American Sociological Association Conference in Atlanta 2010

“Toward a Sociology of Citizenship: Inclusion, Participation, & Rights”

(Responses to the World Depression)

The founder of our AHS association, Alfred McClung Lee, would be proud I think of the re-constructive focus of ASA’s President Cynthia Nakano-Glenn in presenting sociology’s contributions to rebuilding global political, economic, and social organization of nations so much in need.  She did so as social science researcher, as an historical “citizen” deprived of her rights under the 14th Amendment in a Japanese internment camp during WWII, and as redress for mounting grievances of citizens, old and new.  Lee said in “Sociology for Whom?” 1978, that sociology is a profession with clients in every walk of life whose humanity demands: reliable information to inform their human condition, studied ways to protect themselves from undesirable powers of manipulation, and service—if not mobilization—to realize better ways of life.

Nakano-Glenn did that with three Presidential plenaries focused on each point (359. The Global Financial Crisis, 67. T.H. Marshall’s Citizenship and Social Class, and 4. Where is the Public in the Public University?). She also treated the theme in her autobiographical presidential speech for a more general audience (69) and actively participated, along with numerous other ASA presidents, in some of the 16 special sessions aligned with the conference theme.  Doing so, the ASA 2010 Conference consolidated its recent advances in Economic Sociology, Political Sociology, Historical Sociology, and Cultural Sociology to lay out a clear vision, an intellectual perspective, and a value-committed trajectory for sociological practice, a movement against concrete opposition in global nations as well as among some friends.

The Human Condition of Citizenship: Inequality, Exclusion, and Rights Denied.

In the US context, no session addressed concrete citizen grievances more frontally than   524, Section on Political Sociology Invited Session. Reducing Social Inequality in Obama’s America: Comparative Perspectives.  John D. Stephens, its organizer, was blunt about the prospects of this government for reducing inequality unassisted, with Republicans stymieing all legislation, Democrats still rescuing a skewed market system with corporate welfare, and their working majority in congress now disappearing.  To Stephens, poverty in America is “intractable,” and even within comparative policy studies America is seen to lack critical conditions for change. In his wrap-up comments, he detailed the plight of policy researchers who scale their proposals to diminished government funding priorities, and then cut them once again based on what researched issues will actually be legislated.  All this to accommodate what is now a “libertarian nation.”
Its match, inequality, was everywhere in presentations made for this session.  Racial inequality was stupefying. Harvard sociologist Bruce Western detailed an America using prisons to implement an oppressive social policy, not too different from Loic Wacquant’s “carceral state thesis” where prisoners and welfare mothers form one third of the post-Keynesian economy.
  Per 100,000 population in 2001, the US had incarceration rates of 126 or about double that of Denmark.  Today in the US it is 686.  

After three decades hovering around 100, it shot upwards in the 1970’s so there are now 1.5 million in US prisons with 4.2 million on parole. Incarceration has increasingly disadvantaged Blacks and Hispanics.  Cumulative risk for Black dropouts is several times that of White dropouts, and children of the incarcerated have quadrupled since 1980 among Whites, used as a baseline, while incarceration of Blacks has tripled from a baseline double that of Whites.  Incarceration subjects families to long-lasting risks of divorce, impaired education, reduced earnings and spotty employment. Christopher Uggen (532) added that those released feel behind their age cohort: in marriage, children, education, jobs, and independence and they no longer feel like adults nor do they trust government.  Five million are now dis-enfranchised after release. US deportations have jumped fivefold beginning in 1988; and 1986 saw bans on public assistance.  Further, arrest records are now accessible for a few dollars online, making job call-backs sparse.  Oregon studies show former prisoners are three times less likely to recidivate if their voting rights are retained, a recognition of their citizenship. Such social policy features, Uggen opined, “create a larger problem for the collectivity,” rather than remediate it. Western concluded in kind, that re-integration, racial equality, and social justice are not now the social policy tools of choice in the US, as one expects of an advancing civilization. 

Rather, public safety, personal responsibility with privatized prisons, and abandonment of rehabilitation goals are the social liberal and the “hard-nosed conservative” alternatives alike.  While monies swell the coffers of penology, educational institutions are cut back by broke or dysfunctional state governments, and programs like Project Hope, job support, drug treatment, and community-based housing go wanting.  Even national efforts like a National Criminal Justice Commission and Justice Reinvestment Projects flag for support. Driving all this is a fragile politics of moral judgmentalism that conflates visible individual failures with ignored collective successes. In short, US social policy is the problem citizens face.

This problem was starkly evident in Janet Gornick’s comparative data on the social policy of nine rich nations towards families.  Challenging proud patriotic rhetoric about American exceptionalism, she asserted with consistent logic that the US is indeed exceptional: for maltreatment of its workers, its parents and its children. Her book Families that Work documents some of what she said about family leave, early child care and education, the standard work week, paid days off, part-timer parity, rights of part-time workers and access to flex schedules.  For every graph presented, the US was meager in its services, an outlier, and exceptional to a fault.  On family leave, Norway has 42 weeks parental leave at one extreme while the UK and US come it at five and zero.  France has a work week of 35 hours, Germany 37.7 and the US 40.  The EU mandates worker rights, and reduced worker time passed Sweden in 1978, followed in 2000 by both Germany and the Netherlands, but the US has no parity for part-timers and child care for working parents lags at 53% for the US, mostly 5 year olds.  Ninety-nine per cent of Belgium’s three to five year olds get assisted care and the UK covers 77%.  The outcomes of this meagerness in services and worker protections are several-fold: time poverty for all family members, a lack of gender parity, threatened child wellbeing including high childhood poverty, plus higher infant mortality, retarded achievement in science by the 8th grade, and excessive TV watching by 11 year olds.  Annual hours worked in the US amount to 1,834, followed by the UK, while in the Netherlands it comes to 1371.  

“Why” she asked, do Americans make “so few public provisions for working parents?” Market forces, privatization, cultural ambivalence, overdue legislative agendas, and misperceptions of foreign countries were high on her list. It is certainly not that rich European nations like the US--with more adequate social policies--have suffered any negative effects to their macro economies. She explained two quixotic factors in the US that did prevent Obama family provisions from consideration by congress: his health care agenda, and the death of Edward Kennedy.  But the US social policy deficit is deeper than that.

David Brady made the point that “One Nation, Underprivileged”
 results from an individualist orientation in policy-making which often hamstrings positive outcomes, complicated by a research bias accentuating rare cases.  Because of social policy problems, poverty rates in the US run 17%, in the UK 13%, and only 5% in the Netherlands.  Poverty has been high here since the 1970’s.  Of 18 affluent countries, the US is the outlier of high poverty, while most average near 6%.  The same exceptionalism is true of high US unemployment.  The best explanation of cross-national differences is welfare regimes themselves, with the US always the least generous to its citizens.  Variation among US states is low with steep variation internationally, and high US headcounts of poor single mothers are the direct result of stingy programs, from AFDC through Workfare.  Single motherhood varies tremendously by nation, from 6% in Denmark to 40% in the UK and 42% in the US, but the US targeting of single motherhood—rather than implement a universal policy delivering more to citizens—that social policy preference keeps US rates high.  Move US single mothers to Sweden, he says, and their poverty rates would tumble due to universal programs that lift the prospects of all citizens.  The significant US poverty problem is its social policy problem i.e. single mothers are not.

Impoverishing the poor was likewise a concern of ASA presenters, Jane L. Collins and Joanna Rugolska (37). Jane presented her new book Both Hands Tied (U of C Press, 2010) and its thesis that global market fundamentalism is creating attenuated or unequal citizenship in the heart of the nation, and dismantling democratic projects while normalizing “the unthinkable.”  She cited US welfare mothers in Racine, Wisconsin who have lost the right to contract for their work, join a union, or retain their prior occupational status as they are forced by Workfare into a segmenting of the low wage market, being paid only $673 per month.  Many plant flowers along highways or sort clothing for the Goodwill. A similar condition, fully out of compliance with labor law, is the half Black and half immigrant poultry industry there. Prison labor is growing rapidly, paid at 15 cents per hour and up, and the orange jump suits of prisoners have even been required by New York for its Workfare employees. Joanna Regulska’s paper was presented on a Georgia internal migration phenomena that has become gendered.  Indicating such internal migration of women on a map, a phenomenon she calls “internally displaced persons,” she argued that the social construction of citizenship there is essentially dealing with “refugees,” the state of Georgia is ambivalent on the trend, and the lives of the men affected are disrupted because, “they have no coping strategy.”

Both these papers identified a new US trend regarding citizenship rights that makes them contingent on new obligations imposed by the State, and intentionally results in such social conditions as described.  Government leadership reserves to itself the right to identify citizens as failing at self-management if they are not earning income.  Once marked as deficient in this way, a further right to impose economic citizenship—a right to their labor--is presumed, and full citizenship rights are thereby attenuated and the citizens’ democratic status reduced. They become the citizenship other, “a constitutive outside.” Anyone old enough remembers that such State presumptions in the last century led to a rapid succession of identified “deficient groups,” and eventually to world conflict.
Contrasting Perspectives
In direct social policy conflict with the presenters of session 524 was a Sociology of Culture roundtable on the Radical Right that documented small group mobilizations around national identity in public education and public media over time, including cross-sectional data on the new US Tea Party (433). The second was a solitary invited panelist to session 532, a New York political scientist who averred that sociology was taking over his field so he would attend ASA’s conference to put forward his discipline’s claims.

Randle Hart and Geoffrey A. Fojtasek’s reports surveyed opposition groups to UNESCO textbooks from the early1960s, and public opinion poll data on anti-gay groups from the early 1970s affecting the degree of public stigmatization of homosexuals as morally unacceptable humans.  In both cases, an actionable event was required to bring latent extremist groups into public action (scheduled adoption of UNESCO textbooks in social studies, the Brown vs. Board of Education court decision, and firebrand rhetoric like that of Patrick Buchanan).  The groups that turned out utilized a broad appeal to public sentiments rather than risk fragmenting loyalties, like alleging learning many countries” histories undermines national fervor (patriotism).  This permitted censorship boards to be set up in the Midwest and Texas, PTA members to speak to school boards and John Birch Society members to speak to municipal gatherings, without confronting racial diversity and immigration issues outright.  In the second case, anti-gay groups alleged male identity and nuclear families were threatened by homosexuals, and succeeded in getting Black Protestants and White conservative evangelicals to speak out in the public media, though since 1990 young Americans evaluate moral equality free of such sex labels.

Josh R. Adams’ three part research study on the Tea Party movement studied protest events, the social movement itself, and its cultural products. In this case, a key actionable event was Joe Wilson’s “You Lie” epithet over Obama’s address to congress on the nation’s condition.  Both the “lie” and “Obama” persisted in Tea Party culture as epithets maligning his character, and became event slogans, many of them oddly spelled.  Sheer opposition to government is more prevalent among Tea Party than anti-race rhetoric (e.g. “I’ll keep my freedom, you keep my chains”) but terms like Obama Nation, Obamacare, and Obamunism partially substitute for it.  The movement attempts a broad appeal without fragmentation, and this is reflected in its rhetoric which may incorporate wedge issues, taxes, abortion, anti-communism, etc with its one unifying anti-government theme. Likewise, a high proportion of signs do not follow Standard English, which reflects on Josh’s study subjects since the New York Tea Party he documented has higher income, education, and male concentration than the US mean.
  Roundtable discussion expressed perplexity at higher status males exhibiting such behavior in normal times. But the current economic alienation--such as struck Eastern Europe after WWI—plagues the middle of this depression--and its political alienation is accentuated in the US by the prior administration’s political manipulations of the bureaucracy and its subsequent failures. 

Lawrence M. Mead III (532) focused especially on explaining high US poverty rates from his political science perspective, and he treated them largely in an undifferentiated fashion with racial minorities, immigrants, foreign workers, legal offenders and others. Central to his US argument was that jobs are not a problem for the poor but social order for US citizens is an embattled problem. “Liberals” should accept that conservatives are winning that battle so they should give up.  The slant he put on immigrants was that those who march for rights are out of compliance with law, and since US discrimination was greatly eliminated and the US has patterned its social policy on European models for 50 years with great effectiveness, they display a resistance to internalization of US norms, demonstrating their lost social cohesion when they immigrated from non-Western countries. 

Their features, he believes, include a penchant for poor work ethic he sees in worker productivity since the 1960s and mushrooming social problem behaviors at school including pregnancy.  Further, they confuse regular citizens over what poor persons are legitimately “inside” the community.  Those inside should adopt US institutions including individualism, he said, accept their freedom as their core responsibility, stop their drug use, and look upon Workfare as an improvement over AFDC since it is conditioned on good behavior.  It was not enacted to protect capitalism, he said, but to expand employment. “We have more of the poor working,” he claimed, and he actually said social policy has moved leftward since, though he does not support its “paternalism.”  

Professor Mead discounted both the facts of poverty reviewed at this conference, and ignored the global depression’s current effects on the US poor. Further, he failed to account for any of the reported variance in the international poverty data just shown. He was spinning a tale. For him and Tea Party luminaries, demanding sacrifices on behalf of a nation that no longer offers them upward mobility
 appears to substitute for social policy-making. A more “paternalistic” modern view would be hard to imagine. 

Former ASA President Francis Fox Piven was clear he had no evidence to support his theories and attitudes towards the poor, and went on to identify over half a dozen political determinants of poverty’s growth over time, with increasing denial of their civil rights: unequal practices like gerrymandering, denied franchise, poll taxes and education tests, in-city polling closures, bribes of contributors, annual voter registration, discarded provisional ballots, and outright tampering.  Instead, organized disruptive social action was how mid-century reforms of the New Deal, Labor Relations Act, AFDC, and the Fair Wages and Standards Act were passed, involving the struggle of a hard-working labor force getting very little pay.  Since the 1970’s, social organization of big corporations to ensure profits vis-à-vis Germany and Japan has joined with institutions like the Chamber of Commerce in the Republican Party’s “Southern Strategy” to manipulate law, and drive union memberships to pre-1930 levels, exact concessions of workers while expanding their productiveness, stagnate their incomes, and redistribute public wealth to the affluent.  These features were less prevalent in the national priorities of citizens by law in the decades before the 1970s, and repressive measures continue to drive up inequality, but will not stamp out the discontent.
 

Denial of Rights to Stateless Persons, the Undocumented, and Others

ASA’s recent presidents and their conferences made major contributions to understanding US social policy towards minority and undocumented populations, notably the efforts of former ASA president Alejandro Portes who received the 2010 WEB DuBois Award for Distinguished Scholarship.  His work on Latin American cities with a transnational labor force suffering unemployment and high crime--due to global policies of market fundamentalism--adjusted the frame of immigration analysis towards citizenship issues.  Where do displaced persons belong, and how can they contribute to society?
 Likewise, last year’s ASA President Hill-Collins spotlighted this concern of impacted transnational labor by including undocumented panelists in the sessions.  This year, Eduardo Bonilla-Silva who predicted at the 2008 meetings Obama’s immobility regarding most social issues, explored whether “citizenship” is a viable concept for addressing their plight given that Latin American constitutions have less restrictive citizenship that White-dominated North American constitutions, a concern shared by president Nakano-Glenn.

472. Race and Citizenship in the Americas presenters Diego A. von Vacano from Bolivia and Tania Maria Golash-Boza reporting on Peru, detailed how “mestizaje,” or political color blindness to race mixing, is seen as very different things to Whites, Blacks, and Indians across Latin America.  At one extreme is an intermarriage social policy (one that can include “whitening’) versus one of cultural assimilation.  Vacano began the session saying, “Yo soy un Negro” (I am a Black), reflecting Bolivia’s definition of citizenship in racial terms to reflect Bolivar’s approval of combining Amerindian mixtures to militarily oppose Spanish imperialism and thus “lift up the people.” Amerindian identity was seen as superior from Las Casas in the 16th Century, though European politics of domination, dualism (the US), or Darwinism affected Latin America through its history.  A dualist example is DuBois’ assertion that Blacks and other races have a contribution to make in American society. Golash-Boza discovered an African-descended Peruvian group, the Ingenio, who do not follow the Peruvian citizenship line that color and facial form are the legitimate determinants of citizens’ membership and rights, and studied them for a year.  Instead, they define citizenship in terms of indigenous identities of education, language, social status, and geographical origin. Blacks, she said, were “imagined out” of Peru over a hundred year period, while Indians were to be educated for full citizenship. Bonilla Silva's upcoming book will stress the desirability of race admixture in a citizenry.
Also this year ASA expanded its reach outside the hemisphere, to populations facing citizenship challenges. No more long-term stateless people have existed in Europe since WWII than its Gypsy or Romani population.  One quarter to a million Gypsies are thought to have perished in Nazi death camps, with many survivors sterilized, clear acts of political exclusion.  Even so, Romani expert, Thomas Acton OBE, of the UK, estimated the current numbers of Romanies/Gypsies near 14 million, or the population of the Netherlands.  He met with largely American panelists of Thematic Session Citizenship’s Others (37), and began with the statement that British law is about keeping people out of rights not about granting them rights.  To illustrate the point, he reminded the audience that when his parents reflected on WWII treatment of minorities the prevailing ideology was scientific racism, not just in Hitler’s Germany.  With center right governments in France and Italy today, the Romani “asylum seekers” of Western Europe are increasingly repressed
 and de-legitimated despite being a non-territorial nation recognized by the European Union.  NGO activists see them as de facto stateless people, and “people smugglers who improve people’s lives” are valued internally versus immigration officials. Acton said the EU decision has almost become “a dead letter” in granting citizenship rights to the Roma because ten times as many are in Eastern Europe as in the West.

Nidhi Trehan and other panelists followed up on this saying that with civic nationalism the Kosovo Roma have been rendered stateless, resulting in about 8000 refugees, and out-migration of Roma from Romania and Bulgarian continues into Western Europe. Tito attempted to grant Gypsies full constitutional citizenship in Yugoslavia, but social distance is increasing and media exposés regarding crime are increasing, even as organized pogroms kill Gypsies, and many have become fearful of owning a political identity that leads to more persecution. This has been accompanied by downward mobility due to the shift from a socialist economy where Roma workers had equal employment with other citizens.  The Romany press is active, even proposing such unifiers as a Romany university, but few intellectuals seek a separate nation, and the Roma remain one of the most vulnerable populations in Europe.

Rebuilding Society

Nakano-Glenn hosted a presidential panel on Rebuilding Society after Natural and Social Disasters (69).  It was not ostensibly a pattern for reconstruction after the current depression, but the need for restructuring world politics, economy, and social practices for more sustainable and inclusive citizenship impressed me as I sat down. Gregory D. Squires, treated Hurricane Katrina as a social and political disaster made by the Bush Administration, one in which its uneven costs, by class, were paid by the poor and it is by no means unique.  By 2008, hotel income was back to pre-Katrina levels, rents rose to $990 per month, the two thirds who returned made New Orleans a Whiter city, and ads for apartments list “Whites only” or “White with children preferred” and require high security deposits.  Permits are taken out to prevent development, and public housing lags for Blacks.  The Road Home Program displays blatant discrimination. A home in a Black neighborhood gets far less reconstruction money than in a White neighborhood for the same house.  The idea to Re-Make New Orleans should follow five recommendations if it is to succeed in reducing inequalities: empower all, finance the right to return, make jobs and zoning equitable and sustainable, provide all day assistance while facilitating fair housing by HUD, and grant voting rights to prospective returnees.  It appeared to me that reproducing pre-Katrina inequities is what city planners are disposed towards and that it should stop.  Likewise, the broader habits of market fundamentalism will need to be confronted again and again in debate during national reconstructions of citizenship.

Carole Charles reported on the recent Haitian earthquake and Jasmine Kahn reported on the post-partition reconstruction of India and Pakistan 63 years before, to the very day. Both involved huge losses of life, one from a quarter million natural deaths with the physical disappearance of nine of the government’s 11 ministries, and the other from de-colonizing and relocating a million people to Pakistan in the midst of religious and ethnic victimization.  More destruction of the cities occurred than during the blitz of London, said Kahn.  In both, to be a refugee was the norm, and refugee assistance became a concern of citizens in both.  In Haiti, 3000 NGOs took over as major provider, not the government—the people were disenfranchised—and food entitlements became a scourge of “Welfare Kings and Queens” living in tents as outsiders with no prospect of employment, especially Blacks and Mulattos, while 10 of 17 national planners are foreigners and have not called for an election.
  In the India partition, whole village administrations moved to Pakistani towns, some by plane, the UN was too young to assist much, and the government provided loans and credit, agricultural seed and water pumps, the people’s first contact with the State for many.  Political office holders  re-constituted their constituencies, but a war over Kashmir began in 1948 and the UN Declaration of Human Rights has yet to be ratified by either India or Pakistan. Insights here seem to be that preserving rights of citizenship may preserve status as human beings, but national identity that results can lead to conflict with neighbors and advocates of universal rights, plus the socially disadvantaged during reconstruction may struggle the most.

Adam Habib,
 a political scientist from Johannesburg, and a critic of US policy, was the special guest of the ASA to speak on South African reconstruction. The ASA was the prime litigant for his current 10 year visa, long held up by the US State Department against an ACLU lawsuit demanding he be allowed to speak here under the US First Amendment to the Constitution.  He said ASA’s academic solidarity with him in this case illustrates the severe pressures being put on universities by market and State forces.  

Trying to advance the poor and the marginalized when they are the least powerful is the fundamental problem of development, and he is not sure the highest inequality areas of South Africa, those with a high gini index, actually gained from the reconstruction.  Those who had nothing may be worse off today.  Upper and middle classes are a success story with democratic institutions, de-racialized universities, more representative State employment, and a good national reputation from hosting the World Cup.  

The means for achieving what the upper echelon wanted involved the support of elites fighting for each other and the rights of general citizens (contestation), support for the democratic constitution, and social mobilization.  Five reforms were important: a viable opposition party, the Union Party (that regulated corporate pacts so they didn’t co-opt citizen interests); a viable civil society with independent media; engagement of foreign policy with global systems and world alliances; and electoral reform for direct election of representatives.  In the context of global re-structuring after the current depression, Habib’s impression that citizens counted among the poor may gain nothing from it in contrast with the middle class and political elites, is a reminder renewed citizenship world-wide may lag for the most disadvantaged.

Chad Alan Goldberg organized 67 Plenary Session 67. T.H. Marshall’s ‘Citizenship and Social Class’: A 60th Anniversary Retrospective. Immigration researcher Yasmine Soysal and Martin Bulmer of the United Kingdom reflected on the ways in which T.H. Marshall approached problems of the poor when they experienced less then full citizenship rights in their resident nations. Bulmer said that under capitalism there is a strong link between citizenship freedoms and stratification in society, and he identified Marshall’s essay, “Citizenship and Social Class” of 1949 as his foundation statement which detailed three historical phases developing rights in the West: civil, political, and social. He pointed out Marshall spent four years in a German war camp and wrote a book on it before his academic and social policy careers.  As a sociologist, Marshall taught America’s Ralf Dahrendorf, had his essays published in America by the then expert on exceptionalism, Seymour Martin Lipset, and he was an early critic of proposals of America’s market fundamentalist economist, Milton Friedman, saying his “negative income tax” idea removes the status of social citizenship.

Soysal said Marshall influenced the social policy of European democracies in a major way, less so in America, and she warned of two insurgent trends since, de-coupling rights from nations and from commitments to social justice.   Marshall’s view, as Margaret Somers made clear, was that rights-bearers live under a terror of markets and state actors as they suffer the “social death,” by being denied social inclusion, participation, and legal rights, the theme of this conference.  Their humanity, equal moral worth, and claim on public goods is prior to their inhumane treatment, and she noted his foundation statement was just months before the UN passed the Universal Declaration of Human Rights which was supported by both Eleanor Roosevelt and Karl Polanyi.
 Bulmer added that Marshall’s experience in Germany—later advising on its reconstruction after WWII—was not unlike Nakano-Glenn’s experience in the US, as reported in Dorothy Swaine Thomas’ book, The Spoilage.  The book recounts the Japanese-American internment.

Soysal called nations to a re-definition of citizenship using the universal rights-bearing individual as its base. Globalism and the existence of long term immigrants, dual citizenships, and multi-layered memberships in the EU alone, require this. This goes beyond T. H. Marshall’s world, she said, noting that American market fundamentalism remained active this summer influencing EU planning even for education.  For example, the Lisbon Strategy 2000 which deregulated the service sector in the EU, continued putting the European social model in doubt in the 2010—2020 document just passed. Her proposed membership and participation of citizens with full rights will increase social solidarity and cohesion, and make the acquisition of national heritage so central to Marshall’s “social citizenship” a reality, in contrast with merely developing “human capital” for a global market.  Margaret also cautioned that the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights made effective by the UN in 1976—which contains related ideas of social citizenship--has yet to be ratified by the US (along with the Union of South Africa, and it wasn’t even signed by Saudi Arabia).  Two new ASA sections focus on global concerns of social citizenship: Human Rights (2010), and the up-coming Altruism and Social Solidarity section.

Listening to the debate in the T. H. Marshall session sharpened my curiosity about degrees of political reconstruction and directions for social policy that this conference would end up with.  T. H. Marshall, as a model, was after all an Englishman who reconciled capitalism’s innate inequalities with ideals of social welfare equality, both caught in endless tension with one another. His success advising the UK’s social democracy has produced outcomes little better for citizens than the US, except with imprisonment and health care, as this human condition overview just revealed.  

Was Germany, with its more ambitious and better outcomes for citizens in Europe going to have its social policy tenets weighed and evaluated by this conference?  It has been 20 years since The Left there shed 95% of its membership in 1989, after denouncing Marxist-Leninism to become a democratic reform party. Certainly, being more egalitarian with citizens than the UK inspired ASA conferences over two decades.  For example, something like democratic socialism was implied by several ASA Presidential addresses for carrying reform further, as required, though party support for US social policy under that label is nil (The Democratic Socialists of America party has about one voter for every 1000 voters for a major party,
 and its policies are over-represented in the US by just one elected senator out of the hundred seats). In such electoral conditions, Radical Right rhetoric decrying a remake of the US as a socialist country has been a drama exercise in paranoid personality. Only a few countries are democratic socialist, mostly in post-colonial African nations, and even in Germany where The Left party has ten times the membership DSA does in the US, they only managed 12% of the vote in 2009 federal elections and they didn’t have an agreed on platform. Still, the continuing global depression impacts working Americans and has sharpened debate at the ASA2010 Conference. This conference does seek more changes to social policy than just expanding citizenship, in the midst of the turmoil.

The Great Debate of the ASA 2010 Conference

James K. Galbraith, whose Keynesian advice to congress was supported by ASA economic sociologists,
 spoke first in plenary  359, Global Finance and Economic Citizenship.  He asked the question, what might we have learned from the financial meltdown?  He answered from the perspectives of four occupations.  The policy maker might have learned that brushing off our warnings of so severe a meltdown was unwise and the inadequate programs they fielded ignored patterns and thus a timely re-appraisal of them.  The policy analyst might have learned that there was a regime shift in the world system after WWII that qualified subsequent fluctuations and stimulus efforts to combat them. Economists and lawyers might have learned that what caused it was endemic to the new regime of destructive practices in capitalism, much of it in the US.  Those involved knew from their lexicon they were dealing in security counterfeiting and bundling them like the drug trade: Liar loans, Ninja loans, AAA ratings on toxic assets, fencing them then going short to dump their trusting clientele.  It was an epidemic of mortgage fraud. There is a thin line between bankers and crooks, he said, so we need policing, and the lawyers might have learned their role as limit-setters was to secure the transgressors.  He told the tale of the Keating Affair and the Savings and Loans debacle decades back and how lawyers then knew their role.

Social scientists might have learned we were over-run by a fanatic cult, a socio-pathology of economics totally outside the academic university’s consensus.  Faced with the monopoly of that view in public life, learn that authority rules through “fixity of belief” when expertise does not.  He went over the bewilderment of congresspersons during the 2008 toxic assets bailout he was in contact with, and how lack of real knowledge led to voting by instinct.  Glaring questions remain: Why were AIG counter parties paid in full? Why back the banks no matter what?  Why was nothing done about banker compensation? American Keynesian economists, like himself, were staying on top of the meltdown “in real time” with their predictions, but contacts with these occupation-holders during the meltdown was filled with misperceptions. Conclusion? “Learning comes too late.”  

In response to sociologist Clarence Y.H. Lo, about continuing stimulus now that stagflation is no longer the concern of post-WWII economics, Galbraith said departures from a production economy in that period argues for taking stock of and addressing background problems directly, not just re-constituting social democracy: a Green New Deal, capital investment when the middle class has been undermined, care for more aged in the population, and the high numbers of imprisoned and unemployed.  He said financing bad loans and high public spending was unleashed by GW Bush’s 2004 election campaign, and the AAA fraudulent ratings of securities that turned into junk status in foreign hands was one of the factors behind Portugal’s financial fragility. These were a background destruction of investor confidence.  Also, any US deficit reduction under Obama must be mobilized against as a huge threat.

Economic sociologist Fred Block echoed Galbraith’s background problems approach, noting the need for a 2.3 Trillion dollar infrastructure upgrade, the Green New Deal, and he stressed the potential the current corporate surplus has for addressing such problems if used for public goods and not misdirected by private decision-making. Francis Fox Piven questioned how such plans might be implemented if not strike waves against a parsimonious social democracy, since congresspersons didn’t listen to Galbraith, US big business is on a roll, and special interest groups are in command of US government in all areas. Galbraith’s ASA participation was a salient update to his thesis in The Predator State 2007 that “the rot in the system” needs immediate attention, and he’s devoted to ending continued predation on citizens by G.W. Bush’s “corporate republic.’

In contrast with Galbraith’s calls to reform just the predatory decades of the system, David Harvey
--who is so prolific a writer that annual tomes issue from his publishers—sought ways to address global capitalism’s systemic risks with “The Enigma of Capital and the Crisis This Time.”  Because capitalism is always transcending the limits, requiring at least 3% compound growth and the outmoding of products implied by that, new finance and locations are crisis-inducing problems.  In the 1970s, that new finance was perceived as un-liberated, so financial innovations proliferated, and now we have a crisis within finance.  He called the agenda of market fundamentalism “a class project to break labor” as new locations for production were identified.  New crises will develop as environmental limits are reached.  Any “blockage point” can lead to a crisis.  Innovation in organizational forms, like Wal-Mart’s, runs ahead of the capitalist system and displaces labor as it increases wage stress.

Crisis management this time included: disempowering labor while involving workers in the credit markets to increase effective demand; a bit of Keynesian stimulus for lagging sectors; and then when the State faced fiscal problems the policy became, sock it to the people. As capital has reached an inflection point, he said, “Think revolutionary.” The capitalist system is now a series of asset bubbles in a finance-dominated economy (not production).  Both parties in congress are owned by big capital-holders, and capital surplus globally is fractionalized, that is it is not available to the State but rather supports its own factions. “They’re screwing up capitalism big time,” he said. Billionaires in India doubled last year and China invested proportionately more than the US in infrastructure.

Even at a professional conference, the phrase “think revolutionary” perks up ears.  This is strange because the US has the oldest revolutionary government in the world, but response was immediate when it came up in questions.  Galbraith said, somewhat uncomfortably, he had no enthusiasm for revolutions, and re-directed, answering a question about past war costs.  Piven had made reference to picketing congressmen and corporations, not advocating revolution.  Harvey feels there has been a need to re-organize and transform capitalism since 1945 and he is angry we are not doing it. Clearly, that involves the State, and more collective action than what occurs in CEO offices and corporate board rooms. 

Miguel Centeno focused on the rise and fall of market fundamentalist ideology in his talk,
 a central subject behind big business being on a roll, and the recent fanatical distortion Galbraith identified in American capitalism. Without critique, he said, it will continue its shedding of citizenship rights as a central political theme while diminishing public goods to populations.  The ASA has increasingly honed and re-directed its meeting sections to provide that critique with recommendations for policy-making.  Centeno was almost as blunt as Galbraith, and as direct as he and Joseph Cohen were in their little book, Global Capitalism, 2010.  Saying the culture of economics may be as important as economics itself, he reviewed decades of transferring the tax burden from the rich to the poor in three arcs: crisis containment, forming a political project, and fixing economic culture as received truth in the public square. 

The first arc in the 1970s, containment, involved a perceived crisis of legitimacy for economics, based in liquidity and stabilization.  It resulted in shedding entitlement programs and shifting the balance of power to a global "relative worth of citizenship" which became responsible to global capitalism for investor confidence.  The rich and educated benefited.   In arc two, the challenge of spiraling inflation was controlled through Reaganism and Thatcherism and their firing and disciplining of workers, and through Chicago School austerity programs that took advantage of cheap energy, computerization, and low demographic loadings to mask re-distribution of wealth outcomes.  Clintonism and the Third Way followed up with global capital controls but without offering a critique of the political project which citizens were expected to accept.  In the most important arc, the third, the Asian economic situation was misinterpreted, market fundamentalism was taught as economic law--“there is no alternative”--freedom was equated with property rights, and the Right was presented as the reasonable political center, claiming it is unrealistic to limit the rich.  That is, it is best to serve the interests of global investor confidence.

The debate panel was clear we do have choices, and better ones.  Centeno said inequality politics is increasingly vulnerable to its visibility since those at the bottom can see what those at the top have accumulated.  The “environmental hole” this political project dug is very deep, and the promise that each will get their own someday no longer works.  We have to take back the discourse and the courses in economics, and tell the inconvenient truths. Professor Lo expressed this crisis as capitalists seeking a new circuit of capitalism, requiring citizens and professionals to struggle in their specific areas of competence: universities, health, environment, and credit. Michael Schwartz added a labor perspective that the inequality project is global and that an economic policy of “open up their economies” masks a rationale for wars that workers must fight, for example, Iraq was seen as a site for vast investment, one that did not pan out. Finally, James Galbraith addressed negative stereotypes in US culture towards everyday citizens, especially those most marginalized by the financial meltdown.  This is something every citizen can do something about by confronting discussants in the public square with facts. Citizens should demand to know why.  As recently as the Keating affair, Galbraith said, white collar crime in the finance industry resulted in a thousand insiders going to jail.  During the current financial meltdown, he said, such criminals are “at large.”  

Conferees no doubt remember that after the Great Depression sociologist Edwin Sutherland popularized the concept of “white collar crime” in criminology for the offenses of market zeal: fraud, embezzlement, and upscale theft. This countered an imbalance between poor and rich citizens then current within the criminal justice system.  Conferees might well ask, “Who is the Edwin Sutherland for the 21st Century?” After the great debate, Francis Fox Piven used Galbraith’s pointed reference in her discussion with Laurence Mead on denigrating the poor, including new immigrants. It is incongruous to credit entrepreneurial immigrants entering this country with a work ethic, and then suggest they lose it, and thus must re-learn it from exclusionary bureaucrats. “Entering your blessed circle,” she said, you cast the shadow of lawlessness on them. She asked, “Are those inside lawful?”  The answer for the great debate and the global depression is clear.

Sorting Out a Conference Intellectual Perspective for Social Action

To restructure world politics, the global economy, and social practices for more sustainable and inclusive citizenship; that purpose raises questions of sociological practice as it relates to the human condition of citizenship just reviewed.   

ASA conferences have increasingly raised sociological analysis the last decade, re-adjusting the frame of analysis to the highest macro-level.  The focus of individual practice has changed less perhaps, examining encounters, situations, communities, cities, provinces, nations, clusters of nations on the periphery or at the core of the world system, and the social processes among them, but the interpretive practice of American sociology--applying its sociological imagination--has been transformed by ASA conventions in a very few years. Almost no one at the Atlanta 2003 meetings would have considered citizenship around the world the viable topic the Atlanta 2010 conferees did.  American sociologists have been incorporating other social sciences once split off from it into their training, become more interdisciplinary and grounded in their research, and become more cognizant of international advancements in the field so they could apply them to their methodologies doing research.  This has made a “sociology of citizenship” possible. 

That was the topic of Nakano-Glen’s Presidential Address (277).  Saying that private life and household formation are highly affected by citizenship, she stressed that processes of formal exclusion and “luminal legality” magnify other inequities in non-citizen’s lives, and become torturous for them in a bar, in a car, on the job, etc.  The US currently has fluid citizenship--what is granted may be rescinded--with multiple “substantive citizenships” that local jurisdictions hold hostage in disparate ways.  
To establish the first point she reviewed US ethnic histories for Mexicans and Orientals, adding that Free Blacks had more citizen rights and political participation after the Civil War than fifty years later.  To establish the second she overviewed variations in state laws under the 1982 Supreme Court Polymer v Doe decision that local schools have a right to deny education rights to qualified undocumented students if they establish a good from excluding them.  New York and Indiana thus would permit instate tuition for these 65,000 high school grads while Missouri and South Carolina would not. The “Dream Act” and the JIFM group generate support from this fact,
 even as racialized nationalism and debate of the 14th amendment in the US further depart from its UN agreements to full citizen membership, civil, political, and social.  She stressed K-12 educational alliances with colleges can be instrumental in lobbying its state legislatures.  In the spirit of public sociology she called for the 45 specialized sections of the ASA to converge on such problems of citizenship.  

Just as the ASA president’s public sociology talk was grounded in specific historical circumstances of a public—thus avoiding the grand theory approach of last century macrosociology—the relevance of “embeddedness” to the social sciences was heavily promoted at ASA2010. This was evident as critical sociologists met in sessions 443 and 239 and made important contributions to the conference perspective.  Session 443, Critical Theory, organized by Richard G. Biernacki, featured a paper by Farrell McNeely on the embeddedness of knowledge production through Western history.  An historian of civil society, he explicated the vast differences in the practice of “homo academicus” from Alexandria’s textual reasoning, through the Erasmus network of humanist legitimation and classical philology sanctioned by specialist communities, to the Manhattan Project’s replication through experiment.  Knowledge is embedded in speech, time, gender, and space he reminded, and the internet age is re-formulating knowledge production beyond the 1950’s “tacit” but discipline knowledge base for mastering them. 
Likewise, Stephen Louis Armet cautioned--from the work of R. Andrew Sayer et al on a new political economy--that embeddedness of life conditions talk of social realities. Logics of the unconscious, of abduction, abstraction, and retroduction put forward explanation as the sociological goal.  Searching for causes is the means, and not the mere association of variables of former social scientists.  This ontological reality, that is, what exists, is based in contingencies.  Finally, Jeff Weintraub’s paper on the wisdom of counterfactuals (taking into account events with objective possibility not just the ones that occurred) warns against an empiricism declaring “just look at the facts.”  Weber’s ideal types are not real, nor did Marx’s process to proletarian rule occur anywhere. One must research within the locus of thought of Wolfgang Lutz’ “plausible worlds.”  Leonard Nevarez illustrated the point, stressing different “quality of life” definitions in America since mid-century.  Residential mobility is now down, family life copes with dual earners, split shift work, sex role and lifestyle changes, and individual calculations for enhancement, for flow, and for creativity in work throw off communitarian restraints. Yet, quality of life has been pursued as a social good over a century.
In paper session 238, Christopher Chase-Dunn et al contemplated The Great Crash of 2008: Origins, Dynamics, and Consequences.  Such critical sociologists have expounded the relevance of World System Theory to global social phenomenon in recent decades at ASA conferences, providing perspective and support for social action in its peripheral states, especially those of the southern hemisphere.  Donald A. Clelland and Wilma A. Dunaway updated the thesis that capitalists capture the surplus value once it is transmitted to the core of the world system, saying, “follow the surplus,” and they enumerated five stages that developed the crisis.  Both challenged Wallerstein’s assessment that it began with a profit squeeze of capitalists.  Rather, a loosening of US monopolies led capitalists to increase their monopoly over finance, stimulating higher risk.  This financialization of markets resulted in real dollars accumulating in China thence returned to the US as a drain through investment.  Chase-Dunn contrasted US hegemony with that of the UK in the 19th century, saying the UK lived off the profits while the US borrowed heavily because of dollar sovereignty in global exchange, and its national status as one third of the world economy.  However their military overreach is similar to US Neo-Cons.  He wondered about the peace movement and protests of this far-flung distribution of military monies. “Where are they?”  The paper by William I. Robinson said the crisis is not simply a repeat of the 1930s because of three new dimensions: transnational capital, its capitalist class hegemony, and its status apparatuses.  The whole world suffered from this “perfect storm of global capitalism.”
Hassan Ali El-Najjar was probably the most controversial presenter of the lot, and he responded to my criticism of not identifying historical connections, though he was faithful to space and time contexts.  He contrasted the “perceived crash” of 2008 with crises in the 20th century as a whole, since this one was planned, represented reactionary—even fascist transnational capital-holders—and hinged on a downwardly mobile US populace subjected to social controls of a growing police state.  “The war on terror” is a key means of capital redistribution, founded in corporate sign-ons to Richard Perle’s Clean Break objectives by future policy-making officials of the Bush/Cheney Administration, with its ten trillion military and national debt e.g. Rice for Chevron and Cheney for Halliburton.  He called it a “structural crisis” not a cyclical one, one in which Halliburton and Carlisle profit immensely from the 7% of US GDP spent on wars, while the enormous increase in speculative capital spending parallels a five-fold increase in US consumer debt since 1980.  The US, he said, is a nodal point for globalizing capital, and it is a new imperialism that is utterly predatory.
  In response, to avoid social breakdown, Latin America has initiated democratic socialist and populist movements.
Social initiatives of The World Social Forum constitute that effort.  Session 392, Capitalist Crisis, Social Movements, and the US Social Forum: the Road from Atlanta to Detroit was hosted by Walda Katz-Fishman and Jerome Scott, founders of Project South who reviewed the Detroit meetings of June of 2010 at roundtable number one.  In Walda’s historical overview, 1992 resistance to imperialism became resistance to NAFTA and by 2001 this counter-hegemonic force to the World Economic Forum was joined by big NGOs, having held meetings in Porto Alegre, Madrid, Mumbai, Nairobi, Belen, and Dakar.  The US Social Forum is mostly working class people, women, and persons of color, and they turned out in many thousands in Detroit as an act of convergence to envision another United States.  Jerome Scott detailed some of the newer groups, like the Urban Gardens social movement, the New Energy group of the UAW, and indicated the collapse of capitalism in 2008 still permitted a show of “resilience,” though visions of the future varied.  Lauren Langmann referred to them as “people’s assemblies” yet asked how to reach educated youth with no jobs, many with aversions to code words and glib solutions. Most of the participants were youth.  
Workers without union representation in the growing labor segment of farm and day labor attended. In December in Chicago, the Poverty Institute the National Domestic workers Alliance, Jobs for Justice, Grass Roots, Global Justice, the IAD congress and others will meet together over leadership in the movement.  Reference was made to Sheldon Wolin’s new paperback Democracy Incorporated: Managed Democracy and the Specter of Inverted Totalitarianism, 2010.  To avoid such corporate control and entertainment focus, the WST will have 50 assemblies of face to face groups.  One billboard at the Detroit meeting read, “We don’t have an immigration problem, we have a capitalism problem” and its supporters were there to argue that poor nations should not be forced to subsidize rich ones.
During discussion, I posed the question of what the Detroit conferees were going to do about the 2010 mid-term election to educate voters for a more social-justice-oriented society.  However, since democratic socialism has not arisen in the south or northern service economies through the electoral process, responses to my concern over huge corporate campaign donations dedicated to reducing citizen influence over their social democracy were few.
Such was the conference perspective for the southern hemisphere’s extractive and production economies with capitalist management, as the world system core morphed into a service economy.  This perspective, as applied to specific nations, informed Session 8 Tensions in Post-Colonial Citizenship organized by Gay Seidman.  Ronald R. Aminzade, Hyunok Park, and Robyn Kimberley Autry, examined post-socialist Tanzania, China-refugees of North Korea, and post-apartheid South Africa, respectively.
Legal citizenship in Tanzania contends with imposed racial categories and an imperialist history that once deadlocked its parliament over Africanization, and led to a put-down by foreign troops in the name of global policy norms.  It now has to contend with global finance.  During the socialist government to 1985 citizenship retained restrictions but high participation and communal endeavors compensated. Neo-colonialism threats since have surrounded financial investment and newspaper ownership rights, and themes of deregulation and privatization.  National citizenship is embroiled in overcoming bribes and scandals accompanying “investor citizenship” notions grounded in troops, national aid, and loans, many from Asia.  Political and business elites are divided, with politicians pursuing nationalism through rational choice, and business pursuing capital accumulation and political legitimacy, while the growing Tanzanian diaspora confronts dual citizenship issues as bureaucrats and political leaders attempt some responsiveness to citizenship of the native population.  Gay commented that Tanzania, as well as Ireland’s history, show that the state may be less a solitary institution than competing ministries, some which follow Thatcherism, for example. 
Under the phrase, We are all migrants now,” Park explored the landless nation of North Korean refugees, especially in China, and discussions among NGOs, the two Koreas, and China regarding them.  Their concerns form around a new political order envisioning democracy and sovereignty based in migrants’ cross-border ethnicity and precarious labor.  However, the labor of migrants is the least free labor, and it is being restricted further by theories of globalism that consider displaced people as threats to capital accumulation even as it increases economic inequalities.  Government decision-makers thus find themselves at odds. The envisioned political order is a kind of collective politics seeking a radical political moment where workers and students interact together, conceive freedom from the state, and re-think the rule of law.  China views North Korean refugees with a blind eye as “temporary migrants,” South Korea views them as part of one legitimate Korean nation joined by relative-visitations, and new capitalist networks involving South Korea are expanding economic cooperation.  The migrant movement thinks of itself as “representing human rights and righting human wrongs.”  One North Korean refugee in China summed up his current status, “People without a nation are like a dog.” Such concerns of citizen social justice and status are not only proper subjects from the conference perspective, but social action in various roles is appropriate too, as persons with knowledge of social organization and social change.

Autry pursued citizenship issues along cultural dimensions.  South African citizens since apartheid have witnessed a growing sense of belonging and membership evidenced in its national museums movement.  Instead of Boer trek and natural history exhibits used by the State to validate their politics and deny a human history, the ANC Department of Arts and Culture exhibits forge a national consciousness with a human heritage for Africans. The liberation struggle at Robben Island is a World Heritage Site, and rural communities other than Boers are represented.  Museums continue much of the staffing and infrastructure of former times, but relations to a new constitutionalism are being forged, as tourism advances, to “recover our silent histories.” Gay commented that the ANC won and the IRA did not and that may affect how easily museums and alternatives to the Orangemen in Ireland can be mobilized.  
There were two other influences on the conference perspective, both based in dual conferences in the last decade, public sociology in San Francisco in 2004 and 2009, and “the cultural turn” at Atlanta in 2003 and 2010.  The first promoted an heuristic division of sociological labor into professional, policy, critical, and public sociological enterprises.  Yet, by 2010, public sociology showed signs of unifying the others towards public goods of citizenship, just as this review describes the president’s intent to share all 45 sections of specialized knowledge in a public idiom while integrating their dominant perspectives.  
At this conference, public sociology was represented by Vincent Jeffries defense of it as an overarching model for improving the human condition in session 147, and heir to the ethics of sociological greats like Znaniecki, Sorokin, Myrdal, C. W. Mills, Wendell Bell on the social goods of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and Patricia Hill Collins on social justice.  It is not just a professional commitment to craft presentations in a public idiom.  His defense was made against Kelly M. Ramsey who claimed its lack of a cohesive body of knowledge and epistemology made it a poor instrument for rendering policy advice.  But Jeffries argued its intention was as disciplinary “model” not reflection of a solitary school of thought like the Frankfort School.
The second influence, cultural sociology, made European sociologists required reading in sociology over the last half decade, and in this conference refined “society” for the political realm as “civil society” in sessions 107 and 172, for use in advancing social democracy in the northern hemisphere, and protecting citizenship: in belonging, full participation, status, and rights.
Cynthia Fuchs Epstein presided over a panel in  107 Towards a Sociology of Rights to discuss the global human rights regime the panelists share with foreign publishers in the ground breaking Rose Series. It is the newest ASA creation, focused on cultures of social justice.  Pamela Oliver recapped many of the facts of US marginalized citizenship contained in this review, especially noting political crime and drug control resembling a police state along racial dimensions.  Her comment this is founded on an ability and a desire to oppress found sympathetic agreements from Epstein and Joachim J. Savelsberg, who see a growth in benign neglect as well, and it is based in the US upon southern political alignments. Savelsberg said Global South international contacts do mitigate some of this but other panelists said the US is impervious to international pressures, restricting contestations to critics themselves, much of it outside publications.  Further, this author of Law and Collective Memory (2007), said the New York Times and US administrations do not frame these issues well.  Hwalbach’s collective memory project does, based upon his Durkheimian tutelage and experiences at Buchenwald where his life was ended. The archive American Memories carries this on.
Dawn Weist discussed transnational human rights in the world polity over 50 years, focused on civil and economic rights, and current social movement emergencies that parallel UN conferences.  These social movements face networking problems.  Likewise, Ellen Rees called the current age one of welfare retrenchment, with state and local cutbacks in general relief, while corporations target programs in child care, labor rights, immigrant legalization, and public assistance.  In general, unions like SEIU and Acorn communities have helped counter such raids on benefits.  It continues to be a struggle and one must pay attention after legislation is passed for the reshaping that accompanies implementation.

The 2010 ASA conference perspective represents a synthesis of three ASA sections in development for a decade: Political Sociology, Economic Sociology, and Historical Sociology.  Each has exported impacts to their main social science fields of political science, economics, and history, largely through Margaret Somers’ 2008 book under examination.  Session 172 celebrated that book, Genealogies of Citizenship: Markets, Statelessness, and the Right to have Rights, featuring ASA’s most rigorous critics: ASA 2012 president-elect Eric Olin Wright, global theorist Saskia Sassen, and lead author of two definitive readers in sociological theory in 2007, Craig Calhoun. 

Both Calhoun and Wright pursued a critique more of capitalism as a whole and less of Somers’ more narrow “market fundamentalism,” while recognizing it as vigorously anti-statist, undemocratic, and hostile to citizenship.  In Calhoun’s view, her model does not take up capacities of citizenship in a theory of democracy or fully account for somewhat compromised social solidarities that can exist within corporate structures of the market, though free democratic discussion can occur in true small businesses. Somers added that union rules are democratically agreed upon.  Further, Calhoun feels anti-statism of the left impeded correctives to market fundamentalism’s rise. Wright suggested democratic socialism remains a counterweight to market forces and spoke on interactions between race and market in recent decades, noting the re-structuring of race to class, going from an additive poor and Black situation to an interactive one where there is much White poverty and Black poverty is extreme. 
Most of their critique focused on Somers’ model of civil society as lying between markets and the State in a tri-partite form.  Wright emphasized her double arrows to left and right do not express the complex influences among all three spheres, for example, the State itself can maintain a healthy civil society when it is threatened by markets (through mediation, market regulations and distributive taxation), and he referred to his Envisioning Real Utopias, 2010, plus the need to retain unconditional citizenship and social inclusion so civil society can mediate both State and markets.  He said civil society is weakest in capitalist societies and greatly disadvantaged by market fundamentalism, while non-capitalist worker exchange markets strengthen it. The power of the people needs to be more than a little more powerful, he said, and that sense of democratic action by ordinary people is not fully represented in the T.H. Marshall tradition.
Calhoun noted that the new UK government is making the mistake of not giving civil society full sway through democratic means, and he said such withdrawal of capacities and rights from civil society impedes social reproduction of democratic values over time. Partly for this reason it is best to avoid quarrels among political theories of liberalism, communitarianism, and republicanism Somers discusses in her book, and internal moral organization ideas from the Scottish Moralists also introduces problematics to a civil society setting its own conditions for life.
Saskia Sassen stuck to questions after observing that unequal property has prevailed during liberal society and is now extreme.  Even Keynesianism just included consumers on the edges.  She asked about “making rights” not just better State outcomes.  Who makes them and who’s gaining them?  She agrees that global corporations and the financial sector are gaining rights at present, that unions were once very important for rights claims, and that epistemologies of the South (possibly Suarez, Julia, 2009, Kult 6) contrast with social constructions of northern liberal democracies.  She was impressed by the complexity of powerlessness in the book, but said that a socially constructed “regulator state” through unions could evolve.  By contrast, she stated that 300,000 firms now conduct themselves as global entities, are granted rights by 160 nations, and that this conveys moral worth on their citizens in terms primarily of market value.  She resorted to struggle imagery as she discussed the social impacts of their contracts-often not in the public domain-rather than characterize citizens with a phrase like “non-contractual shared fate.”  Basically, she viewed citizenship as an incompletely developed contract in a valid capitalist world system, though such markets only faintly resemble Adam Smith’s markets.
Somers defended her choice of “market fundamentalism” rather than capitalism in the book, said it was not fundamentally about democratic theories that Wright and Calhoun had raised, and then gave a reprise of its points keyed to her three main theoretical touchstones: TH Marshall, Hannah Arendt, and Karl Polanyi.  Arendt insisted political membership is a precursor to bearing rights as human beings and Polanyi and Marshall add social citizenship to that within the associations of civil society as it contends with the State and markets.  Since Somers had little time to answer beyond the three critiques or to advocate for her work in public sociology terms for defending citizenship in social democracies—the focus of the conference perspective—here’s a brief summary of the less-discipline-focused truth claims it covers.  Then, with this perspective in mind, the sociologist as citizen participant in civil society is invited to apply it, independently, to two sessions of the 2010 ASA Conference on their primary nexus, academia.
Somers identifies a decades-long ideational movement in the UK and US gone global, called market fundamentalism which is a throwback to political culture of the late 1800’s.  It narrows public policy while restricting public debate and draws on John Locke’s diminutive notions in creating the idea of civil society at the outset of England’s Glorious Revolution that ousted monarch James II in the late 17th century. In the political situation of that time, gaining rights from the king was the focus, with the public sphere centered on the court, and a “private” sphere of civil society plus markets struggling for admittance.  In contrast, today markets dominate both civil society and the State.  Market fundamentalism uses markets as the measure of all social activity e.g. news anchors become “brands,” personal influence becomes “social capital,” while consumers are forced to meet criteria for a place at the market table and reasonable rates within it.  The market’s influence on the State brings down the public good and marketizes needs, like deregulation that caused OSHA, NLRB, the EPA, and public welfare to decline.  Within such a political culture--subsuming civil society with markets as “private’--assets are transferred to corporations as an expense to civil society with the State as the agent of disbursement, much as in the current depression.
 What is required is a political culture reversing this flow back towards the goods of citizenship, swelling its membership, and honoring the legitimacy of belonging--independent of markets--plus recognizing citizens’ ultimate sovereignty over the State.
Locke presumed a nation governed by reliance on universal natural laws like gravitation—not characteristic of the embedded and institutional principles of social sciences—thereby enabling global predatory market behavior as naturally lawful towards institutions of both State and civil society.  He also used the market notion of social contract to ground citizenship, thereby compromising citizens’ solidarity and moral worth, thus permitting their reduction to contractual market value.
  Somers substitutes citizenship ideals of Karl Polanyi, Nissim Mizrachi, Jeff Alexander, and Fred Block for the stripped-down versions of Robert Nozick, Francis Fukuyama and Friedrich Hayak which led corporations and global investors to ignore fair business practices formerly in effect towards a citizenry, and implement new ones.  Finally, she suggests, defense of citizenship rights today is stymied by his placement of natural rights in a “pre-political” realm before birth of the population.  What recourse is there, Somers poses, when you live on this very street but are being made stateless with the claim you have no right to have rights here, or there for that matter. This is what comes of a doctrine equating “freedom” with the privatization of citizenship. Thus, social scientists should reinvigorate civil society with the political culture of post-WWII scholarship by robust action in the public square.
Contemporary agents of market fundamentalism include financiers, global corporate elites, conservative judiciaries, talk radio and TV commentators, lobbyists of legislatures, religious fundamentalists, and others since, like Tea Party voters. Its effects are the losses to citizenship presented in this conference: the worker with low services and state protections; the disenfranchised former prisoner; the indentured welfare mother, the high poverty family, the internal migration refugee; the racially, sexually, or work ethic outcast; the gerrymandered voter facing closed polling places; the undocumented youth, the stateless gypsy; the hurricane, earthquake; and warfare refugee; the forgotten poor of apartheid; those left behind during global development who seek legal, voter, and social citizenship rights; consumers in “the predatory state;” the dis-entitled of libertarianism; citizens squeezed out of state control of their post-colonial nations; displaced ethnic workers in the Far East; in sum, those who discover their human rights structurally oppressed in a global market fundamentalist regime.
She is careful to point out that (p79) ”Capitalism as a functioning system resembles market fundamentalism not at all,” so her call to engage this movement is focused on the last 30 year period and restoring citizenship in social democracies so deeply eroded by it.  Her social action message is to enrich the social sciences with the expertise of political, economic, and historical sociology, and confront market fundamentalist agents in all venues with the effects of their state and market policies, arguing for reform

In disputations, the ideological components of market fundamentalism serve as a resistance to disconfirmation, or put another way, serve as an “epistemic privilege.” Denying the separate existence of civil society, refusing the viability of public goods, or acknowledging the shared fate of all, and citizens impacting their own governance; each of these exclusions from the framework of reality impede policy-making.  How do you debate what you deny exists, after all?  Such unpacking of the socially-repressed realities of former times, what Michel Foucault called “genealogies,” is the social agenda that now needs to be vigorously argued. 
Implementing the Conference Perspective through Public Universities
The opening plenary, Session 04 Crisis in Public Universities, began with the economic impact of the depression on state universities which have addressed budget shortfalls by favoring penal institutions over universities, engineering and graduate departments over the humanities and social sciences, and pretending—with the citizenry and corporations that have rushed into the gap--that private funding solutions can make up for loss of public funds.  They can’t, said Nakano-Glenn, nor can the corporate administration model that has thus far brought US BA-holders down to 12th in the world, succeed.  A far more democratic and equitable model is required, and social organization specialists advocating for a vigorous and engaged civil society for BA-holders is just what is needed.
The high enrollments of sociology subsidize the sciences, so the disputational position is enhanced for sociologists to arrest the decline of US higher education within departments, with the universities and funding agencies, and before the public in civil society and with the legislatures.  On all three false claims of the market model, that private subsidies for public schools is best, that we have the best system in the world, and that importing corporate models is an improvement, sociologists have the epistemological high ground to say “not true” and lay groundwork for change so that new students do not, as now, get a less quality education than their parents and face a future of lower civic inclusion and participation. 
Public universities in particular have suffered from a “follow the market” strategy and business values—when in fact universities of quality lead the market; combining departments weakens their effectiveness, the explosion of part-time faculty reduces integration towards learning goals; plus incentives stratify academia and get caught up in favoring management positions over academic ones as well as multiply their support positions.  Worse, Gay Tuchman’s Wannabe U: Inside the Corporate University (2009) studies expose that diversity goals are being falsified as administrative propaganda to the public at large. Techniques include matriculating more valedictorians to raise GPAs, failing to qualify working class students for studies abroad, and coding against minorities with “first generation” and “low-income” categories that admit more Whites over Blacks. These hide the true selling of “human capital” that is going on in our failing public universities, done in back rooms where deals are made compromising the education of American youth.
Opportunities for disputation over citizen rights to education were made even clearer in 357 Dissenting Voices under Fire. Academic Freedom at Risk where Chris Tilly reviewed both UofC labor research programs and a Massachusetts degree program in labor. In the first case, this long standing program of enhancement was eliminated on a line item veto by the CA governor amidst a disputational charge it was a “tool of labor” in a big business culture. In the second, a new chancellor in 2007 was not supportive of the labor masters degree in Massachusetts and scuttled it amidst a disputational charge it was privileged. Such programs need to be fought for against their political foes, especially when they produce high numbers of graduates.
As transnational universities have advanced a corporate agenda has advanced along with it to reduce academic freedom of professors and course offerings, said Jonathan Knight of the American Association for University Professors, treating them as “intellectual labor” properly subjugated to countervailing global power structures. Thus, sociologists must be organized against character assassination to confront drug company and military/war industries, or citizen-compromising programs like TANF, or hope to teach coursework outside parameters of Israeli lobby positions.  One must be prepared to have non-corporate coursework de-funded when putting forward “faculty speech.”  He gave extensive examples where sociologists suffered pressures for self-censorship, backed up by stirring examples from the field of labor by Kate Bronfenbrenner who organized the session.  National change-over in leadership to Obama has not reduced the commodification and corporatism of public universities they agreed, or even in monies to do corporate effectiveness research, but faculty speech now faces less intimidation, though professors paid by corporations still sit in faculty senates.
� World System sociologist Immanuel Wallerstein’s “Impossible Choices in a World Depression,” Commentary No. 283, June 15, 2010. 


� Loic Wacquant presented at ASA2007. University of Minnesota Press published his Prisons of Poverty in 2009. 


�A book by Mark Robert Rank that carries the subtitle: Why American Poverty Affects Us All,  Oxford University Press, 2004, and argues social workers need to understand our structured economic inequalities. Social workers greatly outnumber sociologists in the United States and so are important for change..


� 80,000 heard Glen Beck’s firebrand rhetoric honoring the Tea Party at the Lincoln Memorial one week after the ASA conference.  Military membership and identity with the Divine shared those honors.


� Dr. Mead has responded to an early form of this review: “My recent research has been about how to expand work programs for disadvantaged men, including ex-offenders. These are the worst-off of all the poor, deserving our special concern.”





� ASA Conferences have established that the US gini index of inequality has been high enough for half a decade that its social cohesion is in doubt.  During the ASA 2008 conference, presenter Robert J.S. Ross stated that the US now offers less intergenerational mobility than Old Europe.   


� She did not go into secret front groups of major corporations buying votes for millionaire candidates, a likely factor in the mid-term elections.


� Fred Kniss, in  278 of this conference, Religion, Transnational Immigrants, and Citizenship, stressed that sectarian tensions and divisions among immigrant groups may promote civic engagement both in voting and policy advocacy (16 Chicago groups studied).  Lori Beaman, however, stressed that universal bureaucratic codes granting all a religious status can hamper engagement since religion is highly embedded culturally, and a Western social function approach imprecisely deals with it.


� French PM Sarkozy removed many camps and deported their population in August of  2010. By September, up to 100,000 French citizens marched in opposition to the government’s policy, nationwide.


� Haiti camps endured a cholera outbreak that spread to urban areas in the fall of 2010, killing near 4000 by 2011, and the November 28th election was disputed with citizen riots in the streets and a January 7th OAS report contested procedures handling a government-backed candidate.





� Media Coverage of the ASA section on Habib: http://www.nytimes.com/2010/08/16/arts/16habib.html





� Karl Polanyi’s book The Great Transformation saw publication in 1945, summing up The Great Depression and two world wars as outcomes of unregulated markets and commodity labor which need to be addressed in national policies to avoid further economic dislocations and political repressions.


� A crude measure, removing Vermont’s votes from the 2008 presidential election popular vote total and putting the number of members of the Democratic Socialist Party over it as a simplified, reduced fraction. See party web addresses for detail on this party, and The Left (Die Linke) in Germany. 


� What major sociologists did not participate actively in ASA 2010, on site?:  Atypically, the Public Sociology advocate Michael Burawoy, the World System theorist Immanuel Wallerstein, the Critical Sociologist William Domhoff (& no mini-conference was held this year), community organizer Patricia Hill Collins, and rising theoretician George Steinmetz.  Yet, theory specialist George Ritzer had about 20 grad students from Maryland there. This showing may reflect prospects for large 2010 social changes, getting out new books, or joining @5000 sociologists attending the International Sociological Association.


� The Recovery Act: Transforming the American Economy through Innovation, August 2010, Executive Office of the President of the United States, excerpted by VP Joe Biden, and by Time Aug 26, 2010, says this Keynesian approach saved or created about 3 million jobs and helped avoid a catastrophic depression.








� A reviewer of David Harvey’s book, The Enigma of Capital 2010, concluded after reading it, “What can the striking workers in Athens or Madrid do now for power? Sit and wait and hope some moral principle will take root someplace, some time.”


� The “market fundamentalist era” from 1970 to the present (also called Neo-Liberalism) is an old ASA topic for criticism, using that term.  Rather than recount it here see the overview on pages 192-7 of Conference Review in Vol 34 (2), May of 2010 of Humanity and Society journal by Bruce Russell Sr.





� The Dream Act was brought to the floor and voted down in the December 2010 lame duck congress.


� El-Najjar was not introduced for his creation or editorship of Al Jazeerah, but for his professorship at Dalton State which has defended his free speech against claims “islamofascism” is a real phenomenon and related to terrorism.


� Unionized labor has long promoted social justice and status for marginalized citizens in America, but combined race and labor session 252 Organizing in the South overviewed histories of the movement by Kate Bronfenbrenner, Cynthia M. Hewitt, and Stewart Acuff made clear seeking Senate support for the Employee Choice Act cost unions financially—and politically with the House--even as union membership has stagnated since 2006, and the US Congress has de-funded community organizing for the poor .i.e. Acorn.  While the South does better at organizing than some regions among its numerous service workers, and was successful in stopping privatization in Atlanta, follow-up on Obama’s election at the national level has been fraught with problematic intents.  I asked Acuff about Acorn--for which he once worked--and he said it has had to re-organize in 50 individual states. Though vindicated of legal charges and its congressional contracting capacity restored, Acorn filed for bankruptcy on 2 November, 2010.  





� January of 2011 the forces of market and State were challenged in Tunisia and Egypt through collective action by civil society, deposing governments. In Egypt, the first policy action of re-structuring was to pledge a 15% rise in wages for public employees.  Both were presidential republics with dictators. 


� 2 Thess 3:10 of the Bible has been used by market fundamentalists recruiting Christians, but it is about missionaries working for their food for their sponsors, not demands on welfare mothers and the aged. 


� I made a trial run at this in the electronic mailbag of my local newspaper’s letters to the editor, choosing two dozen letters for comment over two months.  Debaters, many clearly self-educated, responded to academic information with some opinion shifts and my civil society suggestions with some acceptance vis-à-vis a private/public split.  In one “flaming” thread by locals, a minor community arts issue came up, was sensationalized as a “political beheading” on a Wall Street Journal blog, and incorporated as a “gotcha” for Radical Republicans on a Yahoo communities webpage.  Paralleling this test, Facebook recommended @1000 new “friends” on my member page, further illustrating “crowd” aspects of the new social media.





