [Il'l'l !I'.i.ﬂ ot
sure [ hEL'iE\'L' I.'II.}EEI.E.

Adrenalin is beginning vo kick in now, The mesting is going very much to
schedule and the repoms from the exrernal examiners are nexe om the agenda. 1
suddenly realize char my mind has been so focused on this fem thar 1 can’t
remember much of what has been said so G Then [ recall giving Professer ¥ a
cauptle of my papert on sutecthnography ar the meering lase year and wonder it
et lzs read them, There has been no contact betwesn us since then, and he did-
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't mention them in che usual ::-:r.l:unEeul' crsitrtisbes between s ae the seart of

the meering. | inhale deeply and try not o look aisious or agirated,

Professor X says his bie. Macheng serprising, there, Professor ¥ begins by
'.Llei.n._l_.;, SOOI :.uppa.rl:i-.': comments 1 remnforce the painis magle 11-}' [Mriofessar X,
He then moves on o the disssreacions e read. Four ayaan chis year theee gquan-
cisacive and one qualitsive, the laner supervisad by e, T hardly e whathe says
abraze the quansianve disseraciens. Phrases swch as “well-defined hvpothess,”
“aware of validanon procedures,” and “appropriace forms of stagistical analysis”
slip by ane, [ kineaw the bor,

Then mine. 1 lean back -iljl!,llll:r' it my chair and look scross e alble ai
Professor ¥, | suddenly realiee be is wearing the same jacket o be did lase year and
wander if chis 5 2 bad omen, [ become consgious thar [ am scaring ar him. [
glanee dovwn ar my noes only wlook up sharply as e reads our the tirle and the
prame of Use stsdent 1es w autoechnography in which o studenr explores the
watys in which, over the years, various elatbonships beoween his facher and him-
self have been constructed and deconseructed by their invelvement in caiumer
sports. Lising phowographs, shor scories, and poeric representations, ic highlighrs
I thear imvulvemsend o conizc HpHIATLS has limarsd the forms of communicarion
available 1o thern as faclwer aod som. e this 5.|1ur.|u': ant eomserains chelr currens
relacionship within a specific form of masculinioy, and ow this s a source of
worry for the son as their “sporring bodies” decline in the famune. For oo, i was
wit puestanding pisce of wads, | awarded ic a fiest-class grade, Bur whar did
Prodessor ¥ miake of i

Ohir eves meet. Fsuddenly realiee thae [ dan’t want 2 confroneacion, | juss
want o listen, [ offer him a small smile and 1 foed oy shailders drop as the ten-
aom in them relegses, He beginswith an audible sigh and then a bng paise 42 le
I'.'I.II!E'I':‘:! Ili!' 1]|I:||Jt|;.||'lﬁ.

WL where oo begin? Mo easy cisk this in mare ways chan ong, Fissg 'm
simply not used to this kind of inguine 1 den’t get 1o read it moch—acrually
never-—in my line of work and 1'm far more comtorzable with sraighe scientific
isertztivine, ™ Msds From sorme of myv enlb=gues arond rhe mble, “Having said
chiks, i nay rale of external examiner | feel -rll:r:." keviind oo e Fair when 1 male
comments, | feel this even more hﬂ\-Eﬂﬁ_ e e e papeT Andrew FAve mic lnsz
vear.” He looks directly ar me.

“Yes, Andrew, [ did reand them. Moc oy pdes of hedome r\-u-d.ing Frer suire
(Langhs), bur deey cemainly ot me thinking, They made me eealize chac [ can'’
call o my wsial crirgrin, Howeven, if l'm honest Vo sl set coally sure how
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should be judgng this kind of work, Ler's sav 1'm on a steep learning curve, 5o,
P lookiog oo you o be kind oo me coday, U'm masang inma anknawn cemirane
and thar’s dangeraus for o mvan of my age” Laughier from collaynes: sround the
table, 1 smile ar Profesor ¥ and realize s fe hias been justas worded about this
mwment as | have besn,

"]'!".'illjn, bet e wge o oworel | dad it krmee lase }!ﬂ.r.'l'Hu B an '11|1w'r|.'|nngrﬁ-
phy, 15 that right Andsew?” [ nod approvingly. “Now last year, on reflecrion, [
wrongly used the rerm self-induleens o describe 2 simibar kind of dissertasion.
I'm much mere ciutions sbour using thar veem moows ©seill chink char writing
abar vaur self con be selindulpenr bae clearly chis is nor necessanly =000 all cases,
5o ler me say righe away, L el fund this digemration in any way selfindulzens, Tab
find it very well writen, thoughe-pravoking and, dase Ty &, svostive.” Thats
anather word 1 wounldn’t have thoughs of using last vear {langhs).

"This disserracion really hedd my asrencion and 1 resd in all the way chrough
in cme sicting, | even read some chaprers owaces Ie's beaunfully crafred, There are
some wondesfully emgiging swories about the relatonsbip beeween che stizdene
and his farher chrough sporr, and 1 couldnt help but see bits of me 5 some of the
srorics. After all, ['m a Grher of rws bays, well, grown-up voung men now, and
of crinrse ve been 2 som. And sport has heen cenrral in zll these mlil.'i.nm::irip:. o
= E,I.'I.'u'll: dEﬂI DF“'}LI."' TI'IE Hrl.'ldl.'l'll.' WTIITES ﬂ}!ﬂLI.T ril.'lEF EMRLE OO ITRE, i.T COMTLMEECTS B
morsent in my own [ile At times this is amusing bue ar other times its disnerb-
ing: Hiz auroethnography makes me relloor on the ways in which, when [ was 2
young how, my facher and [ eommunicarsd, Ir makes me very conscious af how
[ lezrnesd thar same shings could ke smid buc arher things were mat of bounds, and
hewe [eamied these stlences inmo my adale 2Fe.

“The disserration made me think a bor abowt bhow ve communicared, and
e communicars, wich my sons now, and how this haz been shaped by whar
:|1.:.|'|p:nr.'|:| herecen o father and me. [ weas lefe wrr:.ring ahour whar we can
.I.I'I.d cannorc 5!’!«' T I:ifl'l D[hEI.' = Eithﬂl.' ﬂl.'ld sS0nNs. r'r.n SLTC FE'IE'IE Anc I:l'liﬂEE :I'l.'l:]'
sons would like v talk o me about bue they don't. T ke taere are things 1
woisld like o have said ro my own Bcher before he died. 1 #uoee chere are chings
I'd like ra share wich my sons buc dant, and this makes me sad. [r5 someching |
wtzld like to change aver the nexe fow vears. In face, as a starring point, Id bke
s share this dissertation with my sons, Td alss ke to give it to some other spon-
ing fathers | knowe, [ chink many of che issues i rises swould resonare wirh chem
ﬂ:ﬂl’] l'IE il l'IIE I'II:'IF| i:l'l. T}I'inHI'IE .Il'll:il.'lr I'.lﬂ'l'-'u' [hinE‘ r.|11g|'||.' l'IE dilﬁ'ﬂ!‘:ﬂ'«' hcm‘ecn [I'IEI'I'I
and cheir sons.
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“1 zanld g an, b I'm consciniz of rime So Tl dose by mying thar thiz lis-
sertation had a big impact on me in o Lot of ways. Even chaugh ['m not sure how
I iudgs: ir, I'me happ:r T i:n:|gu it ns a Arsr-class pi:cc -mfw::n:k. anid LT the
prade it has Teen awarded. My thasks co dhe seedent for having dhe courage w
wrine it i the way he did,”

Andl then, the moment is over. The head of the deparoment quickly dels
with the fimal agenda ivems wsd s die wceting. Peolzaos Y bhas 1o push 1o pet
hits trainy bhore bt [ewnch up witl lim on the suins as he baves, We shake hands,

“Thanks tor whar you ssid in chere, | really appraciarsd in.”

“My p}-:—mr{. Wha RIYE VOl canit rech an old dngnew coacke™

"Nuw me, H.].'I.E.lﬁirtjullrl.'lﬂ':.’lll:ll:llﬂ. Tl s I n*:,ui:u. nexi [.'l.-.ll:."

"Laak forwand eo i Wi kisews, by then [ mighe bave weiteen a few shor
sannrtes ol my ewn,”

W depart, He for the mrain ssadon, 1 fora bike nde.

Nutes

1. For camples of this debare and suggsiors for appropriane was of judzing alcer-
native fomms of quaditarive research see Blumenbeld-Jones (19935), Bochner {20001,
Claugh (2000), Thenzin (2000), Ellis (1995, 1897, 20000, Garrsr and Hodkinsea
(1898}, Ceegen and Gergen {20000, Lather {1993), Lincoln (1993, 19548},
Rachardson ¢ FI946, 200K, 20006], Schwande (1905, Jehn Saaach {1984, | 988,
1555, 1990, 1995], Smith and Deciver (20000, Sparkes (1993, 1998),

2 For ether caitesia in action and a rejactian af this archodos scienrific viemw see
Spﬂrhﬂ(lmm.
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