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Abstract 
Norman Mailer’s novel The Naked and the Dead, published in 1948, is 
regarded as one of the seminal World War II fictions and celebrated for its 
raw and unfiltered portrayal of soldiers’ lives in combat. Jean Radford 
opines that the novel is not a simple ‘realistic documentary’ of war, but 
rather a symbolic ‘conflict between the beast and the seer in man.’ 
However, this article proposes reading the conflict among men (soldiers) 
through a social-psychological approach called Social Identity Theory 
(SIT), developed by Henry Tajfel and John Turner (1970s). The Article aims 
to investigate the nuances of identity formation, reformation, and 
negotiation among soldiers on the battlefield, where they struggle to 
belong and believe. SIT understands social identity as “that of part of an 
individual’s self-concept which derives from his knowledge of his 
membership in a social group (or groups) together with the value and 
emotional significance attached to that membership’’ (Tajfel), by analysing 
the cognition and behaviour of individuals through the ‘in-group’ and ‘out-
group’ dichotomy. Applying this critical framework to Mailer’s novel, this 
article explores how a military platoon functions amid the anguish of 
survival and how it becomes a crucible for the formation, transition, and 
dissolution of personal, political, and social identities. The article proposes 
to analyse three core ideas: the self and social categorization of the soldiers, 
the social Identity and comparison with ‘in-group’ favouritism and ‘out-
group’ discrimination in the platoon, and the ultimate collapse of all their 
superficial identities under the acute existential crisis, revealing the 
fragility of social identity itself. By reading The Naked and the Dead through 
the lens of SIT, this article argues that this novel is not merely a meditation 
on power, politics, and masculinity but also an inquiry into the social 
psychology of individual and collective identities in the show of war. 
Keywords: Social Identity Theory, Military platoon, Identity Negotiation, 
War, Soldiers, Interdisciplinary. 
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Introduction  
In 2007, late in his life, Norman Mailer, in an interview, reflected on 
his novel The Naked and the Dead; he said, “I had a crisis of identity 
because when I wrote The Naked and the Dead, I was just one more 
young man who was a soldier. Naturally, I considered myself 
different from others, but then so did every other ordinary man who 
was a soldier.” (NPR: Obituaries) —this very reflection points out one 
of the crucial themes of the novel itself: the arbitrariness of soldiers’ 
identity on the battlefield and their concept of selfhood: individual or 
group, that is ultimately ephemeral and finally empty. Norman 
Mailer, an American author who wrote from the mid-twentieth to the 
twenty-first centuries, wrote voraciously about war, power, American 
politics and culture, masculinity, sex, violence, and human emotions, 
especially anger, fear, and resentment, in both fiction and nonfiction. 
His book The Naked and the Dead (1948) is regarded as one of the best 
war novels, capturing the rawness of war at its most true, leaving 
nothing to the imagination. It was included in the list of the hundred 
best English-language novels of the twentieth century by the Modern 
Library in 1998. 

Mailer wrote this book based on his own experiences serving as 
a soldier with the 112th Cavalry Regiment during the Philippine 
Campaign of World War II. The Naked and the Dead depicts an 
American Infantry division’s campaign to seize a fictional Pacific 
Island called Anopopei from the Japanese force. On a surface level 
the novel seems to be a classic war fiction of jungle patrol, firefights, 
and miseries of war– but on another level as critic Nigel Leigh has 
observed, it is “a novel does not so much present itself as embody the 
dilemma of power, a dilemma that permeates all aspects of the 
book’’. Nevertheless, the “dilemma of power” is closely connected 
with the dilemma of identity; intriguingly asks these vital questions: 
What is identity on the verge of death? Is identity a fixed 
phenomenon? Can identity be negotiated? Why did soldiers cling to 
different group affiliations as a means of existence? Moreover, how 
did all the identities collapse in the end? Mailer depicted the military 
platoon as a microcosm of broader human society, divided by ranks 
and authorities, classes, with different ethnic and religious factions 
mirroring a broader social and political setting, which not only 
showcases human relationships with power, hierarchy, and 
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governance but also shows how those crimping forces of power and 
politics cripple one’s psychology and regulate their behaviour, 
attitude, and actions. As Robert Solotaroff notes, The Naked and the 
Dead is a “tangle stale of borrowings and exhilarating discoveries, 
obligations and assertions, shrewdness and gaucheries” (Down 
Mailer’s Way). Mailer’s characters in this novel represent various 
psychological archetypes, each revealing different aspects of the 
human response to war, the most rigorous outcome of any political 
disorder. By exploring the complexities of the human mind alongside 
the brutal realities of war, examining the themes of fear, power, 
survival, and identity, and understanding the interplay of authority 
and vulnerability, the novel exposes the arbitrariness of the soldiers’ 
identities, forcing them to stand somewhere. However, in the end, 
they belong nowhere. 

‘Identity’ in contemporary academia is one of the most 
researched concepts in the humanities and social sciences, yet 
remains an enigma. Identity is generally defined as how individuals 
see themselves across many aspects of their existence. Charles Taylor 
defines identity as a “dialogical self”, which is created in a historical 
and cultural context, whereas Sartre emphasizes the role of choices in 
defining identity. Identity can be determined by an individual’s self, 
personality traits, society, religion, culture, political affiliation, beliefs, 
nation, gender, sexuality, and so on. Stuart Hall, who teaches cultural 
identity and diaspora, writes: “Identity is not as transparent or 
unproblematic as we think. Perhaps instead of thinking of identity as 
an already accomplished fact, which the new cultural practices then 
represent, we should think, instead, of identity as a ‘production’, 
which is never complete, always in process, and always constituted 
within, not outside, representation.” (Hall 1) George Herbert Mead’s 
theory of self and identity conveyed the idea that human beings are 
social creatures. He writes that “an organized community or social 
group which gives to the individual his unity of self may be called 
“the generalized other.” The attitude of the generalized other is the 
attitude of the whole community. (MSS, 154)  

In this ongoing contemplation of identity and self, Social Identity 
Theory emerged as a distinguished approach to this field in the 
1970s. The Social Identity Theory (SIT), a social-psychological 
approach, was first proposed by Henry Tajfel in 1978; it was 
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subsequently developed by John Turner (1980s). SIT argues that a 
portion of a person’s self-knowledge derives from their group 
affiliation, and that individuals derive their self-identity from two 
main sources: personal identity (individual traits and achievements) 
and social identity (affiliations with groups, nations, occupations, 
religions, etc.). SIT focuses on the collective aspects of an individual’s 
group affiliation. 

The sense of belonging to a group affects individuals’ concepts, 
behaviours, and relationships with others. The social categorization 
further intrigues people in ‘in-group’ and ‘out-group’ dynamics, 
conditioning in-group favouritism and out-group rivalry that 
ultimately generate intergroup conflicts. SIT has been used as a 
theoretical framework for Victorian novels and contemporary fiction, 
but its potential to critique war novels remains underexplored. This 
article aims to fill that gap by arguing that Mailer’s The Naked and the 
Dead can be read effectively through the lens of Social Identity 
Theory as a sustained fictional investigation of the mechanisms by 
which identities are constructed, contested, and unmade. 

Andrew Gordon writes that Mailer’s works are analysed much 
as Freud analyses the meaning of “dreams” in The Interpretation of 
Dreams. He applied the theories of human development and 
personality, as elaborated by some Post-Freudians such as Otto 
Fenichel and Erik Erikson, and considered Mailer’s own use of 
Freud’s and Wilhelm Reich’s hypotheses in his fiction (1980). Critics 
have pondered this fiction mostly as a war novel, dealing with the 
toxicity of power and politics, crude masculinity, and a frustrated life 
in a military platoon, reiterating themes of control and freedom, 
existentialism and nihilism, and force and forcelessness; or 
sometimes as an innovative narrative technique. However, how the 
lure of power cripples one’s psychology and how crippling 
psychological drives condition one’s behavioural patterns and actions 
have been scarcely explored. In The Naked and the Dead, the self and 
social categorization are not merely a power-political operation but 
also an active strategy of psychological domination and obligation. 
The military hierarchy, a system of formal categories –rank, unit, 
billet, that declares authority, privilege, commitment, survival, but 
Mailer was quite engaged in the informal categories that operate 
beneath the systematic structure–race, ethnicity, class, region, 
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religion, education etc. SIT examines the outcomes of those informal 
categories by understanding, prejudices, discrimination, relationship, 
and group behaviour. Paul Schapiro writes, “The Platoon, however, 
not only has a group physiognomy; it is composed of individuals, 
men who were farmers, small businessmen, petty racketeers, 
salesmen, and drifters” (The Militant). For example, Red Valsen who 
left to escape poverty as a young boy and became a free-spirited 
hobo, The Mexican boy from Texas, Martinez, who becomes way too 
proud of being sergeant of command of white Protestants, Gallagher 
the Boston fascist, a “revolutionary reversed”, who sometimes spread 
bitterness of his life to others: “each in some way malformed by 
society which bought them together” (Schapiro). The crucial question 
that Mailer’s novel poses is: how do these malformed individuals 
become, or fail to become, a unified assemblage? 

The Social Identity Theory: The Core Concept and Its Relevance 
in Literary Analysis 
Social Identity Theory is a social-psychological approach that aims to 
understand people’s cognition and behaviour through group 
dynamics and intergroup relationships, by examining how people 
categorize themselves and others into different social groups and 
how they evaluate their identity through those group affiliations. It 
was first introduced by Henry Tajfel (1978, 1979) and later by Turner 
(1980s). Tajfel, a Polish-British Social Psychologist who survived the 
Holocaust, was deeply interested in the psychological roots of 
prejudices, ethnocentrism, and group conflict. He proposes that an 
individual derives portions of their self-identity from their affiliation 
with social, political, religious, or cultural associations, countering 
the pioneer concept of group dynamics, Realistic Conflict Theory 
(ACT), by Muzaffar Sherif and others, which argued that group 
conflict arises from competition and is motivated by rewards. 
However, SIT conveys that people categorize themselves into groups 
to simplify their understanding of the world and to structure social 
interaction (Trepte). In some contexts, the relationship between two 
individuals is fully determined by their interpersonal relationship 
and individual characteristics, and is not at all affected by any group 
affiliation; at the other extreme, the interaction between two or more 
individuals is fully determined by their respective group 
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memberships and is not at all affected by interpersonal characteristics 
or relations. (Tajfel &Turner) 

SIT identifies three sequential cognitive processes: first, social 
categorization, when individuals classify themselves and others into 
different categories; second, social identification, when individuals 
adapt the group identity by internalizing its norms, known as social 
identification; and third, social comparison, when people 
discriminate their groups(ingroups) to others (outgroups) by 
comparing their valued perceptions. 

This article will analyse these three concepts through the textual 
analysis of this novel. 

SIT was further developed by Tajfel’s disciple John Turner (1999), 
who differentiates between social and personal identity. Social 
identity depends on an individual’s group memberships, whereas 
personal identity is less dependent on group memberships (Trepte). 
Turner proposed the Self Categorization Theory that argues 
“depending on the relative salience or importance of a certain 
situation for social or personal identity, an individual’s behaviour is 
driven either by social or personal identity processes. Both identities 
can, however, be salient at the same time and trigger behaviour that 
is motivated by a dynamic interplay of both.” (Trepte and Loy) The 
two theories can be differentiated based on their views on social and 
personal identity. Whereas SIT suggests a continuum from 
interpersonal to intergroup behaviour, SCT holds that both social and 
personal identity processes may be at work simultaneously (ibid). 

SIT can serve as an important theoretical framework for literary 
analysis; it can help understand group dynamics, social-class conflict, 
and characters’ subsequent conceptions of self and society. It can be 
very useful to analyse war, dystopian, and historical fiction to 
critically examine social conflict, focusing on the characters’ group 
(social class) affiliations and revealing their thoughts, perceptions, 
and behaviours. Scholars have already been using SIT in literary 
studies, for example, Ramin & Yadollah understand the racist and 
sexist community and the process of identity formation of Sula and 
Nel, by applying SIT in Tony Morrison’s Sula (1973), Matt Lorenz 
used SIT to analyse the social identity conditions in Pride and Prejudice 
(1813)  
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The Multitudinous of ‘identity’ in the Platoon: Categorization, 
Confrontation and Dissolution 
Josephine G. Hendin thinks that “the use of the platoon of men from 
different races and ethnic backgrounds” in The Naked and the Dead 
represents “... a microcosm of American differences reconciled in 
interdependent wholeness of the platoon of squadrons.” However, it 
does not stop there, each soldiers encounter trauma and faced, . . . a 
mixture of violence and futility, of captured ground immediately 
evacuated, of body counts as success measurements, of the jungle 
itself as enemy, of the names of the soldiers often replaced by 
nicknames stripped of all associations with their past life” (1978). The 
platoon is Tajfel’s “minimal group’’1 in effect, where all the soldiers 
are a collection of strangers thrown together by an arbitrary 
assignment, with no previous bonds of kinship or friendship 
compelled by circumstances to live as a unit to rival the ‘enemy’ (the 
Japanese). However, this beautiful unit has many cracks, namely 
rank, ethnicity, class, and ideology, that reveal the messy and 
contested reality of the ground level of the battlefield, where each of 
them tries to cling to an identity and constantly negotiate with it. The 
soldiers’ identities are initially shaped by these classification units, 
such as different military ranks, and they internalize their roles 
within the rigid military structure. However, those very ranks 
become instruments of either totalitarianism or despondency.  

General Cummings, the division commander, can be regarded as 
the antagonist of this novel, a West Point graduate, “a cold, 
calculating authoritarian”. He “envisions the United States as the 
upcoming imperial power,” and deeply believes in the superiority of 
the officer class over enlisted men. Mailer describes him: He was 
tyrant, a tyrant with velvet voice, it is true, but undeniably a tyrant. 
(78) He weaponizes his military rank (political identity) to control 
and authorize the platoon, and ultimately to exercise his power on a 
global scale. Cummings’ opinion on leadership is explicitly based on 
Social Identity Theory; he knows that the recruits come from diverse 
backgrounds, so they must be disciplined through a common reason, 
for him, that is fear. He tries to instil in the soldiers a new potent 
identity, “the soldiers of the division,” through the “fear ladder”. 
Mailer writes: 
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“. . . to make an army work you have to have every man in it fitted into 
a fear ladder…Army functions best when you’re frightened of the man 
above you, and contemptuous of your subordinate…The hate just 
banks in them, makes them fight better…can’t turn it on us, so they can 
turn it outward.” (p.140)  

Cummings explains to Hearn that an ideal commander should 
instil fear and hatred in his men because he believes it creates a 
strong group identity and reduces individual senses. He manipulates 
his men into accepting his view that the army is a ‘total institution’, a 
closed system, and that they had better build their own new self-
conception (identity). On the other hand, Lieutenant Hearn, a 
Harvard alumnus who believes in individual autonomy, is on a 
heroic quest to define his identity. Initially, Hearn and Cummings 
create a bond, as Solotaroff compares Lieutenant Robert Hearn with 
Conrad’s Kurtz, as “the same way he completes Marlow’s journey in 
Heart of Darkness”, Hearn somehow completes Cummings, also 
narrating and reflecting Mailer’s opinion on fear and fascism 
(Valantour). However, their bond does not last long; the union 
shatters due to clashes over ideology and personal dignity. At first, 
Hearn takes Cummings as his mentor, respects him for his efficiency 
and expertise, but soon he realizes that Cummings believes in 
absolute control, hierarchy, and unquestionable centralized power. 
Hearn, the liberal individual, cannot digest these dehumanizing 
views of Cumming and started to part ways. Cummings punishes 
Hearn by breaking his personal dignity, then later sending him on a 
dangerous reconnaissance mission, reasserting his authority. 
Cummings’s worldview and actions prove that social identity is not a 
passive reflection of group membership, but an active construction 
that can be engineered from above.  

Sergeant Croft, who leads the Intelligence and Reconnaissance 
platoon, is called the “best platoon sergeant and the meanest.” He is 
naturally inclined to violence and finds joy in killings. Mailer writes 
about him: “Croft enjoyed the power he had over the men. It gave 
him a sense of superiority, a thrill of control. He pushes them hard, 
harder than necessary, just to see them break.” 

On the other hand, there is Lieutenant Hearn, who is quite 
democratic in his approach to the soldiers. However, in the conflict of 
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power politics between Hearn and Croft, normal soldiers suffer the 
most, as Mailer writes: 

“...the soldiers felt like shadows of their former selves. The unrelenting 
stress and the conformity had eroded their sense of individuality. They 
moved through the days in a numbed haze, haunted by the fear of 
death and the futility of their existence.”  

Martinez, a Mexican-born scout of the platoon, another sergeant, 
commanding white Protestants, this achievement provides him a 
psychological buffer against the degradation of his racial identity. 
However, even after his political hierarchy in the platoon, Julio 
Martinez faced disrespect from other enlisted men who refused to 
take orders from a Mexican soldier. This attitude towards Martinez 
proves that social identity (ethnic/racial) can subdue the political 
identity (rank/hierarchy). It echoes some Dalit sentiment that can be 
found in Indian English literature, like the autobiography by 
Omprakash Valmiki, Joothan, where even after becoming educated 
and professionally successful, he still faces caste-based disrespect and 
discrimination. Mailer’s critic, Maggie McKinley writes, 

Here through Martinez, Mailer both affirms and criticises the notion of 
American Dream: in America Martinez may have opportunities that he 
would not have in Mexico, but that will not make him equal in the eyes 
of an America whose power structure is still founded in white 
Christian hegemony. He might be a hero, but he may never be deemed 
as an American hero. (20-21) 

Mailer’s depiction of Jewish characters, Roth and Goldstein, 
again raises the question of ‘inferior’ social identity. Jews are 
regarded as feminine, emasculated, and do not fit in the white 
heteronormative standard of America. When Goldstein complains 
about the poor management of the platoon’s mission, in exchange, he 
gets bitterly attacked for his Jewish identity by Croft. Mailer writes: 

“You bitching again, Goldstein?” Croft asked. 
The anti-semite Goldstein thought. “I’m just expressing my opinion,” 
he said. 
“Opinion!” Croft spat. “A bunch of goddam women have opinions.” 
(127) 

Red Valson, a coal miner from Montana, an isolated soul, tries to 
deal very safely both resisting and maintaining Croft’s authoritarian 
rule; Gallagher Bostonian Irishman indulged in bitterness bigotry, 
Corporal Toglio overly patriotic man but at the last wants to escape 
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the war; Brown, Stanley, Ridges, Minetta all the soldiers are 
negotiating their previous self by conditioning themselves with their 
the newer social/political identity. However, this categorization of self 
does not stop there; it extends to social comparison and the tendency 
to evaluate the “in-group”2 and “out-group”3 division.  

At first, they are all American soldiers (in-group), and the 
Japanese are the Out-group enemies. However, this unity is very 
shallow and short lived; they divide themselves quickly by their 
ranks (the officers and the enlisted men), by ideology (authoritative 
or democratic), by ethnicity (white American, Mexican, Irish), by 
religion (Catholic, Protestant, Jewish), class (elite vs poor), by 
education (prestigious college affiliation vs school dropped), they 
divided themselves in every possible strata and create many small 
units with their favourable and use those little ingroups to hate, 
subdue, discriminate, alienate, rival, or even sometimes in rare 
occasion sympathises with the outgroups. The major characteristic of 
social behaviour related to this belief is that, in relevant intergroup 
situations, individuals do not interact as individuals or based on their 
individual characteristics or interpersonal relationships, but as 
members of their groups, standing in certain defined relationships to 
members of other groups (Tajfel and Turner). The more intense an 
intergroup conflict, the more likely it is that the individuals who are 
members of the opposite groups will behave toward each other as a 
function of their respective group memberships, rather than in terms 
of their individual characteristics or interindividual relationships. 
(ibid) 

According to Gregor and McPherson the status relation between 
dominant and subordinate groups determines the latter’s identity 
problems. Subordinate groups often seem to internalize a wider 
social evaluation of themselves as “inferior” or “second class” and 
this consensual inferiority is reproduced as relative self-degradation 
across several indices used in various studies. (Jost and Sidanius, 
pp.372) This argument gets demonstrated when Gallagher starts to 
believe that since he is Jewish, he is supposed to tolerate all the 
insults because it is destined to him. Roth and Goldstein, even as a 
social and ethical unit, maintain distance from each other to avoid 
religious-based stereotyping. General Cummings and Sergeant Croft, 
who held the higher authority in the platoon, wielded their power 



78   •   Literary Oracle – Vol.10, Issue I, May 2026 

with little regard for their subordinate soldiers’ well-being and acted 
in a fascist manner in their endeavors. Because of the rigid 
authoritarian control and soldiers’ shared experience of oppression, a 
fleeting sense of brotherhood and unity is created among the soldiers. 
However, that brotherhood faded under the scorching heat of inter-
group conflict. Social Identity Theory infers that when group 
members are oriented towards internal comparison rather than 
external competition, the group’s orientation to act cohesively 
collapses. In the platoon, intragroup aversion ultimately undermines 
the army’s collective efficacy; even though they ultimately win, they 
lose a few of their fellow soldiers. The soldier remembers their 
prewar life through “Time Machine”4 and thinks, even though it was 
flawed, that they had at least some autonomy, which has been 
stripped away, reducing them to a machine of destruction (Schapiro). 
Mailer portrays the soldiers not as innocent victims of military 
discipline but as casualties of their internal social disorder. The major 
outgroup of this novel, the Japanese, the enemy, who are mostly 
silent and absent. Mailer does not talk much about them and refrains 
from demonizing Japanese platoons. This avoidance deprives 
American soldiers of the opportunity to engage in border social 
comparison and to define themselves as defenders of civilization. 
Thus, the American platoon’s identity orbits around its micro groups, 
creating nothing greater.  

In the novel’s climax, during the brutal reconnaissance mission 
to Mount Anaka, they shuddered. Hearn and Wilson die; Croft, who 
hates everything outside himself, feels an overwhelming urge to 
bring the platoon to the top of the mountain, but his will is 
insufficient to overcome the internal fractures (Schapiro). The mission 
fails not because of enemy action but because of their collective 
incoherence. SIT explains this failure as a fruit of ineffective collective 
action. The collapse of the platoon’s cohesion is a powerful 
illustration of SIT’s boundary conditions. As SIT suggests, internal 
war is not only psychological but also social because the self cannot 
be defined in isolation from an individual’s group affiliation, and 
when those groups dysfunction, they separate. Social Identity Theory 
supposes that group membership is spontaneous and that 
individuals are motivated to maintain positive distinctiveness. 
However, when the group’s goals become unattainable and belonging 
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to it provides no psychological benefits, the motivation to identify 
with the group declines. Croft cannot lead the platoon because he did 
not inspire, and coercion proves ineffective as a unifying factor. 
Hence, the platoon reverts from a social identity (soldiers on a 
mission) to a collection of personal identities (terrified individuals 
seeking survival). Moreover, at the end, The Naked and the Dead 
teaches that when the self is on the verge of death, all superficial 
identities are covered, revealing only one desire: the human instinct 
for survival. The novel depicts how self- and group categorization, 
group identification, and comparison conditions shape soldiers’ 
behaviour and attitudes, but ultimately, the human desire to live 
surpasses all else. This primal drive of living emerges as an ultimate 
equaliser, transcending all rigid structures and social identities. 

Conclusion  
“Power in its institutional, individual, and metaphysical forms lies at 
the heart of Mailer’s work” (Vatanpour). Yet power is a system that 
always follows hierarchy, works in the binary: the master and the 
subject, the authority and the subjugated, and this dichotomy creates 
identities who are to command and who are to be governed. In 
conclusion, this article argued that Social Identity Theory provides a 
powerful framework for understanding the psychological struggle 
and the identity dynamics of soldiers in Norman Mailer’s novel The 
Naked and the Dead. The novel’s relevance lies in the study of SIT not 
only because it deals with self and social categorization and 
intergroup conflict, but also because of its refusal of easy resolution. 

No character of the book achieved a stable authentic identity. 
Cummings wins the campaign, but his victory is not celebrated. 
Hearn dies before completing the mission, Croft’s leadership 
collapses, and the survivors struggle to find meaning in their 
sacrifices. Thus, The Naked and the Dead offers a more complex vision 
of social identity than Tajfel’s original formulation. For Mailer, groups 
do not merely satisfy the individual’s need for positive self-esteem; 
they also trap, deform, and ultimately abandon the individuals who 
constitute them. The “naked” soldier is not only stripped of personal 
identity but also abandoned by the social identities that promised to 
clothe him in meaning. It suggests the appropriateness of the title in 
two terms: the naked (those stripped of identity) and dead (those 
who have lost it entirely). Between these two conditions, the novel 
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reveals that there is no stable ground for human identity on the verge 
of death. Through the overlapping process of self, social and political 
categorization of the soldiers, social identification of one’s own place 
in the platoon, social comparison the ‘in-group favouritism’ and ‘ out-
group biases’ reveal the collision of individual and collective identity 
in the crucible of the battlefield, and at the end, the ultimate failure of 
all the fragile identities. SIT provides a comprehensive lens for 
understanding soldiers’ continuous search for identity and their 
ultimate and relentless pursuit of life, and reveals the fundamental 
truth that human beings produce and reproduce many superficial 
identities to survive and sustain in any social-political setting, but 
living life as a human being is the ultimate identity of all human life. 
The soldiers of Anopopei are not merely World War II soldiers; they 
are archetypes of modern condition, naked individuals struggling to 
belong, to matter, to survive and failing, again failing to reach the 
destination. 

Notes 
1. Minimal Group: If there is neither a conflict of interest nor previously 

existing hostility between the “groups”. No social interaction occurs 
between the subjects, nor is there any rational link between economic 
self-interest and the strategy of ingroup favouritism. Thus, these groups 
are purely cognitive and can be referred to as a “minimal” group (Jost 
and Sidanius). 

2. In-group: The social group that an individual identifies with, which can 
be race, nation, class, or some other subculture. Individuals often think 
positively and exhibit in-group favouritism. 

3. Out-group: A social group to which an individual does not belong, often 
views them as different, inferior, and even sometimes threatening. 
Individuals may hold negative perceptions and be discriminatory 
towards other groups. 

4. Time Machine: Mailer inserts short sections titled “Time Machine” to 
depict the narrative of the past lives of the soldiers. It is a narrative 
technique that functions like a flashback but is more symbolic and 
psychologically deeper. 

5. Boundary Condition: The criteria or factors (e.g., ideology, language, 
religion) that define who belongs to the in-group or who is excluded. 

6. Positive Distinctiveness: The motivation of individuals to see their in-
group as superior in context to other out-groups, boosting their social 
identity and self-esteem worth. 
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