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 G
lobal Dialogue has been running for two years. We’ve ex-
panded from 8 to 30 pages, from 5 to 13 languages, from 
a standard template to a special design, from a newsletter 
to a magazine. It appears electronically – although wherever 
I go my bags are weighed down with hard copies, printed in 

the relevant languages. It offers a sociological lens on world events as well 
as a repository of happenings in the ISA, conferences, sociological debates, 
special columns, updates on national sociologies and so forth. Most impor-
tant is the dialogue it creates within and among the teams of translators. 
For example, in this issue the young and enthusiastic members of the Public 
Sociology Laboratory in Warsaw report on the conference they organized 
to launch the Polish version of Global Dialogue – a conference extending 
Global Dialogue’s debate on sociology’s global and universal character. One 
of the results, therefore, is a network of interconnected teams of young so-
ciologists – cultivating diverse visions of world sociology. 

A similar principle governs the global course: Public Sociology, Live! Here 
an array of brilliant sociologists, deeply embedded in the countries where 
they live and research, talk to curious Berkeley undergraduates about their 
experiences of engagement. Using Skype, these over-committed public so-
ciologists don’t have to leave their studies. The conversations are recorded 
and posted on the ISA website where they can be watched by anyone with 
access to the Internet at http://www.isa-sociology.org/public-sociology-live/. 
In particular, it is watched by groups of students and their teachers in Bar-
celona, Tehran, Johannesburg, Sao Paulo, Kyiv, and Oslo who then post 
summaries of their discussions on facebook, which in turn generates further 
discussion and debate. We, thereby, create hubs, laboratories, and insti-
tutes that learn about themselves through connecting to others, nurturing a 
community of global sociologists, tied together by their diversity.

Social media can intensify and enrich face-to-face interaction, even as it 
brings that interaction to global audiences. Thus, the video series Journeys 
through Sociology, described by Laleh Behbehanian in this issue, asks the 
far-fl ung members of the ISA Executive Committee what brought them to 
sociology, and what challenges they faced on the way. Most ISA members 
would never have a chance to hear or see their leaders, but now they are 
available at a click of a mouse. Here, then, are examples of what, in princi-
ple, can be done from anywhere in the world, models that others can copy, 
modify, and improve. The Internet can spell the degradation of education but 
it can also enhance education, it can dilute communication but it can also 
enrich it. So long as we control the Internet, we can decide how to use it.

Global Dialogue appears fi ve times a year in 13 languages. It can be found at the ISA website. 
Submissions should be sent to Michael Burawoy: burawoy@berkeley.edu

> Editorial
ISA-on-line – The Future of Sociology

Whither Chinese Sociology? In this 

interview, leading Chinese intellectual and 

sociologist Liping Sun describes the place of 

sociology in Chinese public life and explains 

why China is heading for stagnation.

From Sociology Professor to Culinary 
Guru. Looking for another career? Turkish 

sociologist Vedat Milor tells us how he 

became a television personality with a cult 

following – all based on his gastronomy 

program shown on prime time TV.

On the Celebrifi cation of the Academy. 
Robert Van Krieken writes about the way 

celebrity has invaded the academy, creating 

a Hollywood-like star system in which “win-

ner takes all,” and leading to a corrosive 

branding of scholarly work.
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> Whither Chinese 
Sociology?

>>

MB: Recently you have written about the stalemate or 
stagnation of Chinese development, or what you re-
ferred to as the “transition trap.” What do you mean 
by “transition trap”?

LS: The transition trap refers to the vesting of interests un-
der the reform process that prevents further reform. Those 
who have benefi ted from the reforms want to maintain the 
status quo, they hope to freeze the institutional forms with 
their transitional characteristics, and they want to estab-
lish “mixed institutions” that will maximize their interest. 
All this leads to the distortion of social-economic develop-
ment and the accumulation of economic and social prob-
lems. Compared to the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, 
the Chinese transition is viewed as a step-by-step model, 
and herein lies the problem, the early success of this re-
form process has now set up its own barriers.

MB: What exactly do you mean by this?

LS: The economic success of China was guaranteed by state 
monopoly of all kinds of resources and its strong administra-
tive capacity. This particular model of economic development 
was founded on corrupt bureaucrats working through a rent-
seeking state. The expansion of this powerful bureaucracy, 
however, has obstructed further transition towards a real mar-
ket economy, one operating under “rule of law.” 

MB: You are a well-known public intellectual in China. 
What does this mean to you? In reality how do you 
disseminate sociology to different audiences? How 
are you infl uenced by your public sociology? 

LS: The difference between the “traditional” sociology and 
“public” sociology can be seen as follows. The primary 
interest of traditional sociology is to produce knowledge 

This interview was conducted by Michael Burawoy for Global Dialogue with the mediating work 
of Professor Yuan Shen, Lina Hu and Xiuying Cheng. Liping Sun is one of the leading public 
intellectuals in China today. He is a Professor of Sociology at Tsinghua University, Beijing.

Leading Chinese sociologist, Liping Sun, making 

a fi ne point about the transition trap.         

An Interview with
Liping Sun
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about social life. Though this knowledge will also infl uence 
society, it happens only “indirectly,” as an unintended con-
sequence. In contrast, though public sociology also pro-
duces knowledge about society, its primary interest is to 
infl uence society. In Robert Merton’s words, the manifest 
function of traditional sociology is to produce knowledge 
and the latent function is to infl uence society. Public soci-
ology is the exact opposite. 

The differences between the two types of sociology are ex-
pressed in the choice of research topic and the way conclu-
sions are drawn. When we choose a research topic in China, 
priority is given to what are the most important social prob-
lems that require answers. For instance, our research on 
the change in social structure during the transition process, 
on social contradictions and confl icts, on the transition trap, 
and so forth. Our goal is clear: to reach conclusions that will 
infl uence the public understanding of the issue, and even 
infl uence the government’s policy making. 

There are three major channels of infl uence: publishing aca-
demic papers in academic journals so as to infl uence the 
direction of the discipline; giving speeches in public media 
(including social media such as twitter) so as to infl uence 
public understanding; writing topic-specifi c research reports, 
and infl uence the government through their publication in the 
news media and social media. However, generally speaking, 
we don’t engage ourselves directly in social actions. 

MB: How do you see the role or function of sociology 
in contemporary China?

LS: Because China is a transitional society undergoing 
dramatic social change, sociology has a greater impact 
on public life. In this era, sociology can infl uence public 
thinking as well as government policy. Thus, the different 
industrialization models developed by sociologists such as 
Township and Village Enterprises (TVEs) and the recom-
mendations concerning the integration of rural and urban 
development became state-sponsored policies at the lo-
cal level. Theoretical concepts introduced by sociologists, 
such as “community,” became the catchword of state poli-
cy documents and informed practice in public life after the 
dismantling of the work unit system. 

MB: What are the dilemmas of the Chinese public 
intellectual today? Is there anything you can’t write 
or talk about? Or do you have special ways of cir-
cumventing sensitive issues? How do you survive as a 
critic of the state?

LS: Under the current situation in China, there are indeed 
many limitations to face when speaking about public af-
fairs. However, at the same time, it should be noted that 
the space for public intellectuals is bigger than you might 
imagine. Many public issues can be addressed directly. 
Some sensitive topics could also be expressed through 
“tactful twists.” For example, one can talk about reality by 
talking about history, or one can talk about China by talk-
ing about the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, and so on. 

Since the appearance of the Internet, blogs, and twitter, 
the space to directly discuss some sensitive issues has 
considerably expanded, because the control over these 
new media is looser. I should also add that sociology’s 
objectivity and its focus on evidence, in other words its sci-
entifi c character, also help to expand the space for openly 
dealing with public issues.

MB: How did you come to sociology? I know you spent 
a lot of time doing oral history projects with the peas-
antry. What did you learn from such sociological re-
search?

LS: I used to be a student of media and then I converted 
to studying sociology when I was a senior in college. This 
was a time when sociology was being rebuilt in China af-
ter being abandoned for almost 30 years. In the 1980s, 
my major research interest was modernization because, at 
that time, it was the central topic in Chinese society. My 
study of rural areas through oral history started in 1996. 
The goal was to collect information on rural society in order 
to understand the daily life of peasants and the “commu-
nist logic of practice” implied in their daily life. We wanted 
to analyze the Chinese market reforms as a process of 
“civilizational transition,” that is a process that organized 
social life, embedded in everyday practices. That is why I 
went to the rural areas to interview peasants about their 
experiences in the revolutionary period. 

MB: What changes in sociology have you seen in the 
past 30 years? What’s your vision of the future of 
Chinese sociology?

LS: The American academy is concerned with the accumu-
lation of knowledge, the European academy is concerned 
with values, and the Chinese academy is concerned with 
reality. That is to say, the Chinese academy has a tradition 
of caring about reality. However, due to the infl uence of 
American sociology, as well as some other factors, there 
is now a declining interest in reality in Chinese sociology. 
Sociology seems to have become the study of sociology 
itself rather than society. Even when the research is about 
society, it tends to produce a very fragmented knowledge. 

I have always believed that it is very important to study so-
cial transitions, especially through an examination of their 
processes and events. This is important even if we are 
concerned about the development of sociology itself. As 
for sociology, the founding fathers of our modern discipline 
were all concerned with explaining capitalist civilization. 
On the other hand, communism undoubtedly presents 
another major civilization within human history. It has a 
set of institutions, values and logics that are very different 
from Western capitalism, and it has undergone a historical 
transformation in recent years. I believe that the study of 
the features, logics and transition processes of this com-
munist civilization should become the new inspiration and 
motivation for contemporary sociology and, indeed, of so-
cial science more generally.
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> On the Celebrifi cation 
of the Academy 
by Robert van Krieken, University of Sydney, Australia, and ISA Vice-President for Finance 
and Membership, 2010-2014 

>>

 In universities today one can clearly see a number 
of fracture lines that are growing longer and wider, 
dividing the academic community into roughly 
three classes: 

• an elite of high-profi le researchers with little or no teach-
ing or administrative responsibilities; 

• a “middle class” of teaching-and-research staff squeezed 
between constantly increasing demands for both more and 
better research and teaching ever-expanding numbers of 
students. The elite research-only performance output is 
used as the benchmark, but it’s unattainable, so this class 
is doomed to failure and frustration, and to the pursuit of 
the holy grail of a research-only position; 

• an expanding proletariat army of casual and part-time 
teachers and researchers experiencing extreme insecurity 
and poor working conditions, hoping that they will eventually 
acquire a full-time and tenured position.

   There are a number of ways one can analyze these 
tendencies, but what I would like to offer here are some 
refl ections on the way in which a particular kind of “ce-
lebrity rationality” is also at work. There is a connection 

between the social and economic mechanisms underpin-
ning the social fi gures we normally identify as celebrities – 
actors, actresses, TV personalities, sports stars – and the 
transformations affecting universities around the world. My 
larger project has been to reclaim the analysis of celebrity 
for core conceptual concerns in sociology like inequality, 
identity, power and governance, and there are a number of 
ways in which scientifi c scholarship is a key example of the 
processes and dynamics of “celebrity society.”

  There are earlier discussions of celebrity in the writings 
of Robert Michels and others, but C. Wright Mills made an 
important contribution when he noted the ways in which 
the dynamics of all sorts of competition underpins the 
production of particular individuals as celebrities – that is, 
highly visible “performers” who function as a cognitive and 
practical reference point for the rest of the competitive 
fi eld. In the Power Elite (Oxford, 1957: 74) Mills wrote: 

“In America, this system is carried to the point where a man who can 
knock a small white ball into a series of holes in the ground with more 
effi ciency and skill than anyone else thereby gains social access to the 
President of the United States. It is carried to the point where a chatter-
ing radio and television entertainer becomes the hunting chum of leading 
industrial executives, cabinet members, and the higher military. It does 
not seem to matter what the man is the very best at: so long as he has 
won out in competition over all others: he is celebrated.” 

  This wasn’t quite right, it’s more the rock star who gets 
access to the President, but the man with the small white 
ball still does pretty well. The point is that the broadest 
possible spread of visibility and recognition becomes a re-
source or value in itself, independently of what generated 
the recognition in the fi rst place.

  Robert Merton characterizes the problem as the “Matthew 
Effect” in scientifi c work, referring to the Gospel according 
to Matthew 25:29: “For unto every one that hath shall be 
given, and he shall have abundance: but from him that 
hath not shall be taken away even that which he hath.” He 
noted that scientists who had received a Nobel Prize would 
receive far more attention than their colleagues, no matter 
the relative merits of their research. Wealth of attention to 
scholarly performance tended to be self-accumulating, as 

Pierre Bourdieu – a celebrity against celebrifi cation.        
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long as one stayed in the fi eld. This was elaborated by Her-
bert Simon in 1971, when he pointed out that when there 
is a surplus of information and knowledge, the resource 
that becomes scarce, and thus an important commodity, 
is attention, the capacity to orient cognition in one direc-
tion or towards one object rather than another. Attention 
is the scarce resource or “positional good” in circulation in 
what Richard Sennett called the “star system” in relation 
to music, the way in which particular musicians capable of 
going beyond just being good musicians to include addi-
tional attention-capturing characteristic, end up crowding 
out the rest of the musical fi eld.

  The increasing orientation towards global rankings and the 
constant refi nement of methods of performance measure-
ment and assessment generate similar competitive dynam-
ics among individual academics, among universities, and 
among countries, and where there is competition, there is 
the production of celebrities – star scholars, researchers, 
universities. One could say that the measurement of cita-
tions is a measure of how infl uential a piece of research is, 
but it is also a measure of its author’s scholarly celebrity. 
We cite Bourdieu or whomsoever not just or even primarily 
because it makes much difference to the analysis, but to 
indicate that we know about Bourdieu. 

  The current system of academic celebrity operates at 
three levels: individual (usually researchers, rarely teach-
ers), institutional (universities) and national or regional 
(countries or clusters of countries). It may be stretching 
the metaphor a little too far, but in many respects they 
all want – or are being forced to want – to be the Kim 
Kardashian of their discipline or the global university sys-
tem. Just as Kardashian’s visibility affects her capacity 
to earn through sponsorship and sale of her image and 
brand, rankings matter to universities because it affects 
their student enrolments, their social status, and the gen-
erosity of patrons, donors, and governments. This is also 
why universities spend so much time and money on de-
veloping their “brand.” 

   What lessons can be learnt from the sociological analy-
sis of celebrity for ways to respond to these transforma-
tions of the university? There is not the space to go into 
this in any detail here, but I can suggest a few possi-
bilities to begin with. First, recognizing that what we are 
looking at is a machine for the production and distribution 
of attention, and that it is attention that is very often the 
resource at issue, not the scholarly value of what’s be-
ing produced, makes it possible to adopt a much more 
sceptical perception of the status games being played in 
universities. Understanding that what is presented as a 
meritocracy is in particular respects really a “celebritoc-
racy” helps us see that many of the crisis tendencies are 
in fact about the “struggle for attention.” 

   Second, if celebrity is the game we’re in, then we can 
observe what is happening in the broader fi eld of celebrity 
and adopt similar strategies in our academic activity. We 
all know that Andy Warhol said that “in the future, every-
one will be famous for 15 minutes,” but later he said he 
was bored with that line, and wanted to change it to “in 
15 minutes, everyone will be famous.” We can see this 
mechanism at work in the massive proliferation of different 
types of highly visible and widely recognizable individuals 
(aka celebrities) in more and more fi elds of activity.

   Rather than accepting the hierarchy of scholarly status 
currently being machined into place, which resembles 
the old Hollywood star system, it is possible to generate 
our own systems of recognition and acknowledgement 
“from below,” different kinds of “arthouse” scholarship, 
to stick with that analogy, including a diversity of re-
search networks which may or may not achieve stardom, 
but which we enjoy and which we think do good and 
useful work. It is possible to reject the “winner takes all” 
logic that seems to be running through universities these 
days, to orient ourselves to each other, rather than al-
lowing ourselves to be seduced by the “centripetal gaze” 
focused on academic stardom.



 8

GDN VOL. 2 / # 4 / MAY 2012

> Becoming 
   a Celebrity: 

From Sociology Professor 
to Culinary Guru
by Vedat Milor, Istanbul, Turkey

 O
ne may think that 
the fellow on the 
television screen in 
front of me is at-
tending a spiritual 

meeting, and he is in deep prayer. 
He is holding his head with his two 
hands, and his half shut eyes are 
focused on a single point. Suddenly 
his cell phone falls from his pocket 
into the sea. There is some com-
motion. The camera now shows a 
slender man missing two of his front 

Vedat Milor, Culinary Guru – not too happy 

with his food.

>>

teeth wearing a chef’s apron. He is 
shouting at the waiters to recover 
the cell phone. Strangely, our fel-
low has no awareness of the unfor-
tunate incident. Instead he turns to 
the slender chef and asks: “Why did 
you use cider vinegar in this dish in-
stead of sherry vinegar?”

   I cannot help but laugh. I am watch-
ing myself with a mixture of disbelief 
and amusement. This is not a “real-
ity show,” though. This is the only 

gastro TV program that I am aware 
of which is broadcast in prime time 
and on the weekends by a major TV 
channel in Turkey, NTV. I am the star 
of the show; I visit restaurants, taste 
a multitude of dishes, pass strong 
judgments on the quality of ingredi-
ents and taste combinations, voice 
criticisms and demand explanations 
from the chefs. If the restaurant 
has a wine list I also ask them to 
pour a glass with each course and 
I voice my opinion on the quality of 
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the wine and the relative success of 
the pairing.

   I travel with two camera people 
and one producer from the channel. 
We visit restaurants mostly in Turkey, 
but we have been in Rome, Cata-
lonia, Georgia, Syria and Lebanon. 
At the end of each restaurant visit 
I give a two to three minute general 
evaluation and then rank the res-
taurant by giving stars. Stars range 
from one to fi ve. The restaurants I 
rank four and fi ve stars usually hit 
the jackpot and end up turning away 
many clients even if they may have 
been near empty prior to my visit.

   Am I a chef? No. I can hardly 
break an egg. Am I a celebrity? Yes. 
People recognize me in the streets 
and ask for a photo all the time. 
They write about me on many In-
ternet forums. They speculate end-
lessly on my motives, on my charac-
ter, and they are very curious about 
my private life. I keep receiving let-
ters from college students asking 
“how can we become like you” and 
from parents of middle-schoolers 
requesting me to write something 
for their children as I am their “idol” 
and they want to become “Vedat 
Milor” when they grow up!

   But who am I? How did the whole 
thing happen? When I look 30 years 
back, I see an eager fi rst year grad-
uate student entering the abode of 
the Berkeley Sociology department 
following his undergraduate degree 
in economics from Bosphorus Uni-
versity, Turkey. He was fascinated by 
Sraffa, neo-Keynesianism, Althus-
ser and French structural Marxists. 
But in Berkeley he “discovered” the 
ethnographic method and became 
interested in “in-depth case stud-
ies” to understand the dynamics 
of social change. His PhD advisor, 
Michael Burawoy, convinced him 
that a comparative methodology 
makes it easier to develop a theo-

retical framework for understanding 
and posing questions about the “au-
tonomy” of the state in a dependent 
capitalist economy such as Turkey. 
Hence, after some methodological-
analytic deliberation, he chose to 
compare Turkish and French post-
WWII economic planning to highlight 
structural differences in state au-
tonomy and class relations in “core” 
and “peripheral” countries. 

   At this point I am tempted to plead 
“innocent” and say that the discovery 
of and fascination with French wine 
were an “unintended consequence” 
of my choice of France as the ideal-
typical model of a dirigiste economy. 
But, no. It was not. I was already 
bitten by the bug of great Burgundy 
wine after paying $10 for a 1982 
Henri Jayer Bourgogne at the Kermit 
Lynch Wine Merchant in Berkeley. I 
could not afford to buy a radio for 
my room at the International House, 
but I was drinking good wine. Drink-
ing good Bourgogne for me was a 
profound and haunting experience. 
A good red Bourgogne has a multi-
faceted aroma, a fi ckle nature that 
titillates and challenges the taste 
buds, and an elegant feminine tex-
ture with a surprisingly robust and 
spicy fi nish. It is so complex and 
sensual that it embodies all that I 
hold dear in bourgeois-democratic 
and refi ned Western civilization pit-
ted against the stultifying cultural 
puritanism of the Reagan years in 
America and General Kenan Evren’s 
military rule in Turkey.

  “But why are you comparing 
France with Turkey?” asked the 
lady who came to campus to in-
terview me for the Fulbright disser-
tation fellowship. I still remember 
the shocked expression on her face 
when she heard my answer: “wine 
and food!” She must have agreed 
with me as I was awarded the fel-
lowship. I have also been true to 
my statement. Malcolm Gladwell in 

>>

his popular book Outliers: The Story 

of Success formulates a somehow 
arbitrary but plausible 10,000-hour 
rule. Many people are born with in-
nate talents, but to bring them to 
fruition you must be a workaholic 
and have spent 10,000 hours in 
your calling before you excel. Well. 
What about the 10,000 bottles of 
wine rule? I sure came close to 
that between 1985 and 1990 as 
I joined many clubs and tasting 
groups while in graduate school.

   The years that followed passed 
with lightning speed. I joined the 
World Bank as a political econo-
mist, but when my dissertation won 
the “best dissertation prize” of the 
American Sociological Association 
in 1990 I was lured back to aca-
demic life. I taught at Brown Univer-
sity and Georgia Tech, got a Law De-
gree from Stanford and was elected 
to the Order of the Coif. I even 
spent one academic year at the In-
stitute for Advanced Study and was 
privileged to be close to one of the 
greatest minds of the 20th century, 
Albert Hirschman. I also spent time 
in Silicon Valley, in start-ups.

   Yet, especially after the experience 
in Silicon Valley, I never felt again 
moved by academics. My partici-
pation in a project at Georgia Tech 
Public Policy Department on “how 
to increase effi ciency in the use of 
external consultants by the Georgia 
Department of Transportation” was 
the straw that broke the camel’s 
back. I was not interested in be-
coming a technocrat. I did not share 
similar interests with my colleagues. 
I had to search for alternatives.

   A friend from my World Bank years 
in Washington, DC had become 
the general editor of the reputable 
daily newspaper, Milliyet, in Turkey. 
He was looking for somebody with 
a good knowledge of wine and food 
and a reputation for integrity. He 
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asked me if I would write a bi-week-
ly column in his paper. Since then I 
have been on a roller coaster. 

   Is there a theoretical explanation 
for my popularity? I think there is. 
The dynamics that brought fame 
and popularity to me are similar to 
the dynamics that brought the rul-
ing Justice and Development Party 
(AKP) to power in 2002. The ruling 
secular alliance of the military-bu-
reaucratic elite and the monopo-
listic fragment of the big bourgeoi-
sie had lost its grip on politics and 
economics. Aided and abetted by 
rampant corruption in politics and a 
severe economic crisis, AKP’s ver-
sion of Islamic populism promised 
fairness and transparency. The party 
benefi ted from splits in the power 
bloc and found supporters among 
monopolistic fragments of capital. 
It also mobilized marginalized seg-
ments of the Anatolian bourgeoisie, 
urban traders, building contractors, 
educated members of the conserva-
tive youth, and the swelling masses 
of urban poor. 

   I am astonished to see how popu-
lar is my program in Anatolia and 

among the urban poor. Sure, edu-
cated people who can afford eating 
out are among my followers, but 
how does one explain the popularity 
among marginal urban masses and 
especially the youth? I was certainly 
aided and abetted by my “outsider” 
status. I was not part of old boy 
networks in the food and drink in-
dustry, and I shy away from close 
alliances with big restaurateurs and 
the food industry. 

   But I believe there is one more 
important factor explaining my pop-
ularity especially among the youth. 
The puritanical-repressive element 
always present in Islamic culture 
has been highlighted since AKP’s 
rise to power. When this repres-
sive bias against sensual pleasures 
is coupled with the now rampant 
political repression of opponents, 
young people in particular turn in-
wards and take refuge in their rich 
imaginations. Intolerance of col-
lective forms of protest and severe 
censorship of mass media generate 
fear, but also stimulate imagina-
tion. Young people perceive politics 
to be “dirty” and economic life to be 
“filthy.” They are well aware of the 

sacrifices in their integrity needed 
to “succeed” in life. A seemingly 
care-free person about their fa-
ther’s age, who seems to be hav-
ing a glorious love affair with food 
and wine, is a fascinating alter ego. 
Against the background of a bleak 
existence and stunted aspirations, 
a lifelong adventure in pursuit of 
“taste” is the most satisfying thing 
life has to offer.

  Maybe I am their “Jayer Bour-
gogne,” enabling them to redouble 
their psychic energies and let loose 
their repressed sensualities in a 
hostile socio-cultural and economic 
environment. This “twisted ideal-
ism” of the marginal youth cross-
cutting economic classes is the flip 
side of the “celebrity culture” and 
the status of the celebrity as an 
“idol.” One cannot help but echo 
Marx: “the death of the celebrity 
culture should be the emancipation 
of the celebrities.”
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> The Violence 
   of Emeralds

by Johanna Parra, Universidad Icesi, Cali, Colombia

>>

F actional violence tak-
ing place in Colom-
bia has become an 
object of sociological 

analysis, particularly through the 
specialty known as Violentology. 
This Colombian branch of sociology 
was initially dedicated to the study 
of the Colombian historical period 
called La Violencia (1945-1965), 
grounded in the seminal book La 

Violencia en Colombia. Estudio de 

un Proceso Social (1962) by Bishop 
Germán Guzmán Campos, Orlando 
Fals Borda and Eduardo Umaña. 
This work, built on the concept of 
“structural poverty,” consists of a 
sociological explanation of the tur-
moil that caused civil violence. One 
particular event – the assassina-
tion of Jorge Eliécer Gaitán, Caud-

illo of the Liberal Party on April 9th, 
1948 – turned the constant vio-
lence that was present in the social 
and political imaginary into some-
thing all too real. But the underly-
ing cause of the dissolution of the 
“social body” lay in the absence of 
a symbolic nation-state unity. 

   Several political, military, and re-
ligious powers instigated the mass-
es to take up arms and face their 
partisan opponents in a battle unto 
death. The Liberal and the Con-
servative parties are the traditional 
historical Colombian political forma-
tions, inherited from the Independ-
ence Forces (1810-1830) that gave 
birth to the nation. Violence has 
been embedded in the everyday life 
of the nation-state, from Independ-

ence through to the present day. 
Between 1863 and 1886 alone, 
there occurred nine great civil wars, 
which laid the basis of factional 
fi ghts and the roots of violence in 
the 20th century, transmitted from 
one generation to the next up to the 
present, as Daniel Pécaut has clear-
ly explained in Order and Violence. 

  Violentology has extended its studies 
to all violence across time and territory, 
making itself central to the social sci-
ences in Colombia and for understand-
ing Colombian history and society. In 
fact, much remains to be done: we 
need to produce historiographic and 
ethnographic works that will make it 
possible to understand the violence 
embedded in everyday life. My work is 
intended as a contribution to this task. 

No country has more emeralds than 

Colombia. Warring families have made 

mining a violent business pursued under 

the most dangerous conditions. Here a man 

counts his blessings. Photo by Jan Sochor.
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  Not only the military confronta-
tions generated by La Violencia 
have turned the country into blood 
and fi re, but the extreme barbar-
ity of the atrocities has normalized 
violence as part of everyday life. At 
the end of La Violencia, during the 
Cold War of the 1960s and 1970s, 
different groups took up arms to 
found Marxist guerilla movements. 
One of these, FARC (Colombian 
Revolutionary Army), coming from 
the armed factions of the Liberal 
Party, is still active today. On the 
other side, the paramilitary forces 
stem from both the reactivation of 
the Conservative Party militias and 
the privatization of the security and 
armed forces established by drug 
traffi ckers. The endless armed con-
fl icts and the very nature of military 
action and confrontation, deploying 
systematic terror and atrocity, have 
created huge numbers of displaced 
persons. Violence is so entrenched 
in daily life that it invades intimate 
relations and causes irreconcilable 
divisions among and even within 
families, creating painful silences 
that are transmitted from one gen-
eration to another.

   Let me turn to my research in the 
Emeralds region, located in an iso-
lated territory in the Eastern Andes, 

where around 80,000 inhabitants 
live some 40 km from Chiquinquirá, 
the provincial capital in the Depart-
ment of Boyacá. In just ten years, 
this region has experienced the pas-
sage from a peasant economy to a 
mining economy. It has produced 
excessive wealth for a few inhabit-
ants who ventured into the mines 
in search of valuable emeralds. 
The transformation of the regional 
economy has fractured the peas-
ant family groupings, bringing about 
new kinship alliances. These new 
associations among the most active 
families in the emerald business 
have required the collaboration of 
entrepreneurs and security guards, 
within the very same family busi-
ness. It has consolidated the mafi a 
families within a peasant tradition 
in which values of family, honor, 
blood, and loyalty, are fundamental 
for managing the economy, much 
as Anton Blok has described in The 

Mafi a of a Sicilian Village, A Study 

of Violent Peasant Entrepreneurs 

(1860-1960). 

   Because the Colombian state 
failed to administer and guard 
the mines against violent inhabit-
ants searching for emeralds, in the 
1970s the mines were captured by 
the bosses and godfathers or Dons, 

as they are called in the local lan-
guage. In the period between 1960 
and 1991, there were two “Emerald 
Wars” in which the bosses fought 
for the control of the mineral exploi-
tation. As a result, at least 5,000 
people were left dead in the region. 
In 1991, the wars ended with a 
peace treaty agreed to by the Dons 
who had survived. The confl icts be-
tween emerald traders have not dis-
appeared, however, and we have to 
add to this the appearance of drug 
traffi cking and the paramilitary. The 
new elements appearing in the re-
gion have put these controlling fam-
ilies in contact with illegal econo-
mies and private armies, which has 
intensifi ed the endogamous culture 
of violence. 

   Similar features can be found in 
other regions of Colombia. Violence 
has entered into the most private 
realms, into domestic relations and 
child rearing, all of which is the re-
sult of an economic boom and the 
absence of state regulation. While it 
is morally and politically discourag-
ing, it also gives new urgency to the 
need for social science fi eldwork to 
understand and publicize the pat-
terns of confl ict, underlining the ne-
cessity for state intervention.
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> Land Restitution
   in Colombia

by Nadia Margarita Rodríguez, University of Rosario, Bogotá, Colombia

>>

C
ontroversy over land 
restitution in Colom-
bia began with the 
passing of Law 1448, 
also known as Law of 

Victims, on June 10, 2011. It was a 
historical milestone given the tremen-
dous political, economic, social and 
legal challenges posed by land res-
titution and given the state’s explicit 
acknowledgement of armed confl ict. 
In particular, chapter three establish-
es land restitution for peasants who 
were dispossessed of their land in 
the last two decades as part of the 
ongoing armed confl ict that has af-

fected Colombia for the last 50 years. 
The chapter is controversial because 
the government strongly supports it, 
which could be read as an attempt 
to make up for 50 years of neglecting 
this matter. Despite all efforts, there 
have been numerous obstacles to im-
plementing the law. 

  The matter of land restitution in Co-
lombia must be understood in light of 
the high concentration of land own-
ership, one of the main problems 
faced by rural development. Several 
analysts argue that this is not only 
the basis for deep economic, politi-

More than 4 million Colombian peasants, 

such as this old man, have been forced to 

abandon their lands in the last fi fteen years. 

Photo by Julián Vasques.
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cal and social inequalities; it is also 
one of the main sources of the bloody 
confl ict in Colombia (Fajardo 2002, 
Machado 2009, PNUD 2011). Land 
concentration leads to a bimodal 
agrarian structure with the majority of 
productive land belonging to a small 
minority of economic and political 
elites.1 This has been the dominant 
structure since colonial times and it 
has only worsened over time. After 
failed attempts of agrarian reform 
over the last century, especially in 
1936 and 1961 (Molina, 2000: 36), 
armed groups emerged in the 1960s 
demanding land redistribution. Thus, 
large parts of rural Colombia are in 
a state of semi-permanent crisis in 
which legal and illegal actors wage 
a war for control over the territory, 
which has led to the systematic, vio-
lent and massive displacement of 4 
million peasants. Thus, the challenge 
faced by institutions in charge of land 
restitution is of titanic proportions.

  The situation is complex, both 
because of the legal limitations 
and because of the social context 
in which land restitution is to take 
place. The Center for Social Devel-
opment Studies of the University 
of Rosario takes an interdiscipli-
nary approach (combining law and 
social sciences) to understand the 
challenges of implementing the law. 
One part of this project undertakes 
research for the Unit of Legal Res-
titution2 – research which revolves 
around five complex issues: 

• First, armed confl ict continues in 
the zones intended for land restitu-

tion, which makes it diffi cult for the 
state to guarantee that peasants will 
not be dispossessed of their lands 
again. The challenge for the Colombi-
an state is to secure peasants’ safety 
by ending armed confl ict. 

• Second, according to the law, resti-
tution is defi ned as giving out titles or 
compensations, which does not make 
up for any damage caused to land 
or individuals and does not restore 
the status quo ante. Consequently, 
this policy cannot be limited to giv-
ing back rights over land, but must 
make it possible for victims to live 
with dignity on these lands. Moreover, 
dispossession has involved numerous 
human rights abuses, leaving victims 
with deep trauma and, thus, making 
it more diffi cult for them to return to 
the land. In short, victims need sup-
port beyond the legal sphere. 

• Third, peasants dispossessed of 
their land and currently living in urban 
areas are unlikely to want to return 
to the rural areas, given the extreme 
inequality in development, education 
and health. Land dispossession torn 
the social fabric apart and it will be 
diffi cult for these communities to re-
constitute themselves. 

• Fourth, economic, technical and 
productive supports will be necessary 
if the land owners are to live off their 
lands, instead of being pushed to rent 
or sell them to those currently there, 
mostly agro-industrial companies. 

• Fifth, there are legal and institution-
al challenges to be faced, such as the 

training of public servants to carry out 
the restitution, the training of agrari-
an judges (non-existent in Colombia). 
The state will have to prove that usur-
pation actually took place. This raises 
the important questions: How will the 
state obtain the land that it intends to 
restitute given that most of it is cur-
rently in other hands and that the law 
exonerates buyers?

   Finally, there is a broader structural 
political problem: the confl ict between 
national and regional elites for control 
over the territory, involving the clash 
of economic interests in the exploita-
tion of its natural resources above and 
below the soil. Emblematic cases of 
land restitution, such as Curbaradó, 
Jiguamindó or Hacienda Las Pavas, 
show that even if legal challenges are 
resolved, the power confi gurations at 
the local level could prevent land res-
titution from being carried out. 

1 The Gini index of land measures the degree of concen-
tration of rural property. The closer the number is to one, 
the higher the concentration. At 0.87, the Colombian 
index is among the highest in the world.

2 This is the Institution created by the law to carry 
out land restitution. It existed previously as the Pro-
gram for the Protection of Land and Dispossessed 
People (PPTP), yet it had different dynamics, goals 
and had none of the political or legal support that 
the Unit has today.
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> The Student
   Movement 
   in Chile

by Milton L. Vidal, Academic University of Christian Humanism, Santiago, Chile

C hile is a small country in 
the far south. According 
to the dominant view of 
world cartography, you 

can fi nd us at the tip of South Amer-
ica. It is a place that draws interna-
tional news headlines from time to 
time. In 2011, a movement led by 
college and high school students be-
came increasingly prominent in an 
international scene already full of 
social protest.

   We are part of the most unequal re-
gion of the world. A third of the popu-
lation lives in poverty, suffering from 
old and new forms of violence, abuse, 
corruption, and squandering of scarce 
resources. In this context, men and 
women organize themselves in differ-
ent ways to fi ght for their dreams, to 
demand respect for their fundamental 
rights, to demand that their govern-
ments fulfi ll their promises and make 
decisions that favor the common good. 
This is also true in Chile, of course. There 
are many sources of dissatisfaction that 
would have prompted Latin Americans 
to take to the streets of which many are 

more obvious than the social rights of 
high school and college students. One 
shouldn’t forget that this southern coun-
try was the starting point and inspiration 
for the main neoliberal policies enforced 
by Latin American governments since 
the mid-1970s, particularly in relation 
to college education.

  Why, then, did these protests start in 
Chile? Why are they perceived as legiti-
mate by so many in our country? Simply 
put, the neoliberal promise had burst. 
Indeed, the promise of making college 
education available for all took the worst 
possible turn: an increase in enrollment 

The Chilean Student Movement against 

Neoliberalism: “Our Future is not for Sale.”

>>
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was possible only to the degree to which 
students and their families went into 
debt. University fees in Chile are among 
the highest in the world and most of 
them are paid by credit. In sociological 
terms, in a country where the distribu-
tion of income is brutally unequal1, it is 
especially important that we conceive of 
higher education as a public good and 
as a decisive factor in social mobility. 

   The return on these families’ pri-
vate investment in higher education 
is among the highest in Latin America 
and university fees are still on the rise. 
The limits on this increase will be set 
by family purchasing power. In sum, the 
relatively rich pay for the best basic ed-
ucation (elementary and high school) 
and benefi t from the best universities 
(admitted on the basis of exam scores 
and/or purchasing power), while those 
with fewer resources and a mediocre 
basic education have to make substan-
tial sacrifi ces to attend dubious institu-
tions at a high cost. Thus, protest for a 
better education is a statement against 
social inequality. 

   Surprising many, the social move-
ment in defense of public education 
led by students took off and gathered 
strength week by week. The content 
of the demands, the social force that 
was mobilized and legitimized, the in-
ternational solidarity that developed 
are not confi ned to Chile. On the con-
trary, movements in defense of public 
education have also been successful 
in Uruguay, Bolivia, Brazil, Puerto Rico, 
Ecuador and Colombia. Nevertheless, it 
is useful for an international discussion 
and refl ection to point to some of the 
characteristics of the Chilean case.
 
   First, universities are still a barometer 
of social life. To insist on this historical 
constant may be naive, but it is often 
forgotten. Politicians who should be 
carrying out deep reforms of universi-
ties delay them because they think of 
higher education as a marginal issue, 
while economic leadership thinks that 
the defi cit in higher education can be 
resolved by injecting resources from the 
public sector, the bank, families or all 
of the above. Big mistake! Universities 

have always been much more than a 
policy sector. All major social change 
is somehow connected to universities. 
Whether we think of the Jewish exile 
from the Persian empire of Nebucha-
dnezzar, the political debates of Plato’s 
Academy, the debates prior to the Prot-
estant Reform with Luther’s thesis and 
translations of the Bible into German, of 
Calvinism in the University of Geneva, of 
Iran pre- and post-Khomeini, of China 
prior to the People’s Republic, the cul-
tural revolution or Tiananmen Square, 
of Mexico pre- and post- the Tlatelolco 
massacre, universities are and will con-
tinue to be global institutions of major 
political and social importance. Thus, 
they must always be an object of major 
sociological attention. 

   Second, education at all levels, but 
particularly at the college level, cannot 
be subjected to a polarized tension be-
tween state and market. Humboldt was 
right when he argued a long time ago 
that state interventions get in the way 
of education. Latin Americans know 
that the state always embodies power 
that expresses itself in bureaucracy. 
Sociologists of education know that the 
most burdensome part of reforms is 
carrying them out. Nevertheless, even 
Humboldt argued that we cannot do 
without the state completely. We need 
to demand that the state guarantee 
the institutional conditions for educa-
tion. We also need it to keep the Uni-
versity from becoming a battlefi eld for 
individual interests. In this sense, edu-
cation is a public good and universities 
are public institutions, even if they are 
funded privately. Its teaching, research 
and outreach functions are essentially 
public. Their ability to give out diplomas 
is based on society’s faith in them. 

   Third, the student movement in Chile, 
and more generally in Latin America, re-
jects the commodifi cation of education. 
The organizing logic of a market econo-
my is incompatible with that of scientifi c 
training. Let us observe the collabora-
tion between students and professors 
more closely. Education is always the 
result of collective efforts. It cannot be 
bought and hence cannot be commodi-
fi ed. Students can only become educat-

ed through their active participation in 
scientifi c activities. This is why we moti-
vate them to become involved in semi-
nar discussions, to write up reports, to 
become involved in research teams, to 
share and debate their ideas with other 
students. The idea that professors and 
students are buyers and sellers is not 
only misleading (and needs to be chal-
lenged for more than ideological rea-
sons), it is an obstacle to reaching the 
goal of education. I fi nd it appalling that 
colleagues in academia accept the view 
that their students are clients. Students 
require academic freedom, which de-
pends in turn on the freedom of their 
professors. Yet this academic freedom 
is eroded by the market economy. If 
professors are considered service pro-

viders, that is employees and depend-
ents on whomever owns the institution 
of higher education, then they, in turn, 
will use their students to advance their 
narrow interests. 

   Finally, we must say that student pro-
test is good news for societies, univer-
sities and sociologists. The university is 
a place where society transforms itself 
into a research topic and, in the proc-
ess, reaffi rms itself. There have always 
been interests and power struggles in 
this self-awareness that have threat-
ened academic freedom. However, 
these struggles have not been able to 
destroy the University. This is how we 
should look at the student movement 
in Chile, and beyond Chile in Latin 
America and the world. I think that the 
persistence of the movement benefi ts 
a democratic society. Society and uni-
versity are again strongly linked by this 
student movement, providing a stimu-
lating context for sociology. Those who 
say that the sociological narrative is in 
decline are wrong. Sociology is in good 
health in the southern part of the world 
and I hope this news will cheer you up, 
patient readers.

1 Chile is an emerging country of the OECD. According 
to this organization, Chile has a Gini score of 0.50, 
which represents the highest inequality among the 
countries in this category (Society at a Glance, Social 

Indicators, OECD, 2011). This point can be illustrated 
further: the average income of the richest 10% of 
Chileans is higher than Norway’s, while that of the 
poorest 10% is similar to that of the population of 
Ivory Coast. The majority of Chileans (60%) have, on 
average, a lower income than Angolans.
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> Executive 
   Committee
   Meeting in Beirut,

March 19-23, 2012
by Michael Burawoy, University of California, Berkeley, and ISA President

Members of the ISA Executive Committee 

mix sociology with Lebanese delicacies. 

Photo by Markus Schulz.

I n its annual meeting the ISA 
Executive Committee met for 
fi ve days at the American Uni-
versity of Beirut (AUB), gener-

ously hosted by Professor Sari Hanafi  
and his colleagues in the Department 
of Sociology, Anthropology and Me-
dia Studies. Two days of our meeting 
coincided with a wonderful Interna-
tional Symposium on “The Arab Up-
risings” (reported on in this issue of 
Global Dialogue), sponsored by AUB, 

the Lebanese Sociological Associa-
tion, and Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung and 
drawing on speakers from all over the 
Arab World with comparative perspec-
tives from elsewhere.

   The fi ve-day marathon began with 
separate meetings of the Program 
Committee for the Yokohama Con-
gress in 2014, chaired by VP Raquel 
Sosa, the Publications Committee, 
chaired by VP Jennifer Platt, the Fi-

nance and Membership Committee, 
chaired by VP Robert Van Krieken, the 
Research Coordinating Committee, 
chaired by VP Margaret Abraham, 
and the National Liaison Committee, 
chaired by VP Tina Uys. 

   The Executive Committee met as a 
whole for two days at the end of the 
week. I reported on my many trips to 
different parts of the world and the 
progress made during the year with 

>>
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regard to ISA-on-line (see editorial). 
One of our most urgent tasks was to 
decide where to hold the 2018 ISA 
World Congress. We had fi ve excellent 
bids from Budapest, Copenhagen, 
Melbourne, Zaragoza, and Toronto. 
We short-listed two – Toronto and 
Zaragoza – and will make a fi nal deci-
sion pending a site visit to the former. 
We decided to take up membership of 
the International Council for Science 
(ICSU). Based on a subcommittee re-
port, we discussed the possibility of 
initiating ISA prizes and awards and 
decided to pursue the details of one 
international award, recognizing the 
research and practice of sociology. 
Here are reports from the individual 
Vice-Presidents.

> Margaret Abraham, 
   Vice-President for Research

   The Research Coordinating Commit-
tee (RCC) had an extremely produc-
tive meeting in Beirut. We discussed 
the following reports: the status of 
the revisions of the statutes of the 
Research Committees, Thematic and 
Working Groups; the activities of all 
RCs-TGs-WGs in 2006-2010; and 
the second ISA Forum of Sociology in 
Buenos Aires in August 2012.

  An important part of the meeting 
was devoted to discussing the ongo-
ing preparations for the Forum. We 
received 6,019 abstracts from 7,928 
authors for a total of 693 sessions 
(51 in Spanish). We received submis-
sions from all over the world includ-
ing a strong representation (3,528 or 
45%) from Latin America.
 
   Although we do expect high partici-
pation, the numbers will be reduced 
due to the diffi cult economic climate. 
I am working with Sage to create an 
open-access virtual space to dissemi-
nate and exchange knowledge and 
research on issues connected to the 
Forum’s theme – Social Justice and 

Democratization. More information 
on this will be out soon!

   The report and discussion of the 
revisions of RC/TG/WG statutes noted 

that some RCs-WGs-TGs still need to 
submit their revised statutes. These 
revisions need to be completed well 
before the next elections. We also 
discussed the need for RC-WG-TG 
boards to review their composition, in 
particular length of time in offi ce. A 
number of boards need to take active 
steps to fi nd new members who will 
stand for offi ce in the next election.

   The RCC reviewed grant applica-
tions. A total of US $16,900 was al-
located to eighteen RCs-WGs-TGs in 
2011, and €8,660 to thirteen RCs-
WGs-TGs in 2012. Jennifer Platt, VP 
for Publications, put together guide-
lines for Research Committee jour-
nals that are now available online: 
http://www.isa-sociology.org/about/
rc_aims.htm.

  Finally, the activities reports sub-
mitted by RC-WG-TG for the 2006-
2008 and 2008-2010 periods were 
reviewed and discussed. Most RCs-
WGs-TGs were active, organizing con-
ferences, publishing newsletters and 
undertaking other professional ac-
tivities. A revised RC-TG-WG Activities 
form has been designed to capture 
the data in a more effi cient and con-
sistent manner across RCs-WGs-TGs. 

> Jennifer Platt, 
   Vice-President for 
   Publications
 
  Sujata Patel, editor of Sage Stud-
ies in International Sociology (SSIS), 
has agreed with Sage Publishers to 
produce books in India, to be sold at 
Indian prices for ISA members and 
buyers from the developing world, al-
though the big hardback handbooks 
will still be available for Western li-
braries at Western prices. This was 
warmly approved.

  It was agreed to offer national 
associations the opportunity to 
reprint in translation (done under 
their auspices) any articles from 
Current Sociology (CS) or Interna-

tional Sociology of special interest 
to them, without paying the usual 
permission fee. CS is to publish an 

additional issue each year, which 
will consist of review articles drawn 
from Sociopedia.

   The policy has been adopted that 
the journal editors and Vice-President 
should provide some publications-
related activity at every ISA event; 
maybe a “meet the editors” session, 
a workshop on writing journal articles, 
or a meeting with local editors. They 
will also attend major conferences 
each year to publicize our journals, 
observe new developments, and re-
cruit fresh authors, referees, and 
book reviewers. 

> Raquel Sosa, 
   Vice-President for Program

   It is a pleasure to inform colleagues 
that the recent meeting of the Pro-
gram Committee for the Yokohama 
Congress (2014) in Beirut was a 
great success. The theme for that 
Congress is Facing an Unequal World: 

Challenges for Sociology. We have al-
ready put out a call for papers and 
session organizers with a deadline for 
January 15, 2013. This can be found 
on the ISA website: http://www.isa-
sociology.org/congress2014/. We are 
eager to receive proposals for ad hoc 
and integrative sessions, and for au-

thors meet critics sessions. We would 
like members to consider this an ex-
traordinary opportunity to participate 
in what has become the most tran-
scendental international debate on 
social matters of our time! As many 
ISA members have devoted most of 
their professional lives to working on 
questions related to poverty, inequal-
ity and injustice, we expect that our 
Yokohama Congress will make a sig-
nifi cant contribution to both knowl-
edge and social practice.

   The Program Committee agreed to 
prepare ten semi-plenary sessions on 
the following topics: confi gurations 
of structural inequalities; inequalities 
and structures of power; production 
and practice of inequality; social in-
juries of inequalities; conceptions of 
justice from different historical and 
cultural traditions; justice and social 

http://www.isa-sociology.org/about/rc_aims.htm
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systems; overcoming inequalities; ac-
tors and experiences; environmental 
justice and a sustainable future; so-
ciology and inequalities. Participants 
will come from diverse traditions and 
from all over the world. We hope that 
these semi-plenaries together with 
the Presidential and Local Organizing 
Committee sessions will appeal to our 
colleagues and contribute to the re-
newal of the world’s social sciences 
for the 21st century.

> Tina Uys, Vice-President for
   National Associations  
 
   We discussed and clarifi ed the crite-
ria for regular collective membership 
of the ISA. According to ISA proce-
dures, regular collective members are 
admitted by a decision of the Execu-
tive Committee upon a recommenda-
tion by the National Associations Li-
aison Committee and by the Finance 
and Membership Committee. The 
Statutes of regular collective mem-
bers must be in line with Articles 1 
and 2 of the ISA Statutes:

• Regular collective members must 
be non-profi t associations for sci-
entifi c purposes that represent so-
ciologists, regardless of their school 
of thought, scientifi c approaches or 
ideological opinion. 

• The goal of regular collective mem-
bers must be to advance sociological 
knowledge. Their structure should 
recognize the aspirations of sociolo-
gists and endeavor to support and 
strengthen the free development of 
sociology through various activities 
such as hosting conferences and pro-
moting publications.

• The offi cers of regular collective 
members must be elected through a 
regular democratic process.

   We confi rmed the new process de-
veloped for considering applications 
for Regular Collective Membership 
received between annual EC meet-
ings. The Slovenian Social Science 
Association applied for regular col-
lective membership during the sec-

ond half of 2011. This application 
was evaluated by means of an online 
process and was approved. The ap-
plication by the Uganda Sociological 
and Anthropological Association was 
approved at the meeting. The ISA 
now has 60 regular collective mem-
bers but not all of them have paid 
the membership fees and, therefore, 
regrettably are not in good standing.

   Based on the criteria established 
in the National Associations Liaison 
Committee meeting in Mexico in 
2011, regional workshop grants were 
awarded to the sociological associa-
tions of Bangladesh, Bulgaria, Mo-
zambique and the Philippines. Bang-
ladesh and Mozambique also received 
grants for website development.

  The plans for the conference of 
the Council of National Associations 
(CNA) are taking shape. The confer-
ence will take place in Ankara, Turkey, 
in May 2013. The theme of the con-
ference will be Sociology in Times of 

Turmoil: Comparative Approaches. It 
will be organized jointly with the De-
partment of Sociology of the Middle 
East Technical University, the Turkish 
Social Sciences Association, and the 
Sociological Association of Turkey.
 
> Robert Van Krieken, 
   Vice-President for 
   Finance and Membership

   The Finance and Membership Com-
mittee reported steadily increasing 
individual membership which is now 
a little above 5,000 members. The 
Life Membership fee is currently US 
$300, and the committee is now 
proposing a differentiation of the 
fee across the country categories: 
Cat. A - US $300, Cat. B - $200, 
Cat. C - $100, which could only be 
changed in the Yokohama World 
Congress in 2014. We recommend-
ed making it easier for members to 
donate to the ISA via the website, 
and investigating ways of attracting 
more donations and bequests.

   We provided a summary fi nancial 
statement for 2010 and 2011, to be 

made available to the membership, 
as well as a report on the 2010-
2014 budget details for discussion 
in relation to requests for additional 
funding. Overall our fi nancial situa-
tion is healthy. We have had signifi -
cant increases in staff and admin-
istrative expenses due to growing 
ISA activities, but these have been 
offset by an increased contribution 
from Sage in the renewed contract 
negotiated in 2011. Additional 
funds were approved for Global Dia-

logue, Journeys through Sociology, 
and editors’ travel expenses.

> Other Items

  We received an encouraging report 
from Koichi Hasegawa, head of the 
Local Organizing Committee for the 
ISA World Congress in Yokohama 
(2014). We discussed reports from 
our representatives to the UN (Jan 
Fritz, Rudolf Richter, Rosemary Bar-
beret, and Hilde Jakobsen), the Inter-
national Institute for the Sociology of 
Law (Ramon Flecha), and the Global 
Development Network (Emma Porio). 
We heard from Chin-Chun Yi about 
progress on the 2012 Laboratory for 
PhD Students in Taipei. We wrote and 
signed a collective letter from the Ex-
ecutive Committee defending the im-
portance of social science research in 
the European Union.

    We ended on a note of thanks to 
our hosts who left no stone unturned 
to make this a most enjoyable and 
interesting gathering in Beirut, espe-
cially to Sari Hanafi , Oubada Kassar, 
and Chebib Diab at AUB, and to the 
indefatigable staff of the ISA Secre-
tariat for once again facilitating our 
complex meeting and overseeing the 
ISA as it strides into the future.



kind where scientists have discovered many hominid 
and other animal fossils, dating back more than 4-mil-
lion years, to the birth of humanity. The most important 
and most famous of these fossils are “Mrs Ples,” a 
2.1-million-year-old Australopithecus skull, and “Little 
Foot,” an almost complete Australopithecus skeleton 
that is more than 3-million years old. After the visit the 
students and faculty members were transferred to the 
Island first by minibus and then by boat. 

   The laboratory itself lasted 4 days with sessions during 
the day where doctoral students and faculty members 
presented their work. This allowed for lively discussions 
to take place as the multicultural audience provided for 
much spirited and robust debate. Activities during the 
warm summer evenings included a game drive and a 
boat cruise around the Island, which provided an op-
portune environment for everyone to get to know each 
other better. The activities on the Island were conclud-
ed with a traditional South African braai (barbecue) 
and a camp fire. On the Saturday the students and 
faculty got to know some of South Africa’s more recent 
history with a tour through Soweto where they were en-
tertained with a typical shebeen lunch. The laboratory 
ended with a farewell dinner on the Saturday evening 
at The View Hotel which has a spectacular view of the 
Melville Koppies Nature Reserve in Johannesburg. 

   In conclusion, I would like to thank the Dean of the 
Faculty of Humanities, Professor Rory Ryan, who pro-
vided the bulk of the funding for the local hospitality of 
the Laboratory. I am sure that the participants of this 
Doctoral Laboratory will have fond memories of their 
stay on the Island and of Johannesburg.
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> Exploring 
   South Africa

while Discussing
your Dissertation
by Tina Uys, University of Johannesburg, South Africa, and ISA Vice-President for 
National Associations, 2010-2014 

T he Tenth ISA Doctoral Laboratory took place 
in the secluded environment of the University 
of Johannesburg Island in the Vaal Dam near 
Vereeniging in South Africa, November 8-11, 

2011. A diverse group of twelve students from places 
as far apart as China, Iran, Europe, the USA, Mexico 
and Brazil were selected from 50 applicants. They were 
joined by two South African students. Their mentors were 
also quite diverse namely: Jan Marie Fritz from the USA, 
Chin Chun Yu from Taiwan, Yoshimichi Sato from Japan. 
The theme of this year’s doctoral laboratory was Social 
Exclusion, Citizenship and Social Capital. 

   The activities kicked off with a “welcoming the stu-
dents back to Africa” through a visit to the Sterkfontein 
caves, a World Heritage Site in the Cradle of Human-

Students from the ISA PhD Laboratory touring Soweto.
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> Journeys 
   through
   Sociology

by Laleh Behbehanian, University of California, Berkeley, USA

>>

J
ourneys through Soci-

ology is a series of re-
corded interviews with 
the Executive Commit-
tee of the Internation-

al Sociological Association. Con-
ducted via Skype with committee 
members located throughout the 
world, the interviews provide a rare 
glimpse into these scholars’ per-
sonal journeys through sociology. 
The interviews focused on explor-
ing two main questions: how they 

came to be drawn to sociology, and 

the challenges they have faced. All 
of the interviews can be found on 
the ISA’s webpage at http://www.
isa-sociology.org/journeys-through-
sociology/.

   While the interviews are full of 
fascinating personal accounts, 
collectively they also highlight the 
many experiences shared by so-
ciologists across space and time. 
Most fundamentally, they point to 
a deep sense of curiosity about the 
social world. Thus, Yoshimichi Sato 
discusses how he was drawn to so-
ciology as a way of making sense of 
“social puzzles,” while Jennifer Platt 
describes the excitement of work-

ing with different sorts of empirical 
data. For many of these scholars, 
their sociological curiosity was ig-
nited through experiences of travel 
or migration. Michael Burawoy’s 
sociological imagination was fueled 
by his travels to the US, India and 
Zambia, while Habibul Khondker’s 
experiences of migration from 
Bangladesh to Canada, Singapore 
and the UAE shaped his perspec-
tive as a “roving sociologist” engag-
ing in comparative research. Tom 
Dwyer describes early experiences 
of “estrangement” growing up in 
an immigrant Irish family in New 
Zealand, as well as during travels 
throughout his youth, and how this 
estrangement inclined him towards 
thinking sociologically about the 
world. Vineeta Sinha discusses a 
similar theme when describing the 
sense of “discomfort” instilled by 
her sociology professors and how 
this presented exciting new possi-
bilities for interpreting the world.

   It is no surprise that many of these 
scholars were initially drawn to the 
discipline through inspirational 
teachers, an inspiration they aim to 
pass on to their own students. Tina 

Uys recounts the impression made 
by her own teachers, and how she 
utilizes sociology to understand and 
address the challenges currently 
facing students in South Africa. Si-
mon Mapadimeng, also from South 
Africa, was introduced to the disci-
pline by professors that were deeply 
involved in anti-Apartheid struggles, 
leading to his own commitment to 
nurturing a new generation of black 
South African sociologists. 

   One theme, however, surfaced re-
currently in the interviews: that of 
pursuing sociology as a means of 
social change, with virtually all the 
discussions turning to the potential 
power of sociology to address ur-
gent social, political and economic 
issues. Jaime Jiménez recalls work-
ing on the first computer in Mexico 
as a university student in 1958 and 
how it seemed to hold the promise 
of solving the nation’s problems, 
leading him to pursue quantitative 
research geared to socioeconomic 
problems. Dilek Cindoğlu describes 
how the political unrest in late 
1970s Turkey led her to sociology. 
“I wanted to understand what is go-
ing on in Turkey. And I still do!”

Laleh Behbehanian hosted the program “Journeys through Sociology”. Global Dialogue asked her to assess what she 
learned from her interviews with the ISA Executive Committee. 

http://www.isa-sociology.org/journeys-through-sociology/
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   Many of the interviews provide 
fascinating accounts of the inter-
section of biography and history 
that led scholars down the path 
of sociology. Ishwar Modi speaks 
of the period after Independence 
in India and how the attention of 
social scientists turned to recon-
struction and development. Chin-
Chun Yi was led to sociology by 
the dramatic social transformation 
of 1970s Taiwan, while Emma Po-
rio’s journey through sociology was 
fueled by a desire to understand 
the rapid social changes overtaking 
the Philippines under Martial Law. 
Elena Zdravomyslova offers a cap-
tivating account of the influence 
of her father and his colleagues 
as they launched Soviet sociol-
ogy, and how after becoming disil-
lusioned with the discipline in the 
late 1970s, sociology once again 
began to flourish with the openings 
created by Perestroika. 

   The interviews also provide a view 
of the range of challenges facing 
sociologists throughout the world. 
Some of these challenges are dif-
ficulties posed by gender, race or 
nationality, while others are more 
universally shared. Many scholars 
in the Global South emphasize the 
struggle to expand sociological the-
ory beyond its traditional Eurocentric 
boundaries and the need to address 
the continued global inequalities 

in the production of sociological 
knowledge (in terms of language, 
journals and publications, research 
priorities, etc.). Many of these 
scholars grapple with the challenge 
of undertaking research that is both 
locally rooted and globally relevant. 
Sari Hanafi eloquently captures this 
tension in relation to publishing, 
describing it as a choice between 
“publishing globally and perishing 
locally,” and “publishing locally and 
perishing globally.”

   There are also a number of chal-
lenges that surface more univer-
sally throughout the interviews, 
including those related to the 
constraints of disciplinary bounda-
ries. Raquel Sosa describes her 
efforts to develop interdisciplinary 
research and collaboration within 
Latin America and the importance 
of “looking for different kinds of ex-
planations of social reality.” Robert 
van Krieken argues that sociology 

can play a leading role in encour-
aging interdisciplinary thought and 
describes how he was always in-
clined towards the field because 
of the ways it enabled him to draw 
upon and engage with other kinds 
of knowledge. Many of the inter-
views also focus on the challenge 
of balancing the different roles of 
the sociologist (teaching, research, 
administration, activism, etc.) and 
negotiating the different moments 
of sociological research (profes-
sional, critical, policy, and public). 
Margaret Abraham reflects on this 
balancing act through a discussion 
of the intersection of her research, 
teaching and activism on domestic 
violence within South Asian com-
munities in the US.

   These interviews demonstrate the 
diverse fascination of sociology to 
different generations in different 
places in the world. They show just 
how interesting and entertaining are 
the leaders of the ISA. If you doubt 
me, then turn to the end of each 
interview where the respondent tells 
us what they would have done had 
they not been a sociologist – law-
yers, doctors, journalists, architects, 
but also belly-dancers, ballerinas, 
bar owners, carpenters, or the host 
of a culinary show called “stirring it 
up.” We are lucky, indeed, to have 
such a diverse and humane group 
serving our association.

“fascinating 
accounts of the 
intersection of 
biography and 

history”
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> The Arab Uprisings  
   Sociological Perspectives and
    Geographical Comparisons

by Amina Arabi and Julian Jürgenmeyer, Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung, Lebanon

T
he fate of the popular 
uprisings in the Arab 
world remains uncer-
tain. Yet, it is already 
clear that the politi-

cal landscape in the region has been 
transformed to an extent unseen 
since the formal end of colonialism, 
and that the seemingly ineradicable 
essentialist idea of “Arab exceptional-
ism” has been fi nally discredited. On 
March 20 and 21 (2012) a confer-
ence held at the American University 
of Beirut brought together academics 

Revolutionary Art in Mohamed Mahmoud 

Street, Cairo. Photo by Mona Abaza.

from throughout the Arab world but also 
from India, Latin and North America as 
well as Europe and Africa to discuss 
a wide array of topics related to the 
uprisings and revolutions. The confer-
ence particularly aimed to bring often 
neglected sociological perspectives to 
the fore and to develop scenarios for 
the future trajectory of the uprisings 
through historical, cross-country and 
-continent comparisons.

   In his presentation on the Occupy 
Wall Street movement, Markus Schulz 

(University of Illinois at Urbana-Cham-
paign) enabled such a comparative 
perspective by advancing a theoreti-
cal framework for research on social 
movements. Many astonishing paral-
lels between the Arab uprisings and the 
Occupy movement became apparent, 
such as their dialogic, leaderless na-
ture that, for the Arab case, Moham-
med Bamyeh (University of Pittsburgh) 
traced back to a long-standing tradi-
tion of anarchist ethics. For him, the 
popular movements throughout the 
Arab world can be considered the ex-

>>
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pression of a historical memory that is 
deeply suspicious of authoritarianism 
and strives after the installation of the 
people as not merely the represented 
but as the actual rulers. 

   The role of a genuine longing for de-
mocracy in the uprisings was repeat-
edly subject to debate. Although par-
ticipants agreed on the pre-eminent 
importance of economic grievances, 
they dismissed a purely material-
ist interpretation as reductionist and 
inappropriate to account for the pro-
found transformations Arab societies 
are undergoing. The case of Bahrain, 
analyzed by Abdulhadi Khalaf (Lund 
University), served as an instance of 
a genuinely political revolt with its 
protagonists protesting against the 
King’s “bread and circuses” policy 
and demanding to be “citizens, not 
subjects.” Sari Hanafi  (American 
University of Beirut) argued that a 
new form of political subjectivity has 
arisen in the wake of the uprisings, 
which does not, in stark contrast to 
the so-called neoliberal individualism, 
propagate a total emancipation from 
collective entities but urges its actors 
to actively refl ect on their social ties 
and, if necessary, not only to change 
these ties but also the collective enti-
ties themselves. For Hanafi , this “re-
fl exive individualism” has the power 
to transcend sectarian and ethnic 
cleavages and thus to pave the way 
for a “new patriotism.” As became 
evident in the subsequent discussion, 
whether it will actually do so, hangs, 
however, in the balance – considering 
that even in Tunisia and Egypt, the al-
leged strongholds of refl exivity, post-
revolutionary voting behavior was still 
largely determined by ethnic and sec-
tarian loyalties. 

  Drawing upon the Latin American 
experience, Raquel Sosa Elízaga 
(National Autonomous University of 
Mexico) and Edgardo Lander (Ven-
ezuelan Central University, Caracas) 
further emphasized the need for a 
social revolution instead of a mere re-
gime change. Only in this way would 
it be possible to overcome structures 
of exploitation and oppression that, 

in most Latin American countries, 
persisted after the “negotiated transi-
tions” to (liberal) democracy. Tina Uys 
(University of Johannesburg) offered 
a similar criticism of the “negotiated 
revolution” in South Africa depicting it 
as inherently conservative. 

   As seen in Latin America, the armed 
forces have to be considered one of 
the key actors in regime transitions. 
Yezid Sayigh (Carnegie Middle East 
Center, Beirut) pointed to the pen-
etration of nearly all societal spheres 
by the military in consequence of the 
crucial role armies played in the con-
struction of authoritarian power in the 
Arab world. The re-confi guration of 
civil-military relations is therefore one 
of the most urgent and most risky 
challenges for post-revolutionary gov-
ernments – the necessary disturbance 
of long-established societal interests, 
Sayigh argued, might become a seri-
ous obstacle to constraining military 
power in society. Elaborating on the 
role of public space in the on-going 
clashes between revolutionaries and 
the army, Mona Abaza (American Uni-
versity in Cairo) showed in her “Re-
fl ections on the Post-Revolution” that 
the Egyptian military is still a far cry 
from being under democratic control 
and aims to seize power for itself.

  The civil-military relations in Turkey 
have been often evoked as a possi-
ble model for the Arab world. This was 
called into question by Dilek Cindoğlu 
(Bilkent University, Ankara) who in-
dicated some of the shortcomings 
of Turkish democracy and cautioned 
in particular against a “gender-blind 
democratization.” Fatima Kubaissi 
(Qatar University) and Jan Marie Fritz 
(University of Cincinnati, USA) further 
elaborated on the role of women in 
transition processes, with Fritz point-
ing to the fundamental contingency in-
herent to moments of political change 
that provide therefore a “window of 
opportunity” for social transformation 
and women’s empowerment.

   With regard to the question as to 
who to empower to foster democratic 
change, Justin Gengler (Qatar Univer-

sity) contested the conventional wis-
dom that civic engagement translates 
into a greater appreciation for demo-
cratic values. Based on data from 
the World Values Survey, Gengler put 
forward the controversial hypothesis 
that, at least in Qatar, civil society as 
such is not a channel for democrati-
zation but rather facilitates access to 
clientelist structures. Göran Therborn 
(University of Cambridge) extended 
Gengler’s argument and claimed that 
also in democratic nations, civil so-
ciety is fi rst and foremost a sphere 
where particular interests rather than 
genuinely democratic values are be-
ing represented. 

  In his closing speech, Michael 
Burawoy (University of California, Ber-
keley) praised organizer Hanafi  for his 
“stroke of genius” in paving the way 
to a systematic comparative perspec-
tive on the uprisings. This conference 
was an important step towards a truly 
comparative approach even if it could 
not yet provide a synthesis of different 
countries’ and regions’ democratiza-
tion experiences. Only a few partici-
pants were primarily concerned with 
the question of what conclusions to 
draw for the Arab uprisings from expe-
riences elsewhere as most presenta-
tions and discussions dealt mainly with 
the specifi cs of nations or regions, thus 
focusing on detailed but nonetheless 
isolated case studies rather than sys-
temizing our empirical knowledge on 
revolutions and democratization. Thus, 
a more general framework for compar-
ative analysis of regime changes that 
does not fall into the trap of making all 
too simple causal claims still remains 
to be developed. One must remem-
ber that the defi ning spontaneity of 
the Arab revolutions cannot be cap-
tured by (quasi-)deterministic models 
but rather has to be attributed to the 
“unpredictability of human agency,” 
as Göran Therborn put it. Hence, as 
Nahla Chahal (al-Safeer newspaper) 
reminded us in her engaged talk, 
those who argue for political change 
ought to seize the opportunity of this 
truly historical moment and translate 
their theoretical refl ections into revolu-
tionary practice.
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> One or Many Sociologies? 
   A Polish Dialogue

by Mikołaj Mierzejewski, Karolina Mikołajewska, and Jakub Rozenbaum, Public Sociology 
Laboratory, University of Warsaw, Poland1

W ith its lively debate on 
the status of sociology 
in an unequal world, 
Global Dialogue 2.2 

was the fi rst issue published in Polish. 
The local editorial team, working to-
gether in the student-organized Pub-
lic Sociology Lab, decided to move 
the global discussion into a more lo-
cal context. We organized a seminar 
devoted to the problems raised by Pi-
otr Sztompka and his opponents, as 
seen from a Polish perspective.

   The meeting was held on January 

19 (2012) and attracted students, 
PhD candidates, and professors from 
various faculties of the University, as 
well as from other schools. Everyone 
at the seminar was free to express 
his or her opinion, but to set the ball 
rolling three guests were invited to 
give introductory speeches. Professor 
Anna Giza-Poleszczuk is a well-known 
specialist in the sociology of family 
and social ties, and also active in the 
Polish NGO sector. Professor Antoni 
Sułek is a former president of the 
Polish Sociological Association (PTS). 
He specializes in methodology, theo-

ries of public opinion, and the history 
of Polish sociology. Dr. Izabela Wag-
ner’s main fi eld of study is the profes-
sional careers of scientists and musi-
cians. She has conducted research in 
France, Poland, and the US, collabo-
rating with EHESS in Paris and with 
Harvard University.

   Discussion at the seminar covered 
a wide range of topics, from confl icts 
within the fi eld of sociology to the 
reform of Polish science and higher 
education introduced in 2011. Main-
ly, however, we tried to address the 

A Global Dialogue Symposium in Warsaw on 

the Future of Sociology.

>>
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question whether one universal soci-
ology is possible (or desirable) or if we 
should encourage “local sociologies” 
addressing local problems – in other 
words, we tried to answer the ques-
tion posed in the title of the seminar: 
One or Many Sociologies? 

   Dr. Izabela Wagner started by show-
ing the multiple dimensions of divi-
sions and inequalities among soci-
ologists. There are not only confl icts 
between North and South, East and 
West, or elite and non-elite sociolo-
gists, but also between theorists and 
“ethnographers” who start from fi eld-
work and then move towards theory. 
For Dr. Wagner, Piotr Sztompka and 
Michael Burawoy – whose opin-
ions refl ect to a large degree their 
academic careers and social back-
grounds – are exemplars of these 
two standpoints. She compared the 
situation in sociology to the one in 
molecular biology that used to be 
dominated by scientists working in 
artifi cial laboratory conditions, using 
the in vitro method, which turned 
out to be producing mainly artifacts. 
Thus, the in vivo method was reha-
bilitated. Although it is much more 
costly and 95% of the experiments 
end with failure, it generates knowl-
edge and theory that is well ground-
ed in empirical reality. While in vitro 
resembles the theoretical approach 
in sociology, in vivo method is close 
to ethnography as there are fewer 
hypotheses framed a priori and the 
theories are drawn from fi eldwork. 
Dr. Wagner expressed her hope that 
sociology can take a turn parallel to 
the one in biology.

  Professor Antoni Sułek presented 
another approach to our question 
by defi ning sociology as “a science 
which speaks of society,” not “a sci-
ence of society.” Thus, he claimed, 
we can discuss the diversity of lan-

guages that we use in our sociological 
work, as well as the diversity of socie-

ties. The latter is a probably insoluble 
theoretical problem (how profoundly 
do societies differ). On the contrary, if 
we consider the sociological language 
we use, we can see that the oppo-

sition universal–particular is a false 
dilemma. Professor Sułek suggested 
that there are two parallel “sociologi-
cal circuits.” One is a purely scholarly 
one, in which sociologists talk with 
each other. Here publishing in English 
is not only acceptable, but desirable 
– here “sociologists talk to the world, 
and you talk to the world in world lan-
guages.” The aim is to communicate 
local experiences in a language of so-
ciological theory, without contextual 
references. However, there is another 
circuit, the one in which sociologists 
talk to their own society. In this circuit 
lies the key role of sociology. Accord-
ing to Professor Sułek, the best way of 
realizing this is “sociological writing” – 
texts meant not for other scholars but 
for a mass readership. This should 
not, however, be confused with the 
role of “media sociologists” appearing 
on TV, who resemble more celebrities 
than scholars.

   Professor Anna Giza-Poleszczuk 
also presented different visions of 
sociology. She raised three impor-
tant questions that we must keep 
in mind when searching for a uni-
versal sociology. Firstly, does eve-
ryone have the same opportunities 
to present his or her vision of uni-
versal knowledge? Do we think of 
mechanisms that would protect us 
from “usurpers” monopolizing this 
one science? Secondly, who sets 
the sociological agenda? Who de-
cides which problems are important 
within the “common pool of knowl-
edge”? Thirdly, are we always talking 
about the same things? Differences 
between societies do not operate 
only on the level of their “manifes-
tations” of universal logics. Theories 
also play a role in determining how 
we see the world. Indeed, some the-
ories are simply inadequate, as is 
neoclassical economics in a country 
where there is no free market.

   Professor Anna Giza-Poleszczuk also 
referred to the debate about the re-
cent higher education reform in Poland 
within the framework of public sociol-
ogy.2 In a discussion that followed, Dr. 
Maciej Gdula, mentor of the Public 

Sociology Laboratory, argued that the 
reform profoundly alters the circum-
stances of Polish academic life. It tries 
to turn Polish scholars into American 
scholars by heavily weighting rewards 
toward articles published in the list of 
journals recognized by the Internation-
al Science Index rather than teaching 
students or performing extra-academ-
ic activities in relation to problems of 
one’s own society. Public sociology, af-
ter all, is not looking for recognition in 
the international publication system, 
but aims at building ties between vari-
ous social actors in local contexts.

  Academic dependency and a criti-
cal refl ection on sociology provide 
another fruitful analytical framework 
for studying the situation of Polish 
academic institutions. However, the 
seminar could not conclude with 
unequivocal answer to the ques-
tion posed in the title. It is because 
– as Jeffrey C. Alexander stated in 
the last issue of Global Dialogue 

(2.3) – the dispute between uni-
versalism and particularism could 
not be settled once and for all, but 
must be periodically revisited in dif-
ferent contexts. We can only try to 
fi nd some common ground, which is 
what Professor Sułek did in the fi nal 
words of the seminar. He suggested 
that what is most important is to do 
a good sociology. We are free to set 
our own standards of scholarly ex-

cellence. What counts  is to comply 
with these standards. 

   This conclusion is extremely im-
portant: sociology does not have to 
be tailored to one version of what is 
defi ned as “good science.” However, 
even if we choose the path of public 
sociology, even if we develop a “local 
sociology” addressing local problems, 
we should develop and apply criteria 
to evaluate our work as science.

1 Koło Naukowe Socjologii Publicznej (Public Sociology 
Laboratory) is a students’ scholarly organization founded 
in the Institute of Sociology, University of Warsaw. For 
contact please write to public.sociology.kn@uw.edu.pl 
or visit http://www.facebook.com/socjologiapubliczna.

2 For more on the Polish reform, see articles by Izabela 
Wagner and Anna Szołucha in ISA blog (http://www.isa-
sociology.org/universities-in-crisis/).
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> A Bunch of Kids
That’s Who We Are!
by Reyhaneh Javadi, University of Tehran, Iran

During the translation of the Japanese team’s 
introduction (GD2.3), when I was reading the 
degrees and the research areas – remember-
ing the Paulista team – all I was thinking was 

“Heavens! What we are doing among all of these PhDs and 
professors? We are just a bunch of kids!”

  That’s really who we are! A group of interested (very) 
young sociologists who think and believe we deserve bet-
ter conditions of study. So we’ve organized ourselves into 
the Student Sociological Association of the University of 
Tehran. We’re trying to determine and challenge the short-
comings in formal education and create alternatives. Our 
board is elected by a vote of the sociology students at our 
university. Its term of offi ce is one academic year. 

  Last year, our association resumed its commitment after 
some years of inactivity. Last year our elected board in-
cluded: Saghar Bozorgi, Najmeh Taheri, Elahe Noori, Mi-
tra Daneshvar, Faezeh Khajezade, Somaieh Rostampour, 
and Reyhaneh Javadi. The current team started its work 
a month ago. New faces on the board, taking the places 
of those who have graduated, are Nastaran Mahmoud-
zadeh, Tara Asgari Laleh, and Zahra Babaei. All board 

members are undergraduates, except two who are MA 
students. And we’re all women! 

  Our association fi rst focused on creating study groups 
that read the works of classical and modern sociolo-
gists; organizing workshops such as the sociology of re-
ligion in Iran; managed a social photography exhibition; 
and enjoyed the insights of speakers, including Michael 
Burawoy (Public Sociology), and Jennifer Platt (History 
of Sociology). Last but not least, we are publishing a 
student sociological magazine called Sareh (“pure”) 
with two parts in each issue. The fi rst part is a critical 
approach to the situation of teaching sociology in our 
faculty and the second part is the translation of an arti-
cle or a part of a book of a sociologist. 

  Translating Global Dialogue is one of our association’s 
tasks. Unlike other teams, we choose a collaborative way 
to elect our translators. In fact, this activity was a great way 
to stimulate our enthusiasm. So for every issue we make 
an announcement in our faculty, and ask all of the inter-
ested students to translate a one-page sample text. For 
each issue we choose four translators from the best sam-
ples. Here is a brief introduction of the translation team.

Reyhaneh Javadi  MA student of 
Sociology at the University of Tehran 
(UT). She earned her BA from UT in 
Sociology. Her fi eld of study is histori-
cal sociology focusing on reforms in 
19th and early 20th century Iran.

Jalal Karimian  MA student of phi-
losophy at Shahid Beheshti University 
(SBU). He received his BA degree 
from UT in Social Sciences. Of late, 
he studies existential philosophy and 
phenomenology of religion. He’s also 
interested in public sociology.

Shahrad Shahvand  MA graduate in 
International Relations from UT, with 
a BA degree from Persian Gulf Uni-
versity (PGU) in Chemical Engineer-
ing. He’s now focusing on religion, 
culture, and politics in South Asia, 
especially Pakistan.

Saghar Bozorgi  BA student of 
Sociology at UT. Her research interest 
is historical sociology focusing on 
Modern Iran.

>>
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It is, indeed, a pleasure and honor for all of us to collaborate in the great experience of Global Dialogue.

Najmeh Taheri  BA student of Soci-
ology at UT.

Tara Asgari Laleh  BA student of 
Sociology at UT.

Fatemeh Moghaddasi  MA student 
of Sociology at Allameh Tabataba’i 
University (ATU). She earned her 
BA degree from UT in Sociology. 
Her main research interests are the 
sociology of education and public 
sociology, focusing on the history of 
public sociology in Iran and expand-
ing the public sociology through the 
educational system.

Zeinab Nesar MA student of So-
ciology at UT. She received her BA 
degree from UT. She is now working 
on gender studies.

Faezeh Esmaeili  MA student of 
Sociology at UT. She received her 
BA from SBU in Sociology. She is 
analyzing the social policies during 
the Pahlavi era.

Mitra Daneshvar  BA student of So-
ciology at UT. She is analyzing youth 
deviance, concentrating on capital 
punishment in Iran.

T he 19th Congress of the 
International Association
of French-Speaking So-
ciologists (AISLF) on 

“Uncertainty” (Penser l’incertain) 
will take place on July 2-7, 2012 in 
Rabat. AISLF, member of ISA, was 
founded in 1958 in a context of US 

> The Global Place of 
   French-Speaking Sociology

by André Petitat, University of Lausanne, Switzerland, and AISLF President

Georges Gurvitch (1894-1965) – Russian-

born French intellectual and distinguished 

sociologist of his time – was a leading 

fi gure in AISLF.

>>

military, economic, technological 
and scientifi c hegemony. From the 
1950s, graduate and postgraduate 
students sought out opportunities 
to visit universities in the United 
States. This was not to everyone’s 
liking as the currents of functional-
ist conformism and statistical em-
piricism, then dominant in the US, 
contrasted with European approach-
es sensitive to confl ict and social 
transformation. Georges Gurvitch, 
a leading fi gure in AISLF, developed 
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Sorokin’s critique of US testomania 
and quantophrenia in his own way. 
Though the McCarthyte madness 
ended in 1954, it left its traces in 
US sociology. 

  The theoretical and ideological 
distance from US sociology, not to 
mention its linguistic one-sided-
ness, was a major infl uence on the 
decision to create an international 
space of French-speaking sociology. 
Thus, AISLF is an explicit act of sci-

entifi c politics as well as an act of 

linguistic politics: the objective was 

to protect the diversity of sociologi-

cal production and linguistic diversi-

ty by combining one with the other.

   Over time, AISLF grew from a 
friendly academic gathering to an 
association of over 1,800 mem-
bers from over 50 countries. It is 
not a regional or national associa-
tion, but an association of cultural-
linguistic spaces, both real and vir-
tual, made up of countries, national 
regions, educational programs and 
research centers that are partially 
or totally French-speaking. Some 
are located in countries that are 
not French-speaking, others are 
simply French-loving sociologists 
isolated in non-French-speaking 
environments. This “regional-lin-
guistic” association has over 50 
very active thematic groups. It pro-
duces the online journal Sociolo-

gieS and gives particular attention 
to the training of young researchers 
through Rédoc (International Net-
work of Doctoral Schools), which 
organizes a summer school every 

year. The Association’s activities 
are summed up every six months 
in the Lettre de l’AISLF. For more 
details see aislf.org.

   AISLF has also served as an inter-
national site for debate among sev-
eral “schools” of French-speaking 
sociology without taking any sides 
directly. It has thus fulfilled its origi-
nal objective – which remains the 
same today – of defending plural-
ism in sociology, and of encouraging 
debate within research committees. 
Regional-linguistic associations of-
fer opportunities for the interna-
tional incubation and spontaneous 
rooting of new concepts and para-
digms that emerge in national con-
texts often too narrow to provide 
sufficient space for their growth. To 
prosper, sociological diversity re-
quires such zones of linguistic prox-
imity. One of the tasks of the ISA 
is to favor dialogue between areas 
that are more or less porous, which 
is what President Burawoy is trying 
to accomplish with respect to major 
global problems. 

  Clearly, linguistic zones are un-
equal and hierarchical. Today, the 
English zone stands at the sum-
mit. This hegemony, resulting from 
multiple circumstances and proc-
esses, should not blind us to the 
fact that linguistic zones, includ-
ing the French-speaking one, have 
their own internal hierarchies and 
inequalities. To think and to write in 
French is not the same for a Sen-
egalese, or a Moroccan, as it is 
for someone from France or Que-

bec. Indeed, we face a hierarchy of 
linguistic hegemonies with corre-
sponding relations of inequality. 

  The context in which AISLF was 
founded has changed. Sociology in 
the United States is more diverse. 
Its most successful exports, the ra-
tional actor and interactionism, are 
two important aspects of French-
speaking sociology today. Their suc-
cess is probably related to the frag-
mentation of sociological subfi elds.

   The bipolar world we knew (1950-
1970) has disappeared to be re-
placed by a multi-polar one. We in-
habit a world offi cially recognized for 
its cultural pluralism, characterized 
by global interdependence of pre-
viously unknown proportions, and 
anchored in the growing mobility 
of people, capital, information and 
products. We live in a time when our 
technological and scientifi c powers 
exceed anything that could have 
been imagined by the founders of 
our discipline. The liberal program 
of laissez-faire, associated with 
Descartes’s techno-scientifi c dream 
(“lords and masters of nature”), has 
given birth to such uncertainties in 
the world’s economy and ecology 
that there are new demands for 
global regulation after each crisis, 
simply to avoid drowning in our own 
contradictions and detritus. In or-
ganizing our 19th Congress in Ra-
bat on the theme of “Uncertainty” 
we believe that sociologists have a 
special role to play in fi nding an exit 
from the narrow passage in which 
we are presently trapped. 

http://w3.aislf.univ-tlse2.fr/spip/index.php
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> More on AISLF
by Jennifer Platt, University of Sussex, UK, and ISA Vice-President for Publications, 
2010-14

 T
his note supplements André Petitat’s 
article with some more data and back-
ground information about the AISLF’s 
long relationship with ISA – at one 
time a relationship which reflected 

some internal frictions. The 1949 foundation of the 
ISA was initiated by UNESCO, whose headquarters 
have always been in Paris, so that the French lan-
guage had a practical importance as well as a formal 
status there; historically, too, French was the lan-
guage of international diplomacy, though this special 
status was shifting with the international dominance 
of the USA after World War II. The ISA’s two official 
languages were French and English – omitting the 
languages of the other countries with significant ear-
ly sociology which had been on the fascist side in the 
war. As ISA became more independent of UNESCO the 
practical importance of French in its affairs lessened 
and, in reaction to this, the archives show that in 
1954 French sociologist Georges Gurvitch proposed 
a francophone section of the ISA; this proposal was 
seen as undermining the ethos of internationalism, 
and not accepted. In 1958 the independent AISLF 
was therefore founded, at the initiative of Gurvitch 
and Belgian sociologist Henri Janne. However, by 
1963 it joined ISA as a collective member; it prob-
ably helped that Girod, then ISA’s joint Secretary, 
was also a member of the Executive of AISLF!

   ISA’s regular figures on its activities have always 
been kept in terms of national contributions, but it 
makes a difference to the picture if language rather 

than geographical location is taken into account. 
As Petitat points out, France has not been the only 
francophone contributor to the ISA; French Canada, 
Belgium and Switzerland have been quite prominent. 
From 1949 to 1956 ISA had an American president, 
while one of the vice-presidents was the French 
Georges Davy. Georges Friedmann then became 
president for 1956-9. There was then a long gap un-
til the next francophone president, Michel Wieviorka 
for 2006-10, but over the years between there was 
always at least one francophone member of the ex-
ecutive, and for seven of the eleven terms there was 
a francophone vice-president. 

   In francophone settings (usually ones located in 
bilingual nations) there have been three World Con-
gresses (1953, Liège; 1966, Evian; 1998, Mon-
tréal), and three of the Secretariats before the period 
when it settled in Madrid (1959-62, Louvain; 1962-
7, Genève; 1974-82, Montréal). It is worth noting, 
too, that some very prominent ISA members not of 
francophone national origin, such as Anouar Abdel-
Malek, have either held jobs in Paris for many years 
or have had strong and lasting intellectual connec-
tions there. Similarly, francophone migrants such as 
Jacques Dofny, who went to Québec from Belgium1, 
have created important links. Thus, we can see how 
linguistic ties have helped to create links, as well as 
expressing separate identities.

1 For a very interesting account of his role, see « Entrevue avec Jacques Dofny, 
professeur et bâtisseur », Sociologie et sociétés 23 (1991): 61-77.

from the Archives
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> Challenges Facing the

I ndian sociology has attained 
an admirable height in terms of 
teaching and research. In this 

achievement the Indian Sociological 
Society (ISS) has played a signifi cant 
role over the six decades of its exist-
ence. I am extremely happy to be its 
President from January 2012 for a 
term of two years. The ISS has nearly 
3,500 Life Members from India and 
some from abroad. Sociology in India 
is at the crossroads today. Several 
challenges have appeared in recent 
years in our century-old academic 
profession of sociology. The colonial 
past of Indian society is still haunt-
ing pedagogy and methodology, and 
the American academic supremacy 
reigns over our academic endeavors, 
including concepts, frames of ref-
erence and theoretical constructs. 
Indian sociology has not yet suc-
ceeded in making its own contribu-
tions to social theory and conceptual 
development (Modi, 2010).

   Rational indigenization needs to be 
made a reality if we are to understand 
the complex issues with empathy and 
concern. We have to develop a rel-
evant sociology. Under my President-
ship, new initiatives to broaden the 
horizons of Indian sociology are being 
discussed. At the same time, Indian 
sociology can’t remain aloof from the 
global scene. The mouthpiece of the 
ISS is its journal – Sociological Bulle-

tin. We need to expand its frequency, 
widen its coverage, make it multilin-
gual, and make it, in a true sense, 
an international publication. We need 
to bring out special thematic issues. 
Senior scholars may be requested to 
contribute articles. An e-Journal is 
also on our agenda. 

   Besides the reshaping of the Socio-

logical Bulletin, there is a need to initi-
ate fresh debates on issues relating to 
development, social bases of politics, 
new dimensions of identity and cultur-

al claims, rapid expansion of the mid-
dle classes, social inequality, changing 
contours of the rural-urban divide, etc. 
A People’s Sociology needs to be our 
motto in the 21st century. 

   To realize the new goals, we have to 
learn a lot from countries like Brazil, 
Russia, China, and South Africa. The 
East European countries can also of-
fer a great deal based on their expe-
riences of the post-socialist era. We 
also need to look into the indigenous 
intellectual traditions of the Oriental, 
Middle-Eastern, and African socie-
ties to develop alternative sociolo-
gies. That is to say, our task is not 
only to retain the positive aspects of 
Western sociology but also to draw 
lessons from developing countries. 
We need to establish links between 
mainstream Indian sociology and In-
dia’s provincial societies and cultures. 
To achieve this the ISS will have to 
build close relations to regional/pro-
vincial associations to engage India’s 
rich social and cultural diversity. I am 
quite optimistic that ISS will make 
major strides in all these directions.

Reference

Modi, I. (2010) “Indian Sociology Faces the World.” 
Pp.316-325 in Michael Burawoy, Chang Mau-kuei, 
and Michelle Fei-yu Hsieh (eds.) Facing an Unequal 

World: Challenges for a Global Sociology (Volume II). 
Institute of Sociology, Academia Sinica, Taiwan, and 
Council of National Associations of the International 
Sociological Association.

Ishwar Modi lighting the sacred and auspi-

cious lamp at the annual conference of the 

ISS in Jaipur. His Excellency the Governor 

of Rajasthan, Hon’ble S. K. Singh (center), 

looks on.

by Ishwar Modi, President of the Indian Sociological Society, and ISA Executive Committee 
Member, 2010-2014

Indian Sociological 
Society
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W e are a group of sociologists working with Pro-
fessor Aytül Kasapoğlu in the Department of 
Sociology of Ankara University. Our group in-

cludes graduate students, young postgraduates and fully-
fl edged academicians. 

   Our group is a dynamic one; people join us to study, they 
contribute to our publications and continue their academic 
lives with these experiences. They are mainly students who 
are writing their doctoral or master theses under the direc-
tion of Professor Kasapoğlu. We are connected through 
our research network even when we move away from the 
department to take up different jobs. In what follows, I 
briefl y introduce the books we have published as a part of 
our research, the seminar courses of Professor Kasapoğlu 
where we develop our fi eld research, and a journal where 
we frequently report our research fi ndings. 

  The books we have published concentrate on the con-
tents of the courses taught by Aytül Kasapoğlu. They build 
upon the works of students and academicians, integrating 
theory and practice. The fi rst of these books, Character in a 

Changing Social Structure, is about character erosion due to 
the exigencies of social structure. The second, New Social 

Traumas, examines narratives of social trauma. The third, 
Social Life and Confl ict: Different Panoramas, deals with 
social life and confl ict, while the latest, Two Sides of the 

Coin: Health and Illness, focuses on the area of sociology of 
health and illness. The seminar series, organized by Profes-
sor Kasapoğlu, direct students to the relevant literature and 
generate new ideas that are then discussed with colleagues. 
Even after they have graduated, former students continue to 
participate in the courses, inspiring the new recruits. 

  One fi eld research project we completed very recently 
focused on the TEKEL strike of December 2009. TEKEL is 

a large former state enterprise in the tobacco and alco-
holic drinks sector. The strike lasted for 78 days at Ankara, 
the capital city of Turkey. The cause of the strike was the 
change in TEKEL workers’ status. The rise of privatization in 
the 1990s and increasing labor costs in the public sector 
resulted in the widespread use of contract workers em-
ployed by subsidiary fi rms with the result that the percent-
age of workers with security of employment took a dive. 

  Worker resistance to such “fl exibilization” strategies 
started in Ankara on December 14, 2009, sparked by op-
pressive tactics of the security forces. Because of the cold 
weather and the prolonged wait for the government to re-
spond, TEKEL workers built a city of tents in the streets 
where they were protesting. These tents became a focus 
of public attention. Despite the hegemony of the govern-
ment, TEKEL’s tented workers received much local sup-
port from scientists, artists and students. Our group was 
present, supporting the workers, with fi eld research that 
applied Herbert Blumer’s crowd-mobilization model to the 
TEKEL strike. The results of this work became a paper that 
was presented at the meeting of the European Sociological 
Association (ESA) in Geneva in September, 2011. 

  Yurt ve Dünya – Homeland and the World – is an 
online journal which has been published since 2010 at 
www.yurtvedunya.net. However, it has a much longer his-
tory. Yurt ve Dünya was fi rst published in 1941 under the 
leadership of Behice Boran, a public sociologist working 
at the Faculty of Humanities. We have been inspired by 
Michael Burawoy’s public sociology movement and de-
cided to revive Yurt ve Dünya in 2010 drawing on the 
energy of some graduate students and professors at the 
Department of Sociology. The aim of the journal is to 
share the research conducted in the academy with dif-
ferent publics outside the academy. The fi rst target pub-
lic of the journal are the students of different sociology 
departments in Turkey. 

  We are planning to extend our efforts on public sociol-
ogy to the international area. We are all members of ISA 
and ESA. Since we strongly believe in the importance of 
collaboration among sociologists at the national as well as 
regional and international levels, we are also active in our 
national association. 

  We are excited to be developing a collaborative research 
culture and producing public sociology. If you are inter-
ested in our works or communicating with our group, you 
can contact us at: 
Aytül Kasapoğlu: kasap@humanity.ankara.edu.tr
Yonca Odabaş: yoncaodabas@yahoo.com
Günnur Ertong: gertong07@gmail.com

Workers huddle in the city of tents created in protest against TEKEL 

Corporation’s labor policy.

> Public Sociology at Ankara
   University

by Günnur Ertong and Yonca Odabas, Ankara University, Turkey
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> Democratizing Futures:

T he ISA’s Research Commit-
tee on Futures Research 
(RC07) convenes its program 

for the upcoming Forum in Buenos 
Aires under the motto “Democratiz-
ing Futures.” This motto is meant to 
connect the Forum’s overall theme 
of “Social Justice and Democratiza-
tion” with the research committee’s 
specifi c focus. The motto conveys (in 
its English version) a dual meaning: 
read as an adjective, “democratizing” 
expresses the hope that some futures 

will bring more democratization; read 
as a verb, “democratizing” refers to 
the task of democratizing the very 
process of envisioning and making 
futures. Democratizing futures, thus, 
relates to the social quest for justice 
and participation. “Futures” is inten-
tionally used in its rather unusual 
plural form. As postcolonial scholars 
such as Arturo Escobar, Aníbal Qui-
jano, Walter Mignolo, or Boaventura 
de Sousa Santos have urged, we 
need a plural epistemology of diverse 

knowledges. Despite their appealing 
parsimony, unilinear models do not 
describe history as we know it. Trans-
versal concepts seem to be a better 
fi t to muddy and often contentious re-
alities. Democratizing futures implies 
dialogue about alternative visions. 

   The future had seemed rather closed 
during the 1990s when the so-called 
Washington consensus prescribed 
neoliberal recipes for structural ad-
justments to rigid market models in 

Mothers of the Plaza de Mayo, Buenos 

Aires. Photo by Markus Schulz.

by Markus S. Schulz, University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign, USA, and Member of the ISA 
Program Committee for Yokohama World Congress, 2014

>>

Searching for Equality
and Participation 



countries around the world. Challeng-
es were mounted from the remote 
jungles of Chiapas to cities such as 
Seattle, Prague, Genoa or Davos that 
global elites had selected for sum-
mit meetings behind closed doors. 
The politics of fear in the name of a 
global “war on terror” seemed to fur-
ther extend the neoliberal reign until 
over-speculation in fi nancial markets 
blew up and even mainstream media 
begun talking about a “collapse of 
capitalism.” Such headlines were of 
course premature, as a multi-trillion 
dollar bailout of banks was organized 
overnight, but they do indicate how 
shaky is the legitimacy of the eco-
nomic regime. US power has waned 
in the wake of the Iraq invasion and 
vis-à-vis the rise of China and other 
emerging countries. South Americans 
from Argentina to Venezuela and from 
Brazil to Ecuador found new leverage 
to reject IMF or World Bank “condi-
tionalities” and pursue new paths. 
The uprisings in the Arab World oust-
ed long-ruling tyrants, opened new 
spaces for democratization of the re-
gion, and set examples that reverber-
ated even in the US. 

   A small protest on Wall Street grew 
into a national movement with link-
ages to counterparts in Europe and 
elsewhere. Although the Occupy 
movement was ridiculed by corporate 
media for not having a clear list of 
demands, this lack of a fi xed ideol-
ogy contributes greatly to its appeal. 

Above all, the occupation of Liberty 
Square in New York, just like the 
occupation of many other squares 
around the country, was meant to 
create space for dialogue. It had 
transformed the often barren “semi-
public” but corporate-owned Zuccotti 
Park into a thriving public sphere with 
arts, music, shared food, a library, 
and vibrant political debate about 
how to create better futures not just 
for the wealthiest 1% but also for the 
other 99%. As attested by the canopy 
of self-made cardboard signs, many 
of the demands and proposals that 
were being debated were quite spe-
cifi c, ranging from a fairer economy to 
a cleaner environment and reforms of 
the tax system and campaign fi nance 
law. The movement’s horizontal or-
ganization itself embodied the goal 
of reclaiming democracy. The Occupy 
movement challenged the growing 
social inequality and increasing cor-
porate infl uence on politics. Police re-
pression succeeded in shutting down 
the occupied spaces in most of the 
hundreds of US cities but a new gen-
eration of activists has had a forma-
tive experience in collective action 
and is ready to continue the struggle 
for more democratic futures. 

  Sociology can learn from these 
movements about the malleability of 
futures. The questions that are be-
ing addressed in a diverse range of 
sessions organized by RC07 at the 
Forum in Buenos Aires include: How 

can we create more democratic fu-
tures? How do assumptions and as-
pirations about the future infl uence 
daily routines and long-term collec-
tive lives? What defi nes the horizon 
of social imaginaries? How do we 
need to rethink democracy in the age 
of advanced globalization? How can 
pressing problems such as global cli-
mate change, environmental degra-
dation, hunger or violence be tackled 
in sustainable ways? What is to be 
done to democratize governance, in-
frastructure, production, media, and 
technology? How can the distribution 
of goods, risks and opportunities be 
made more equitable? How are dif-
ferent forces positioned to shape 
futures? What can be learned by 
comparing social struggles in differ-
ent countries and settings? How do 
emancipatory movements and every-
day practices at the grassroots resist 
discipline, exploitation, and misrec-
ognition? What visions for alternative 
futures are imaginable, desirable, 
and achievable? What are the road-
maps for social transformation? How 
can future-oriented social research 
relate to broader public debates? 

  Many thanks go to Alberto Biala-
kowsky, Alicia Palermo, Margaret Ab-
raham, Michael Burawoy, and Raquel 
Sosa for their hard work and intellec-
tual enthusiasm in making the Forum 
in Argentina possible. Let’s look for-
ward to many exciting debates and in-
spiring encounters in Buenos Aires. 
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Occupy Wall Street at Zuccotti Park, New 

York. Photo by Markus Schulz.
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