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SYMPOSIUM: BOUNDARIES AND RELATIONS BETWEEN
POLITICAL SCIENCE AND POLITICAL SOCIOLOGY

Editor's Note: For this symposium, | invited a
handful of scholars at the intersection of

political science and political sociology. | » ! ! C
asked them to discuss the distinct terrains of political sociology is a subfield. So for the
purposes of comparison, the units are not the

the fields, how they complement and competesame. To correct for this, let me start by
and what makes our work distinctly focusing on work on politics in the United
sociological. Stephens and Skrentny have a Sta@els, Wh'cr(‘j makes Upt muEh of pgf'_'“ﬁja!

. . sociology and represents a key subfield in
Ph.D. in Socplogy, .gnd Me_yer and Mahoney political science.
have a Ph.D. in Political Science. Stephens Political science research on the
and Mahoney have primary appointments in  United States is mostly organized around
Political Science but have had primary particular institutions and organizations —

. . . such as Congress, parties, the presidency,
appointments in Sociology, and Meyer has a and interest groups. Political science

primary appointment in Sociology but has had gepartments try to hire scholars who are
a primary appointment in Political Science.  “Congress experts” or who are specialists on
Skrentny has also organized an parties, campaigns, public opinion, or voting.

exciting session at ASA on this theme Resear(_:h 'S thus_ speC|aI|zed_ and

_ _ compartmentalized. This tendency is
featuring Edwin Amenta, Peter Evans, reinforced by a scarcity of qualitative
Jennifer Hochschild, Jeff Manza and Kim research. Technical proficiency in either
Williams (Saturday 1230-210pm). We

formal rational choice modeling or
. econometric statistical modeling (or both) is
encourage you to come to follow up this
stimulating discussion.

James Mahoney, Northwestern University
Political science is a discipline and

usually insisted upon at the top political
Continued on p.2
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Herbert J. Gans. 1982 [1964dJhe Urban VillagerdNew York: The Free Press.
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Chapter 8: The Politicians in smaller communities as well as in the city,
Government and the Citizen the West Ender’s feelings on this subject are
The West Enders become most more intense and less open to change.
suspicious of, and hostile toward, the outside Consequently, they try to have as little to do
world when they must deal with government with government as possible and pass on to
and the law. Most West Enders are convincedhe area politician the task of dealing with it
that the police, the government bureaucracy, in their behalf.
the elected officials, and the courts are corrupt By government, West Enders mean
and are engaged in a never-ending conspiracycity government. There is almost no interest
to deprive the citizens of what is morally in state government, even though the State
theirs. Although suspicion of government and House is located less than half a mile from
politics can be found among all social strata, Continued on p.6
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science departments. As a result, junior schalaige “teched-up” and tend to work on topics thiddw them to showcase their
ability to use the sophisticated modeling skillglge statistical methods that they recently leainegtaduate school.

Political sociology, by contrast, is more loosetganized around particular problems and themes asicocial
movements, democratization, and economic refortrerd is no special premium placed on methodologigghistication; and
qualitative studies are common. One consequertbatipolitical sociologists are more likely to @bk “big” questions about
politics. And they are more likely to focus thairswers on interconnections among different elesnging polity. In terms of
theory, political sociology is obviously much lessgaged with rational choice modeling (Edgar Kisgyu are a big outlier).
Instead, research takes its cue from both classiwadl theory (i.e., the issues originally raisgdMarx, Weber, DuBois, and so
on) and more contemporary mid-range theories (egource mobilization theory, state-centric theand balance of class
power theory). Theoretical combinations and sysgkeare common.

When compared to political sociology, politicalesote research on American politics seems excegsiagtow.
Granted, we do need some specialized work and theextainly nothing wrong per se with having dbere technical skills.
But when specialization and a concern with techamilgad scholars to lose site of important substamfuestions, then serious
problems arise. And political science researchl@ politics is too directed toward trivial issubat are of little concern
outside of academic circles. Too many politicastists simply cannot explain why their reseaagid is of importance to the
educated public.

As a researcher with strong ties to both politgaénce and sociology, | see the central chall@sgaaking political
science work on the United States more excitingraack like the research that takes place in palisociology. So my view
is: scholars in political sociology who work oretbinited States should continue what they are doifithe specialized
research in political science happens to have seteeance, then obviously it should be consult®therwise, leave it alone.
Of course, there are important exceptions in malitscience of scholars who work on the UnitedeStand engage bread and
butter sociological issues such as race, classgamder and who do look at the American polity aale. This is especially
true for historically-oriented researchers in ase@merican Political Development” (APD), whichdludes scholars like Jacob
Hacker, Ira Katznelson, Paul Pierson, and Theda@Kkdthe latter, of course, also a sociologi$tio not see any real
difference between this APD work and more histdnaark in political sociology.

I have focused here on the study of U.S. politi©@sice we move outside of the U.S., however, theselasions about
political sociology and political science quicklyelak down. The field of comparative politics inipcal science is a different
story. Comparativists in political science are moetologically eclectic and theoretically open-middéAnd they produce most
of the best work in the social sciences on thetipslof non-U.S. countries and regions (esp. omcAfrAsia, and Latin
America). Political sociology tends to have, hthitoo strong of a U.S. and Europe focus (the sartree of sociology more
generally). Some graduate courses on politicabkmyy even engage only questions about the U.&Eamope. So political
science seems to have its own lesson for polisiceiology, and it has to do with bringing the peoghd politics of Africa, Asia,
and Latin America into the mix much more than igently true. Political sociology would be enrichiéit followed this
lesson.

John Skrentny, University of California-San Diego

| still remember the day as a young graduate stutlanl walked into Theda Skocpol's office to asiout political
sociology and political science. | admired the whg was able to engage these different disciptodslly. How was this
possible? Given the insularity of disciplines (autbfields within disciplines, and sub-subfieldshivi disciplines), it seemed
impossible to engage multiple disciplines in anyaniegful way. But she had clearly done it.

The relationship between these two disciplinesdwag fascinated me, and it's something | thinkadlus have struggled with
every time we’ve taught a lecture or seminar onlitieal Sociology” or found very helpful sourcestime APSR. To get us
talking about our fields, I've organized a pandhaAeading border-crossing sociologists (Edwin Ataedeff Manza, Peter
Evans) and political scientists (Jennifer HochstH{lim Williams) to discuss the issues.

Since grad school days, | have learned that ththughoundaries separating political sociology aolitipal science are
not as fortified as they appear, there are diffeesrbetween the fields. Specifically, there affier@inces in the two fields’
insularity, subject matter, and research styleapproaches.

Before | get to the differences, | want to emphasiat there are, of course, significant similastiFor example, there
are many subject areas where scholars read--aneeaith other, and are truly taking part in a comproject. This can be
seen in the field of American Political Developmemhere Skocpol's work and movement between thaplises has brought
many scholars together. But there are many jaijepts in other areas, such as law and societpygssmciologists might be
surprised to learn that Michael McCann is a pditgcientist), comparative politics (those studyivejfare states often ignore
disciplinary boundaries, as do students of natismmaaind immigration), and international relatiobgyer separations here, but
political scientist Peter Katzenstein is a leadethg field who creatively absorbs insights frorfialds, including political
sociology). Those studying social movements cdissplinary boundaries and | suspect many havgofiten the disciplinary
affiliations of many of this subfield’s leading hts.

Continued on p.3
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Now, on to the differences. These are obviousetan my perceptions, and I'm quite certain readdi be able to
think of several counter examples. Still, | ththke general patterns fit what | describe below.

First, institutionally, political science is morpen to political sociology than the other way amburor example,
Seymour Martin Lipset and Theda Skocpol have betimtpresidents of the APSA; | don't think any jditscientist has been
president of the ASA. It is not uncommon for AP®Agive awards to political sociologists (e.g., i top of my head I recall
that Rebecca Klatch, Mabel Berezin, and most régedadav Gabay, a recent PhD student in my owradent, have all won
awards from APSA). According to the Political Stogy Section website, we've given an award to l#ipal science book
only once (in 2001 for Jacobs and Shapiro’s Pdditis Don’t Pander).

Second, | think political science is more opereimts of subject matter. There are many topic®iitigal science that
sociologists do not touch, but | don't know of &gas, topics, or concepts that political sociadtgstudy that political
scientists do not also study (though not with ti@e energy or interest; see below). For instahoeigh sociologists and
political scientists will talk about the "stategcsologists seem to have an unwritten rule notisoubs specific state institutions
in any detailed way. When | was working on mytflvseok and | needed to understand how the presjdencourts worked, |
had to rely on political science. And | felt odditimg about these institutions--1 sensed it wasisbow beyond political
sociology’s normal boundaries.

An exception here is administrative governmentugiosome of the key insights here have come fraokgists more
identified with the sociology of law than politicabciology (specifically, Philip Selznick and Pppie Nonet).

In terms of style or approach, it is clear to argyglancing through American Sociological Review &maerican
Political Science Review that political sciencéaismore enamored of rational choice approacheasithpolitical sociology.
But there are other differences in style and apgroa
One especially salient difference to me is thaitipal sociologists are more advanced than policéentists when theorizing
the effects of culture. This is, of course, a galieation, and there are numerous counter-exangptgeecially the work of
William Sewell and Erik Bleich). But one is muclore likely to find older terms such as "values" dilgas" in political
science used without much elaboration. Politicarttists use uncritically the (Parsonian?) conoéfihorms” (e.qg.,
Mendelberg 2001), and in international relationsere “norm” is a key concept in the study of hurmights, political scientists
often cite the legal scholar Cass Sunstein focthtral theory behind the “norm cascade” (seegf@mple Finnemore and
Sikkink 1998 International Organization).

In contrast, political sociologists develop andlerg cultural concepts with more enthusiasm. Swegxample, the
work of Frank Dobbin on policy paradigms (Dobbinlban political scientist Peter Hall's work, doingpre with the concept),
Lis Clemens on cultural repertoires, and Brian &&ed on frames. My own work, which emphasizksrteor-granted
meanings and boundaries, is explicitly in dialogfmdultural sociology.

Finally, though I think political scientists are reampen to different subject matter than are sogists, their emphases
are on the areas that political sociologists tylhiado not study. For example, | suspect that gyelitical science department
has a specialist who studies Congress, but thdwagle are many political scientists who study maaigged groups, one is less
likely to find a political scientist who focuses gander, or race, or welfare policy, or social mogats. In political sociology,
it is precisely these areas where much of the mcsio

John D. Stephens, University of North Carolina-Chapl! Hill

Most political science departments are composdduffields; US politics, comparative politics, énbational relations,
and political theory (which most sociologist woualdssify as philosophy, so not theory in a soci@algsense). Increasingly,
method is becoming a fifth field. As Jim Mahonetes, the overlap between comparative politicspoditical sociology is the
greatest of the fields of political science. Husteason and because this is the field thatcht@asince moving from a
sociology department (Brown) to a political sciedepartment (Northwestern and later UNC) in 198&i]llfocus my
comparison of political sociology and political sete on comparative politics.

Almost all of the work of comparative politics s¢dus would be recognized as political sociologysbgiologists.
Nevertheless, | do think there are a number of e®ghin comparative politics which are much rargralitical sociology. |
discuss three such differences here: rationakehamalysis in political behavior studies, politicetitutions, and historical
analysis. Rational choice analysis is much moraraon in political science in general. The basigoation of sociologists
inoculates them from this approach. We are tafight day one in introduction to sociology that meargbof society acquire
values and norms through socialization. This ieghared by structural functionalists and con8iimtiologists alike. The
latter are likely to view socialization as occugiat the sub-group level with the sub-groups shéyyeitie dominant cleavage
structure of a society. For example, in studie®¥/estern European politics, the historically givdeavage structure as defined
by the Lipset-Rokkan scheme is the starting painsfudies of political behavior. Parties, unicttsjrches, social movements,
etc. are seen as both actors and agents of satiafiz The notion that one can understand poliiedavior by simply reading
off preferences (or “utilities”) from a person’schtion in the economic structure is alien to mosidogists. This difference is

Continued on p.4
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closely related to the influence of Downsian spatiadels of political behavior in political scienc€uch models assume that
voter preferences are fixed and that parties agpahe median voter in order to maximize votesanthe probability of
achieving governmental positions. The structuledvage model, on the other hand, assumes thatgare in large part agents
of sub-cultures which attempt to achieve governmpestition in order to move society in the directafrthe values of the sub-
culture. Thus, parties devote at least as mudrtdti influencing the views of the median votetlzsy do to adjusting their
platform to that voter’s views. This contrast beén sociology and political science in the studparties and political behavior
is also closely related to the much greater infteeof formal modeling in political science. Formabdels are invariably, one is
tempted to say necessarily, based on rational etarialysis and spatial models of voting.

Rational choice analysis is also the basis fotdhge literature on the effect of political institns on policy making,
coalition formation, and electoral outcomes. linBing the State Back In, Evans, RueschemeyerSkodpol (1985) identify
three state effects hypothesized by comparativiéigadlsociology at the time: state capacity, d¢fiect of the state as an actor
autonomous of societal forces, and the “Tocquewitlieffect of state structure. In the case ofi#itier, they draw on
Tocqueville’s analysis of the effect of state celitation on the course of the French Revolutionamalysis which Skocpol
greatly extended in her 1979 book on the majoradoevolutions. Among political scientists, théeirest in political institutions
is in such (often unintended) Tocquevillian effecthe structures of interest are usually but heags constitutional rules of
the game. By now, there is a very large literatith a long history on the effect of electoralasilon coalition formation.
Another focus of interest has been how veto padimtse policy making process affect legislativecaumes.

A third difference between political sociology azmmparative politics in political science is th&ate neglect of
history in comparative politics. Political sciests are aware, of course, that the countries treegtadying have histories that
are relevant to the interpretation of present daliips. Moreover, they do venture into the paséxplain the present. Recent
works by Kathleen Thelen, Cathie Jo Martin, Torbenisen, and David Soskice on thé"t@ntury social and historical origins
of the contemporary varieties of capitalism are e@xamples of excellent historical work that isigedone in political science.
However, political scientists rarely go back intbrg to explain developments of the past, even uaportant ones. Itis no
accident that work on social revolutions, statéding, and the historical development of democtaay been overwhelmingly
dominated by sociologists. Palitical science wautder have produced Charles Tilly (or should I theag Charles Tilly would
never have chosen to pursue a doctorate in polgaiance rather than sociology). That speaksnaeBiabout the limitations of
my adoptive discipline.

David S. Meyer, University of California-Irvine

Sociology meetings are generally more fun, buitipal science negotiates better room rates. Jagyatreats virtually
everything as fair game for inquiry, including ingration, sexuality, medicine, music, animals, orgatons, and politics—and
so much else. Stumble into a random room at amatimeeting and it's almost like a grade schoabdyag; you don’t know
what you'll get, but it will take about twenty mitas. Political scientists focus on power. Walloialmost (more about that
gualification below) any panel at a Political Scemmeeting and you'll see, at least, the shadowlseo$tate. If you avoid
political theory, you'll be able to follow the basutlines of whatever goes on. I've lived in batbrlds for most of my
professional life, and figuring out how each dificg works—and works on me—is the closest thingtkmography that I've ever
done. Here’s what happened:

I've been interested in social and political chafrgm the bottom roughly since adolescence kicked went to
college with a commitment to that interest, butnaesponding commitment to discipline or discipn Mostly, | read good
books, and wrote a senior thesis on social chaxgmiaing the works of Shelley and Thoreau. Sometiuring that senior
year, however, | began to doubt Shelley’s dictuat the poets were “the unacknowledged legislatbtiseoworld.” Maybe, |
thought, they were unacknowledged because theytdidich matter. Maybe, creating a powerful metaghdn’t really spur
political revolution. | went to graduate schooliolitical science to figure out why social movertsesometimes emerged and
how they sometimes mattered. | learned that cleimgeublic policy were both a provocation and atcome of social
movements, and that the whole process was awfaflyplicated—not so easy to model.

| resisted the discipline, which was mostly enéarby the major subfields. | was studying an Agsrimovement, the

nuclear freeze, while most of the work on movemarats done by Comparativists, not Americanists.as mterested in theory,
but the only empirical material most Theorists confed was texts, and Theory was mostly segrededadthe other fields.
My case was about foreign policy, so people told nvas really in International Relations. What ess! | learned to describe
my work as about political behavior or interestugye or public policy, but the labels never covereath of what | was doing. |
lived in a political science department, teachimgfitutions (The Presidency, Congress, and scbom)started sneaking out with
Sociologists on the side.

Social Movements were one of two score major fi@dSociology. As near as | could tell, overlapzong the fields
were completely normal and the boundaries werealty marked in any case. | didn’t have to makase for the legitimacy of
my academic concerns, and the discipline as a wirelgented as theoretically oriented and methodtzthg pluralistic.

Continued on p.5
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Hundreds of scholars identified as political scogists, and hundreds more identified as social meves specialists. (To my
amazement, last time | looked, less than 20 pexfeahis huge group overlapped.)

When | moved to a Sociology department, frienglg ibout what to teach clued me in. While Pdlltitheorists were
a distinct species within Political Science, evelgin Sociology had to confront Sociological Theomhe ghosts of Marx,
Weber, and Durkheim animate—or haunt—contempornapirecal work in Sociology, while the ghosts of ®land Machiavelli
can only look on with envy, muttering when dataegs. “Teaching social problems is like teachinblie policy,” advised
one friend, who had moved the other way, “just sii@ach more time on each problem.” When | wrotediteagues for
sample syllabi, | was astonished to learn that-eafsmwm theory and stats—there was no standard-esr e@mmon, template for a
basic course. The virtue of diversity can prodackeficit in coherence that extends from the ctassrto research.

The Political Scientists’ concerns with state ctinoes or policy outcomes appear in the glorioupgarri that define the
study of social movements in Sociology, but somesimecede behind emotions, life histories, symtpdiformances, narrative,
religion, networks—and so much else. The PolitBzéntists’ more narrow focus may provide a beétiandation for the
cumulation of knowledge, albeit on a more narroect of inquiry. (Now, as a sociologist, | undearsl this is dilemma
Weber outlined nearly 100 years ago.) As a schtilarchallenge is to read vigorously across disgp. Insight lurks in the
interstices.

MOBILITY TABLES

Paul Lachelier is now an Assistant Professor, Ciepent of Sociology and Anthropology at Stetson @nsity
Susan C. Pearce is nhow an Assistant Professor ridega of Sociology at East Carolina University
Melanie Hughes is now an Assistant Professor, Deyeaut of Sociology at University of Pittsburgh

Cheol-Sung Lee is now an Assistant Professor, Degaut of Sociology at University of Chicago

EDITOR’S NOTE AND CALL FOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Thanks to all the contributors to this issue.aBéekeep submitting the dissertation and bookatistr

In the next issue, | would like to have a symposan “The 2008 U.S. Election.” | invite submisssomn this theme.
As always, | will invite a handful of contributor8ut, this is always an imperfect approach toipglin section members, and
all section members should feel encouraged to tdfeontribute. Just send me an email and exmesest. | will wait until
after the election to publish the newsletter, satrdoutors will have the opportunity to analyze whappened.

Finally, please feel encouraged to contribute l@ingtyou have to say to the section on politicditipal sociology or
sociology in general. I'd like the newsletter ®dhome for your provocative and interesting debata host of issues. If you
have published an op-ed in a newspaper recentdgisplsuggest we reprint it here. If you haveterlét write in response to
something in the newsletter, I'll publish that asliw Submissions should be sent to my email belBest regards,

Dave Brady
brady@soc.duke.edu

DON'T FORGET!! THE POLITICAL SOCIOLOGY RECEPTION W ILL BE FRIDAY,

AUGUST 1 AT NORTHEASTERN UNIVERSITY. This is an off-site location. The reception will
be at the Alumni Center at Northeastern U., 6tbrflof Columbus Place, 716 Columbus Avenue. Fc
directions, seéhttp://www.northeastern.edu/campusmap/map/intarattimil
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the West End, and even though an Italian occuiedjovernor’'s chair during the time of my studyhefie is even less interest
in the doings of the federal government. In 1968,local congressman was an Irish-man who livefaist Boston and paid
little attention to the West End. At that timehdd-. Kennedy was a United States Senator, andtheegh people sometimes
mentioned that he was a West End boy — becausacattended the parish church as a child — heawafat removed from the
area by his high office and took no direct interest. There was occasional criticism of the tliRresident Eisenhower, but the
comments were much like those made about mass pedianalities, and dealt with rumors about hisqeal life. State and
federal government are far removed from the corscefimost West Enders; their existence is noticdd when some issue
develops with relevance to them.

The West Enders’ conception of government andffisials also sheds further light on the dominatinte of the peer
group society. As already noted, West Enders tbfrdgovernment primarily as an agency that shoeldt arm of the peer
group society to satisfy their needs. Moreovezytbonceive the governmental process to be muelplksonal relationships in
the peer group society. Thus, government ageaceeglentified with the individuals who run themgdaagency behavior is
explained in terms of their personal motives. Dgrhe time of my study, for example, West Endegsawaturally concerned
with redevelopment, which brought the Housing Auitiycand the Mayor into their view. The West Ergldrowever, spoke not
of agencies but of individuals in them, notably ¢eeding Authority official and the Mayor. Theytfthese two men were in
the pay of the private redevelopers, and werertgatown the West End for personal gain.

Government agencies have no reality; the cityénses a congeries of individuals, most of whoncareupt. Although
West Enders know bribery to be wrong, for instaticey do not hesitate to bribe a policeman to preadraffic ticket. They
believe that in either case the money they pay giesomeone’s pocket. To them, there is thudifierence between the
payoff to the policeman and the fine that is paithe traffic court, and both go to the outsideldior

The personalization of government operations siampart from the West Enders’ inability to recognihe existence of
object-oriented bureaucracies. The idea that iddal officials follow rules and regulations basest on personal morality but
on concepts of efficiency, order, administrativerarchy and the like, is difficult to accept. eaample, when the
redevelopment agency initiated its proceduresaking title to the West End properties, and foocating people and
demolishing houses, West Enders refused to beli@tdehese procedures were based on local andafeggulations. They saw
them only as individual, and individually motivatestts. Taking title to the land was described &sd grab to benefit the
redeveloper. Relocation was explained in termb@fdesire of the redeveloper and his governmeatahers to push West
Enders out of their homes as quickly as possibl¢hat the new buildings could be put up. Thegsts of redevelopment
officials that they were only following standardespting procedures went unheeded.

Since the government is viewed as consisting afiddal actors, West Enders evaluate it on thesbakthe same
moral code that they apply to each other. Govemofficials are expected to act on the basis gbhlte and unvarying
principles, to treat West Enders as equals, amesfoect the patterns of mutual obligation that afeein the peer group. As a
result, West Enders hold to a conception of “goodegnment” that is as strict if not stricter thaattof the middle-class
reformer. Their conception differs only in substan Middle-class reformers define good governrbgrihe extent to which it
follows business concepts of efficiency, fairnesd honesty in contractual relations, and the atlonaof resources by middle-
class priorities — be these liberal or conservatveeology. West Enders judge good governmerdsr group rules and by
the extent to which its allocation policies fit thimterests. Thus, they described middle-clagsrne movements in Boston as
nothing more than a shifting of the graft from trexkets of politicians to those of bankers andrimsgmen. Conversely, the
regime of Mayor James Curley, long considered asofithe most corrupt by the middle class, was gelyepraised by the
West Enders because it respected and benefitgzbtrepeople. Evidence of graft and corruptionigiddministration were not
denied; they were simply compared to the much tageounts of profit made in the assignment of @mttrto private business
when government was run by businessmen. Thisdhldsd “legal graft.” Since West Enders judge lthe by the extent to
which it benefits or hurts them, they fact that business reform administration acted within tha&t of the written law was
not considered relevant.

West Enders see that, most of the time, governohagg not act as they would wish it to and that @xploiting or
depriving them of their rights. This, they als@lkn in peer group society terms. Thus, the peegio conduct government
business are individuals gone wrong, motivatedregd and ambition, and unable to control theirrdssi They have been
corrupted by the object-goals of the outside woAd. | noted in Chapter 4, West Enders are disapedithat individuals in
government do not act like peer group membersttagdexpress great admiration for the honest cgmweernment official.
Such individuals are rare, however, for few cansactVest Enders would wish them to.

Since West Enders think that the majority of goweent officials are out to exploit them, they fagdtjfied to do likewise if and
when the need arises. They avoid contact witlghwernment as much as they can, but should ittdmea exploit them, they
feel free to retaliate. For example, when the bk over the West End and, in effect, becamhaitdlord, West Enders
demanded that redevelopment officials rehabilitatiédings that had just been declared a slum. Sefiused to pay rent in
order to get even with the city.

Such a conception of the governmental processpbgdvernment-citizen relationships, may indeeshsé@rational to
the middle-class person who learns early in liferiderstand bureaucratic organization and behawiaod, as | have already

Continued on p.7
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And, as | have already noted, it may also appebetparanoid. Only a clinician can make judgmebitsut individual
pathology. But given the West Enders’ status aléinger society, their view of the outside woddeither irrational nor a
sign of group paranoia. No group can long retaioreceptual system that does not stand up agadpstience. For while the
West Enders’ explanation of government behavior beagistorted, it fits the phenomena they obsereeerften than not.
There are several reasons for the ‘fit’ of the WeEstlers’ theory. In the first place, most of theave had little direct
experience with bureaucratic organizations. Fethem work in offices, either in private industnyio the government.
Moreover, since Boston’s political life is stilkfnly in the control of the Irish population, fevalians have even tried to find
jobs in government offices. They described sarchilyi the experience of a North Ender who had taed failed for years to
get a job in a city department — until he changsddmg Sicilian name to Foley. Consequently, Wersters see the
bureaucracy only from the position of the clieAnd, since bureaucracies do not generally explarréasons for their
actions to clients, there is little opportunityléarn how they work.

In addition, many of the actions of the governnamtend, whether intentionally or not, to hurtrthand to benefit
the more well-to-do citizens. The clearest caggoint is the redevelopment of the West End itsefffich took their homes to
construct apartments for the wealthy few. In eagears, West Enders could see that the citydowen part of the nearby
North End — where some West Enders had grown apporder to build an expressway that aided the favuresidents who
drove downtown to work or shop. They also saw thatquality of municipal services on Beacon Hidlsmuch better than in
the West End. In 1958 they had only to read tipemato learn that the Mayor was planning to acaeptll-paying position
with a local insurance company after his retiremantl that this company, which was planning a lregevelopment project
elsewhere in Boston, had been able to get a liltexaleduction as an incentive.

Moreover, despite the inroads of civil servicéy governments still are run to a considerablergxyy methods that
seem to validate the West Ender’s conceptionss iBtparticularly true in Boston, where traditiopalitical machine methods
have not given way to reform, and where nepotisthgraft are still accepted as normal and inevitalleen when reform
movements have taken over control of governmentatioas, they rarely have time to do more than nwdilkenges at the
higher echelons. West Enders, however, come oritact with only the lowest echelons of the goveenin Whereas they do
not know department heads or police commissiotieey,do know, or know of, policemen, building insfzes, and laborers
who work for the city. For example, many West Budday the numbers, and since “policy” is con&dlby Italian elements,
they have fairly reliable evidence that payoffs migde to allow the policy wheels to operate. Ateey know that some
policemen sell parking spaces on downtown stréetsgallar monthly rates. Consequently, it is rifitadilt to understand
why they believe the police to be “legal racketéwiiso take payoffs whenever they can. The finalgbrof the correctness of
their view is that the higher graft payoffs gole top police echelons, and that the men who wetlbeat get little or nothing
from the large amounts of money that are distridbute® government, as in business, the big moneg got to the little man
but to the boss.

Middle-class people have a much different typearftact with their city governments. They raréhdfthemselves
inside a police station, and, if they work for they, they are employed in the middle or higherlswof the bureaucracy.
Most of the time, they see only the performanceiat progress and democracy that the governmetstqufor their benefit.
Rarely do they go behind the scenes where the tipesahat actually keep the city running are tgikptace. Even when they
do, they are able to maintain the kind of detachrtieat allows them to pay small bribes to a traffadiceman without feeling
guilty or outraged about corruption. Not only tiey have little direct contact with corruption, st important, their
contact is limited to those times when they arebieeficiaries.

The West Enders more often are found behind thiees; either as employees, or as friends andvesaif
employees. They are hired or turned down for paige jobs, and may work on city construction pitsjed hus, when bribes
are passed, illegal influence employed, and shoaahgrials used in construction, they are closénéaevidence than the
middle-class person. They confront corruption gwkry, and see others gain by it, without reapimglzenefit from it
themselves.

Consequently, the West Enders’ theory of governnseinequently supported because they are clastret seamy
side of city operations. Nevertheless, they alsld to the theory even in the absence of such eeigle Thus, they not only
expect to find corruption and wrongdoings beforakiidence is available, but may reject contraigience even when it is
available. For example, the city’s decision toegilre aforementioned insurance company a tax reduegs an incentive to
still the company’s doubt about proceeding withphgject — not a result of the job offer made t kayor. Likewise, most
of the city’s actions in the redevelopment progediected federal and local regulations, rathenttige immoral motives of
city officials.

As a result, the belief that the outside worldasmful can blind the West Enders to its benefiaab. In the West
End for example, they failed to see that the pdditen kept adolescent misbehavior off the polidter, and that caretakers
genuinely wanted to be of assistance. Nor did gy during the redevelopment, that relocatioiciafé sometimes went out
of their way to help people who could not help tselwes. This blindness has had undesirable coaregs for both parties.
The West Enders play it safe by minimizing relagioips with government officials. The latter intetpthis hesitancy — and
the distorted view of motives — as insult or peedanjection, and consider West Enders to be ueafyiatitizens.
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ASA SCHEDULE

Friday August 1

6:30pm: Political Sociology Section Reception, iihi Center at Northeastern U., 6th floor of ColusiBliace, 716 Columbus
Avenue, Northeastern Universitlgt{p://www.northeastern.edu/campusmap/map/interattim).

Saturday Auqgust 2 Building: Sheraton Boston

8:30-10:10: Ethno-Racial Diversity, Civic Engagenemd the Politics of Redistribution. Organizeene Bloemraad

Cybell Fox, “The Three Worlds of Relief: Race, lignation, and City-Level Spending on Public and/&e Outdoor
Relief in the United States, 1929

Maureen Eger, “Even in Sweden: The Effect of Inmaippn on Support for Welfare State Spending”

Christel Kesler and Irene Bloemraad, “Do Immigsaldtrt Civic and Political Engagement? The ConddidcEffects of
Immigrant Diversity on Trust, Membership and Rgvation across 23 Countries, 1981-2001"

Robert Andersen and Scott Milligan, “Immigrantt8sand Voluntary Association Membership in Candai@dividual
and Contextual Effects”

Jan Duyvendak, Menno Hurenkamp, and Evelien TonK&itizenship in the Netherlands: Locally Proddice
Nationally Contested”

10:30-11:30: Roundtables. Organizer: Denise Scott
11:30-12:10: Business Meeting

12:30-2:10: Political Sociology and Political SaenHow Similar? How Different? Organizer: Johne&kny
Panelists:
Edwin Amenta, "Limited Engagement Only: The Picand Possibilities of Collaboration between tiall
Sociologists and Political Scientists"
Peter Evans, "Institutions, Power and Interést€omparative Politics and Comparative Politicatislogy"
Jennifer Hochschild, "How Can We Distinguish am&wgching, Slumming, and Interdisciplinarity?"
Jeff Manza, "How Palitical Sociology Invented Mugi Studies, and Why Political Science Took It Over"
Kim Williams, "Overlaps and Disconnects: Race &odial Movements in Political Sociology and PoétiScience"
2:30-4:10: Politics at Work. Organizer: Bruce Weste
Panelists:
Frank Dobbin, Daniel Schrage, and Alexandra Kalkvi akes Two: How Affirmative Action Oversight Gdyzed
Corporate Fair Employment Practices."
Vincent Roscigno, "The Micro-Politics of Powerri&tture and Abuse on the Shop Floor."
Beverly Silver, "World Politics on the Shop Fldor.

Sunday August 3 Building: Sheraton Boston

8:30-10:10: The Comparative Political Sociologyeélfare States. Organizer: Thomas Janoski

Juan J. Fernandez, “Countervailing Social Fonc&/eélfare States: Public Pension Generosity in OEXoDntries,
1980-2002.”

Sebastien St. Arnaud, “Population HeterogeneityRublic Support for the Welfare State: Analysid &vidence for 17
Capitalist Democracies.”

Sukriti Issar, “State Scalar Structures: A CompeeaAnalysis of US Welfare Spends.”

Catherine 1. Bolzendahl, “Unintended Consequent&s® Policymakers Do Gender in Germany, Swedentlaad
United States.”

10:30-12:10: New Directions in Political Economyrg@nizers: Greta Krippner and Isaac Martin.
Discussant: Mark S. Mizruchi
Simone Polillo, “States, Money and the Reputatidark of Elites”
Pamela Herd, “The Fourth Way: Big States, Big Bass, and the Evolution of the Earned Income TadiCY
Monica Prasad, “The Non-History of National Salex in America: Contingency and Critical Junctutes.
Tamara Kay, “How Environmentalists “Greened” Tr&t®@icy: Strategic Action and the Architecture o¢l8 Overlap.”
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DISSERTATION ABSTRACTS

Suzanna M. Crage, Indiana University, “The Develogmt of Refugee Policy in Berlin and Munich: Local &ponses to a
Global Process.”

Germany is a major host country to refugees, iistate has restricted its asylum policies asitingber of asylum
seekers has increased. Scholars have analyzetetlébopment at the federal level; local policiesybver, have received little
attention. | compare the development of refugegalities from 1986-2004 in Berlin and Munich. Ugiarchival, interview
and observational data, | find very different pghiaker preferences and policy development in tleedities. Local govern-
ments acted on different cultural ideas about refggand had different city-level structural consitiens. | examine how these
interacted to lead to contrasting models of cafimgnd integrating asylum seekers. | find that&lbad a stronger influence on
policy decisions in Munich than in Berlin, and bgest factors that more generally increase thaenfte of ideas on policy out-
comes. | also consider the limits of federal-lesalysis for understanding nation-state respomstgetchallenge of increasing
global immigration.

Jon Agnone, University of Washington, “Racial Ineguity in Wealth: Do Labor Unions Matter?”

Extant scholarship has identified the paths ofldl&hite wealth inequality to be due to racial disgnation in the hous-
ing market, differences in saving and investmehiab®r, status attainment, and life course procegsaseparate area of schol-
arly inquiry has highlighted the importance of labaions in raising wages, improving the workingieonment, and increasing
access to pensions. Since blacks experience greagger returns under labor union contracts than lditeg—which helps to
narrow the wage gap between blacks and whites—pibssible that labor union employment may also hatgliorate the well-
documented black/white wealth gap. If so, thendalmons are positively contributing to the lifeacites of working class black
families and can therefore be rightfully conceiasdpositive contributors in the struggle againsiataand economic injustice.
Representing the synthesis of disparate reseagals druse panel data from the National Longitudiuevey of Youth
(NLSY79) to determine whether, and if so how, laboion employment mitigates the black/white weagtip in the U.S. Even
though union representation has decreased ovepehizd, unions may be limiting wealth inequality@ng a select cross-
section of the U.S. population by increasing actesise accumulation of pension wealth, as wellisving greater home own-
ership due to the increased wage and non-wage geskd union employees. Further, the individualltheaoldings of African
Americans may benefit more than any other raciatbnic group under union employment given thegroepresentation in
unions historically and contemporaneously. Reptasgthe nexus of several areas of inquiry, thigemt will be of interest to
scholars of labor unions, wealth and poverty, st inequality, as well as labor activists, orgarszand leaders.

Jennifer Christian, Indiana University, “Understanihg Policy Change: Public Opinion, Media Discoursand Presidential
Authority.”

Previous work on policymaking often is limitedapecific case, policy domain, or point in timdoreover, few schol-
ars incorporate more than one mode of influendbeir models. In contrast, this dissertation wktend scholarship on policy-
making by looking at several different policy domaiover time, and include three key forms of iafice: Presidential author-
ity, mass opinion, and the media. Specificallys thissertation will investigate how mass opinielite influence, and media
representations influence health, crime, and ssei@lrity policy in the United States between 1880 2006. Early findings
suggest that partisanship is nearly indistinguishabpresidential speeches and the issue of ctieathcare, and social secu-
rity are second only to economic policy with redgeche amount of time Presidents devote to speadi these issues during
their State of the Union Address.

Kendra S. Schiffman, Northwestern University, “Voij Rights and Gender Politics: Suffrage Movementti&sm, State
Formation, and Expanding Democracy.”

In the major comparative studies of democratidtioal systems and transitions to democracy, aliffrage for white
men has generally been the standard of inclusigani@blout considering women'’s suffrage, with feveeptions. As a result,
major theories of democratization emphasize the ebindustrialization and class politics to expltie expansion of men’s
voting rights and discount women'’s enfranchisenasra critical aspect of democratic developmentbdgin expanding de-
mocratization theory to include an explanation ofwen’s enfranchisement, | compare 48 state politi#gn the United States
using event history analysis, and join the theoabtivork of historical institutionalists about iitstional governance and party
politics with social movement theory of politicgmortunity structures. My findings demonstratet thare are greater opportu-
nities for expanding democracy to include womemainents when political institutions are new, suslaithe time of state
government formation. The process of enfranchigingen in the U.S. is not fully expounded by thedaminant explanations
of expanding men'’s suffrage, in that industriaiizatand economic factors are not central in expigithe adoption of women’s
full voting rights. Finally, my results reveal titaere are more possibilities for expanding votights in polities with practices
that allow greater direct participation in the giolil process. Adopting more democratic practmestes political traditions
more consistent with the expansion of politicahtigto previously excluded groups when they cdilett organize to demand
inclusion.
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BOOK ABSTRACTS

Kathleen M. Fallon, Democracy and the Rise of Won®Movements in Sub-Saharan Africa (Johns Hopkinslersity
Press, Forthcoming).

Using Ghana as a case study, Fallon examinep#utfis processes women are using to bring abdittqgad change.
She assesses information gathered from interviedsarveys conducted in Ghana and assays thengiiséirature to provide a
focused look at how women have become involvetiéndemocratization of sub-Saharan nations. Thatngrtraces the his-
tory of democratic institutions in the region—frahe imposition of male-dominated mechanisms by eresitates to latter-day
reforms that reflect the active resurgence of wompalitical power within many African cultures—show how women have
made significant recent political gains in Ghand ather emerging democracies. Fallon attributesdtadvances to a combina-
tion of forces, including the decline of the auttartan state and its attendant state-run womeganizations, newly formed
constitutions, and newfound access to good-govemamding. She draws the study into the largeatiebver gendered net-
works and democratic reform by exploring how gendégs affect and are affected by the state incafrLatin America, and
Eastern Europe. In demonstrating how women’sigati is evolving with and shaping democratizatioroas the region, De-
mocracy and the Rise of Women’s Movements in Sutafan Africa reveals how women'’s social movemergschallenging
the barriers created by colonization and dictaipssim Africa and beyond.

Christopher Paul, Information Operations - Doctrinand Practice: A Reference Handbook (Praeger Setutnternational,
2008).

A no-nonsense treatment of information operatithis,handbook makes clear what does and doesthoinfler infor-
mation operations, how the military plans and exexguch efforts, and what the role of IO ougtigan the "war of ideas."
The book provides detailed accounts of the doctime practice of the five core information openasicapabilities
(psychological operations, military deception, @biens security, electronic warfare, and compuetwork operations) and the
three "related" capabilities (public affairs, ciwililitary operations, and military support to pubtiiplomacy). The discussion of
each capability includes historical examples, exali@mns of tools and forces available, and curckatlenges faced by that
community. Paul argues that contemporary 10's mgixif capabilities focused on information conteithwhose focused on
information systems conflates "apples" with theglagarts.” The study concludes that informatioaragions would be better
poised to contribute to the war of ideas if IO wererganized, separating content capabilities fsgatems capabilities and
separating the employment of "black” (deceptivéatsely attributed) information from "white" (whgltruthful and correctly
attributed) information.

Tawnya J. Adkins Covert and Philo C. Wasburn, Medszgas? A Comparative Study of Time, Newsweek, NagioReview,
and Progressive Coverage of Domestic Social Isst835-2000 (Lexington Books, a division of Rowmanmdalittlefield, Oc-
tober 2008).

The vast majority of works on media bias, bothypapand academic, have been based on anecdalehee. Media
Bias? addresses the question; to what extent eametlvs media be characterized as “conservativifienal? The study in-
volves a systematic comparative analysis of themge of major domestic social issues between 48@2000 by two main-
stream newsmagazines, Time and Newsweek, and bgxiplitly partisan publications, National Revi¢gonservative) and
Progressive (liberal). Before answering the qoestiof media biased, several related issues aresdisd. What does “bias”
mean? How can the ideological bias of mainstreansmaedia be measured empirically? Does media laigshy issue or
change over time? How important are informatiorrsesi in shaping the news? Does historical consexty as presidential ad-
ministration or dramatic, politically relevant evgnaffect media bias? The consequences of mealagle also considered.
These include the possibility that some biased @aisoof social issues can perform several positimetions for the mainte-
nance and vitality of political democracy.

Pablo Beramendi and Christopher J. Anderson, Demacy, Inequality and Representation (Russell SagaiRdation,
2008).

The gap between the richest and poorest Ameritanigrown steadily over the last thirty years, ecmhomic inequal-
ity is on the rise in many other industrialized @enacies as well. But the magnitude and pace ohitrease differs dramati-
cally across nations. A country’s political systand its institutions play a critical role in deténimg levels of inequality in a
society. In Democracy, Inequality, and Represematilistinguished political scientists and econtsnisse a set of international
databases to examine the political causes and goesees of income inequality. The contributorthte comparative study of
the foundations of inequality point to several matdbms driving these relationships: economic intitins, such as the organi-
zation of labor markets, political institutionscbuas the type of electoral system, and the parbgss in office over the long
term are some of the key determinants of crossmaitdifferences in inequality profiles taken orthrs volume. Noting that
traditional economic models fail to account for gtieking variations in inequality, the authors shioow different combinations
among these factors lead to very different outcofas Democracy, Inequality, and Representatiorsaux stop here. It also
goes on to argue that there is a causal feedbatkéeds to be explored by comparative analysimselyathat inequality itself

Continued on p.11



States, Power and Societies, Summer 2008 11
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shapes political systems and institutions in powexhd often overlooked ways. Thus, contributose @xamine how inequality
shapes the democratic process. The book focusesganther things, on how disparity mutes politiaices; on how uncer-
tainty in the economy changes voters’ attituded; @mhow changes in levels of inequality can dreferms in political institu-
tions themselves. The contributors to this impdrtew volume skillfully disentangle a series of qgiex relationships between
economics and politics to show how inequality b&lthpes and is shaped by policy. Democracy, Indgguaihd Representation
provides deeply nuanced insight into why some deawses are able to curtail inequality—while otheostinue to witness a
division that grows ever deeper.

Steensland, Brian, The Failed Welfare Revolutionn#erica's Struggle over Guaranteed Income Policy ifireton University
Press, 2008).

Today the United States has one of the highestrnppvates among the world’s rich industrial denao@s. Brian Steen-
sland shows us that things might have turned dtgrdintly. During the 1960s and 1970s, policymakerthree presidential ad-
ministrations tried to replace the existing welfaystem with a revolutionary program to guaranteeAcans basic economic
security. This episode has largely vanished froennation’s collective memory. Here, Steensland tek whole story for the
first time, ranging from why such an unlikely pgliclea developed in the first place to the factbed sealed its fate. His ac-
count, based on extensive original research ingeesal archives, draws from mainstream sociasific perspectives that
emphasize the role of powerful stakeholder groungspolicymaking institutions in shaping policy deymment. But Steensland
also shows that some of the most potent obstazlgsaranteed income plans were cultural. Most abiptiby challenging
Americans’ longstanding distinction between thes&l®ing” and “undeserving” poor, the plans threatktne nation’s cultural,
political, and economic status quo.

Margaret R. Somers, Genealogies of Citizenship: Mets, Statelessness, and the Right to Have RigGengbridge University
Press, 2008).

As market fundamentalism has moved from the margfrdebate to global doctrine, three decades dketariven
governance is transforming growing numbers of ggdigaring citizens into socially excluded inteyaliateless persons.
Against this perilous movement to organize soagiusively by market principles, Margaret Someias that the fragile
project of sustaining socially inclusive democratights requires the countervailing powers of aamtate, a robust public
sphere to hold it accountable, and a relationailydy civil society. In this original and path bkéng work, from historical epis-
temologies of social capital and naturalism, totested narratives of civil society and the pubjibese, to Hurricane Katrina’s
racial apartheid, Somers alerts us that the growiaal authority of the market is distorting theammg of citizenship from
noncontractual shared fate to conditional privilagaking rights, inclusion and moral worth deperaancontractual market
value. Genealogies of Citizenship advances an etn@/view of rights as necessary public goodsewat an alliance of public
power, political membership and social practicesafal moral recognition — in short, the right &vé rights.

Clem Brooks and Jeff Manza, Why Welfare States R&trsThe Importance of Public Opinion in DemocraggUniversity of
Chicago Press, 2007).

The world’s richer democracies all provide suchligutenefits as pensions and health care, but wigame far more
generous than others? And why, in the face of djidtdon and fiscal pressures, has the welfare stat been replaced by an-
other model? Reconsidering the myriad issues rdigelich pressing questions, Clem Brooks and JaffZd contend here that
public opinion has been an important, yet negledtextor in shaping welfare states in recent dezadenalyzing data on six-
teen countries, Brooks and Manza find that thegpegftes of citizens profoundly influence the welfpolicies of their govern-
ments and the behavior of politicians in officeapbd by slow-moving forces such as social instingiand collective memo-
ries, these preferences have counteracted globssymes that many commentators assumed woulddehd welfare state’s
demise. Moreover, Brooks and Manza show that anasisnal differences in popular support help explahy Scandinavian
social demaocracies offer so much more than libkdgatocracies such as the United States and thed Kibgdom. Signifi-
cantly expanding our understanding of both pubtimmn and social policy in the world’s most deyedd countries, this land-
mark study will be essential reading for scholdrgaditical economy, public opinion, and democrdtieory.

Jon Shefner, Democratization and Community Mobilizan in Low Income Mexico (Penn State University €ss, 2008).

This book is based on eleven years of fieldwor& poor community on the outskirts of Guadalajitexico. Those
years were a period of extensive change in Mexisqolitical democratization was instituted durgngeriod of unremitting
neoliberal globalization. The political economyn&foliberalism, Shefner argues, opened alternativds community organi-
zation, limiting state spending prerogatives arghted a political environment in which diverse oigations worked together
across class and status lines to achieve commds. geasitive changes in political process, howgdit not translate into gains
for the neighborhoods, as later periods of fieldnademonstrated little material progress for the wamity. The lack of mate-
rial progress despite a coalesced opposition stgjtfest theories regarding the contribution oflaiciety are unduly optimistic
and analytically problematic. The coalescing abrpand middle class organizations appeared todgquimtessential case of

Continued on p.12
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civil society mobilizing for common cause. Howevan internal hierarchy privileged organizationgresenting higher class
and status constituencies over their poor counterp®ecisions over strategy and goals were ingphbgehe more powerful
organizations. After the transition to electorafribcracy, the coalition broke apart, leaving trgaoization of the poor without
their allies. These experiences show the unityiwif society is illusory at best; that societa¢tidrchy is re-created even in pro-
gressive coalitions, and that those disadvantagmapg that enter into civil society activity may e less disadvantaged when
struggles end.
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