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There Is an interesting and revealing moment in Dixon and Ourrhe1ms response I pp85- 
91 In this rssue: to my article In the original I say that ,·.,e as oiscurs.ve social 
psychologists. should banish a number of political universals 'from our practices (p831 
In their summary and critique of my positron however. the our Is swiftly dropped to 
become "them and their" In their version it reads he invites them to banish from t/1e11 
work (p86) 

This Is not surprIsIng Dixon and Durrhe1m council caution fearing that the k111d of 
critical questions I ask might undermine the academic and political credrbrlrty of 
discursive psychology By distancmq me somewhat from this approach then ttiey can 
defuse the threat to some extent Attnounnq my arguments to a mixture of provocation 
and theoretical mrsunderstandmq. they safely cast aside some. 1f not the rnajor.tv of the 
claims I make and questions I ask Instead they provide me - as one would w1tt0 

someone who d1d11 t cunte understand with another rehearsal of their research or' 
informal segregation on a South African beach This Is not to deny that some of the11 
cntrcrsrns of my article are well grounded and that I have constructed some argumerits 
that might be underdeveloped or sunptv wrong 

I will not dt,ill hcr•· wrth all th,- issues ll1xo11 arid [lu11he1rn have rarsec1 I will ratr1t:1 ,nc1ke 
a few further co111111cr1ts about the 110111,11 of reflexive racism as I helve tried to use 11 11° 
rny artir.le and a, I ,I11c1gI11c It could ll,· used 111 other contexts as well I w.!l also I brief Iv, 
further elabor:ilt · I11y co11c"1 ns reqar d111q tile, atJse11ce of an active arid pr DCJI ,·ss··,e 
rneta-polmcal Irn;iqI11atI011 111 d1scu1s1v,· psycholoqy l lus 11011011 of· meta pol1t1cal Is not 
one tl1at I hav« 11si:d 111 I11y artrcl'-· but 1t 1111qht be useful It makes 11 pc1ss1l1le to 
ar;knowledcJe t11.11 ,f w,· put pol,-,1111cs .is1dc, [lixr,11 amJ DtJr I t1t-:1111 arc, quite ,,ql1t tu 11:,1, '. 
Oil tlu- c·111p111cc1I ll'l'ilil ;i11d p(Jl1t1r.al liilf-lJ111y ,,j tlit·lr wot k llH:11 dt·ft·llS•" llr,.'Jt·J•·I ,s 
so111ctl1111q I d1d11 t lt!dlly w1:,l1 to dttdcf:. I w;ier 1111tsrestc:d 111 ,lllCJtl1t•1 l•·.e--:I :,f 1r,1l1'.,, .ll 
a1i1culat1rrn orn, tli,it /J.Js to rnrJve hr•yr,11d the- p.utrcul.u s nf an ;rn;ilys1s our ,lltnilat1u•1 
of tilL, r . .iter101y ,,t tli" pnl1t1,;il .i1; srH.ll "f tll(' fr,llllPWDrhs tl1at r1•vr, ,11c-,111II1,1 1,, 
pa1t1r11la1 pol1t1, .ii H t((lrl'., dllrl r:ld!lll'-. ()I tt,,, pol1t1<dl lllld<Jll)drrPS f""'' -.-,,11 l I -ll ) 

1rnprntantly /rn\·,11,1. wt11cli we work I still tiel1,,•w that tlw., meta pr,l1t1ca:, ur1q,, I1t·:,t ,, 
1111dr:1devdop1•rl 111 ,j1c;r111c;1v,. Jrsyrllr,lo•_Jy my ,1wI1 ,•1n1h 1111 l111h,d di, ,1,,j,,,:,,j ,'. ,, "111,- 



irrelevant then hopefully these further comments will clarify that If. on the other hand 
have a pomt or two. then hopefully these will also seem somewhat less ambiguous 

l.et me start by disttnquishinq once more. the rhetorical features of reflexive racism 
from differential· forms of racism To explain the latter very simply racist talk often 
develops differenual and exclusive notions of us· - there 1s a 'them that We cannot 
and should not mix with V'Jhether with reference to bioloqical or cultura! universals 
divis.on and segregation between groups are presented as given and immutable llus 
logic was the mainstay of apartheid and 1t 1s exactly the mforrnal connnuatrou of tlus 
kind of racism on a South African beach that Dixon and Durrheirn have described with 
great success. The importance of their insiqhts into the persistent desegregation of 
public space for the development a democratic culture 1s perhaps best captured by the 
political philosopher Ins Marion Young 12000 1961 Space itself matters Few theories 
of democracy however. have thernatized the normative imphcations of spatiahzed 
social relations 

But us can also be used in different. and equally suspect ways Here I am thinking of 
an us· that seems genuinely inclusive. able to embrace differences and resolve racial 
cultural. religious and linguistic conflicts I arn thinking of moral appeals to inclusiveness 
and belonging that renders any resistance to the us deeply problematic - 111 fact, that 
blames the existence of inequality and conflict onto the failure of Others. often but not 
always conceived as mmonties to integrate into the apparently neutral public culture 
Vanous strands of modernist polmcal «leoloqy and social organisation have supported 
such constructions of us· - liberal or civic nationalism 1s probably the most obvious 
example Billig 1 1995 J for example has shown how postmodern theorists unwittingly 
reproduce a normative nationalism even cJS they celebrate the fluidity of 1dent1ty and 
accuse others of nattonalisrn ( Billig studying the often implicitly nationalist posrtion from 
where the nationalism of the other Is identified and critiqued provided me with a useful 
mould for understanding 'the racism of the other Incidentally, Dixon and Durrheim try 
to ignore this explicitly acknowledged influence. twice clainunq that I criticize the book In 
which Bilhq develops these ideas, Banal Nationalism Their wish to locate rny 
arguments outside discursive psychology must have gotten the better of their usually 
meticulous reading because Billig 1s In fact criticized for a few sentences he wrote 111 
another book altogether ) 

I have further tried to show that cl s11111lar loq«: of us rmght well operate undr,r ,,rn,,rqI11q 
post-nationalist qlobal conditions as well 1/'Jhat 1s more these c1ll 1nr,l11s1v,, poht«.al 
unaqmanes especially nationalism but also various forms of liber ahsm still serVE, as tt1" 
meta pohtrca: default settings of much social sc1e11r;e As Ulrich Beck (2orn I arquos we 
have not even begun to disentangle the · rnethodoloqical natronalisrn of the suc,;11 
sciences - and he 1s mentromnq only nat.onansrn This willmqness to ar,knrJwledqP the 
historical reliance of even cnucal social sciences on comprormsed pohuca] urnversals 
and various failed meta-political programmes 1s vitally important I believe ;rnd they qIve 
my charges of reflexive racism the relevance Dixon and Durrhe1m are unwilhnq to aqrPt· 
to 

But the notion of reflexive racism can of course be employed quite effectively 111 

contextually grounded studies of situated talk and action that Dixon and Durrheun uqhtlv 
see cJS drscurswe psychology s marn contnbution to the social sciences Orie poss.bl« 
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example comes from my own work (Painter & Baldwm 2004) In t111s study wtI1te 
learners of an Eastern Cape secondary school spoke about lanquaqe and 
muttrlinquahsrn In their school and 1r1 South Africa These learners weIe not explu1t1ng 
the differential potential of having many languages 111 the school to argue for a sort of 
cultural or linquistrc apartheid Instead. they accentuated the universally shared 
inclusive features of E:nglish (and to a lesser extent Atrrkaans: to render African 
languages out of place In the public domain Speaking or aff1rmmg the latter violates the 
inclusive "us". the post-apartheid. reconciled South African rainbow nation African 
languages introduce rnisunder standinq. suspicion and racism Embroidennq on a post­ 
apartheid liberal democratic 'us thus becomes a powerful tool with which to resist 
muttrhnqualisrn and preserve a linquist«: rand along with It racial and class/ status quc; 
S11111lar studies could feasibly mvestiqate how wtute people use mclusrve notions of ,,s 
like nation building reconciliation. the rainbow nation and human rights as v,ays to 
defuse and brand as racist, for example comments by President Mbek: about poverty 
the so-called two nations. and continued structural mequality These should mdrcate I 
hope. that the concept Is. at least empuically not as useless as Dixon and Durrheirn 
suspect 

These more contextually specitrc careful analyses were however not what I had 11, I111r1J 
In rny article I was interested not In the political but tneto-ootiticot articulauon of our 
research findings Thrs Is sornethmg that mevitably takes us /Jeyon(i the part,culars of 
the research context Dixon and Durrheuns main problem with my artrcle rs that It plays 
fast and loose with contexts. that It introduces too many of them. I would argue that 1t rs 
exactly this kind of confusing prohferatron of the contexts we work 1r1. along w1tt1 the 
historical reliance of the social sciences on now severely cornprormsed political 
universals that rnake meta-pohtrcal re-articulatron and reflection necessary Instead of 
saying that Dixon and Duuhcuu were wrong 1n the particular context they were studymu 
I wanted to msist that their reading Is more than merely a dismterested ernprnr.a: report 
of or obout that r.ontoxt It Is already steeped In the rnetapotitrcal dunension eveI1 
though rt doesn t want to spell It out \'Jhrle a strategic ernpmcrsrn based on a d1st111ct1011 
between academ«. arid lay accounts 1111~Jht be useful for making urscurs.ve .vu1, 

acceptable to ma111strca111 JOIH rials a11d a broader social psychology r:rnrnnunrty 11 
comes wrth a cost My qu,,stI011 Illus strll awaits an answer what ;-ire tile µ0I1t1cdi 
imaqmanes. tile 11t,ip1;1s 1f y1H1 will tl·at ,shoulcPr anunate tile partrcula: moral anrJ 
polrtrcal stances w, · tdf,,? 

As long as surt, d1su1ss1011 1s postponed or tre.ated as tl11e;ite111r1g an.: 
counterproductrvc- til,11e Is little rt:ason to expect that even the most well 11tendecJ arid 
soplusncatcd analysPs will 110/ tie artrr:ulated w1tll less than useful pol1t1cal 1I11ay1nzllles 
icspec:1ally ban;il 11;it1I ,11c1l1s111 llih,r al1srn c111cJ rIeo l1beralrsm l tie a1I11 uf rny pulern,, \',,E 

tu provoke arqI;r1I,·IIt, ;1tirn1t wtiy tllrs 1s rH,t tlie '-ii"'' lr1str0ad [J1xl,n ,rn'-1:-Iu:rI1,·11'1I,,1,,­ 
tolrl I11t· wll;it I ,11,r.-. whdt tl1t·v t1.ivt1 fo1J11·I 111 tli~11 stud1,·c; t11at 1t N,Is .-,,-11 ,,,,. ,.t,· ! ,I' 1 
that 1! Is pol1t1cdlly 11111,, 11tc1IIt VJ,.· dlJl•:e ,111 tlw, 

fJ(1rhdps tl1t:y di•· 'l'_ll1t c1n1I ,He tlit-s,_, h11ch <;I drSUJSSl(fl'.o ()<,t r,f 1,1,1, ,- ;( '.IP· :,1,r l'. 
tJL1s11H;S,-; of s11udl l'"'Y' tiuluqy or 111ds,111c1I psyr t1,1l«qy ot tlH· ,)1r_J111,11y t.1civt"· ,,,11 tci,• 
1s ,·xt1,1us!t:rl by ti,,· pc1It1, ul,ir rt,s,-,ir,;11 ,-,,I11t-xts w,· -.-mt,· al10t1t ,11,,1 ti. I,d:\,. , 1, 
pOll!iCS ilfld dii!r f,J, :'.'. fJldC{li_,l'S they <.'fl1t,Uclv df11j Ull[Jid<,t· ] IIIS Iii 1t,,,,,f S ,-fld, I, 

s111<1II Li:ok Still I t," ,, 1111 t Irip, · for ,, ,111etli111q 111, ir•' 111 ti 1> • I11r:,111t1111,. 11, ,_.,., .,, ., ",, ·!i 



the research setting c1nd rrnphcrt boundary drZJw1ng between academic c1nrl lily accounts 
,,re still used t0 keep this drscussron at a distance In the old days social psvcboloqists 
were cauqht 1n the labor atones with the world outside, barely commented on I dill swr' 
Durrheun and Dixon would not want to keep us on the beach. with thr! sZJ11w world 
wa1t1nCJ 
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