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The	  Archive	  of	  Research	  on	  Everyday	  Life	  	  

“The	   Archive	   of	   Research	   on	   Everyday	   Life”	   –	   a	   project	   funded	   by	   the	   Na;onal	  
Programme	   for	   the	  Development	  of	  Humani;es	   [NPRH]	   in	  2014-‐2019	   (the	  project	  
leader	  is	  Prof.	  Marek	  Krajewski).	  	  

	  

The	  main	  goal	  is	  to	  iden>fy,	  digi>se,	  describe	  and	  make	  available	  online:	  

•  valuable	  analy;cal	  texts	  on	  everyday	  life	  	  

•  research	  materials	  from	  research	  on	  everyday	  life	  (also	  diary	  compe;;ons)	  



hAp://archiwum.edu.pl/dlibra/	  



hap://archiwum.edu.pl/dlibra/publica;on?id=492574&from=&dirids=321&tab=1&lp=1&QI=	  



Three	   goals	   of	   The	   Archive	   of	   Research	   on	  
Everyday	  Life	  	  

	  

•  The	  first	  goal	  is	  to	  preserve	  valuable	  materials.	  

•  The	  second	  goal	  is	  to	  reconstruct	  the	  tradi;ons	  of	  research	  on	  everyday	  life	  in	  Poland.	  

•  The	  third	  goal	  is	  to	  conduct	  our	  own	  studies	  that	  would	  be	  inspired	  by	  the	  best	  tradi;ons	  of	  Polish	  
research	  on	  everyday	  live.	  We	  have	  recently	  started	  a	  project	  on	  hospitality	  based	  on	  in-‐depth	  
interviews	  (IDI)	  conducted	  in	  three	  ci;es	  in	  the	  Lubuskie	  Province	  (Drezdenko,	  Sulęcin	  and	  Lubsko)	  
and	  diary	  compe;;ons.	  



Individual	  in-‐depth	  interviews	  with	  experts	  

•  30	  in-‐depth	  interviews	  (IDI)	  with	  renowned	  experts	  in	  the	  field	  -‐	  such	  as	  the	  late	  sociology	  
Professor	  E.	  Tarkowska	  and	  J.	  Szacki	  -‐	  as	  well	  as	  anthropologists	  (e.g.	  R.	  Sulima,	  W.	  J.	  Burszta),	  
historians	  (e.g.	  J.	  Kochanowski)	  of	  everyday	  life,	  journal	  editors	  (e.g.	  Z.	  Benedyktowicz)	  and	  library	  
specialist	  (R.	  Sułek)	  

•  purposive	  sampling	  (based	  on	  library	  search)	  with	  the	  elements	  of	  snowball	  sampling	  (researchers	  
recommended	  by	  the	  experts	  whom	  we	  had	  interviewed	  before)	  

•  conducted	  in	  2015	  and	  2016	  by	  the	  members	  of	  research	  project	  



Results	  of	  the	  research	  

•  Reconstruc;on	  of	  Polish	  tradi;ons	  of	  studying	  everyday	   life	  (iden;fica;on	  of	  the	  most	   influen;al	  
scien;sts	  and	  research	  projects,	  turning	  points	  in	  the	  history	  of	  studying	  everyday	  life	  since	  1920s)	  

•  Discussion	  about	  the	  theore;cal	  concepts	  that	  underlie	  the	  work	  of	  Polish	  researchers	  in	  the	  field	  

•  Percep;on	   of	   the	   most	   suitable	   defini;ons,	   research	   topics	   and	   methodologies	   for	   studying	  
everyday	  life	  

•  Discussion	  on	  the	  challenges	  and	  opportuni;es	  of	  the	  studies	  of	  everyday	  life	  in	  Poland	  

•  If	  possible	  –	  gaining	  access	  to	  valuable	  research	  materials	  created	  by	  the	  employees	  of	  universi;es	  
and	   other	   ins;tu;ons	   (e.g.	  works	   of	   Anna	   Rębowska	   on	   inhabi;ng	   prepared	   for	   i.e.	   Ins;tute	   of	  
Industrial	  Design)	  

	  



Key	  findings	  –	  interdisciplinary	  approach	  

•  Almost	  all	  our	  experts	  agreed	  that	  interdisciplinary	  approach	  is	  necessary	  in	  studying	  everyday	  life	  
(involving	   sociologists,	   anthropologists,	   historians,	   but	   also	   psychologists,	   social	   geographers	   or	  
economists).	  	  

•  Sociology,	   anthropology	   and	   history	   of	   everyday	   life	   are	   deeply	   interconnected.	   The	   crucial	  
moments	   to	   understand	   the	   development	   of	   everyday	   life	   studies	   came	   when	   the	   boundaries	  
between	  these	  three	  disciplines	  were	  most	  blurred	  and	  open	  for	  influence:	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  the	  Annales	  School	  (historical	  and	  social	  perspec;ve)	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  “anthropological	  sociologists”	  [i.e.	  Prof.	  A.	  Siciński’s	  team]	  	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  anthropology	  of	  everyday	  life	  and	  sociology	  of	  contemporary	  culture	  



3	   key	   factors	   in	   developing	   everyday	   life	  
studies	  in	  Poland	  

3	  key	  factors	  in	  developing	  everyday	  life	  studies	  in	  Poland:	  

•  (new)	  influen;al	  theore;cal	  concepts	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  Annales	  school,	  C.	  Levi-‐Strauss,	  M.	  Eliade,	  E.	  Goffman,	  phenomenology,	  	  ethnomethodology	  	  

	  -‐>	  (…)	  the	  problem	  of	  the	  history	  of	  everyday	  life	  in	  Poland	  was	  that	  it	  was	  very	  recep9ve	  or	  
even	  imita9ve.	  New	  concepts	  mostly	  came	  from	  outside	  Poland.	  [history	  of	  everyday	  life	  expert]	  

•  Historical	  events	  and	  poli;cal	  transforma;ons	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  1956,	  1980-‐1981,	  transforma;on	  (since	  1989)	  	  

•  genera;onal	  issues	  	  

	  



3	   key	   factors	   in	   developing	   everyday	   life	  
studies	  in	  Poland	  

Interrela>on	  of	  the	  3	  factors:	  

•  poli;cal	  events	  and	  censorship	  in	  Poland:	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  permission	  to	  study	  everyday	  life	  aver	  1956	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  everyday	  life	  studied	  by	  researchers	  wishing	  to	  avoid	  communist	  ideology	  

•  poli;cal	  events	  and	  feeling	  obliged	  to	  study	  certain	  social	  phenomena	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  sociologists	  and	  studying	  social	  transforma;on	  since	  1989,	  historians	  and	  studying	  SB	  
[secret	  communist	  services]	  archives	  	  

•  (new)	  influen;al	  theories	  and	  dissent	  of	  new	  genera;on	  of	  researchers	  for	  the	  old,	  dominant	  
paradigms	  

	  -‐>	  e.g.	  anthropology	  and	  ethnology	  in	  Poland	  



Studies	   of	   everyday	   life	   and	   qualita>ve	  
methods	  

•  Research	  methods:	  the	  biographical	  method	  and	  its	  varia;ons	  the	  diary	  method,	  the	  monographic	  method,	  
grounded	  theory,	  par;cipant	  observa;on,	  the	  visual	  method.	  	  

•  Anthropology	  as	  a	  discipline	  is	  inseparable	  from	  qualita;ve	  research.	  

•  In	  sociology	  the	  turn	  towards	  qualita;ve	  research	  (retreat	  from	  quan;ta;ve	  research)	  is	  due	  to	  three	  factors.	  	  

	  

-‐>	  quan;ta;ve	  method	  does	  not	  provide	  answers	  to	  many	  ques;ons.	  It	  was	  necessary	  to	  redefine	  the	  whole	  
research	  process	  and	  the	  role	  of	  the	  actors	  involved	  in	  research.	  

-‐>	   close	   rela;onship	   with	   anthropology	   and	   with	   some	   research	   schools	   within	   sociology	   itself	   (symbolic	  
interac;onism,	  humanis;c	  sociology).	  	  

-‐>	  qualita;ve	  research	  is	  easier	  to	  perform	  (it	  is	  usually	  cheaper,	  it	  allows	  an	  "eternal	  beginning"	  by	  releasing	  
researchers	  from	  "trying	  to	  get	  the	  results	  of	  the	  research	  accumulated	  and	  complemented	  by	  each	  other”	  ).	  



Research	   topics	   characteris>c	   for	   the	  
research	  on	  everyday	  life	  

•  Research	  subject:	  	  
•  average	  people,	  “normal”	  people	  (Giddens	  2005),	  “kleine	  Leute”	  (Lüdtke	  1995),	  
“zwyklaki”	  –	  ordinary	  people	  (Drozdowski)	  –	  previously	  perceived	  as	  having	  no	  real	  
influence	  on	  history,	  social	  change	  or	  social	  structures	  (e.g.	  children,	  seniors,	  women);	  
research	  on	  everyday	  life	  is	  an	  aaempt	  to	  make	  them	  visible.	  

•  unique,	  excep>onal,	  dis>nguished	  from	  society	  individuals	  or	  groups;	  people	  who	  
raise	  common	  curiosity	  and	  controversy	  (e.g.	  people	  speaking	  an	  underworld	  slang,	  
truckers,	  musclemen,	  members	  of	  reconstruc;on	  groups).	  

•  the	  nature	  of	  everyday	  social	  prac>ces	  (common,	  habitual,	  repe;;ve,	  not	  visible	  
to	  the	  individuals	  themselves,	  unimportant,	  trivial).	  

•  material	  culture	  studies;	  studies	  on	  emo>ons.	  


