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More thoughts on Everyday Life:

[Key reference:]
Highmore, Ben, ed. 2002: The Everyday Life Reader. Routledge, London and New York.

One way to deal with the issue is to compare various lists of “everyday things” – (For example, compare what the following theorists have put on the list of their everyday things: Highmore, Grossberg and Toby Miller.)
The SHIFT:

Capitalism – Class – Race/Ethnicities – Gender – Sexuality – Subjectivities and Differences -- Commonality

Institutions – Urban Space -- Domestic Space – Global/local

Social Systems – Text – Reception & Usage – Discourse – Performativity – Cultural Policies

[research method] 
institutional analysis – political economy – ideological criticism – textual analysis – reception studies – ethnography -- historiography

[Reading list –]

Raymond Williams, “Culture is Ordinary” (1958)

Henri Lefebvre, “Work and Leisure in Everyday Life” (1958)

Erving Goffman, “Front and Back Regions of Everyday Life” (1959)
Michel de Certeau, “General Introduction to The Practice of Everyday Life” (1980)

Tang Xiaobing, “The Anxiety of Everyday Life in Post-Revolutionary China” (2000)

Ben Highmore: “Introduction: Questioning Everyday Life” (2002) in The Everyday Life Reader
[Reading Notes]

[Ben Highmore: “Introduction: Questioning Everyday Life” (2002) in The Everyday Life Reader]

*Two privileged cultural perspectives: ethnography (anthropology and sociology) & historiography (p. xii, preface)

*Not covered in the Culturalist approach but also important to the study of everyday life, especially “language and everyday life,” namely Wittgenstein, Austin and Voloshinov; as well as philosophical works on the concrete lived-ness of everyday life, namely, phenomenology and existentialism
*[Politics of the term’s usage] “Everyday life,” like any other terms, is NOT just out there (a ready reality).  It is a construction.  Highmore suggests the immediate question to ask is: whose everyday life?  It must also be understood as an invocation: whoever cites the term (or similar terms such as “ordinary people”) is citing it for a particular purpose, for example, to hail attention to a common culture.  It is also, therefore, necessary to ask the next questions: who is the implicit others of the everyday life invoked, i.e. who supposedly live outside the ordinary, the everyday?  “Everyday life” is a problematic, a contested terrain where meanings are NOT to be found ready.  (p. 1, introduction)

*Some common usage: 

(1) the everyday = the dominated (as opposed to those who dominate); shorthand for “voices from below,” such as women, children, migrants etc. for social historians; 

Problem: everyday life assumed as a transparent realm

(2) the everyday = aspects of life that lie hidden

To invoke the idea of ordinary culture = to make the invisible visible

To invoke does not only mean “to call upon” (what is already there), but also to produce a category (that does not already exist), or, to problematize, e.g. the assumed naturalness of a woman’s daily routine (differences).  (But in the broader projects of feminism, “everyday life” produces both differences and commonality.) (p. 2, introduction)

(3) use the term “the everyday” to produce the re-imaging of the study of culture

*”Everyday life” demands a different approach of theorization: firstly to challenge the well accepted theorizing modes, which “promote the values of `rigorous’ thought, `systematic’ elaboration and `structured’ argument.”  These aspects, however, can be antithetical and deadening to aspects of everyday life.  Everyday life theory is NOT anti-theoretical: just that it only seeks to critique and deconstruct, but also to construct and invent thoughts.
