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Social Death: Social Control and Moral Reshaping in the

Age of Internet
LIU Neng & ZHOU Hang

( Department of Sociology Peking University Beijing 100871 China)

Abstract: From a term in the sociological sense to the self-deprecating practice of the youth cyberspace subculture
the phrase “social death” has undergone a process of semantic expansion and transformation covering a wide spectrum of
context from harsh external sanctions to mild self-ridicule. However the core meaning of its semantics has not changed. It
manifests the continued existence of a social sanction mechanism as follows: people who violate socially recognized norms of
conduct will be subject to( or fear to be subject to) being isolated excluded and stigmatized by other members of society.
The state of digital being and digital panopticism provides a technical and cultural basis for the frequent occurrence of “so—
cial death”; at the same time “social death” also represents people’s interactive practice to maintain norms of behavior
and pursue moral unity: when social value norms are in a period of change and adjustment the conflicts of these practices
will inevitably become more frequent and in turn will be detrimental to the social attributes and ultimately rely on other
social control methods and self-discipline of actors for modulation.
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