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Phillip L. Hammack

is the son of immigrants and the grandson of a coal miner. A devout Catho-
with consistently conservative views on topics like abortion and homosexu-
fy, he lost a son born prematurely, solidifying the connection to his faith and
Jes. For him, it takes a family, not a village, and the culture has shifted too
from recognition of this simple fact. He is a culture warrior, committed to
ccuring that the institutions of yesteryear do not erode into the slippery slope
if moral relativism and new ideas. He is a defender of the past, a steward of
what is safe, secure, and comforting.

 He is the son of a white, educated woman from Kansas and a bright Kenyan
tudying in the United States at the time of his conception. On one side, his
srandparents confronted the shifting cultural and economic tides of a society
in rapid development. On another, his extended family confronted the pain-
_ful cultural and economic consequences of colonialism and its aftermath. He
immersed himself in culture after culture, both at home and abroad, he was
seeking a sense of identity, longing for a place in which he and his name might
not be classified as exotic, a place of comfort and security.

For a moment in the US primary election of 2012, it looked as though these
two men might compete on the global stage for leader of the world’s most
powerful nation. Yet the arc shifted, and another personal narrative emerged to
capture the sentiment of an anxious populace, confronted with the possibility

of continuing cultural and economic decline. The son of a self-made man, the

descendant of a group persecuted for its beliefs and practices, emerged as the

Republican nominee for president of the United States.

The personal narratives of these three men—Rick Santorum, Barack Obama,

and Mitt Romney—reveal the contours of identity possibility in a complex

world of cultural and historical change, characterized by the movement of peo-

ple and ideas more fluidly across borders than ever before (Nesbitt-Larking &

Kinnvall, 2012). They are redemptive stories of men who faced distinct chal-

lenges in life—the loss of a mother to cancer at a young age (Obama), the loss

of a child at birth (Santorum), and experience with religious persecution (Rom-

ney). Yet their stories diverge in the narrative positions with which they would

seek to guide political behavior. If one identifies with the devout Catholic and
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agement of stigma and subordination (Hammack, 2010b). Those who ideng -

with his personal narrative might be more supportive of a view of instituti
as always potentially oppressing some groups over others, thus viewing sg
sex marriage as a necessary corrective to cultural heterosexism or heterose
privilege and, consequently, supporting political attempts to achieve marg
equality.

The stories of these well-known
narrative I argue is central to politi
in political life is fo motivate the yZ
actions. Through a process of id
ers, collective political behavior is achieved—whether th
voting, protesting, or other forms of ¢
As we come to identify with the leader’s life story,
own stories, and this identification serves as a power
individuals coordinate, either explicitly or implicitly,
nating activity through cultural practice, individual s

olitical behavior of individuals to align the

or repudiated,

Ong
me.
Xuaj
rlage

politicians illustrate one of the functiong of
cal psychology. A primary role of narrative

entification with personal narratives of lead.
at behavior involyeg
ultural participation of a political nature.
we see a mirror for oyp
ful motivational force as
their behavior. In coordj.

ubjectivity is constructed,
and a status quo of power and intergroup relations is reproduced, challenged,
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litical discourse and rhetoric. In other words, our understandtlsng,:i :ﬁ
b 1t1Cd is shaped by the meaning accorded people, places, evin ,1 ‘
oo 1'Stted }ihrough the vehicles of culture—not a “neutral” cu tu.1f:
e trar-lsmld as always serving the interests of some groups Qvel: others,

. utngg ICSI‘;(I)t(l)er informed by a recognition of power and domination (see
cep |
?fde’ 2004). litical rhetoric is typically framed as a se%t of truth .clalmsf 31 li
‘ltho‘?i}élﬁzcy” of narratives that is relevant to scientific agllalyszse 11:12) 111111 ! g
fhe = i1 - litical actions they s -
political p(?sitlo'nlsnti}slzyotf: iﬁ?;ic\tea?sdﬂtl};: ili(;s fundamentally concerned with
e C-entw]lg Ple 1, 1990, 1991, 2001). Narratives provide order,.coherel‘llce,
se—?ll.aklngé lueIllr(:h’l to tile world, and individuals call on narrative to b119n6g
Sibﬂlt}; anheiztelce tc% their own life course (Cohler, 1982; McAd'ams, 19 ti-,
gsenSGPO liiiocal actors exploit this fundamental ps;{cholog.lcal p.rermser toof Isrcl)(;n -
997)'t c())‘f actions that will contribute to the larger J(?CkCYlIlg for plowed oo
gte . - others. Narrative is thus not neutral but is always deploye (
- vaﬂ ?for th'e maintenance or attainment of status, Pgwer, and domlnai?ce:
oﬁiﬁteil:es represents the ideal “root metaphor” for political psychology, sim

{far to social psychologist Ted Sarbin’s (1986) prescient call ij1 nalr;zétg)/eai felz
. taphor for the discipline of psychology at large. S_a1b1n (_ e
root 1}}3 é}i}ator rinciple” in psychology: “that humzlm beings thn}}(, peélc Sar-,
‘foraZinI:eal:md rr{aie moral choices according to narrative structures” (p. 8).

im )

in, along with other major figures in the discipl.ine aroundlthe sami tlﬁnsiger. is,
. a(') ig986 1990; Cohler, 1982), saw the science of mind and beha o8
ey \ nc’led in ,an engagement with language and lmt‘atap}‘lor. ‘It ha; t.at }i X
ﬁgﬁiytigrilzufor the discipline to fully realize the seismic implications for
$

Narrative does not simply play a defining role in political life via the per-
sonal natratives of leaders, however. To limit the significance of narrative to

ggest that the link from mind to society is extremely
self-centered—that it r

between two individuals
nificance of narrative to
theory and research and
and crowd behavior that
(e.g., Freud, 1921/1959).

hold only to popular views of early social psychology

Such views were popular in the era of totalitarianism,

In this chapter, I argue that narrative is a powerful rhetorical tool used far
beyond the life stories of particular political candidates, Rather, consistent with
growing arguments in social, cultural, and developmental psychology (e.g.,
Bamberg, 2011; Bhatia, 2011; Freeman, 2011; Hammack, 2008; McLean, Pasu-
pathi, & Pals, 2007; Pasupathi, Mansour, & Brubaker, 2007; Syed & Azmitia,
2008), I suggest that we comprehend the social world through narrative—by
clustering concepts, ideas, categories, characters, and events into a running dra-
matized storyline—provided to us through various forms of cultural construc-
tion, including the news media, entertainment industry, literature, law, and, of

elies exclusively on the psychological connection
(the leader and the ordinary citizen). To limit the sig-
this role would also ignore decades of psychological

ascribed almost all power to the influence of a leader

i clearly now
insight into our theories and research practices, but that day has y

i i i r seeks
rived in political psychology (Hammack & Pllec.kl, 20%2). ’-H'ns'dll?;: o
o ide a further anchor for scholars engaged in the 1nteld1801.p.1 y qu '
. fnk f ‘;? nd the mind through rigorous theorizing and empn'l.cal .1nq.'un.y.
. inlljrri):f lgﬁhaer note on the history of the narrative concept arfl_d 1tsf1tnht:1rllzllf
interdisciplinary appeal is in order. One of the remarkable bem‘e 1tst ((,) the nar-
l'n i t is its appeal to a wide range of scholars. Attention ive
laUV? anc'et% the invention of the novel as a particular cultural form ( ‘ ch “
emel%?)l;;l Thus, scholars in the humanities have been at the forefr;l)ntlcé 8% Seo'1 )
?113181; the narrative concept (e.g., Dray, 197.1; White, 1987). I?iy ts eChOIOgi,S .
had l%ecome clear that narratives were not just for. novels, anh psy CSertor
increasingly turned to the narrative concept to theorize psy'chot f:rapy1 et ar_,
mClga h gnflan development across the life course (Cohler, 1982), cud ! rﬁit
tllgig gt,iorlf (Bruner, 1986, 1990), and the formation of perc?nahty antiV; o thz
: 19885 Narrative was seen as a vital humanistic corrf:? p the
.(Mcﬁdlamiséal liter.ature to the cold, computer metaphor Qf cognltnfe sctliei] '
PS)(’lC an \%va to restore the idea of human beings as me.:a'nmg-maﬁels :Cch(ﬂalz
:Egaagsed in }ilntentional acts (Bruner, 1990). Not surprisingly, when
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chological approach sich received considerable support from those Who identified as “White
uman agency Eﬁl q (t: of l'elative]y cals” in states .such as Sguth Carolina a}nd qurld:& (CNN, 2012.). Wl.lat
articular narraf 1ts neglect of 4 g; out Newt Gingrich that might have motivated individuals who identify
arratives. In other words, angelical to enter a voting booth and mark the box next to his name?
monstrated infidelity in the realm of that most sacred institution to
clicals—heterosexual marriage—was not likely a consideration. Rather,
grich appeared to deploy a particular political rhetoric that appealed to
who identify as Evangelical (Edsall, 2012). Those who identify as Evan-
to the psychologig, cal also appear to be among the Republican Party’s most enraged at the
i , of US national decline (Edsall, 2012). To the extent that Gingrich was
o successfully capture the affect of anger and rage in his rhetorical per-
ances, he facilitated an identification process between the Evangelical and
. ive, expandin self—an identiﬂcation which motivated a particular political act on behalf
ative in both political and ps hol y }lpon‘my argumen, ¢ Bvangelical (i.e., a vote cast for Newt).
psychological life. My intey y point is that identity politics is not simply a popular term in the acad-
chological and politi . ; » - it is a behavioral phenomenon. Our identities guide our political behavior,
political SClePIfe t(lf‘nd' 1‘e1ated. fields sycp ~ shether that behavior is situated at the level of a private voting booth in South
ar;g i 18 {ntegl‘atloln explicit. arolina or Florida, a mass protest against a hegemonic government in Egypt
ative research in politicg] Syria, or the actions of a coordinated social movement like the US “Occupy”
iovement of 2012. The link between identities and interests has been a topic
f great concern for scholars of politics, economics, and sociology, but psy-
hology provides the conceptual bridge to make sense of this link through the
oncept of narrative. We interpret our interests in material or symbolic terms by
using narrative—Dby crafting a story of who we are and why engaging in some
olitical action (e.g., casting a vote for a particular candidate, joining a social
movement, engaging in a protest, etc.) is consistent with our interests. This
natrative is our identity, and it provides the lens through which we justify our
actions, to both ourselves and others (McAdams, 1993, 1996).

Two of psychology’s great theorists—William James and Erik Erikson—

ents the mechani spoke of identity in terms of a consciousness of self-sameness, by which they

chanism tbrough which ___meant a sense that one is the same person from one day to the next (e.g., Erik-
mporary social sci 2012). This son, 1959, 1968; James, 1890). In other words, identity confers coherence and

ctal science theory that continuity in the psychological experience of everyday life. Erikson (1959,
1968) importantly extended this view by fusing it with a more explicit concern
with social identity—the idea that identity is not just about our sense of self but
also about our sense of belonging to a group and a set of ideological commit-
ments. In one of his most famous books, Erikson (1958) provided an analysis
of Martin Luther not simply as an interesting character in religious history
but as a political actor motivated by a passionate ideology in conflict with the
dominant ideology of the day (i.e., corrupt Catholicism).

But what is the relationship between the psychological concept of identity
and the economic or political concept of interest? In social psychology, inter-
est became supplanted by the identity concept with the history of experimen-
tal social psychology. Muzafer Sherif’s (Sherif, 1956, 1958; Sherif, Harvey,

ration being the actor at the center of
heterosexual male (see Sampson, 1993)

Th iti
e political psy.cholo gy of narrative offers a corrective

psychology, includi

disciplinary or “n‘anr;ﬁiss(c)?;;rtll;?;’f’uise oy ana
thap discipline centered, Finally, T
social scientists of narrative psyi:h
e@ge that will advance inter,ests of
violence as a means of silencing so

1 their efforts to be problem centered, rath

conclude with a statement on the néed fer
ology, and politics to offer practical kn (;1’
global social justice and the repudiatioc:lw -
e narratives in the interest of dominatiogf

Narrative, Politic
: S, and Mind; T
Premises, Three Functions free

signification apparent in lan
otsky, .1 934/ 1962). Narrative exsllzi:

political life—including interests
consolidated in both individua] and,
ve political ends,

Premi, : y
ise 1: Interests and Identities as Narratives

In the 2012 Republican presidential primary

grich was solidly defeated by former Massaformer Govappeaker Newt Gin-

chusetts Governor Mitt Romney,
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Whit?’ Hood, & Sherif, 1961) famous Robbers Cave experiment as

conflict between groups was driven by a real competition of m Sumed
ests. Although Sherif and colleagues did demonstrate aterial inge
reduced when groups were compelled to cooperate to a

goals l‘elated to comimon IIlatel‘ial intel'esls c S ac
RF=13} ommon ater
su

ply), a key finding of the experiment w
: ' © as that constructing a s ic di
encehbeitween groups—giving them distinct names (or, in %he 'le'nl;OhC dlff?r
pmsa};;to- 0BY, activating a categorization process)—was enougjh Ego? o
ain intergroup hostility. Although Sherif himself preferred to 61;?;1}111 b
asize

the finding related to superordinate goals, this stud

i(;i,esth;szie&s }',I‘uznelr., 1979, 1986). It suggested that, over and above
i sts, mbolic nature of categorization i diser i
identities) could prove determinative of behavior1 1o diserete social unies

In the 1970s, social identity theory—a perspective that has been of g

2004)—affirmed in highly controlle(i E‘{i’vgae;(;ff’ogxl;eiumiﬁ’s %ggtl ,m lzféCheL’

' cat-

R T 7. o, e et sy

group bias likely spealfs Etlcr)legl(l)gelifintobg:gof:enmsm in the real world, bﬁtoil:f

psychologically align their actions to vie ff)lr 52::;;) I;lecri] gg\ift:‘é:igh gﬁgﬁd ua}S’j
£ nius

interest in political psychology (e.g.

egorization into arbitrary social groups

Pratto, 1999).

Identity, then, i X
¥, then, 1s not a neutral feature of individual psychological experien.
. ' ce
€ctive action, a mechanism through
ucted, maintained, or resisted (see

the world in . at we have an identity, we ac
our interests Silrllct}}llia X’ay as to coordinate with others so jdentiged to ac;vlellrr)lzn
. § Irame, the theory of the rational actor in political behavioi

of persons as pawns in the game of

or (.ievelopment. Rather, it is a tool for coll
which configurations of power are constr
Polletta & Jasper, 2001). To the extent th

%iminishes and is supplanted by a view
identity politics. This hel
po ps us to see why man i ir indi
e . ‘ : y vote against their i
thatnzllil;islgiflest——thelr narrative of identity compels %hem to e;;tnilrcll -
. gnment with the group’s inter i i roudh
rhionc) o comete o algld pgwelrntelest (communicated itself through
concern with identity has gro 1'
e one : g wn a 1 the more central to ps
discouerrsltel)tys iconceé)t has increased in cultural and political I'I;lzselllr(l)clogy d
oy o) ¢ ?_celt e peak of Erikson’s theorizing in the 1960s or Te éa;l’d
) thes le ica and experimental work in the 1970s (Hammack ZaJ %),
oy ac); relatively recently has a clear and compelling paradigm t ’ 00'8').
¢ identit;ss wh}?ttJimes and Erikson meant when they spokegof 2(1) ‘?mpm—
r what the interpretation of social i ity i il
Jogey ) O W : social identity in Tajfel ‘ner’
( ) theory might look like at the level of individual sociaJI cogarllli(iircl:llin';‘ehr i
. Tha

paradigm is narrative (H : .
press). (Hammack & Pilecki, 2012; Pilecki & Hammack, in

that conflict could p
chieve “superordinate

for ; . y offered a tippi ;

or other social psychologists to place identity at the forefront E(I)ftltll)lglr}itpg.l "
udies

materia]

(e, istential insecurity,

heir continue
Palestinian youth, by ¢
Bowman, 2001) or “spoiled” (
petually unrecognized national
contaminated fo
and dispossession, existential insecurity, an

latte

social category. As
ticular category—man, woman, gay, straight, Black, White, Israeli,
ian, Catholic, Protestant, to name a few in the realm of probably inappropriate
binaries—we construct an identity anchored in our rhetorical engagement with
the world (Hammack, 2011b). Hence, to the extent that the politics of identity
drives political behavior, motivating particular forms of political action, narra-
tive is the vehicle through which individual actors come to identify with leaders
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ntral premise of narrative identity development is that we construct

that provide a sense of meaning, coherence, and purpose across the
ourse (McAdams, 2008, 2011; Singer, 2004). These life stories assume a
ular form, integrate thematic content, and are situated in an ideological
f which guide our interpretation of the world and, as a conse-
McAdams (2006) has shown that highly generative adults
arrate redemptive life stories which likely contribute to
it ability to be generative (i.e., engaged in activity associated with care for
_jext generation; see Erikson & Erikson, 1981; McAdams & de St. Aubin,
92). My research suggests that Jewish Israeli and Palestinian youth narrate

ies (Hammack, 2011a). In the case of Jewish Israeli

ically divergent life stori
uth, a redemptive form and thematic content related to historic persecution,

and exceptionalism appear t0 provide important sources
f psycholo gical resilience to war and conflict, even as this narrative legitimizes
d subordination of the Palestinians (Hammack, 2009b, 2011a).
ontrast, narrate life stories “contaminated” (McAdams &
Goffman, 1963) by their subordinate and per-
identity status (Hammack, 2010a, 2011a). This

rm is maintained through thematic content that emphasizes loss
d the legitimacy of resistance—the

e ce
ories

ting—all 0
ence, behavior.
the US tend to n

1 of which legitimizes the use of violence against Jewish Israelis.

Our identities are thus not merely categorical labels that organize the world

_ of social relations. Rather, we live our identities by constructing personal nar-
ratives that provide a vocabulary to the experience of inhabiting a particular

we internalize the master narrative of belonging to a par-
Palestin-

and movements (Polletta, 2006).

Premise 2: Ideologies and Mentalities as Narratives

Narrative identity development does not occur in a political or cultural vacuum.
Rather, the stories with which we engage as we develop coherent identities are
normative scripts about not only how the world is but also how it might be. In
other words, narratives are not just descriptive; they are prescriptive. These
normative scripts represent ideologies in the neutral sense of that term—as
broad systems of beliefs that cohere and form a particular worldview (van Dijk,
1998). They characterize a particular “mentality” about the world and its pre-
sumed ideal order, Just as my personal narrative of identity leads me to act a
certain way in the political world because of the social category I inhabit, my
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mentality about the world and how it “ought”
content that guides my political action,
Narrative, then, is not a concept relegated to individual
cesses of identity formation or meaning making. Rather,
through collective processes of storytelling that construct a

notion of collective consciousness:

the concept of collective memory in the study of groups and society,
whole field of knowledge has flourished in this area in sociology,
ogy, and politics (e.g., Wertsch & Roediger, 2008).

Concepts assumed to occur at the collective level—such as ideology, mental.
ity, or collective memory—can be subsumed just as easily under the rubric of
narrative as the personal narratives of identity psychologists have increasingly
come to study. Thinking of these phenomena as narratives is useful because
it specifies their location and a clear method for empirical study. Ideologies,
mentalities, and collective memories are embodied in narratives that proliferate
in societies—in anchoring texts, speeches of political leaders, media represen-
tations, and other cultural artifacts. Narrative is thus an empirical umbrella for
a host of phenomena that scholars who emphasize collective or societal levels

of analysis can call upon.

Social psychologists have increasingly directed their attention toward these

ideas of collective cognition, through concepts such as group beliefs (Bar-Tal,
1990, 2000) and master narratives (Hammack, 2011a, 2011b). In contrast to the
original notion of a “group mind” (McDougall, 1921) or “crowd” psychology
(Le Bon, 1895), these more contemporary approaches view individuals and
settings as co-constituted, In other words, consistent with the central axiom of
cultural psychology (Shweder, 1990), persons and contexts “make one another
up” as actors appropriate some narratives they encounter but repudiate others
(Hammack, 2011b).

Narratives are anchored in beliefs, which are “basic knowledge categories
such as ideology, values, norms, decisions, inferences, goals, expectations,
religious dogmas, or justifications” (Bar-Tal, 2000, p. xii). When beliefs form
a coherent cluster in the form of a larger group or master narrative (Fivush,
2010; Hammack, 2011b), they invoke a shared sociopsychological repertoire
which provides a heuristic for individuals to interpret reality (Bar-Tal, 2000,
2007). Social reproduction depends upon cultural participants appropriating
these shared beliefs by invoking master narratives to motivate their behavior
and coordinate their activity, itself then providing a common “consciousness”
rooted in experience of the material and practical world.

In other words, master narratives compel individuals to appropriate a partic-
ular “mentality” or worldview that will then guide collective behavior toward

to be provides further naryy; .

psychological Dro.
group life operafe
coherent account of
group mentality or ideology. This idea can be linked to Durkheim’s (1893/ 1984y

“The totality of beliefs and sentiments com.
mon to the average members of a society forms a determinate system with
a life of its own. It can be termed the collective or COMIMON Consciousness”
(pp. 38-39). Durkheim’s student Maurice Halbwachs (1992) later emphasized

and a

i jctimization
i _Tal & Antebi, 1992), victimiza
anthropol. 1995), siege (Bar-Ta

imizati X - Bar-Tal &
hori, & Gundar 2009), and delegitimization (Bar-Tal, 1989; Bar
SC orl, ) s .
Hammack, 2012) (for an over
at these beliefs construct .an e .
g:(perience of all citizens in a conﬂ}ct set. ;
7Zafran, 2012), influencing how Jewish Isracli
ini 3 iv, Raviv.
tinians (Bar-Tal, Ravw,. , . 209
;?dividuals interpret reality using clusters i)ﬁﬁ)gl;:fs
widely “distributed” among a populace to fulft

and identity, and these are parti
insecure (Pettigrew, 2003).

de-emphasizes the role of affect in s.ecurmg e
beliefs that comprise a master narrative. An overemp
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‘tical end. They contain within them an ideological Zett.mtgl;1 ;éxstzrgic;
POt Isa h Berlin (1976) refers to as “yiews, goals, and pic ures of e
er what I.Sal‘acll us with an interpretive anchor for What we con§1d61 fz) m;
ﬂd,’;" ﬁnigéogflﬁzient” (Shweder, 2003). Master narratives construct a
utiiul,

1 y as 1t ou, l t to |)e ratner Il | Whal 1t 10 ay 1n ‘aCt be on the 10 d.
e

h] Way, nallatheS beCOIIle tOOlS fo gUIde COlleCthe SeIltlIIleI][ and aCthn
t S

g g endf the role of shared beliefs or master narratives have

1 fl()IIllesealCh ont € Cco 1ct Ill the ISlaeh COIl[eXt Bal" Ial and

L . h
lleagues have illustrated how Jewish Israeli society relies upon s
e

m Bal Ials 1993 ’ SCCUIlt) Bal Ials JaCObsonv & Ileund!

view, see Bar-Tal, 1998). Bar-Tal (2000) flrg}lzsl

thos of conflict which frames the? psycho gglc&

ting (Bar-Tal, Sharvit, Halpferm,

s interpret encounter; Wlﬂ'lsfi-t
i-Hir int here 1

& Dgam—Husch, 2009). ;I;h:aiobe P

ic needs related to security

icularly evident in settings in which groups feel

tral components of narrative §omewhat
individual appropriation of th.e
hasis on rational cogni-

The emphasis on beliefs as cen

i i valuative and
tion obscures the provocative nature of narr}?tlvz. 'ifnhitf fl:(,: tthzmed e 1o
i ' ‘rative is anchore , 1se L
-escriptive dimension of narrative 1 e
plaiiztilset:s is not always rational. Thus, there has be;:; gii?g; e o
I1'lecent literature in social and political pS)(;?ho;(;%z zﬁown e e such
i i tudies .
ion ] iding actions. For example, s ave o
a1 mfrul(ilgg Zarowsky, 2000, 2004), humiliation (e.g.,lliattte;lt; e
gi)gg)g and .h;tred (e.g., Halperin, 2008) are fun.dam.enta. tZ‘m O enae
narrat;ves that intend to motivate individuals to either main
T astor o i in settings of active intractable
i X te solely in setting trac
- narratives do not prolifera ' ngs e
1v’[{laittelthough. Narratives are constructed in stable l1be.1a1 deiytlicc)zl e e
come. ,y to persuade members of a populace to engage 1n polt
same wa

rratives of
2012 US presidential election, both Obama and Romney called on nar

natlonal ldentlty lntended to IeSpO d to tlle Wlde-scﬁle pelceptlon Of IlathIlal
n
deChne Ihey Called on dlStlnCt [IOpeS, but thelr goal was 1delltlca1. to COIlStlllCt

a stor yllne that W()ul(l evoKe {5} ‘lllle]l‘al ldelltlhcatl()]l a]ld a sense Of com-
k a senl

i i i take. Whereas
mand over the direction the national storyline might ultimately

y i i i { Amel'ical‘ls
l i raty h n tion tha -

I)\Olnne 2012&, 2012b) anCh01ed hlS nar tive l.Il the (.) O )

‘ ( p imi hOS alues are l'OOt m th fl edom f
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choice, Obama’s (2012a, 2012b, 2012c) rhetoric emphasized ordinary Am
cans as intelligent, hardworking, and perseverant,

Whether in settings of conflict, war, or stable liber
ratives represent rhetorical devices by which groups
legitimacy. In war and conflict, these master
compulsory for identification, particular]
insecurity (Hammack, 2011a, 2011b). Master narratives represen
about the nature of truth, beauty, goodness, and efficiency (Shw
They provide interpretive anchors on which individuals becom
to engage in the intentional acts that form a “culture”
way, narrative provides a window into the collective m i
understanding of the nature of reality and the contours

al democracy, mastep

narratives are often p

Premise 3: Narratives as Performances

The third premise which underlies a political psycholog
ratives are neither solely “out there”
or historical artifacts (e.g., textbook
in the inner reaches of the human
lived in social practice. Autobiographies are constructed throu
as individuals engage in “acts of meaning”

a status quo of politics is either reproduced or repudiated.
The case of Israeli and Palestinian socia
participate provides an example. While Je
dence Day commemorating their victory i
ians engage in collective protest the sam
the Nakba (Catastrophe). Jewish Israeli
redemption (from the tragedy of the d
and exceptionalism through participati
dence (Kook, 2005;
narrative of loss, dispossession, and tragedy throu
on the same occasion (Sa’di & Abu-Lughod,
political scientists converge on the central ten
maintain and exacerbate the conflict between
lizing and justifying acts of political violence
Kaufman, 2009; Rouhana & Bar-
ratives guide and coordinate their
also shifts the narratives from th,
minds to a performative space in
The performative aspect of n
intractable conflict. Two recent
role of narrative in social practi
the 2010 US midterm elections,
tive of “impending tyranny”

et that these polarized narratives
Palestinians and Israelis, mobi-
(e.g., Bar-Tal & Salomon, 2006;
Tal, 1998). For Israelis and Palestinians, nar-
activities, but participation in these activities
eir location in texts, artifacts, or individual
which they are lived and embodied,

arrative is not relevant only to contexts of
political movements in the US illustrate the
ce intended to achieve some political end. In
the Tea Party movement constructed a narra-
to motivate individuals disaffected and discontent

vie for power, Status, g5

erceived o
y when the group perceives existen(;

y of narrative is that nar.
in the material world of cultural products
s, films, political speeches) or “in there”
mind. Rather, narratives are performed and

gh performance,
(Bruner, 1990). In this performance,

our own set of practices, an

ion” (Shweder, 1990), minds and acts are (?0-00;1 Ss th
gh(;ﬁk is shaped by what we do, but we act in way
tthoughts and sentiments.

[ practices in which ordinary citizeng
wish Israelis celebrate their Indepen-
1 the 1948 Arab-Israeli War, Palestin:
e day to commemorate what they call
s perform their narrative of resilience,
iaspora and European anti-Semitism),
on in rituals commemorating Indepen-
Zerubavel, 1995). By contrast, Palestinians perform their
gh acts of collective protest
2007). Social psychologists and

To summarize the premises of a narrative
mind, it is useful to articulate the psyc
“psycho-politica c
tal experience—cognition,
power conﬁgurati(?n of society
it provides a “leading activity” n
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radical right-
te of affairs to organize and protest for allagzceil aft%act
stow, 2010). The Tea Party movement effecttlvseS g’n % Sehoen
enda (Bald fea; to instill its narrative of doom (Rasm o he .
anger an ,f e considers the outcome of that election, " of
on y covered protests achieved at least som

the economic sta

Iy,
ifyzemike, 2010). T

) in widel
its performance in wi OVe - dates.
il?“fl gnds claiming several wmnmgtcarrrlldltiaetoccupy Wall Street move-
1 ' itical spectrum, e
: . he US political sp m, b s duals to
the other end Orf;rrative I())‘f economic injustice to mobilize indivi
relied upon a

. h it is less
in collective protest (e.g., Hardt & Negti, zci)l%&;aA\l’\tIES: rglevertheless
- e actions achieved concrete pohtlcal. ends, (}),nsiderable amount
- thei much attention in the general p 1.1b11C and.; : and growing their
': SUbjeC'tcl)l The story of Wall Street executives hgal mjfgority of Americans
discussion. ; ic hardship for the ma e
£ . . ble economic c 18 prac-
L ?lmﬁdstnlf;;iillgdfi)r a left-wing push to reconsider how capitalism 1s p
ovided the 1

l nfis that narr afives are ﬂ()t Statlc St()I‘thleS abOllt gloups Oor lnleldU“
-
he pO

ati hrough
: mbody narratives
- iti ts in themselves, We ©  dentities. In
put rather are political thhese practices themselves make our 1deint1t1<§itu
s i “mutual con i
: hology’s thesis of “mu
cultural psychology tituted: How and what we

at cohere with existing

her words, consistent with

The Psycho-Political Functions of Narrative

approach to linking po?iti.cs a]gd
ho-political functions of panatlge. n§j
e role narrative aSSl.Jme'S in botl mihe
emotion, and behavior—and lp 1nﬂlcllenc¥11ﬁgcs e
i Narrative, I argue, links 'Ir'und an Po X
iy b both the mental and political spheres. Here

_ . tsky (1978), who
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demise (although by no means eradication) of global master narratives of ey,
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Jarger process of social relations and continued cycles of domm.anon, lib-
tion, or resistance occur. Narrative allows us to directly probe this process

nic hierarchy, constructs a redemptive story through which good defeats evil,
light rises over dark. Thus, the Holocaust narrative, as it is deployed in most of
the world as a story of ultimate evil (it is noteworthy that the terms Naz; and
Hitler immediately evoke the sinister in English language rhetoric; see Jack.
son, 2005), describes and explains historical events but also prescribes a moya]
order in which genocide becomes an ultimate evil of humanity (Staub, 20 11,
For Jewish Israelis, the darkness of Diaspora anti-Semitism, culminating in tha
Holocaust, offers a foil to the narrative of modern Israeli identity (ZerubaVel,
1995, 2002), and particularly the identity of the native-born or Sabra Israeli‘ag
a force with which to be reckoned (Almog, 2000). In other words, contempo-
rary Jewish Israelis understand their own subjectivity in light of the Holocaust
narrative, among many other narratives intended to provide them with a collec.
tive sense of purpose and coherence. Their experience of the material world-.
including the violence of continued conflict with the Palestinians or impending
conflict with Iran—is mediated through these narratives.

According to Foucault (1982), subjectivity is not simply a state of identity
consciousness or self-awareness. Rather, subjectivity ties us to our identities
through conscience and results in our subjugation to others through “control
and dependence” (p. 781). Thus narrative, by constructing subjectivity, moti-
vates particular sets of actions on the world that we perceive as compulsory if

ile it is underway, rather than to simply speculate on it his‘torically, as sorrtle
ht claim Foucault to have done, or to do no more tha}n. simply contlnue. (i
emonstrate the phenomenon in rarefied lalzloratory conditions, as many socia

: i ight be accused of doing today. y
‘S)Ilﬁhggt%\llzttsinn; iction, narrative comes to achieve its third psycho-po.htu.:al
unction: to clearly play a role in politics. That is', by construc.tllil/lg‘ sﬂajecn;/—
ty in such a way as to motivate action, be it casting a vote for 1t1t1 OI;IT] 11
¢ joining a massive assembly in Tahrir Square, na.rratwe b‘eco.rnes the ve t il\c,:es
or acquiring or exercising power, status, or authority. In t.hIS fr e}rge, nanftltS ot
are not simply tools we as individuals use t'o make mearlnng, or ‘ocumli b o
collective memory that enhance our solidal.'le and secupty in a group. Ra .t.es,
parratives are the means through which politics unfolds in lhgman communitie
on a universal scale, To the extent that all human commumtles.use. 1an%uagf3 as
a form of communication, they use narratives as a forln'l of motivation, omlna.-
_tion, and liberation—as tools in the universal competition for status and power.

Interrogating Narrative

One of the gems of narrative is that it anchors concepts often viewed as

we are to be “faithful” to our identities. These actions fundamentally concern
acts of power and domination, or the quest thereof. The second psycho-political
function of narrative is thus to motivate coordinated activity among a collective
that will enhance the power of the group and, in the process, affirm, construct,
or reconstruct a narrative in which the group achieves elevated power or value
in the larger matrix of social categories.

Here Foucauldian notions of power and language intersect with social iden-
tity theory, providing a bridge from a theoretical position rarely invoked in
psychology to one that has come to dominate the discipline (or at least the
subdiscipline of social psychology). Both perspectives are concerned with how
individuals come to conceive their membership in arbitrarily constructed social
categories and how that conception then influences behavior, At the core of
both perspectives is the idea of power and social value. In Tajfel and Turner’s
(1979) “minimal group” experimental paradigm, the categories constructed
may be rather meaningless, but they are sufficiently meaningful to activate
in-group bias, manifest behaviorally in acts of favoritism toward in-group
members. In the real world of social categorization in which membership in a
group confers, or fails to confer, all sorts of rights, privileges, and opportuni-
ties, identity is an even more central tool to guide our actions (Reicher, 2004).
But until we bridge these theoretical perspectives—one which emphasizes
how discourse constructs subjectivity (Foucault, 1978, 1982), and one which
emphasizes how social categorization influences behavior (Tajfel & Turner,
1979, 1986)—through narrative, we are missing the mechanism through which

abstract—ideology, identity, collective memory, socfial _practicg—m an Zmpgl-
cally accessible product: the story. Stories have beginnings, mlddle‘sf, an 6111 sd
They have characters. They have themes or tropes. They havei moti s u;te.n e ;
to educate, motivate, and explain. They represent the most rudlmlentély O}m ﬁ

our cognitive engagement with the social world, when one considers storytell-

ing at the crib (Nelson, 2006).

Stories pervade our lives, and the task of the narrativist is to access, docu-

ment, interrogate narratives—to witness them and to represent them to a

broader audience, but also to make sense of the particularity of 'th_en'. psycho-
political functions in a given sociopolitical context. Tl'le pa.rratlwst is tl'lus a
problem-centered social scientist, concerned with how individuals anq groups
construct, deconstruct, and reconstruct their worlds through _the 1.1ngu18t10
practice of narration. The methodological toolkit of the narratlv'lst mclud?s,
at minimum, ethnography, experimentation, .life—story analysis, and hd1s~
course analysis, and I detail examples of empirical work that calls upon these
below. .
apl:;) tafi:: isore of a narrative approach is the central Premise 01? a Iilerm‘eneut?c
philosophy of science—namely, the assumption tl.lat mteipre{anon, is ax1orr;z§c;§
to human life, development, and social organization (e.. g.,_ Dllthe}f, 1923/ 1. 88;
Ricoeur, 1981; Tappan, 1997). The individue.il is a thm.kmgl, actmgi .mtu%uTlg
subject of a social order he or she must navigate 'and, in his or hef ‘mteti;.n(;
tive engagement with the existing sensory yvorld, either reprodlfce or 1§pu 1a'1a1
through his or her own actions. Any empirical approach to stories in the soct
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world hence assumes that they are intrinsically interpretations of real;
it is the interpretations that concern that narrativist, not whether or

empirical world.

ty, ang

not the
story may be considered “accurate” according to some material property of the
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nonse to a constructed narrative. In the social sciences,' the former apprf)ach
L ented in life-story narrative analysis (e.g., Lieblich, Tuva1~Masl‘11ac.h,
Jre'li;sr 1998), whereas the latter is represented in experimental studies 1n.
chlh su,bjects respond to a narrative account presented by the rés:rziti(cziil
ither constructed or a real-life stimulus such as a film or newspaper .

The hermeneutic philosophy of science, originating especially in the work
of nineteenth-century psychologist Wilhelm Dilthey (e.g., 1894/1977), is
anchored in the idea that the scientist seeks to understand human and histor;.
cal life. This early view of psychology as integrative of historical and cultura]
analysis was largely discarded in favor of a psychology more aligned with
the natural sciences and the delineation of lawful regularities of mind apq
behavior (Gergen, 1976). The “descriptive” and “historical” psychology of
Dilthey was largely eclipsed by the ahistoric empiricism of William Jameg
and Wilhelm Wundt (although Wundt later emphasized two distinct brancheg |
of psychology—one dealing with physiology and one dealing with “culture”
or “folk psychology”; see Wundt, 1916).

The narrative approach advocated here is thus not necessarily novel in itg
emphasis on meaning and interpretation; it is linked to a philosophical stance
that was present at the birth of psychological science. The ascendance of narra-
tive in contemporary psychology reveals a renaissance of integrative and holis-
tic perspectives of the person as historically situated and history as at least in
part psychologically determined through the meaning persons make of their
situated lives (e.g., Erikson, 1958). The hermeneutic philosophy guides the
narrative empiricist toward multiple levels of analysis (e.g., the individual, the
cultural, the historical, the economic, the political), but it does so in a way that
is focused on psychological engagement with the material world through acts
of interpretation (e.g., Bruner, 1990; Hammack, 2011b; Tappan, 1997),

The anchoring point for a hermeneutic science focused on meanings and
interpretations, fusing levels of analysis, is that the world is fundamentally and
universal textual, by which I mean that material conditions and experiences
command the construction of a coherent storyline which explains why they
are, how they could be different (if so desired), and how one might achieve
some change toward this end. The pothole in a street has an origin story; it
evokes emotion when one encounters it; it has a solution story that requires
human action. This may seem a trivial example, but it reveals the universality
with which narrative operates in the mind and on the world. When narratives
clash in their fundamental meaning, conflicts occur. The suicide bombing at an

Israeli checkpoint in the occupied West Bank has two radically divergent inter-
pretations for Israelis and Palestinians—and the result is that violence endures

and even escalates, as the two interpretations fail to meet (Hammack, 2011a;
Rotberg, 2006; Rouhana & Bar-Tal, 1998).

tory narrative analysis requires a text—the product of a liff?,-stor.y inter-
. McAdams, 1993). For those interested in narrative, 1dent1ty,. jcmd
- (e'%l.l,e interestiné point of analysis in these texts centers on one’s political
OII'U'CS’ or viewpoint, or one’s experience of a particular social category (e.g.,
Osmoned minority; e’. g., Ephrem & White, 2011; Hammack & Cohler, 2011).
ppr;SSIO ists who ,study life-story narratives have illustrated how “‘conserva—
~'Syc”0an§ “liberals” in the US (McAdams et al., 2008) or Israelis _and Pal-
nv;rslians narrate divergent life stories (Hammack, 201‘1a)—how thejlr f;rglsi
ematic content, or ideological settings reveal the salience of their politica
ositi - self- rstandings. '
"poigl(;?lfd?;sseclff uilrllC(:il?\lfisctiglixal risponse to political narratives, the goal .15. to
understand how stories influence thought, judgment, taffect, 01.‘ behti\t'il;)tlicz;{
the individual level (although typically reported in agglegat.e usn?g s tistical
methods). For example, Bullock and Fernald (2.00.5) <?xam1ne 1de'sl.)(c1) ses 10
the way in which George W. Bush’s proposed ehmmat.lon of the divi ed h
was framed. They found that the framing lof ,thej meaning of .We.al.tg alil 3 s\xf
it was acquired (e.g., product of personal 1n1t1at1ve? E}ffected n;f:hw‘ uaesS x (I;)h
port for the policy. Gross (2008) illustrated how opinion on policy 1tssut > such
as mandatory minimum sentencing is sh%)e'ddby t(lileGifIfgtg% (():g)nfi;ll of he

rrati ructed to frame an event, Baird an gl (2000)
?I?::Ifarz;?inc; I(;Sftihe US Supreme Court as repslerin{g “polijucal’ (.1ec1s.10n: ga;tltl}:
than following legal guidelines increases citizens’ negative pelcehptlon.es the
Court. Eibach and Keegan (2006) examine_d how B.lacks and W ites r hgther
differently to social change related to ramali e::,luahty depending on \g/f cther
the change is constructed as a “loss” or a “gain. . Although thes? t)(pesin St
ies are not typically situated within the larger llteraturt? on nallljatntle in socta
psychology, they detail how individuals respond tq nart at1V.e5 a ?ut mebﬂize
ways that inform how leaders and pollicy mafelt's ﬁmgilttl gse rhetoric to
individuals and groups to support policy or to take . o
i Psychology isgoftell)l criticized for i;s analysis 109f 5;}91; sgfilc;(;l;tﬁlggfhl?ic}f:_fﬁgf;
its primary unit of analysis (e.g., Sampson, . :

iil?;Zt?\tén;n;;yses and naZrative response studies take conte)ft zc'ar.lguslly,sttolie)j
study texts primarily in static form—as cor'lstructed by the_ in k1V1 ugiffereﬁt
teller or as responded to by an individual. Discourse arllalys.m tla Zs aeminated
approach by considering how narratives are deployed in widely diss

The point is that a narrative approach conceives of human experience and
action as a text (e.g., Ricoeur, 1984). The aim, then, is to identify the storylines
individuals and groups use to make sense of the social world. At the smallest
level of analysis, one can collect the individual’s own personal narrative or his

texts (e.g., political speeches or manifestos) or in convgrsation (see gVooﬁtt;
2005). Thus, the narrativist who takes a discourse analytic approach O-CS;](?H
study individuals but rather units of text, such as utterances in a conversati
or lines in a speech.
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Most notgbly, discourse analysis has been used to examine the cont
f(?rm of political rhetoric, typically in speeches or formal settings of elll‘t -
d}slcourse. For e>l(ample, Gibson (2012) analyzed the content of a Britli)sohItlcal
vision program in which audience members could question authoriti e
as pO'lltICIanS, Jjournalists, or commentators during the build-up to thes i
invasion (')f Iraq. By relying upon this interactive source of textual 32003
con'v'ersatlon.s‘between audience members and authorities with a‘t'ata\
political positions toward the war—he was able to illustrate howpatlt’ICLllar
toward war are dialogically constructed. In the case of his analysis, th o
for or against war was not a static text but a dynamic one in thé m?dsstto(r)}t,‘

being coauthored between the British public and authorities

A more common approach to discourse analyti rch i
conte.nt of political speeches directly for theiilzltll:téfiieaﬁl(;}ilnllz t(l;oinzlyze b
Qhohzadeh and Hook (2012) analyzed the speeches of Ayatolla 'Khomexiar'ng .
ing thf: 1978-1979 Iranian revolution. They illustrated how Khomeini u nld e
narratlv.eKof the Bat.tle of Karbala and the idea of a “dangerous forei nSSththS
go mob%hze an anxious populace. Similar types of analyses have bien cgr-
. uct?d in speeches or official statements of political leaders in the UK ab ;
l{mmgrat.l(')n and asylum (Capdevelia & Callaghan, 2008) or about th alout
rllght political spectrum (Weltman & Billig, 2001), Hamas leaders i ; left-
g(l)lflabout the role of religion in society (McVittie,’ McKinlay, & Sal?lba?a?:
“War)(; I?Itl:n%;c,n(%ssx. ggig)axglsihgls adrlilin'ist'ratiﬁ)n officials in the US about tjhé
, . emphasis in this i X i
more concretely on the semantic and }lfermeneutic ffl?litt}ilgg: Lc;%flf;?:g (;icdhig

intended target for individual or collective perception

. (})lf a11. options in the methodological toolkit of the narrativist, the most com-
prehensive, but exhausting, of methods is ethnography. Long considered the

ﬁz?ilnwai t‘o 1&;’0207%18\/I the customs, practices, and ideologies of a group (e.g
owksi, ; M. Mead, 1928) ethnogra reli ici et
' : . , , phy relies upon participant obser:
vation and immersion into a grou idi w inig how
' p of study, thus providing a window in
! . ‘ . , to how
iti(())llleeils::?lhsel Z}T to con}sltluct meaning of political configurations and political
- Lhe ethnographer seeks to capture narratives j i
: 1 . tion through analy-
sis of cultural artifacts in various mec tation
textual forms (e.g., media i
educational textbooks), but unlik th ogtanter embort
. s ¢ other methods, the eth X )
him- or herself within the co i ’ o o oo
mmunity for some period to allow fi inti
analysis. He or she uses methods "in anthropoless
of field research common i h
and sociology involving the collecti quatitative s
tion of a large corpus of itati
: Vin . qualitative data to
ungzll stanc‘1 hoW nary aFlves shape meaning in a broad array of contexts.
conSidr;cl)i ilphl'C praclilces and the nature of ethnographic writing have shifted
fably since the origin of this method in cultural
Clifford & Marcus, 1986; Denzi ey
, ; zin, 1997; Hammersley, 1992). For
. \ ; n, ; A . the would-
?}f e‘t‘lclinogl aph,(,ﬂ of na1:rat1ve, politics, and the mind, the goal is not to conduct
th: i:tached‘ analysis qf Phenomena from a distance that once dominated
core practices of participant observation, Rather, the goal is to shift the
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< toward what Tedlock (1991) calls “the observation of participation”
69). In this frame, which Tedlock (1991) actually calls narrative ethnog-
hy, analysis of “self” (i.e., ethnographer and his positionality vis-a-vis the

up of study) and “other” are intertwined in a single narrative account of the

ialogue that characterizes ethnographic practice. .
Because of its holistic, immersive approach, ethnography affords a much

wider corpus of data for the narrativist to interrogate. Ethnographers have

xamined such topics as how historical narratives are represented and engaged

with in educational settings in Israel (Dalsheim, 2007), how displaced Bosnian
mothers constructed coherent narratives of war trauma (Robertson & Duckett,
9007), how Somali refugee narratives challenge dominant psychiatric concep-

ions of trauma (Zarowsky, 2000, 2004), and how intergroup contact efforts
otween Israeli and Palestinian youth fail in their attempt to indoctrinate super-
rdinate identity narratives (Hammack, 2009a, 2011a). Increasingly, ethnogra-
hers integrate levels of analysis to understand how individual narratives and

_ collective narratives intersect and are co-constitutive. In these approaches, life-

tory narrative analysis is often embedded within a larger set of ethnographic

 practices, and life-story texts are considered in relation to master narratives or
_ dominant discourses. For example, Zenker’s (2010) analysis of interviews with
2 West Belfast Catholic over the course of extended fieldwork illustrated how
he challenged local hegemonic narratives of conflict trauma. My work with
Palestinian and Israeli youth reveals the way in which they appropriate some
aspects of group master narratives while actively challenging others, using both
life-story narrative analysis and hermeneutic analysis of historical documents
and political speeches (Hammack, 2011a).

In sum, interrogating narrative involves a commitment to a hermeneutic

philosophy of science in which the aim is to understand the phenomenon of
human interpretation in context. Experience of the world is textually medi-

ated and embodied in the narratives individuals either construct or respond to
in their actions. These narratives are accessible through methods that require
individuals to directly provide them (e.g., life-story interviews) or to offer their
interpretation or response (e.g., surveys administered or observations obtained
in the context of an experiment). But they are also accessible through political
speeches and other formal texts to which individuals are exposed en masse and
through conversations (e.g., discourse analysis). And in the most comprehen-
sive manner possible (i.e., ethnography), narratives are examined as sets of
interconnected “webs of significance” (Geertz, 1973) with which individuals
engage. In these types of studies, stories can be located at every level and are
examined as part of a larger system of meaning, signification, and interpretation.

Narrative and Political Change

The purpose of this chapter has been to offer an integrative statement about
mind, politics, and stories by outlining three fundamental premises and three
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functions of narrative, as well as a broad and inclusive methodologjcy) Stay
ment about how narrative might be empirically interrogated at multiple Jey,
of analysis. To conclude, I stake the position that an emphasis on humap jnf
pretation in political context requires a normative commitment for the Narrag
ist to “do good,” by which I mean that the product of narrative study is jeg

nation and subordination. In this way, the product of narr
text that may support or challenge a status quo of intergroup relations,

The “interpretive turn” in social science research in general (Rabingy,
Sullivan, 1987), and political psychology research in
Pilecki, 2012), does not simply represent an epistemological or philosophic
shift from positivism or postpositivism to constructionism. Rat
that the turn toward language, meaning,
spective pivots political psychology tow
which the ends of justice and social ch
other words, a narrative approach recogn
the analysis he or she produces as part o
Hence, his or her analysis may work exp
ing to the betterment of human commun
quo of domination or inequality.

In this frame, all knowledge is cons
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