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Preface

After Culture: Anthropology as Radical Metaphysical Critique written by Dr Mark
Hobart is an issue of Lembaran Pengkajian Budaya XI and published by the
Postgraduate Program in Cultural Studies at Udayana University together with Duta
Wacana University Press. This work is a compilation of some of Mark Hobart’s most
important writings on culture scattered across different publications, which are
rearranged and reissued with new materials and a comprehensive original introduction.

The idea for this book came from my request to the writer as a colleague and fellow
anthropologist, who has devoted his expertise over the years to studying Bali. The
reason that this book is important is not only because it presents a thorough detailed
account of Mark Hobart’s research on Bali, but also because it addresses the work of
various scholars who have made Bali the focus of their research, including notably the
salient work of Clifford Geertz. The result is a nuanced and responsive discussion,
which is developed throughout the seven chapters of the book.

The writer is senior lecturer and researcher at the School of Oriental and African
Studies (SOAS) University of London and he has engaged in intensive research in Bali
over a period of more than thirty years. Apart from this work, the author has also
published two other books in Bali entitled: Ideas of Identity: the Interpretation of
Kinship in Bali (1980) and The Search for Sustenance: the Peasant Economy of a
Balinese Village and its Cultural Implications (1980).

With its comparative overview of the work of other writers on Bali, I expect the
book to provide new critical insights into and interpretations of Balinese culture, as part
of a continuing dialogue around our understanding of culture as a developing process in
Bali in particular and in Indonesia more generally. To Dr Mark Hobart I would like to
express my sincere thanks for his trust and permission to publish his book.

Denpasar, December 2000
Head of the Postgraduate Program in Cultural Studies
Udayana University

I Gusti Ngurah Bagus
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