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in Away from Her the axis between spousal love and
social order is thrown so far out of orbit that only the
intervention of the care institution can right it. In these
films, the tension between aging disablement and
heterosexuality is also a story about gender roles and
their culturally assigned emotions, which, as exposed
by Chivers, become fascinating subplots of their own.
However, at this point in the book it’s reasonable to ask
if Chivers’ proposal outlined in the book’s introduction
for a joining-of-hands model — combining disability,
feminist, gerontological, and cinematic studies — is
fully deployed in her substantive chapters. The lively
micro-detail Chivers uses to describe her selected films
is not always aligned to this model, often favoring one
component of it or another, thus losing theoretical
power in some of the film analyses.

Chapters 5 and 6 are about aging men and Holly-
wood’s overcompensation of its stars’ fading bodies
with ageless masculinity. Chapter 5 argues that Paul
Newman and Clint Eastwood, in several of their later
movies, play rebellious individualists embattled and
oppressed by the mundane routines of American society.
However, unlike female actors, these guys retain their
positive valence as they continue to work into old
age because they represent white male America where
patriarchy, racism, and power come together on the
silvering screen in sympathetic ways. In Eastwood’s
Unforgiven (1992) and Gran Torino (2009), the aging vig-
ilante incensed by the corruption of American values
becomes the champion of the underdog, whereby gun
violence takes the place of youthful vigour. Chivers
claims that, unlike the vision of decay that accompanies
movies about women, in male-starring movies mascu-
linity becomes a bulwark against decay.

Although Newman’s and Eastwood’s comedies are not
considered by Chivers — and I couldn’t help but won-
der what she would make of Eastwood’s Space Cowboys
(2000) — in chapter 6 on Jack Nicholson she links
comedy to heroic virility. In films such as As Good as It
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Gets (1997) and Something’s Gotta Give (2003), Nicholson
portrays the lovable, irascible, and often irresponsible
womanizer who, while struggling with the frailties of
the male libido, shores up the image of female desper-
ation and passivity. In these films, the audience can be
reassured that the status of white straight men can be
maintained even as they experience age-related chal-
lenges such as sexual dysfunction, retirement, loss of a
spouse, and, as in Nicholson’s The Bucket List (2007),
the prospect of death itself. Although Morgan Freeman
has played several roles in Eastwood’s and Nicholson’s
films, Chivers explains that his role as a supporting
“other” is usually limited to commentator as a “back-
ground force” behind the main plot (p. 137).

More could be said here about Freeman and perhaps
other non-white aging actors, yet more, too, could be
said about female actors, such as Helen Mirren, who
do break boundaries of gender and power in their
depiction of aging characters. Such a desire for more
discussion points to the inspiration the Silvering Screen
delivers and to its careful elaboration of cinema about
aging. Indeed, the book’s 25-page “Filmography” is an
essential resource of films about aging which undoubt-
edly will be consulted by readers and researchers from
across multiple sub-fields.

In the book’s articulate conclusion, Chivers insightfully
observes the relationship between aging actors and
their equally aging roles, and between the silvering
screen and the political economic social systems from
which it draws its references. But we are left with the
question of how social inequality and critical images of
aging can make their way into popular film as part of a
wider conversation on disability and age studies. On
the one hand, it is up to Hollywood to make better and
less predictable movies about aging, but it also up to us
as viewing audience to demand that our chances of
growing older on the silvering screen are represented
by more than just pity, comedy, derision, decline, sadness,
and horror.
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Broadening the Dementia Debate is part of a growing
effort to understand dementia beyond the biomed-
ical model and its premise that the neurodegenera-
tive changes associated with this disease inevitably
result in the loss of personhood. In surveying the
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evolution of Western medical thinking about dementia,
Bartlett and O’Connor draw attention to the implica-
tions of representing the disease exclusively in terms
of decline and impairment. The authors explain that
biomedicine, with its focus on psychopathology,
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misrepresents what occurs with personhood in
dementia. For Bartlett and O’Connor, the loss of per-
sonhood is neither linear nor completely predict-
able; rather, it is deeply biographical because it
unfolds at the convergence of interpersonal, social,
and institutional circumstances unique to each affected
individual.

The authors succinctly map out current debates on
what occurs with personhood when the dementia
symptoms inevitably progress and offer much-needed
clarity in sorting out the contributions of psychology,
nursing, social work, philosophy, and sociology on this
issue. Bartlett and O’Connor lucidly trace the idea of
sustained personhood in dementia to the symbolic
interactionist notion of the self as consisting of a stable
biographical core and a situated identity which is fluid
and adaptive to the varied circumstances of everyday
life. From this perspective, the availability of a social
environment where others meaningfully interact with
the person with dementia, despite their diminished
abilities, becomes a crucial aspect of sustaining person-
hood in dementia.

Bartlett and O’Connor critically appraise the contri-
butions of key personhood scholars and note their
unwillingness or inability to grasp how broader social
discourses can dehumanize and objectify people with
dementia. The authors acknowledge recent efforts in this
field of inquiry that more deliberately situate the experi-
ences of people with dementia within social and cultural
contexts. Building on this analysis, they offer a multidi-
mensional model of dementia that intersects several
levels of analysis — starting with the subjective and inter-
subjective experiences of people with dementia all the
way to the discursive practices which define dementia in
the social sphere. A discussion of the strengths and limi-
tations of this model acts as a preamble for Bartlett and
O’Connor to introduce social citizenship as a platform
for examining dementia as a sociopolitical issue.

Chapter 3 explores the usefulness of social citizenship as
a framework for dementia care and advocacy. The
authors define citizenship as a status which protects
people with dementia from discrimination and allows
them “to grow and participate in life to the fullest extent
possible” (p. 37). They reaffirm the right for people with
dementia to remain active participants in their social des-
tiny and articulate the need for sustained advocacy cen-
tered on the themes of growth, empowerment and social
justice.

In chapter 4, Bartlett and O’Connor reflect on how the
language care providers use in representing and inter-
acting with people with dementia can become an instru-
ment of oppression and discrimination. A more strategic
use of language is advocated as a vital step in caring for
people with dementia beyond the narrow confines of
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their diagnosis and disability. They also call for care pro-
viders to interrogate their personal assumptions, values,
and beliefs to avoid unintentionally diminishing the
status of the individuals who are entrusted to their care.
This chapter echoes Tom Kitwood's (1997) denunciation
of disempowering care practices which, he argues, ag-
gravate the symptoms of dementia. These practices in-
clude patronizing the person with dementia, failing to
acknowledge the value of their subjective experiences,
and dismissing their efforts to communicate with others.
The authors recommend that all care practices be
amended to “reflect assumptions, values and beliefs
thatare conducive to a social citizenship understanding”
of dementia (p. 68). The strength of this chapter lies with
its extensive use of field notes on the varied circum-
stances of selected research participants. The authors
carefully analyze these notes to demonstrate how
language can “inadvertently sabotage the realization of
a critical social citizenship in people with dementia” (p.
51). Chapters 5 extends this analysis to professional
practice and community care.

In chapter 6, Bartlett and O’Connor advocate for re-
searchers to involve people with dementia in the research
process. Specific approaches are discussed, including
institutional ethnography and critical research meth-
odologies, while the applicability of Foucauldian and
Bourdieuian sociology is touched on but insufficiently
explored. Chapter 7 examines social citizenship as a tool
to enhance the status of people with dementia in broader
sociopolitical and cultural contexts.

Bartlett and O’Connor offer a timely framework for con-
ceptualising dementia beyond existing debates over its
nefarious effects on personhood. By bridging micro-level
analyses of dementia interactions and contributions from
selected macro-level theories, they challenge health care
providers to consider how social, cultural, and political
contexts exert powerful influences on the experiences of
people with dementia. The book also features a helpful
discussion on how to make dementia care practices more
person-centered. However, the book’s applied focus also
means that it somewhat underplays the political economy
of dementia care. A full understanding of social citizen-
ship arguably should take into account how class asym-
metries and other markers of inequality such as gender,
education, race, and ethnicity exert a powerful delete-
rious influence on access to adequate dementia care.
Unless urgently addressed by political action, these
disparities will continue to undermine the dignity of
people with dementia and any efforts made to strengthen
their status as active and engaged members of society.
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