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1. Ian Hacking, ‘Making Up People’

· The notion of a Parisian waiter (garcon de café) would be an ‘absolute, unthinkable, and undecipherable nonsense for a vassal’
· Do new categories make new things and people?
· Are new categories simply imposed on people from the top down, as it were?
· What role do people have in the formation of new categories and new identities?
· Key oppositions: nominalism and realism, and description and action
· Why do certain descriptions seem to be more influential than others? This is a problem of knowledge
· The importance of possibility: categories aren’t important simply due to who or what they describe, but can potentially cast a longer shadow

How might a dynamic nominalism affect the concept of the individual person? One answer has to do with possibility. Who we are is not only what we did, do, and will do, but also what we might have done and may do. Making up people changes the space of possibilities for personhood. [Hacking, p.107]

Dynamic nominalism remains an intriguing doctrine, arguing that numerous kinds of human beings and human acts come into being hand in hand with our invention of the ways to name them. It is for me the only intelligible species of nominalism, the only one that can even gesture at an account of how common names and the named could so tidily fit together. It  … contends that that our spheres of possibility, and hence our selves, are to some extent made up by our naming and what that entails. [Hacking, p.113]


2. Catherine Gallagher and Stephen Greenblatt, ‘Counterhistory and the Anecdote’

· A situated history of the ways that anecdotes came to be used within ‘New Historicism’
· The chapter is divided into two parts: a section on E.P. Thompson and British radical history, and a section on Michel Foucault
· A key objective is to map out the ‘spectrum’ or ‘streams’ of something called counterhistory, which is to say a set of approaches to history that emerged in the 1960s and 1970s
· What are the goals of counterhistory? 
· What is the function of the anecdote within counterhistories?
· What is the role of possibility here? And specifically of lost possibility?
· In their discussion of Raymond Williams, what do Greenblatt and Gallagher say that literature can do as a kind of counterhistory? (See pp.60-64)

The frisson of the anecdotal rupture, the flash of the undiscernible real, the use of historical analysis to arrest and know what made that fleeting effect, the disappointing realization that the original intensity of the anecdote’s effect has thus been lost, and the hope that reproducing the anecdote shorn of analysis and surrounding narrative would restore its pristine effect: the whole conflictual dynamic of counterhistory and history is summed up in this paragraph [by Foucault] — Gallagher & Greenblatt, p.67.
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