American Sociological Association Conference in Atlanta 2010

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

(Responses to the World Depression)

Heading #1 Notes: 524, Reference to 3 Presidential Plenaries, 37, 359, 69, 472, 433, 62

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?” 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 the Sociology of Culture 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 session  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 stymying all legislation, Democrats still rescuing a skewed market system with corporate welfare, and their working majority in congress poised to disappear.  To Stephens, poverty in America is ‘intractable,’ and even for comparative meliorists America lacks 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 stupifying. 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-Keynsian 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 judgementalism 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.  99% 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.  Only 22% of family incomes for married parents in the US are earned by women, 34% for all family types.  

“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 macroeconomy. 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, Underpriviledged”
 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%, 13% in the UK, and only 5% in the Netherlands, and 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 background 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 has 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 adpotion of UNESCO textbooks in social studies, the Brown vs. Board of Education court decision, and firebrand rhetoric like that of Patrick Buchannan), and 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.  Many immigrants 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 include a penchant for poor work ethic he sees in low 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. In the process, he relied on a 19th Century concept of poverty as pauperism, that is, dependency, and ideal-typing groups with negative character traits for expose’ was his methodology.  Like Tea Party sentiments, and the “moral judgementalism” Western found in voting publics, Mead’s independent variable in oral debate appeared to be national patriotism, and if the bad lot of immigrants and poor people he sees America getting can only conform to isolative restrictions on citizen rights and participation, any poverty problem might be solved.  He didn’t bother to admit to his perspective cultural and structural factors three generations of sociologists studied on why the US has high crime rates, such as Robert Merton’s observation that American culture itself encourages crime as a form of innovation, or Don Gibbons who found that criminal careers develop through histories of incarceration.  More significantly, he did not credit the Lemert/Scheff research explaining that youth stuck with an early crime label by ‘moral entrepreneurs’ fulfill the prophecy. 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. One wonders if Mead thinks the undifferentiated poor belong in prison or removed to some military barracks in Afghanistan.

Former ASA President Francis Fox Piven was clear he had no evidence to support his theories and attitudes towards the poor, and found them typical of political claims made at the time of the UK’s Poor Law of 1834.  They reminded me of local academic rhetoric before the Truth and Reconciliation Commission in South Africa, in more recent travails over the undifferentiated poor. 

Piven 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 a 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.
 
Thematic Session. The Political, Sociology of Poverty, Participation, and Citizenship
Piven: (save for end) Tenacity of 400 years of culture like genes, a racism.  Where is the evidence?  Immigrants come here with a work ethic and lose it?  For Workfare--teach them the work ethic.  

Entering the blessed circle--the shadow of lawlessness on them.  Are those inside lawful?  J. Gailbraith on lawless operators in the US economy who are citizens.  

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 Obama’s immobility regarding most social issues at the 2008 meetings, 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, essentially as an intermarriage social policy 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, while Bolivar’s approval of AmerIndian mixtures combined to militarily oppose Spanish imperialism as a means to 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 a 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 thesis in an upcoming book will be that it is desirable for a citizenry to have race admixture.
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 their current numbers at about six 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 viz a vis 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 citizenship constitutionally in Yugoslavia, but social distance is increasing and media expose’s regarding crime are increasing, even as organized pogroms kill gypsies and many have become fearful of having a political identity that can lead 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 Romani press is active, even proposing such unifiers as a Romani 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 Ssociety after Natural and Social Disasters (69).  It was not ostensibly to act as 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 2/3rds 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 should stop.

Carolle Charles reported on the recent Haitian earthquake and Yasmine 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  9 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 figures 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. The insight here seems 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.

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.  His and ASA’s example of academic solidarity  

illustrate severe pressures being put on universities by market and state forces, he said.  

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 the highest gini indexes, 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-racialization of the universities, more representative State employment, and a good national reputation such as hosting the world cup.  

The means to achieve 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 vis a vis the middle class and political elites, is a most stark reminder.

Chad Alan Goldberg organized 67 Plenary Session 67. T.H. Marshall’s ‘Citizenship and Social Class’: A 60th Anniversary Retrospective. 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, he taught American Ralf Dahrendorf, had his essays published in America by then expert on America’s exceptionalism Seymour Martin Lipset, and he was an early critic of proposals of America’s market fundamentalist economist, Milton Friedman, because it would remove the status of social citizenship  i.e. negative income tax.  

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 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.  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, about the Japanese-American internment.

Soysal  (long, lost paragraph detailing sumup of the session, international pacts not signed, and transition to financial ruin) International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights of UN in 1976, not ratified by US and Union of South Africa and not signed by Saudi Arabia.  Plus the Lisbon Strategy passed in 2000 and renewed in 2010, with opposition, as Europe 2020 due to its unrestricted market feature deregulating the service sector.

� 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.


� 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.


� Professor Mead in his CV:”…requiring adult recipients to work was the best way to reform welfare. That case had unexpected influence. I became the leading theorist of welfare reform here and abroad.”


� 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 up-coming mid-term elections.


� French PM Sarkozy removed many gypsy 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.


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








