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MESSAGE FROM THE CHAIR:   
Andrew Jorgenson 
 
Dear Section Members, 
 
With spring finally here it reminds me that the 2019 
ASA Annual Conference is just around the corner! I 
am very excited about our section’s panels, 
roundtables and joint reception planned for this 
year.  And there are many other development 
themed events on the program, including additional 
panels organized by section members. 

 
You all made my job organizing the section panels incredibly difficult. I received 
such a high volume of submissions on important topics, and the submitted work 
was consistently strong. As a reminder, one of the panels is “Open Topic on Soci-
ology of Development”, while the other two have themes of “New Directions in 
the Political Economy of Development” and “Development and Global Environ-
mental Change: Challenges and Opportunities.” To maximize opportunities for 
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section members to share their work, each panel has five papers and no discussants.  

The topics of the section roundtables represent the breadth of our field and all the papers look great! I want to give a 
sincere thanks to the roundtable organizers: Lauren Amelia Dent, Steven Andrew Mejia, Joan Ryan, and Ryan 
Thombs. They are all student members of the section and they worked hard and very well as a team. Future section 
leaders indeed! 

While there will be multiple items discussed at the section council meeting in August, one that I especially want to 
share with you all concerns our section’s conference. I consider our conference to be one of the key defining features 
of our section. It is a venue that is inclusive, welcoming, and where substantial advances in development sociology 
occur.       

Up to this point the section conference has been annual, but I worry that continuing this could be unsustainable. 
Hosting the section’s conference requires substantial financial support from the organizer’s institution, and it requires 
a great deal of time and energy to plan and execute. As many of you know, in recent years it has become increasingly 
challenging to find a home for it on an annual basis. And many section members simply don’t have the resources 
available to them to attend the section conference every year, especially if they want to attend both the section confer-
ence and the ASA’s annual conference. Perhaps it is time for us to make a change. One option is to try having the 
section conference every other year. If you have any thoughts on this very important issue, or on anything else you 
would like us to consider, please share them with me via email prior to August, and I will pass them along to section 
council.  

It has been an honor and a privilege to serve as section chair this past year. Our section is thriving. You are all doing 
such important work. Let’s keep this momentum going and continue to lift each other up along the way. 

 
Take care, 
Andrew Jorgenson 
Boston College 
https://www.bc.edu/bc-web/schools/mcas/departments/sociology/people/faculty-directory/andrew-
jorgenson.html 

 

INTERVIEWS WITH 2018 SOCIOLOGY OF  
DEVELOPMENT SECTION PRIZE WINNERS 

 
2018 Sociology of Development Book Co-Awardee for The Spec ter  o f  Global  China  

 
Ching Kwan Lee is a Professor of Sociology at UCLA. Her research interests include 
labor, political sociology, globalization, development, China, Hong Kong, global south 
and comparative ethnography. She is the author of three multiple award-winning mono-
graphs on China’s turn to capitalism through the lens of labor: Gender and the South China 
Miracle: Two Worlds of Factory Women (1998), Against the Law: Labor Protests in China’s Rust-
belt and Sunbelt (2007), and The Specter of Global China: Politics, Labor and Foreign Investment in 
Africa (2017). Her articles have appeared in the American Journal of Sociology, American Socio-
logical Review, Theory and Society, New Left Review, the China Quarterly, and Journal of Asian Stud-
ies. Her most recent co-edited volumes include The Social Question in the 21st Century: A 
Global View (University of California Press, 2019) and Take Back Our Future: An Eventful 
Sociology of the Hong Kong Umbrella Movement (Cornell University Press, 2019). 
 
“How did  you ge t  s tar t ed  on th i s  pro j e c t?” 
In 2007, after studying labor politics in China for two decades, I was intrigued by international media reports about 
exploitative labor practices by Chinese investors in Africa. In this day and age of globalized neo-liberal capitalism, why 
was “exploitation” even raised as an issue? And why and how were Chinese companies more exploitative than non-
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Chinese ones? At that time, there were already palpable pressures for China to go global -- overcapacity, falling prof-
its, resource bottleneck, and the need for new markets. As a sociologist of development, I thought I should follow the 
footsteps of Chinese capital and take a global turn in my research. I chose Zambia because of all the countries on the 
continent, the copper giant was one of the earliest and most significant destinations for outbound Chinese state in-
vestment. Thanks to British colonialism, most local people speak English which, I surmised, meant that I could get 
away with not learning another language.  Michael Burawoy’s classic study of the Zambian Copperbelt some forty 
years ago also beaconed, reinforcing my impulse to compare the past and the present. After several initial trips, realiz-
ing that China was just one among many international investors in the two major economic sectors (copper and con-
struction), I reformulated the central research question as: “Is Chinese capital a different kind of capital?” 
 
“What adv i c e  do  you have  fo r  pub l i sh ing?"  
First, write an article version of the book. Before I embarked on writing up my findings as a monograph, I tried out 
some, not all, of the major arguments by writing an article for New Left Review. I did the same with my first book 
which grew out of my dissertation, and the American Sociological Review version of the study preceded the book. I found 
this sequence of writing very helpful in clarifying for myself the analytical big picture, providing a robust structure for 
organizing the more granular ethnographic descriptions or making forays into more nuanced discussions of history 
and concepts. Second, know your editor and ask for references from other authors. I had a disastrous experience 
working with my Chicago editor whom I did not know prior to signing the contract. Her handling of the production 
process was anything but professional, and the contract offers little protection or recourse for authors. I was surprised 
the book was actually published! 
 

2018 Sociology of Development Book Co-Awardee for How Deve lopment Pro je c t s  Pers i s t  
 
 Erin Beck is Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Oregon, 
with expertise in the areas of Latin American politics, international development, 
gender and development, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), microfinance, 
violence against women, and access to justice for indigenous women, with country 
expertise in Guatemala. Her research focuses on how institutions designed to en-
hance women’s wellbeing and inclusion are developed and how they actually affect 
women in their day-to-day lives. Her first research project focused on how devel-
opment projects aimed at poor Guatemalan women were experienced and trans-
formed on the ground. This project led to publications in journals such as Latin 
American Politics & Society, Studies in Comparative International Development, World Devel-
opment, among others. Her book, How Development Projects Persist: Everyday Negotiations 

with Guatemalan NGOs (Duke University Press) was the cowinner of the 2018 Sociology of Development section’s best 
book award and was given honorable mention for the International Studies Association's International Political Soci-
ology 2018 Book Award. Beck’s current research explores the development and impact of specialized justice institu-
tions to address gendered violence in Guatemala. Drawing on interviews, analysis of legal case files, and courtroom 
ethnographies in Guatemala's specialized Femicide and Violence against Women Courts, this project explores the ad-
vances and limitations of Guatemala’s reforms to address violence against women, focusing particularly on the experi-
ences of indigenous women in rural communities. 
  
“How did  you ge t  s tar t ed  on th i s  pro j e c t?” 
I wrote my undergraduate senior thesis on the burgeoning field of gender and development. Much of the literature at 
that time hailed the promises of targeting development aid and programming on women in developing countries. Do-
ing so, according to these studies, was a win-win proposition. Not only would it address gender inequality (a source of 
inefficiency), it would also give policy designers more “bang for their buck,” because it was assumed that women were 
more responsible and would channel the benefits of development to their children in ways that men might not. I ap-
plied to graduate school with the idea of contributing to this literature by exploring the connections between women’s 
economic, political, and social empowerment in Latin America. After my first year in graduate school, I spent three 
months in Guatemala “soaking and poking” in search of the ever elusive research puzzle. It was 2006, a decade into 
the country’s “post-conflict” period, and I was immediately struck by the number of non-governmental organizations 
(NGOs) following international trends by targeting women with educational workshops, microloans, or other pro-
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jects. Yet few seemed to be having the impacts that I expected based on my previous studies. In that trip and in sub-
sequent trips, I began conducting participant observations with various women NGOs with the idea of contrasting 
different approaches in order to draw conclusions about the most effective models for attracting women’s participa-
tion and enhancing their wellbeing and empowerment. Yet, as I discuss in the book, the more time I spent observing 
the everyday interactions in and around NGOs, the more I realized that my initial hopes were misplaced. I realized 
that NGOs’ models did not capture the reality of these organizations, nor did they translate seamlessly and predictably 
into outcomes. Instead, much of what was driving outcomes were the emergent interactions between real people, who 
acted and assigned meaning creatively, and sometimes unpredictably. Employees departed from guidelines to meet 
beneficiaries’ expectations while still keeping their jobs, beneficiaries learned to follow NGOs’ “scripts” to maintain 
access to loans but departed from those scripts outside of the NGO, NGO leaders leveraged databases and anecdotes 
to depict success while failing to measure less than stellar outcomes in other areas. So I changed course – focusing the 
book on these emergent processes, negotiations, and strategizing that took place within NGOs, which ironically al-
lowed them to persist even when they did not produce the impacts that policymakers originally intended. My experi-
ence showed me the importance of being open to being wrong, to changing plans mid-course, and to going where the 
empirics take you rather than being hamstrung by one’s theoretical baggage. It also showed me the benefit of long-
term fieldwork. Because I studied my cases over the course of seven years, I was able to move past the neat picture 
that policymakers, employees, and beneficiaries were incentivized to provide researchers like me, and to observe the 
nature of organizational and personal change (or lack thereof) over time. 
 
“What adv i c e  do  you have  fo r  pub l i sh ing?"  
For those publishing first books, the biggest piece of advice I would give would be to think of your book as a com-
pletely new type of project rather than simply a revision of your dissertation. Dissertations tend to be a bit more nar-
rowly focused and written in a “defensive” style – backing up every claim with numerous citations and anticipating 
any potential criticism from one’s advisors. While that may be a critical first step, it does not make for engaging and 
accessible reading for a broad audience. Books allow for scholars with developed expertise in an area to present rich 
empirical narratives and to engage in big debates and broad reflections– enjoy the opportunity! In my case, I drew on 
(and updated) my dissertation empirics, but completely reframed the project when transitioning from dissertation to 
book. As a junior scholar I sometimes felt uncomfortable making sweeping claims about international development, 
but my peers, reviewers, and editor pushed me to draw out the more general implications of my research and recog-
nize my own expertise, and now I’m glad that they did! Second, for junior scholars working on their first book pro-
jects, don’t be afraid to ask for help. Think about which presses are publishing books that excite you and find people 
in your networks that have published with them. Ask to hear about their experiences and see if they can help make 
introductions to editors. Ask your senior colleagues to read your book prospectus and/or chapters. After all, it is in 
their interest to see you succeed! Ask your department for support (or negotiate it in your job offer). My department 
offers all junior faculty the chance to hold a book workshop in which experts are invited to read and comment on 
faculty’s manuscripts before they are sent to publishers. The book workshop gave me an early deadline (at the end of 
my second year) to have a full draft completed, provided me critical feedback that led to a reframing of the central 
research question, and connected me with more senior scholars who could serve as potential book reviewers or tenure 
letter writers down the line.  

 
2018 Sociology of Development Faculty Article Awardee for “Patchwork Leviathan” 

 
Erin Metz McDonnell is a Kellogg Assistant Professor of Sociology and 
concurrent faculty at the Keough School of Global Affairs at the University 
of Notre Dame. She received her Ph.D. from Northwestern University in 
2012.  Her research cuts across Organizational, Political, Cultural, and Eco-
nomic Sociologies. Her work focuses on the reciprocal relationship between 
culture and social organization, from consumer groups to state administra-
tive capacity. Her award-winning work has been published in the American 
Sociological Review, the American Journal of Sociology, and Comparative Political Stud-
ies. Her book project Patchwork Leviathan (Princeton University Press, 
2020) analyzes the emergence and functioning of niches of organizational 
excellence within otherwise-weak state administrations, combining qualitative research on four niches within the con-
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temporary Ghanaian state with comparative historical analyses of state organizations in China, Brazil, Kenya, and Ni-
geria. 
 
“How did  you ge t  s tar t ed  on th i s  pro j e c t?” 
I had gone to Ghana for four months as a study abroad student and then returned to Ghana on a Fulbright for a year 
before starting grad school. That time in Ghana was essential for giving me prolonged, lived exposure to what life 
(and the state) in Ghana was like. That lived experience informed the way that I thought about much of the work I 
read in graduate school, when I would encounter generalized theoretical statements – such as ‘states work like this…’ 
– that I could bounce against my experience in Ghana. So my uncommon (in America) experience of having lived 
outside of the US became really critical for my ability to see places where I had reason to think that existing theories 
were incomplete or needed better-specified boundary conditions. The particular project that became my dissertation 
and then the section-award winning ASR article first began to take shape through two happy coincidences during my 
third year of graduate school – the arrival of my (then-future) advisor Jim Mahoney and a fascinating colloquium 
presentation on developmental states by Vivek Chibber. As with many projects, the focus changed once I was on the 
ground doing predissertation work. Reading archives and actually walking the halls of government enabled me to see 
things that hadn’t been accessible to me before, though I sustained that core interest in understanding how states op-
erate as organizational entities and the ways that their uneven administrative capacities affect development outcomes. 
I came to realize that the story of the Ghanaian state in development was less about whether they had pursued the 
wrong policies, and more about the foundational capacity to enact the lofty development plans they had laid out. 
More importantly, and to me more interestingly, I came to appreciate that there was incredible variation in the basic 
administrative capacity of the varied organizations comprising the central state administration, leading me to question 
so much of what I had learned about “the” state from existing literature. 
 
“What adv i c e  do  you have  fo r  pub l i sh ing?"  
There’s lots of general advice on publishing, but I’m going to focus on advice for people who do work in what are 
conventionally called “developing” or “low-income” countries and want to publish in mainstream sociology journals. 
The biggest piece of advice I have is to frame the intellectual warrant for your work (being ‘neglected-but-connected’) 
in terms of what is at stake for a more general body of sociological knowledge that appeals to a wider group outside 
your area studies community. Show how theory that people already care about is wrong or incomplete without your 
case. Or explain how an outcome people already care about occurs in an unforeseen way in your case. So in my piece, 
I hook into a canonical idea of Weber’s – bureaucracy – and also to ideas of state capacity generally. For a long time 
most sociology seemed to be (unreflexively) the sociology of the US and a handful of European countries. Even when 
I was a prospective student, I visited a top-ten program where a faculty member told me in all seriousness that if I 
wanted to work on Africa, then I should be an anthropologist. So today I think we are at an exciting time for sociolo-
gy, with growing numbers of scholars and students branching out to do empirical research in new country contexts. 
For example, the Malawi project with Swidler & Watkins has also exposed a range of excellent younger scholars to 
fieldwork on the continent who have gone on to produce really impressive work, including Maggie Frye, Jenny Trini-
tapoli, and even Iddo Tavory.  
  
That said, there are still challenges. At the time I was writing my R&R response, I calculated that there have been 
more studies published in the top two journals on the New Deal than have been published on any topic in any African 
country. (I measured by searching dfr.jstor.org for works that name any African country by name in the title or abstract, 
an imperfect measure to be sure but I wanted to eliminate global statistical analyses that merely mentioned “Africa” in 
passing to find work that was more substantially engaged; of those found the majority were on AIDS). In reviews for 
my ASR piece none of the reviewers ever asked me to go into greater depth on prior research on states in Africa. In-
stead I routinely get pressed to talk about how my findings could be informed by or further inform our understanding 
of European state formation. This is both exciting and exasperating. I would love to see us get to the point where say-
ing that I have done research on Ghana commands the same amount of axiomatic interest and respect that work on 
France or Germany garners. At the same time, showing how knowledge from cases outside the geographical canon 
can refine our understanding of social theory and the endeavor of generalizability is innately exciting to me and part of 
what got me interested in the project in the first place. 
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Honorable Mention Recipient for the 2018 Sociology of Development Faculty Article 
Award for “The Uneven Neoliberalization of Good Works” 

 
Cihan Tuğal is Professor of Sociology at UC Berkeley. Tuğal works on politics, economic change, and religion. His 
first book Passive Revolution: Absorbing the Islamic Challenge to Capitalism (Stanford, 2009) studied pro-capitalist Islam and 
its popularization among the poor. In his second book The Fall of the Turkish Model: How the Arab Uprisings Brought Down 
Islamic Liberalism (Verso 2016), Tuğal analyzed Islamic movements and regimes in Turkey, Egypt, Tunisia and Iran. 
His most recent book Caring for the Poor (2017, Routledge) discusses liberalism's uneasy relations with charitable ethics. 
He now explores populism and revolution in the contemporary world system. 
 
“How did  you ge t  s tar t ed  on th i s  pro j e c t?” 
Like many fieldwork journeys, I ended up studying a topic quite different than the one I originally intended. When I 
first embarked on this project, I wanted to find out how the Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood built its leadership of 
poor communities. This would essentially be an extension of my previous fieldwork in Turkey, which had resulted in 
the book Passive Revolution. However, during the bulk of my fieldwork in Egypt (2009-2010), the Muslim Brotherhood 
sustained very little political relationship with poor communities, due to the peaking of the Mobarak regime’s repres-
sive activities in those years. Whenever I focused on the Brotherhood’s political and ideological networks, I ended up 
playing hide and seek with the secret services. This did not result in sociological fieldnotes! I had to grudgingly restrict 
myself to the only rich (and relatively safe) interaction the Brotherhood maintained with the poor: its charity organiza-
tions. This new focus came in as a blessing in disguise. Once I started to study these organizations, I decided to look 
at their Islamic rivals, too. I ultimately concluded that the depth and intensity of neoliberalization was much weaker 
among Egyptian Islamic actors when compared to their Turkish counterparts (as I point out in the article), a conclu-
sion I only half-anticipated. More importantly, the charitable field dynamics I observed in Egypt pushed me to revisit 
my home country with different lenses. The study of the Turkish-Islamic charitable field, which I wrapped up only 
after writing this article, led to much more unexpected findings. As I show in Caring for the Poor, activists’ political char-
ity paved the way for the erosion of Turkey’s Islamic neoliberalism from within. 
 
“What adv i c e  do  you have  fo r  pub l i sh ing?"  
The most important word of caution for publication (especially in sociology journals) is to stick to a single point. 
Fieldwork on development generates so many insights that I frequently feel I am betraying the complexity of the field 
whenever I write for an academic journal (which requires making a single argument in the space of twenty or more, 
dense pages). It is adamant that authors hang onto their subtle ideas, but keep these for other venues (books, maga-
zine essays, blogs, and opinion pieces). When submitting to a scholarly journal, it is best to limit oneself to an inter-
vention in the literature that will get the paper published. 
 

 
2018 Sociology of Development Graduate Student Paper Award for “Cultivating Violence” 

 
 Joel Herrera is a doctoral student at UCLA. His research examines the relation-
ship between drug trafficking and political power in developing contexts. His 
dissertation focuses on the expansion of illicit drug production and uneven state 
formation in twentieth century Mexico. Joel’s article, “Cultivating Violence: 
Trade Liberalization, Illicit Labor, and the Mexican Drug Trade,” forthcoming 
in Latin American Politics and Society, won the 2018 Sociology of Development Sec-
tion’s Graduate Student Paper Award.  
 
“How did  you ge t  s tar t ed  on th i s  pro j e c t?” 
I first became interested in drug trafficking soon after a militarized crackdown 
was announced by the Mexican president in late 2006. The vivid imagery and 

reports covering the violence made it clear that this conflict would be one of the country's most significant sociopolit-
ical events since its Revolution a century prior. When I began grad school nearly a decade later, I decided to connect 
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the ongoing violence to my broader interest in development by studying the political economy of drug trafficking. I 
wanted to understand the underlying foundations of the drug trade and the violence it tends to produce.  
 
I decided to center the analysis on the illicit labor that goes into the drug trade by asking how this sector's workforce 
is (re)produced. I turned to the patterns of economic change and social exclusion that increase the flow of workers 
into this sector where violence is increasingly employed to support profit-making. This approach, I believe, helped me 
avoid much of the sensationalism that surrounds the drug trade. Whereas political discourse and the public's imagi-
nary are preoccupied with drug lords and omnipresent cartels, a sociological focus on labor and development empha-
sizes that questions of drug trafficking and violence are ultimately questions of social inequality. The patterns of mar-
ket exchange that make up the drug trade are more than just criminal transactions performed by an abstract other. 
They entail social relations between people that emerge from particular political and developmental settings. I have 
extended this project to look at the historical making and remaking of the drug trade in different parts of Mexico.  
 
“What adv i c e  do  you have  fo r  pub l i sh ing?"  
As a graduate student, I find it important to form a cadre of fellow students to critically comment on each other's 
work. Some of the best criticisms I have received have been through informal conversations (and arguments) with 
colleagues and in a working group I help organize at UCLA called Political Sociology and the Global South. The more 
devastating the questions raised by friends, the more prepared one is going into the peer review process. I also think 
it's useful for us graduate students to begin the writing process by mimicking work published in journals we want to 
be published in. This means taking an article in your field/topic, analyzing its argumentation and writing style, and 
then structuring your own article in the same way. Your own voice and personality as a writer will still show in the 
final product—which will be, at least on paper (pun intended), ready to be criticized by others.  
 

 
Honorable Mention Co-Recipient for the 2018 Sociology of Development Graduate 

Student Paper Award for “The Contentious Politics of Capital” 
 
Alvin Camba is a PhD Candidate in the Department of Sociology at 
Johns Hopkins University and a Pre-Doctoral Fellow at the Global De-
velopment Policy Center at Boston University. His work bridges the areas 
of international political economy, political sociology, and development. 
He is also affiliated with think tanks and research institutes across South-
east Asia, such as the Stratbase ADR in the Philippines, the Middle East 
Institute in Singapore, the Silk Road Institute in Malaysia, and Paramadi-
na in Indonesia. Using mixed-methods approaches, his research agenda 
investigates the relationship between the structure of host country elites 
and foreign capital inflows. Specifically, he examines the social foundations of foreign economic policies, analyzing 
oligarchs, non-elite coalitions, and political elites. Focusing on the Philippines and Southeast Asia more broadly, his 
research can be categorized in three distinct but interrelated themes: (1) Chinese capital; (2) extractive industries and 
development; and (3) the political economy of colonialism. 
 
“How did  you ge t  s tar t ed  on th i s  pro j e c t?” 
In the early 2000s, the Philippine president Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo attempted to acquire Chinese foreign direct in-
vestment, overseas development aid, and loans. Opposition politicians and social movements mobilized to derail the 
projects, leading to the cancellation of more than 20 ongoing ventures worth billions. During Benigno Aquino III’s 
term in 2010, the Philippines had a territorial dispute with China in the South China Sea, which limited Chinese eco-
nomic capital in the Philippines, and led to the near monopoly of Philippine oligarchs in the market for major devel-
opment projects and foreign investment ventures.  
 
In the Philippines case, I wanted to understand the social foundations of the state’s decision to limit Chinese econom-
ic capital. Previous literature understated either the agency of the host country actors or the interaction effect between 
international and domestic politics. Specifically, in sociology, scholars focused on whether or not China is a new colo-
nizer or an engine of development in the Global South; in international relations, they conceptualize Chinese capital 
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through the lens of economic statecraft, great power competition, and US-China relations; in geography, Chinese eco-
nomic capital was tied to the interplay of peoples, places, and ideas in specific, micro-level settings. My work builds 
upon these important works: I saw China’s rise as neither the next stage of capitalism nor as the “new cold war,” but 
rather the emergence of surplus, external capital that began to move to the Global South at increasingly alarming rates 
yet display varying destinations. States in the Global South want to compete for foreign investment and aid to gener-
ate employment, bolster growth rates, and construct critical infrastructures. Nonetheless, state decisions are not start-
ing points, but the outcomes of multiple negotiations and processes. My research traces the politics of support for the 
state’s decision to either accept or reject Chinese foreign investment and aid during the administrations. Because do-
mestic politics are important, a framework is necessary to explain elite and social mobilization against Chinese capital. 
Here, Jeffery Winter’s definition of oligarchy provides some insight into these relationships. Specifically, oligarchs are 
elites who have disproportionate ownership of wealth at their disposal. Using Winters’ definition, I argue that wealth 
defense occurs not just against domestic opponents but there are two types of oligarchs today: fixed capital oligarchs 
that vend their access to the domestic markets to foreign capital and monopolize domestic consumption; and those 
with mobile capital that need foreign capital to expand their shares of the export market.  The Philippines represents 
the former because a coalition of oligarchs instigated elite conflict and social mobilization against Chinese economic 
capital that threatened their market shares. This action inspired my dissertation research, which seeks to expand and 
modify this framework in the Malaysian and Indonesian cases. I suspect that the difference in the nature of the oligar-
chy can explain why and how Chinese economic capital rapidly surged in those states, despite similar issues in the 
South China Sea. I’m still conceptualizing how to incorporate other possible explanations like the nature of non-elite 
actors or civil society, and the structure of the state. 
 
“What adv i c e  do  you have  fo r  pub l i sh ing?"  
First, one of academia’s hidden curricula is that academic journals and their editors have preferences on what topics to 
publish and what conversations to have. In order to gain insight into this hidden curriculum, it is crucial to see where, 
what, and when people have published. Sometimes, a very good article will be rejected not because of poor quality, 
but rather because of the focus, method, or theoretical approach. Second, these journals target and have conversations 
with specific communities of scholars. Publishing gives you an opportunity to contribute to that conversation and 
receive constructive comments on your work. There are also tradeoffs to publishing. Choosing one topic and journal 
over others will lead to specific conversations at the expense of others. Sadly, some conversations are perceived to be 
worth more than others. And finally, rather than follow research based on methodological or empirical novelty, I sug-
gest that (my fellow) graduate students and early career researchers should follow a puzzle- or topic-driven research. 
Writing and publishing ideally should be made as enjoyable and less arduous as much as possible.  
 

Honorable Mention Co-Recipient for the 2018 Sociology of Development Graduate 
Student Paper Award for “Activism under Fire” 

 
Dr. Anjuli Fahlberg is currently a Full-Time Lecturer in the Department of 
Sociology at Tufts University.  She received her PhD in Sociology at Northeast-
ern University in 2018. Her research examines urban violence, uneven devel-
opment, and social movements in Latin America.  She is especially interested in 
emergent forms of collective action in gang-controlled neighborhoods and how 
these are shaped by constructions of race, gender, and place.  Her current book 
project is titled Activism under Fire: The Politics of Urban Non-Violence in Rio de Janei-
ro’s Most Dangerous Favela.  It describes how activists in the notorious “City of 
God” neighborhood have constructed a feminized counter-sphere of non-
violent politics in a context of violent governance run by drug gangs.  She em-
ploys participatory action research to promote collaborative constructions of 
knowledge with favela residents.  She has published articles in Politics & Society, 

the Journal of Urban Affairs, Qualitative Sociology, the Journal for Interpersonal Violence, Habitat International and Sociology Com-
pass.  She received the 2017 Alma J. Young Emerging Scholar Award by the Urban Affairs Association and a 2019 Short-
Term Research Publication Grant from the American Association of University Women, among other awards. 
 
“How did  you ge t  s tar t ed  on th i s  pro j e c t?” 
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The first seeds of this project were laid during my childhood, when I lived on the outskirts of the City of God and 
entered the neighborhood occasionally with my mother, who ran a program there for survivors of domestic vio-
lence.  While we moved to the US in my adolescence, my early experiences witnessing poverty and violence had a last-
ing impact on both my commitment to social justice and a desire to better understand this community. Fifteen years 
later, I returned to the City of God as a graduate student, expecting to find what most of the literature on favelas had 
taught me: that in a context of violent governance, where drug traffickers had co-opted neighborhood associations 
and local politicians, non-violent activism and the possibilities for democratic engagement were impossible.	
	
While I’d arrived with the same fascination for these violent political networks shared by many ethnographers of ur-
ban violence (and their readers), I also wanted my participants to have a say in what I researched and wrote about.  So 
I asked local residents what they thought was important or interesting about their neighborhood, and what stories 
they wished the world knew about this place that had become so infamous after the internationally acclaimed movie 
“City of God” was released back in 2002.  The residents I interviewed had similar responses: all the stories told about 
them were of violence and poverty, which gave the world a lopsided perspective of their neighborhood and painted it 
as a site of criminality. They wished someone would talk about “the other 98%,” those not engaged in the drug trade, 
and the many good things they were doing there.  So I decided to heed their request and study local activist efforts. As 
it turned out, once I began looking for non-violent action, I found it to be in many places, thriving in its own way, and 
making a significant impact on the well-being of the neighborhood and the larger urban environment. My mission 
transformed from documenting violence to documenting non-violence, and to explaining how activism survived in a 
space with so many political closures.  As it turned out, the feminization of politics and an avoidance of local violent 
governance structures was a crucial strategy of survival and efficacy. While the City of God remains one of Rio de 
Janeiro’s most dangerous neighborhoods, it is also a site of non-violence, and I hope that my work helps to tell this 
other side of their story.	
 
“What adv i c e  do  you have  fo r  pub l i sh ing?"  
The best advice I’ve ever received on publishing is to submit a paper as soon as it’s good enough for an R&R.  We 
often feel compelled to work on a paper until it is “perfect,” but perfection is in the eye of the beholder—in this case, 
the reviewers.  Spending weeks, months, or years trying to make an article perfect before submitting is usually a waste 
of time: it’s better to let the reviewers tell you what changes they’d like to see and then make those edits.  Additionally, 
all of the papers I’ve published have been much better after going through revisions and taking reviewers’ suggestions. 
No amount of time spent working in solitude would have turned my papers into what they eventually became.  The 
second take-away, then, is that writing is always a social process: the only way we learn to write for publication is by 
sharing it with others, taking their feedback, and re-writing until it’s good. A third lesson I had to learn, quite painfully, 
is that not every revision requires that you re-write your entire manuscript.  Often an extra footnote, sentence or para-
graph is enough to address the comment. As I frequently tell my colleagues still in graduate school: don’t overthink it! 
Just do exactly what needs to be done, and then move on to the next project.	

 

 
REFLECTIONS ON VISUAL SOCIOLOGY:  

USING VISUAL METHODS TO UNDERSTAND THE 
SOCIAL WORLD 

 
Many sociologists are most comfortable in the realm of words, numbers, and figures. Yet some social scientists are 
using visual methods to study and analyze the social world, incorporating images into their research and pushing their 
students to develop their visual literacy. In this special feature, we ask three scholars to tell us about how visual meth-
ods can complement the social sciences. In the first essay, Tamara Kay tells the story of how she developed a course 
that brings together sociological analysis with social documentation through photography and film, proposing that 
students develop not only a sociological imagination, but also a visual one. In the Q&As that follow, we speak with 
Jessica Jacobs about ethnographic film and with Caroline Knowles about the power of photography to reveal and ob-
scure social dynamics. 
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Linking the Practice of Art and Sociology:  
Visualizing Global Change 

 
As an undergraduate, I wanted to take a course that 
did not exist: a course that combined art practice and 
sociological analysis. Not a visual sociology course, or 
a sociology of art course -- I wanted a course that re-
quired me to think sociologically and engage in creat-
ing works of art. This was my dream course because I 
was not your typical sociology major. At Northwestern 
I studied painting and spent as much time in studio, 
critique, and art history courses as I did reading socio-
logical classics. In graduate school at Berkeley as soon 
as I completed my sociology courses I took graduate 
courses in photography and film. 
 
While in graduate school, I finally developed my 
dream course and called it Visualizing Human Rights and 
Social Change through Documentary Film and Photography. 
Students explore how social problems such as crime, 
urban and rural poverty, race and gender inequalities, 
immigration, and terrorism are analyzed sociologically, 
and depicted in a variety of documentary film and pho-
tography genres. They also compare the processes by 
which social scientists, and filmmakers and photogra-
phers, engage in social documentation. Students read 
sociological analyses and theories, art criticism, and 
analyze a documentary film every week. They also 
learn how to make photographs and films, and how to 
engage in critiques of their work. 
 
The course requires students to engage in the process 
of visual documentation themselves -- they have to 
create art. For their final project, students choose a 
human rights or social problem that concerns them, 
and make a film or a series of photos on it to present 
at the end of the course. The visual documentation 
component of the course often gives students confi-
dence to tackle its more challenging analytical ele-
ments. And for students who may never have had the 
opportunity to explore their artistic potential, they dis-
cover hidden talents. Often, the photos are deeply 
personal and moving. A Harvard student documented 
the challenges faced by his classmate living with HIV, 
University of New Mexico students documented rural 
poverty in their hometowns and pueblos, a Berkeley 
student photographed herself to undermine stereo-
types of Muslims, a San Diego student documented 
environmental racism across the city, a Notre Dame 

student documented the lives of undocumented stu-
dent activists. 
During the last fifteen years I have taught this course, 
the digital and media landscape has changed dramati-
cally. We live in world in which we are bombarded by 
images daily. We take more photographs every two 
minutes in the United States than were printed globally 
in the entire 19th century.[1] We all have high quality 
cameras in our phones and the ability to share our 
photos anywhere in an instant. And yet, most students 
lack visual literacy. They are not trained to analyze, 
interpret, and interrogate images. They have not been 
asked to consider how images reify stereotypes and 
inequalities, and how they can help undermine them. 
Teaching visual literacy also allows me to show rather 
than tell students why diversity and inclusion are so 
important, and allows us to confront difficult issues of 
visual representation and power. 
 
Figure 1: Tamara in Amman, Jordan with Fadi Alghoul, 
Palestinian artist and puppeteer, and Haneen from Shara'a 
Simsim, the Palestinian coproduction of Sesame Street 

 
Source: Author 
 
It is therefore incredibly important that we train stu-
dents in visual literacy. And they crave this kind of 
education. During my first year at Harvard, the course 
attracted over 350 students--one of the largest courses 
in the sociology department’s history. In 2011, my 
student won two Harvard-wide environmental awards 
for her film on food waste and sustainability.[2] A 
Notre Dame student whose film on the death penalty 
was selected for various film festivals[3] created a film 
for my course on homelessness among LGBT 
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youth.[4] At Notre Dame, I teach the course (renamed 
Visualizing Global Change) in the Snite Museum of Art 
and work closely with a curator, who pulls photo-
graphs for class from the museum's photography col-
lection each week. It is incredible to see the awe on 
students' faces as they come face to face with a Dor-
othea Lange, Sebastião Salgado, Graciela Iturbide, or 
Gordon Parks photograph.   
 
In October 2019 we welcome you to Notre Dame for 
the 8th Annual Sociology of Development Confer-
ence. It will feature a photography exhibit that will 
include photographs created by students in Visualizing 
Global Change. In the meantime, you can view an online 
gallery of photos taken by students in the course at 
UC Berkeley and San Diego, Harvard, the University 
of New Mexico, and Notre Dame.[5] Viewing their 
work, it becomes clear that students thrive when we 
help them develop visual imaginations to match their 
sociological imaginations. 
 
 
 
 
 

Endnotes 
 
[1] 
https://www.theguardian.com/books/2015/jul/10/2
014-one-trillion-photos-welcome-new-visual-culture  
 
[2] https://green.harvard.edu/tools-
resources/leftovers-film-about-food-waste  
 
[3] https://vimeo.com/201946740  
 
[4] https://vimeo.com/244690783/4884d1a736 
 
[5] http://tamarakay.com/277990/student-photos  
 
Tamara Kay is Associate Professor of Global Affairs and 
Sociology at the University of Notre Dame. She is the author of 
Trade Battles: Activism and the Politicization of Inter-
national Trade Policy, and NAFTA and the Politics of 
Labor Transnationalism. She is currently completing a book 
on the diffusion of Sesame Street around the world, and how 
local partners use the program and community outreach projects 
to further their development goals.  
 
     

 
Q&A with Jessica Jacobs about Ethnographic Film 

 
You've made ethnographic films and written about film as a research method. Can you tell us a bit about how you came to use visual meth-
ods in your work? In your view, how does video/moving-image research complement more traditional methods in the social sciences? 

I was a travel writer and interned as a journalist in the Middle East in the 1990s before I became a PhD Student. The-
se were writing based jobs but I always carried a small video camera around with me to record things – after all I had a 
press card that gave me ringside seat at a lot of events – why not film occasionally. I was immediately struck by the 
different knowledge it produced. But I had no idea what to do with the footage really, other than store it away. When 
I started my PhD on tourism in Egypt with Doreen Massey at the Open University I asked the head of department 
there if I could submit my thesis as a film and he said in theory it was possible. Sadly, in practice it wasn’t. But I re-
mained committed to the idea and a few years later, I managed to secure a small grant to make a film based on aspects 
of my thesis. I think it just seemed obvious to me that video/moving-image research was an important part of any 
ethnographic method. I didn’t want to just rely on my memory and notes – video helps you collect so much more 
data. More importantly, the process of editing can also help you work out what that data means in relation to a range 
of other important factors.

You've also advocated using participatory and collaborative approaches in video ethnography and filmmaking. In your experience, what does 
it take for someone to do this well? What are the opportunities and challenges presented by co-creating visual research? 

It's impossible to carry out research as a white person in the Global South without acknowledging the power relation-
ships at play. I actually think this is important whether you write notes or record images and audio – the gaze of the 
camera just makes it more obvious. Collaboration is one way of acknowledging this power disparity. I also happen to 
think that the films you make this way are much better and help to produce a richer more meaningful engagement 
with the subject to hand. Co-production is very difficult in established academia though as the pressure to be sole au-
thor persists. I’ve always used film in situations where I have worked for many years – so have been able to build 



Spring 2019 SECTORS Volume 6 (1) 

ASA Sociology of Development Section Newsletter Page 12 
 

strong and long-term relationships of trust with my film partners. One of the challenges is managing expectations – 
again this is partly because in western academia the benefits of the research lean more towards the researcher than the 
researched and just acknowledging this in your method doesn’t delete it.  

I'm also curious about the practical aspects of bringing video equipment into a research setting. From selecting the right equipment, to man-
aging filming along with interviewing and taking notes, to bringing a camera physically into a face-to-face interaction with respondents that 
may not be used to being on camera...there are so many things to consider! Can you tell us some of the practical lessons you've learned along 
the way, since you started using video in your work? 

Very roughly I think there are two kinds of filming – landscape and portrait. By that I mean filming a scene/landscape 
or doing an interview with a person. Thanks to the distorting effect of wind when recording sound outside, it’s always 
easier to film interviews with people inside a space. Having a camera actually helps you blend into a touristic environ-
ment as it’s part of the tourist package to go around pointing it at every object and person. So I rarely stand out when 
I’m doing research. Adding a tripod and external microphone can be more problematic – as it is more likely to draw 
attention (and require some kind of official permission). Luckily today small DSLRs and mirrorless cameras also shoot 
video in addition to still photography, and are pretty easy to carry and use. I tended to keep the tripods and mics for 
arranged shots – for example when interviews have already been pre-arranged. I also often don’t do this directly these 
days but pass that role to participants as it allows greater autonomy in their own representation and helps to increase 
awareness of the effect of the camera. I’m not a big fan of being in front of the camera myself so often used to hesi-
tate to ask but then I would often discover so many people were happy to be filmed. My more recent projects have 
started to explore fiction for this reason as some participants really want to be in front of (and behind) the camera 
more. And fiction allows people to address issues that they don’t want to (or can’t) address directly. For others I al-
ways try to be flexible and find a way to film without showing their identity if that is what they prefer. I don’t think I 
manage very well to take notes at the same time but always try to write something down in the evening and go 
through the footage. 

Can you give us an example of an ethnographic film that you find especially powerful, and tell us why? 

There are many but also not enough! And there are still so many ways we can use film that we don’t know yet. That is 
why, in collaboration with colleagues Giovanna Ceno, Matteo Bontempi and Joseph Palis (University of Philippines) 
we have set up an annual film festival and accompanying website www.filmgeographies.com to encourage more peo-
ple to use filmmaking as a form of research. We call it film geographies because I’m a geographer but it really covers 
all the social sciences. We hope that by offering more opportunities to publish and screening films we will discover 
more about the potential of digital films and what we can use them for. My favourite films on the website have been 
made by students but I would encourage you to visit the site and find a few of your own. There are so many challeng-
es if you are just starting to use film so I am developing a series of filmmaking workshops for staff and students at my 
university and we are planning to develop the site so that--in addition to publishing the final films--our wonderful re-
viewers will offer advice and feedback on films while they are being made. 
 
J e s s i ca  Jacobs  is a geographer who uses film as a research method to explore how heritage in the Middle East is visualized, remembered 
and enacted through the production of tourist space. She organises the annual film festival AAG Shorts, is co-founder 
of  www.filmgeographies.com and is interested in developing the role of collaborative filmmaking, creative mapping and other community 
focused strategies in order to engage a wider audience with academic research and knowledge production. 

 
 

 
Q&A about Photography and Sociology with Caroline Knowles 

 
Visual methods have become more common in the social sciences in recent years, yet not all sociologists are familiar with them. What is 
visual sociology? Can you tell us a bit about the use of visual methods in sociology today? 
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Visual Sociology encompasses a wide variety of practices, all of which have in common elements of the visual, in 
photography of different kinds, and sometimes film. Some of the most common variations are sociologists taking 
photographs as a way of engaging with their research and fields of enquiry; sociologists asking the people they are 
researching to take photographs of their everyday life and things that are important to them, which can then be 
discussed in interviews and focus groups; photo-elicitation, which is an interview technique in which photos are 
selected by the researcher and used to prompt discussion of the issues under review; and sociologists working with 
photographers and artists on the same project in different ways. My own approach is the latter. I like to collaborate 
with photographers because they have a different kind of imagination and ways of approaching things than me. I also 
take my own photographs if no photographer is available. I think of these photos as a research tool—sometimes  
called inventory photographs—I can return to again and again as my understanding of what I am researching 
develops. For me these photos are a form of note taking, although I also take written notes in notebooks. Through 
the photos and notebooks I can recreate the scenes of my research as I try to write about them. This of course is an 
ethnographic approach to research. Sociologists work in different ways and so use photography in different ways.  
 
In your research on migration and the global circulation of ordinary objects, you have combined ethnographic methods with photography. In 
your experience, how do the two complement each other?  
 
Yes, I worked on the Flip-Flop project with Singapore artist Michael Tan and on the Hong Kong migration project 
with Douglass Harper, who is both a photographer and a sociologist. I took some of my own photos when I had to 
do parts of the flip-flop trail without Michael. Both projects worked on the basis of a loose collaboration. I did not 
ask for any particular kinds of photographs, instead each photographer worked with their own aesthetic and way of 
approaching the research. Doug Harper liked to work with a Leica and take documentary- styled photos in black and 
white with a border around them. Michael Tan—an artist rather than a photographer—had a broader repertoire and 
was not used to working in a documentary tradition. Visual elements of the research scenes were open to their 
expertise and they worked as they liked. I collected stories told by people into my microphone. At the end of each day 
we would discuss what we were thinking and where we were. Places and objects tell stories too, and these were more 
easily collected by photographers. Photographs, in combination with other kinds of (verbal) stories, tell their own tales 
of places and action. In combining photos and words in writing books, we negotiated what descriptive and analytical 
work the words would do and what would be carried by the photographs. We tried to avoid repetition. Only say 
things once, or it gets boring. One technology picks up for the shortcomings of the other. What people say to the the 
microphone is sometimes at odds with what they do and the lens picks this up. In this way a more rounded picture of 
the research is possible.  
 
In other work, you've reflected on how photography may be deployed in studying urban landscapes. What can a photograph reveal about a 
city that words do not? What might it obscure? How does seeing something--and capturing it as an image to be shared with others--enrich 
and complicate our work as researchers?  
 
I think photographs provide good descriptions and analytical insights into a landscape, what it is, how it works, what 
fills it in terms of people and activities and objects and what it might mean—its stories. Photographs reveal the way 
things look as well as words and sometimes better than words. It’s not a case that one works better than another, each 
has its own strengths, capacities and limitations, and in combining these different takes I get a more complicated, 
nuanced and layered account of what are after all elusive and ambiguous situations and circumstances. As I researcher 
I can only ever assemble fragments of lives and landscapes. Having two ways of approaching things – through the 
lens and the microphone - gives me more information and allows a certain creative play between the two technologies. 
Photographs of course obscure as much as they reveal. So much about social textures is beyond what we can see. But 
photographs prompt us to ask, how might the world work that makes this photograph possible? What can I see and 
not see? Research of course brings hidden things before the lens.  
 
Can you give us an example of a sociological photograph, or pairing of image and text, that you find especially powerful and tell us why? 
 
I am not sure I would distinguish a sociological photograph from any other kind of photograph. And it rather 
depends on what I am trying to research or understand. The most powerful photograph for me is Jean Mohr’s image 
of a Palestinian Mayor of Ramallah He looks into the camera through the broken lens of his glasses. This says all that 
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needs to be said without words. The circumstances of Palestinians and the difficulties of governance in a fragile state 
are all in this photo. Maybe only some data on war and its casualties would further enhance it. I think the most 
powerful word-image contributions are when one either supports the other or undermines it, leaving us in doubt and 
the ambiguity of the situation laid bare.  
 
When you teach visual sociology to students who have never used visual methods, where do you advise them to begin? 
 
I advise students to roam the city with the camera lens and to use it to begin to think about their project. What is it 
that they want to understand and why? Why is it important? How does it all look? Why does it look that way? Then I 
tell them to start reading about the things they want to understand, things that are beyond the lens. Then with this 
new knowledge take up walking with the camera again and see if different questions present themselves. Or different 
approaches? Or new questions? I also encourage them to place themselves in the frame. What is their relationship to 
their study? I encourage them to go beyond using photography descriptively. This is OK but photos have analytic 
potential too. As soon as you have framed an image with the lens you have already partly theorised it, whether or not 
you are aware of it. 
 
Caro l ine  Knowles  is Professor of Sociology at Goldsmiths, University of London and Programme Director of the British Academy's 
Cities & Infrastructure Programme. She is author of Flip-Flop: A Journey through Globalisation’s Backroads (Pluto Press, 
2014) and, with Douglas Harper, of Hong Kong: Migrant Lives, Landscapes and Journeys (University of Chicago Press, 2009). 
 

 

SOCIOLOGY OF DEVELOPMENT’S  
FEMINIST SUB-SECTION 

 
Is Sociology of Development the Most Gender-Egalitarian Section in the 

ASA (Other than, perhaps, Sex and Gender or Race, Gender and Class)? A 
Brief History of Gender in Our Section 

 
Though we don’t have enough hard data to claim the 
answer is “yes,” that we are the ASA’s most gender-
equal section, it’s possible.  In part, this is because we 
were the first ASA section to have an “intellectual di-
versity clause”: that we welcome people interested in 
development from all topics linked to development, all 
methodologies and all ideological views.  In addition, 
our founding father, Sam Cohn, happened to reach 
out to me about his proposed new section at just the 
time that Jennifer Fish and Jennifer Rothchild had 
contacted me about forming a Gender and Develop-
ment Section in ASA.  We agreed to go with the more 
encompassing Sociology of Development, given Sam’s 
assurances that the section would strive toward a 50-
50 gender balance among both members and officers.  
After all, Sam has been writing about gender and oc-
cupation for many years and has won the ASA’s Jessie 
Bernard Award for his excellent book about that top-
ic.   
 
Let’s start by looking at our nine chairs: so far we’ve 
had five men and four women, counting our current 
chair-elect.  Sam Cohn was first.  Greg Hooks was 

second; James Mahoney was third.  Then, with input 
from a subgroup of our section, then called “Gender 
Initiative,” two women were nominated to be chair-
elect in our 2014 Sociology of Development election. 
So in 2015, I was the first woman chair. Then came 
David Brown, followed by Jocelyn Viterna and Jen-
nifer Bair.  Our current chair is Andrew Jorgenson and 
Jennifer Keahey is chair-elect.  (This nearly equal rec-
ord has not been achieved by other ASA sections, I’ve 
been told by an ASA professional; it’s worth checking 
into further.)  Moreover, if our section’s tenth chair is 
a woman, we will have realized a decade of one aspect 
of gender equality that was one of our objectives in 
adopting our intellectual diversity commitment: gender 
equality in leadership. 
 
Our Sociology of Development council also has a his-
tory of close gender balance. And although I don’t 
have the figures handy, we have had not too disparate 
gender breakdowns in committees and other offices as 
well.  Starting in 2013, we also began to work toward 
parity in keynote speakers at our annual Sociology of 
Development conference. 
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One result has been that for a relatively new section, 
we reached ~500 members quite rapidly.  It would be 
wonderful if we made a major push to get to 600: this 
would give our section an extra session at ASA that 
will enable us to better represent our members’ varied 
interests and fulfill our intellectual diversity commit-
ment: our section’s implicit motto is “let a hundred 
paradigms bloom.”   
 
We have one more first and this, too, involves gender: 
From early on, our section encouraged interest groups. 
The “Gender Initiative” was the first to form, follow-
ing discussions at our section’s first annual conference: 
It was held at the University of Virginia in the wake of 
Hurricane Sandy in 2012.  We then met at the ASA 
meetings in 2013 and 2014, when we started a listserv.  
We continued to meet at the ASA, mainly during our 
section’s evening reception, as well as at our annual 
Sociology of Development conferences. Throughout 
this time, we also maintained our own listserv, which 
was managed by Marie Berry, who was then a graduate 
student working on her dissertation. 
 
In 2016, at our Sociology of Development annual con-
ference, held at Cornell, members of the Gender Initi-
ative and others came together in an impromptu 
lunchtime meeting and chose a new name, Feminist 
Development. The new name soon led to a new objec-
tive – to increase the visibility of feminist scholarship 
in the ASA by becoming an officially recognized sub-
section of the ASA. Kristy Kelly was elected to lead 
our group.  
 
At a dinner in Detroit during our 2017 Sociology of 
Development conference, we set up the governance 
for a formal sub-section, including elected officers and 
council members.  Kristy Kelly and Jennifer Keahey 
became co-chairs for two-year terms; we also elected 
Devparna Roy as secretary and several council mem-
bers. 
 
At the beginning of October 2018, I was elected Fem-
inist Development co-chair to replace Jennifer 
Keahey, who was serving as chair-elect of Sociology of 
Development.  One of our council members, Firuzeh 

Shokooh Valle, became Feminist Development’s co-
chair-elect; she’ll replace Kristy Kelly after the 2019 
ASA meetings.  Amira Karaoud, Susan Lee, and Mar-
cia Texler Segal have continued to serve as our coun-
cil. During the past year, Kristy has managed to set up 
Zoom council meetings even when she was in the field 
in Vietnam.  She also started work on a new listserv 
that will improve our ability to communicate with sub-
section members. 
 
As the result of our efforts, the ASA recognized Fem-
inist Development as its first official sub-section. We 
achieved this in October 2018 when Mary Romero, 
the current president of the ASA, and her program 
committee selected our sub-section for a special ses-
sion to be held at the ASA’s 2019 annual meetings in 
New York, provided that we could put together a pro-
gram in a matter of days.  We did – and we hope to 
see you there this summer in New York: it will be a 
milestone not only for our Sociology of Development 
section but also for the ASA.   
 
To conclude, it seems that Sociology of Development 
is the only section without “gender” in its name that 
has achieved a fairly even balance of power by gender. 
We also still have an awesome level of diversity of par-
adigms, methodologies and topics of interest. Our 
section’s other sub-section, Global Health and Devel-
opment, has been active in Sociology of Development 
as well.  So, let’s create more sub-sections and also 
consider moving on to the next step:  going beyond 
our first-rate policy briefs and entering the policy are-
na as well. We have a lot to say about many crucial 
issues facing us within nations, across nations and re-
gions and as inhabitants of a climate change-
threatened planet. We also have numerous talented 
members across gender, South-North, race-ethnicity, 
paradigms, methods and interests who can contribute 
to wider debates in broader arenas. Should our next 
section initiative be “let a hundred op-eds bloom”?   
 
Rae Lesser  Blumberg  is the William R. Kenan, Jr Profes-
sor of Sociology at the University of Virginia and Professor 
Emerita in the Department of Sociology at University of Cali-
fornia, San Diego.

 

SECTION ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 Call for Applications – S e c t o r s  Co-Editor 
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We are seeking a new co-editor of our section newsletter, Sectors. This is a great opportunity for a junior 
scholar to become involved with the section and network with other individuals in our subfield. The news-
letter is published semi-annually (in the fall and spring semesters) and includes Council and section news, 
feature stories, calls for papers and other opportunities in the field, and the section’s official reports. Sectors 
is e-mailed to all current section members through the listserv and posted on the section’s website. 
 
The co-editor will have a two-year term from August 2020 to July 2022. During the first year (2020-2021), 
the new editor will work in a team with one of the current co-editors. During the second year (2021-2022), 
they will continue working with a new co-editor selected in 2021. Both co-editors will work collaboratively 
to shape the content and formatting of the newsletter. They will seek out and develop original content for 
the newsletter and maintain regular features.  
 
The Section Council will select the co-editor from all interested parties, and the co-editor will report to the 
Council regularly (during council meetings). The co-editor will work closely with the Chair and the Secre-
tary-Treasurer of the Section. 
 
Qualifications: 

- Member of the Sociology of Development Section; 
- Strong organizational skills, including ability to meet deadlines; 
- Strong written communication skills; 
- Strong MS Word and Acrobat Reader skills  
- Graduate students are welcome and encouraged to apply.  

 
Application consists of: 

- a one-page statement of interest, qualifications, and ideas for the newsletter 
- a one-page CV 

 
Please submit applications to: socdevsectors@gmail.com by December 31, 2019. Applicants will hear back 
by the end of the Spring 2020 term. 

 
New Issues of Sociology of Development 

 

 

Sociology of Development Journal (http://socdev.ucpress.edu/)   
This is an international journal addressing issues of development, broadly consid-
ered. With basic as well as policy-oriented research, topics explored include eco-
nomic development and well-being, gender, health, inequality, poverty, environ-
ment and sustainability, political economy, conflict, social movements, and more.   
 
Editors: Andrew Jorgenson & Jeff Kentor 
Frequency: Quarterly in March, June, September, and December 
eISSN: 2374-538X 
 
Table of Contents 
Vol. 4 No. 4, Winter 2018, https://socdev.ucpress.edu/content/4/4 

Moving beyond Co-optation: Gender, Development, and Intimacy 
Firuzeh Shokooh Valle (pp. 325-345) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2018.4.4.325 
 
Taking Stock of Flow: Revisiting the Link between FDI and Human Rights 
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Rob Clark, Roy Kwon (pp. 346-373) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2018.4.4.346 
 
The Gift of Volunteering: Relational Implications for Social Inequality and Welfare Distribution in Southern 
Africa 
Sara Compion, Lisa Cliggett (pp. 374-393) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2018.4.4.374 
 
The Strength of Near and Distant Ties: Social Capital, Environmental Change, and Migration in the Brazili-
an Amazon 
Heather Randell (pp. 394-416) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2018.4.4.394 

 
 

 

Sociology of Development Journal (http://socdev.ucpress.edu/)   
This is an international journal addressing issues of development, broadly consid-
ered. With basic as well as policy-oriented research, topics explored include eco-
nomic development and well-being, gender, health, inequality, poverty, environ-
ment and sustainability, political economy, conflict, social movements, and more.   
 
Editors: Andrew Jorgenson & Jeff Kentor 
Frequency: Quarterly in March, June, September, and December 
eISSN: 2374-538X 
 
Table of Contents 
SPECIAL ISSUE ON GLOBAL HEALTH AND DEVELOPMENT 
Vol. 5 No. 1, Spring 2019, https://socdev.ucpress.edu/content/5/1  

An Emergent Sociology of Global Health and Development: An Introduction 
Shiri Noy (pp. 1-8) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2019.5.1.1 
 
The Sociology of Global Health: A Literature Review 
Joseph Harris, Alexandre White (pp. 9-30) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2019.5.1.9 
 
The African Development Bank, Organized Hypocrisy, and Maternal Mortality: A Cross-National Analysis 
of Sub-Saharan Africa 
Jamie M Sommer, John M Shandra, Michael Restivo, Holly E Reed (pp. 31-49) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2019.5.1.31 
 
The Local and the Global in Primary Health Care: How Global Policies and Local Legacies Influenced the 
Success of the Expanded Programme on Immunization 
Kristen Jafflin (pp. 50-70) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2019.5.1.50 
 
Lgbt Visibility and Anti-Gay Backlash: Unintended Consequences of Responses to HIV/AIDS in Malawi 
and Senegal 
Nicole Angotti, Tara McKay, Rachel Sullivan Robinson (pp. 71-90) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2019.5.1.71 
 
The (Economic) Development of Healthy Eating Habits: Gender, Nutrition and Health Outcomes in 31 
Countries 
Tom VanHeuvelen, Jane S VanHeuvelen (pp. 91-113) DOI: 10.1525/sod.2019.5.1.91 
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NEW MEMBER PUBLICATIONS 

New Books 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Almeida, Paul. 2019. Social Movements: The Structure of Collective Mobilization. Berke-
ley, CA: University of California Press. 
https://www.ucpress.edu/book/9780520290914/social-movements  
 
Social Movements cleverly translates the art of collective action and mobilization by 
excluded groups to facilitate understanding social change from below. Students 
learn the core components of social movements, the theory and methods used to 
study them, and the conditions under which they can lead to political and social 
transformation. This fully class-tested book is the first to be organized along the 
lines of the major subfields of social movement scholarship—framing, movement 
emergence, recruitment, and outcomes—to provide comprehensive coverage in a 
single core text. 
 
Features include: 

• use of real data collected in the U.S. and around the world 
• the emphasis on student learning outcomes 
• case studies that bring social movements to life 
• examples of cultural repertoires used by movements (flyers, pamphlets, 

event data on activist websites, illustrations by activist musicians) to mobi-
lize a group 

• topics such as immigrant rights, transnational movement for climate jus-
tice, Women's Marches, Fight for $15, Occupy Wall Street, Gun Violence, 
Black Lives Matter, and the mobilization of popular movements in the 
global South on issues of authoritarian rule and neoliberalism 

 
With this book, students deepen their understanding of movement dynamics, 
methods of investigation, and dominant theoretical perspectives, all while being 
challenged to consider their own place in relation to social movements.  

 

Cohn, Samuel and Rae Lessser Blumberg. 2019. Gender and Development: The Economic 
Basis of Women’s Power. Los Angeles, CA: SAGE.  
https://www.sagepub.com/hi/nam/gender-and-development/book258472  
 
Drawing from the leading scholarship in the field, Gender and Development: The Eco-
nomic Basis of Women's Power helps students develop a foundational understanding of 
the significant role that gender plays in developing societies. Award-winning schol-
ars Samuel Cohn and Rae Lesser Blumberg have carefully selected and edited a col-
lection of readings that encourage students to think critically about the economic 
power (or lack thereof) of women, and apply key concepts and theory related to 
gender and current development issues. From women’s participation in labor mar-
kets to their financial autonomy and purchasing power, these readings enable stu-
dents to explore the economic implications of female power and the importance of 
women’s strategic indispensability.    
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Gibson, Christopher L. 2019. Movement-Driven Development: The Politics of Health and 
Democracy in Brazil. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press. 
https://www.sup.org/books/title/?id=28778  
 
In the late twentieth and early twenty-first centuries, Brazil improved the health and 
well-being of its populace more than any other large democracy in the world. In 
Movement-Driven Development, Christopher L. Gibson combines rigorous statistical, 
fuzzy-set, and case study analysis to argue that this transformation resulted from 
subnational mobilizations by "sanitarista" activists in the country's Sanitarist 
Movement. This activism permitted Brazil - a country long infamous for its severe 
inequality, rampant infant mortality, and clientelist politics - to usher in an unprec-
edented twenty-five-year transformation of its public health institutions and social 
development outcomes. The book highlights how sanitaristas fostered these out-
comes by leveraging local-level democratic offices to gradually but persistently im-
plement primary public health policies that helped materialize the universal right of 
all Brazilians to health. In explaining why and how this occurred unevenly through-
out urban Brazil, the book develops a new theory of movement-driven develop-
ment that illustrates how locally-rooted activists can advance progressive social 
change far more than alternative frameworks allow for. In doing so, it shows how 
in large democracies like Brazil, activists can both deepen the quality of local de-
mocracy and improve human development outcomes previously thought to be out-
side the control of civil society.  

 

Kay, Tamara and R.L. Evans. 2018. Trade Battles: Activism and the Politiciza-
tion of International Trade Policy. New York: Oxford University Press.  
 
Trade Battles centers on trade policy formation, one of the most important tools 
nations use to promote development goals. Development is significantly affected 
by international trade policies that seek not only to integrate economies, but also to 
undermine nations’ ability to enact domestic laws to regulate industries and protect 
workers and the environment. Trade Battles traces how, beginning with NAFTA, 
activists pushed back against trade policies that enshrined a low-wage, deregulatory 
strategy of economic integration and development into official policy across the 
continent. Activists created a fair trade movement to promote policies to protect 
the rights of North America’s workers, consumers, environment, indigenous popu-
lations, farmers, and the poor from erosion by international trade laws and direct 
foreign investment. They argued that the rules of the global economy should have 
an ethical or moral dimension, and that regulatory protections should not be sacri-
ficed in the name of economic integration. Trade Battles seeks to remedy the relative 
lack of sociological engagement with trade policy politicization and formation 
through a theoretical framework that helps explain how social movement activists 
can, and did, influence it.  
 
The book was named a CHOICE “Highly Recommended” title in 2019. 
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Matsuzawa, Setsuko. 2019.  Activating China: Local Actors, Foreign Influence, and State 
Response. Routledge. 
 
Based on studies of transnational activism, this volume examines the transnational 
social and environmental advocacy of foreign NGOs in China over the last thirty 
years. It draws on ethnographic fieldwork in China and archival work in the United 
States, following the lives of Chinese activists, researchers and government offi-
cials.  

 
 

New Articles and Book Chapters 
 

Alves, Jorge Antonio and Christopher L. Gibson. 2019. "States and Capitals of Health: Multi-level Health Govern-
ance in Brazil." Latin American Politics & Society 61(1):54-77. https://doi.org/10.1017/lap.2018.59  
Scholars of Brazil’s public health system commonly note the intertwined roles that federal, state, and municipal gov-
ernments play in delivering care, yet few studies systematically examine varying service performance in areas with 
overlapping mandates, such as state capitals. This study addresses that gap by developing and analyzing a novel meas-
ure of municipal primary care provision that accounts for the proportion of the population without access to private 
services in 11 large capital cities, then comparing them to the noncapital municipalities in their states. The study finds 
that capitals generally underperform the noncapital municipalities in primary service delivery. It then draws on a com-
parative case study in two major capitals, Salvador and Belo Horizonte, and their encompassing states to explore how 
a history of cooperative or adversarial relations between state and local governments conditions the impact of parti-
sanship, participatory institutions, and public health activists on primary care delivery 
  
Jalali, Rita. (forthcoming). “Poverty, Water, Sanitation Insecurities and the Challenges of Maintaining Menstrual Hy-
giene,” in Cohen, S and Rae Blumberg, eds., Gender and Development: Economic Basis of Women's Power. Sage.  
 
Keahey, Jennifer. 2019. “Knowledge in Action: Negotiating Power in Development.” Action Research. Advance online 
publication. doi:10.1177/1476750319837328  
How can sociopolitical theories inform participatory action research and what are the implications for development? I 
answer this question by reflecting on a research, training, and networking project that I conducted with small-scale 
rooibos tea farmers in post-apartheid South Africa. My research team was comprised of community-based farmer 
leaders who sought representation in an industry marked by acute inequalities. Guided by Freire’s theory of conscien-
tization, we employed a multi-paradigmatic framework to explore questions pertaining to governance and identity and 
democratize engagement. Theoretical training enabled my team to systematically interrogate differential power dynam-
ics, illuminating the sociopolitical terrain. In return my co-investigators taught me to embrace a more situated under-
standing of power, helping us to shift the relations of research and practice. Yet we were unable to scale up outcomes 
due to material barriers, suggesting that knowledge alone is not power. Our experience illustrates the benefits and 
limitations of multi-paradigmatic conscientization as a model for participatory development. 
 
Khutkyy, Dmytro. 2019. “Electronic Democracy Boom in Ukraine.” In IWM Junior Visiting Fellows’ Conferences. 
Vol. 36. Political Order in Changing Societies. Edited by K. Thomas. Vienna: IWM. Retrieved February 5, 2019, 
http://www.iwm.at/publications/5-junior-visiting-fellows-conferences/vol-xxxvi/electronic-democracy-boom-in-
ukraine/  
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Khutkyy, Dmytro. 2019. “Democracy or the Power of Experts? A Review on The New Authoritarianism by Salva-
tore Babones.” Commons. January 18, 2019. Retrieved January 18, 2019 https://commons.com.ua/en/recenziya-na-
novij-avtoritarizm/  
 
Paret, Marcel. 2018. “Citizenship and Work in Global Capitalism: From Domination to Aspiration.” Sociology Compass 
12(8): 1-13. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/soc4.12602  
The sociology of citizenship emerged during an exceptional period in which workers benefitted from economic 
growth and gains in productivity. Yet the field grew against the backdrop of a market-oriented global capitalism de-
fined by high levels of precarious work, surplus labor, and economic insecurity. Tracing the evolution of global capi-
talism in the wake of World War II, and across the unequal regions of the world, I outline three different perspectives 
on the relationship between capitalism and work. These include an outdated and untenable perspective of citizenship 
as workplace product, a critical perspective of citizenship as worker domination, and an optimistic perspective of citi-
zenship as aspiration and agency. The analysis suggests that citizenship represents an important terrain of struggle 
within global capitalism, simultaneously enabling patterns of domination and inspiring movements for liberation. 
 
Reinsberg, B., A. E. Kentikelenis, T. H. Stubbs, and L. P. King. 2019. “The World System and the Hollowing 
Out of State Capacity: How Structural Adjustment Programs Affect Bureaucratic Quality in Developing Countries.” 
American Journal of Sociology 124(4):1222–57. https://doi.org/10.1086/701703  
The administrative ability of the state to deliver effective policy is essential for economic development. While sociolo-
gists have long devoted attention to domestic forces underpinning state capacity, the authors focus on world system 
pressures from Western-dominated international organizations. Scrutinizing policy reforms mandated by the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund (IMF), the authors argue that “structural conditions” exert deleterious effects on bureaucratic 
quality by increasing the risk of bureaucrats falling prey to special interests and narrowing potential policy instruments 
available to them. The authors test these arguments using a new data set on IMF conditionality from 1985 to 2014. 
Their analysis shows that structural conditions—especially conditions on privatization, price deregulation, and public 
sector employment—reduce bureaucratic quality. Using instrumentation techniques, the authors also discount the 
possibility that the relationship is driven by the IMF imposing structural conditions precisely in countries with low 
bureaucratic quality. A careful reconsideration of IMF policy reforms is therefore required to avoid undermining local 
institutions. 
 
Solari, Cinzia D. 2018. "Transnational Moral Economies: The Value of Monetary and Social Remittances in Trans-
national Families." Current Sociology https://doi.org/10.1177/0011392118807531  
Although migration scholars have called for studying both ends of migration, few studies have empirically done so. In 
this article the author analyzes ethnographic data conducted with migrant care workers in Italy, many undocumented, 
and their non-migrant children in Ukraine to uncover the meanings they assign to monetary and also social remittanc-
es defined as the transfer of ideas, behaviors, and values between sending and receiving countries. The author argues 
that migrants and non-migrant children within transnational families produce a transnational moral economy or a set 
of social norms based on a shared migration discourse – in this case, either poverty or European aspirations – which 
governs economic and social practices in both sending and receiving sites. The author found that these contrasting 
transnational moral economies resulted in the production of ‘Soviet’ versus ‘capitalist’ subjectivities with consequenc-
es for migrant practices of integration in Italy, consumption practices for migrants and their non-migrant children, and 
for Ukraine’s nation-state building project. 

 

 
MEMBER NEWS 

Promotions, Awards, and Moves 
 

Book launch of Trade Battles (by Tamara Kay and R.L. Evans) and concurrent panel discussion on trade policy and 
the 2018 midterm elections hosted by the Economic Policy Institute and the Keough School of Global Affairs aired 
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live on C-SPAN on October 17, 2018. Link now available: 
https://www.c-span.org/video/?453172-1/trade-policy-2018-midterm-elections 
 
Section Member Steven A. Mejia received a Ford Pre-Doctoral Fellowship Honorable Mention.  
 

 
JOB MARKET CANDIDATES 

CANDIDATE PROFILES 
 

 Katherine R. Comeau, University of Notre Dame 
Email: kcomeau@nd.edu  
Website: https://sociology.nd.edu/students/katie-comeau/ 
Specializations: Organizations, Social Movements, Religion, Development, 
Theory 
Dissertation Title: The “hinge” in humanitarian development: how groups 
affect the engagement of NGOs in cross-cultural settings 
Dissertation Abstract: Humanitarian crises often occur in national and inter-
national news. After a crisis, the work of long-term development takes over. 
International non-government organizations play a crucial role in the long-term 
development projects that provide aid and services around the world. One sub-

set of these organizations includes the primarily volunteer-based organizations that sponsor groups to travel on short-
term medical trips. During these trips, groups from the United States travel to a foreign country and usually get in-
volved in construction, orphan care, medical services, or environment improvement projects. These groups affect 
how organizations engage with their beneficiaries in overseas locations. My dissertation explains how group styles af-
fect engagement with beneficiaries. A group styles approach explains how the group customs shape their engagement 
with beneficiaries and with each other. As many of these groups are faith-based, this dissertation also considers how 
group styles affect the influence of religion in humanitarian development. At another critical juncture, group styles 
mediate the relationship between humanitarian discourses and groups’ engagement in cross-cultural settings. A focus 
on the group and scene styles of humanitarian aid shows how customs matter, incorporates contextual specificity, and 
allows for comparative analysis across multiple contexts.  
 
J. Tom Mueller, Rural Sociology and Human Dimensions of Natural Resources and the 
Environment, The Pennsylvania State University 
Email: TomMueller@psu.edu  
Website: JTomMueller.com 
Specializations: Political Economy of Development, Environmental and Natural Re-
source Sociology, Population and Environment, Rural Poverty and Inequality 
Dissertation Title: The Effects of Natural Resource Dependence on Rural America 
Dissertation Abstract: My dissertation, recently funded by the National Science Foun-
dation, provides a theoretical and empirical analysis of rural natural resource dependence 
in the United States. I adopt a holistic perspective and consider county-level dependence 
on the resource-rich local environment for both extractive (e.g. coal, timber, mining) and 
non-extractive (e.g. tourism, real estate, amenity) forms of natural resource development. 
I theoretically ground natural resource dependence within diverse theoretical perspec-
tives of uneven development and dependence to argue natural resource dependence represents a special case of the 
core-periphery relationship where local natural resource abundance facilitates higher levels of exploitation from both 
extractive and non-extractive interests due to the location of the county within the national and global capitalist sys-
tem. Then, using rigorous spatial fixed effects models I test and compare the historical impact of extractive and non-
extractive natural resource development on per capita income, poverty, and inequality, providing an evaluation of how 
natural resource development has affected economic prosperity within counties from 2000 to 2015. Finally, using the-
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se models of economic prosperity, I identify empirical thresholds of dependence and evaluate trends and transitions in 
socioeconomic well-being for extractive and non-extractive natural resource dependent counties from 1970-2017. 
 
 

NOTES FROM THE FIELD 
Driving Toward Development: A Short Note from Hyderabad, India

 
My dissertation tentatively titled “Moving Targets: traffic 
rules, police authority, and road safety in Hyderabad, India” is a 
multi-sited ethnography of stakeholders in the transport 
system in the southern city of Hyderabad in India. I ex-
plore how road safety is emerging as a site of intense 
contestation and conversation about the emergence of 
Indian cities as ‘world class’ in their appeal. In my field-
work, I interviewed and observed traffic police, drivers 
of various social groups, urban planners, and a couple of 
local NGOs involved in the project of road safety in the 
city. My identity as a “localite” (local person) who is 
now in the United States to do a PhD often put me in a 
strategic position: on the one hand, they were able to 
joke about the “problems” of the country knowing fully 
well that I was not an outsider that they had to impress; 
and on the other hand, that I was here as an outsider 
meant that they could open up and be honest with me 
in a way that they could not with, say, a journalist. Fur-
ther, my status as a young woman often opened me up 
to being viewed as benign and harmless along with a lot 
of paternalistic concern by senior police officers that I 
leveraged to my advantage.  
 
When I started doing fieldwork on how “bad driving” is 
being made into a social problem, little did I anticipate 
to keep running into incensed discussions of the mean-
ing of ‘development’. However, even a cursory glance 
through my field notes collected over 2017 and 2018, 
reveals how often “development talk” was the scaffold-
ing of every interaction I had with anyone remotely in-
clined to having an opinion about driving. On the one 
hand, the label of “development” appeared within reach 
– a process that would automatically make people follow 
traffic rules – but was external to the country and was 
taking time to arrive; on the other hand, development 
seemed like a problem of ‘mentality’ – drivers would 
have to make an effort to change their behaviors – and 
can only emerge from a concerted effort by everyone, 
internally.  
 
“Will Development Fall from the Sky?” 
On a hot afternoon in May 2018, I found myself having 
lunch with five traffic police constables after having 
spent the morning watching them do their routine po-
lice work of apprehending rule-breakers on the road. 

One of them made a stray comment about how his own 
son refuses to wear a helmet while driving. The others 
make fun of him and pull his leg. “If you cannot even 
enforce helmet rule at home, how will you enforce out-
side?”, they joke. For the rest of lunch, they complain 
about their jobs – about the heat, the dust, the bossy 
superiors, but mostly about “undisciplined drivers” who 
“don’t care about traffic rules and regulations”. As has 
become the norm during my interactions in the field, 
they asked me – “America PhD Madam”, as they often 
called me – if I had solutions for them. How do we get 
drivers to value safety? How do we get these “unruly” 
drivers to obey traffic rules?  
 
Amidst this discussion which began to feel more like an 
organic focus group, I see Constable Naresh smiling to 
himself. He declares that everyone needs to be patient 
and understand that India is a developing country which 
means that everything here – from traffic to politics – is 
always bit of a “hodge-podge”. It’s just going to be like 
that till we become a developed country. But with de-
velopment, he assures me and the others, everything will 
become okay: traffic rules will become normal, people 
will be less disobedient, and there will be fewer acci-
dents. He concludes with, “before America became de-
veloped, it was also like this only – I am sure – but with 
development, it has become world leader”. Before I can 
ask him what he means by development, Constable 
Sreenu, who shares the same organizational position as 
Constable Naresh but is older in terms of his service 
history, snaps back at Naresh with a, “oh please – we 
have been told this same old story that India will be-
come developed country since I was in school – some 
thirty years ago” He goes on to mimic his schoolteacher, 
“India is a developing country. With industrialization, it 
will become developed country…blah blah blah…What 
utter nonsense! With industrialization, India has become 
the land of all problems and no development. India will 
always be developing only, we will all be driving like this 
only. Will development fall from the sky?” 
 
“Development is about having a civic mentality” 
I first met Hari Venkat, the founder of a local NGO 
that works towards road safety in the city, in September 
2018. Hari, who has been working on road safety 
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awareness programs in the city since 2002, was very 
quick to point out how India is emerging as a super-
power in terms of its infrastructural capacities – espe-
cially in terms of building expressways and road net-
works in the country – but that the ill-effects of that 
“greed for speed” is that the number of accident fatali-
ties are also going up. Strongly of the opinion that de-
velopment was more than just economic progress, Hari 
often talked about having a “developed mentality” as 
the only solution to bringing order to the streets. Point-
ing to the fact that close to two hundred thousand peo-
ple (200,000) had died due to road accidents in 2017, he 
nodded his head sadly, sighed and explained: 
 

People do whatever they want to on the roads. 
Nobody even behaves like there are any traffic 
rules. Truth be told, India wants to become a 
world leader and build global cities and all 
that… but the fact is that road accidents are on-
ly increasing and not decreasing with develop-
ment. Why? Because we are unable to solve one 
simple problem of getting people to follow traf-
fic rules and follow basic common road sense! 
The police themselves don’t know basics of 
how to do traffic management right. We have 
all these big IT companies setting up, we are 
launching missiles into space, we have big con-
sumer brands everywhere…but ultimately, the 
mark of a developed country is orderly traffic. 

It’s that simple. Until we have that, we cannot 
call ourselves developed. Development is more 
than just economic progress.” 

 
What Hari was articulating was a commonly circulating 
suspicion amongst the educated middle-classes in Hy-
derabad towards “development without discipline”. 
What, I was often asked, was the point of development 
if it did not reflect in something as every day and mun-
dane as driving behavior? Almost as if the “chaotic 
roads” serve as reminders of a project of unfinished 
modernization. Development, it was ultimately sur-
mised, has something to do with mentalities. But my in-
formants pondered over the myriad possibilities: do 
“developed” mentalities make possible development? 
Or does development bring about “developed” mentali-
ties? Should the police do everything possible to bring 
about order on the roads? Or, should people cooperate 
with the police to make their own roads safer? Who can 
ensure development, and how? And, really, will it fall 
from the sky, or will it grow from the ground?  
 
Sneha Annavarapu is a PhD Candidate in the Department 
of Sociology at the University of Chicago. Sneha’s research inter-
ests are at the intersection of urbanization, politics and social con-
trol in South Asia and her work has previously been published 
in Journal of Consumer Culture, Journal of Historical 
Sociology, Journal of Developing Societies, 
and Economic and Political Weekly. 

 

 
 

Working with W a s t a :  
Negotiating Participant Access when “Doing Sociology Up” in the UAE 

and Russia 
 
How does a researcher gain entrée and access to partici-
pants when doing sociology up? My dissertation investi-
gates how national diversification policies interpreted by 
higher education institutions (HEIs) shape incoming 
international student mobility to emerging, non-
traditional destination countries. During my fieldwork in 
the United Arab Emirates (UAE) and Russia, by negoti-
ating wasta I interviewed university administrators and 
public officials, two populations that are usually closed 
to outsiders. 
  
Two techniques we employ to access closed populations 
are drawing on gatekeepers and snowball sampling (per-
sonal referrals to other group members). A gatekeeper 
has the same social status as others in the group—a hor-
izontal relationship, or an important role in the group—

a higher vertical status. Likewise, we, as someone who 
has a PhD or is a doctoral candidate, also have a higher 
vertical status than the research population. Participants 
have a lower vertical social status in the research rela-
tionship, even if we come from that community. This is 
“doing sociology down.” In contrast, when “doing soci-
ology up,” our research population has a higher vertical 
status than us, but gatekeeping and snowball sampling 
are horizontal referrals among that group.  
  
It is not common to “do Sociology up”—to study privi-
leged populations, such as government officials, public 
administrators, lawyers, and others who occupy social 
spaces closed to outsiders. The people and the spaces 
they occupy are not hard to reach in an anthropological 
sense of accessing populations in locations that are diffi-
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cult to physically reach nor are they hidden in a sociologi-
cal sense where people purposefully conceal themselves. 
On the one hand, the people and spaces are quite pub-
lic, but on the other, access to them is restricted. 
  
One way to gain access is through wasta. I encountered 
the term wasta on my first day in the UAE. At an after-
conference dinner, some people in the group wanted 
something special from the restaurant. As director, my 
colleague took the hotel’s restaurant manager to the side 
and quietly made the request. She also made it a point to 
introduce herself to the people at the table next to ours 
and exchange business cards, “just in case” she may 
need something from them in the future. She explained 
to me that that to get what you needed or wanted was 
most easily done via who you knew to ask—wasta.  
  
Wasta (واِسطة) means “who you know,” and refers to a 
person’s clout to get something done. More specifically, 
we can understand it as the means to achieve something 
not readily attainable by using connections and influ-
ence. In other words, gatekeeping and personal referrals 
are critical to obtaining something you do not have. 
During my fieldwork in the UAE and Russia, my col-
leagues and interviewees discussed how wasta influences 
their work, and it has been an important research tool 
for me, too. I use wasta as a methodological technique to 
gain entrée when “doing sociology up.”  
  
Before beginning my fieldwork, I started with one pri-
mary gatekeeper. When I began writing my dissertation 
prospectus, I reached out to a colleague of mine with 
whom I’ve been working for almost 5 years to ask about 
the feasibility of my project. We met when she was an 
Associate Professor at a university in Russia and, later 
she invited me to do research together when she joined 
a university in the UAE. It was through her I first re-
quested to affiliate as a visiting PhD student at the uni-
versities where she worked. Taking affiliation with a 
university was important not only to take care of official 
formalities, such as having an invitation issued to me to 
acquire a Russian visa, but it also leant validity to my 
presence.  
  
When I arrived in the UAE in December 2018, I drew 
on my gatekeeper’s wasta—her influence and connec-
tions to people—to gain access to university administra-
tors and public officials. I provided her an Ethics Board 
approved email template and she requested interviews 
on behalf. She personally knew the people, and her 
work with me and my position as a visiting researcher in 
the department vouched for my trustworthiness. It was 
through her that I scheduled my first interviews.  

  
For my fieldwork from March to April 2019 in Russia, I 
secured affiliation to a research laboratory and a second-
ary gatekeeper through my primary gatekeepers’ connec-
tions. My secondary gatekeeper is a Deputy Head and 
senior researcher and it was through his personal con-
tacts that I scheduled my first interviews. In both coun-
tries, I met with administrators ranging from Provosts 
and Deans of Graduate Studies, to Enrollment Deans 
and Department Chairs, as well as public officials from 
government agencies. 
  
While I relied on person-to-person referrals to gain en-
trance to closed spaces, what was different in the UAE 
and Russia was the use of snowball sampling. In the 
UAE, I had few people provide me referrals. I sched-
uled the bulk of my interviews outside the university 
with which I had affiliation after “cold calling” (sending 
an inquiry email to a general office without any prior 
acquaintance) universities’ admissions and international 
student offices. My interviews in Russia are based al-
most solely on referrals (I cold called three universities, 
but none responded). When I first arrived in St. Peters-
burg, I was forewarned by my laboratory Head that due 
to the current US-Russia political climate, mutual dis-
trust may hinder access to some people, especially pub-
lic officials and government personnel. We planned to 
tap personal relationships, and where there were none, 
to use institutional affiliation to vouch for me. Interest-
ingly enough, I did not need an official access letter for 
any of my interview requests.  
  
My snowball sampling trajectory followed a similar path 
in both cases. For example, my first interview in Russia 
was with an administrator that the laboratory Head 
called from his cellphone during our meeting. He ex-
plained who I was, what my research was about, and 
what the interview expectations were. She agreed to 
meet with me, and we confirmed the arrangements via 
email. After meeting with her, she put me in touch with 
her supervisor, who is a Vice Rector. Again, after my 
interview with him, I inquired as to whether he could 
suggest or refer me to people in government agencies (I 
had a list of two targeted organizations). He made some 
suggestions and sent introductory emails to his col-
leagues. As a result, I conducted two interviews.  
  
However, I have to underline that referrals were not 
haphazard. Before conducting interviews, I researched 
institutions and made a detailed list of potential inter-
view sites. When interviewees asked me if I had spoken 
to so-and-so from a certain university, it was often an 
institution on my list, or I had already spoken with 
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someone. This was a way to triangulate data sources and 
to ensure data saturation.  
 
I deduced three things from “doing Sociology up”: First, 
although I used gatekeepers and snowball sampling in 
similar ways, the Russian context of actors was more 
tightly bound and flat as compared to that of the Emir-
ates, and therefore referrals had more of a wild-fire than 
a burning coal transfer effect. Secondly, I exploited my 
participants’ connections to gain access to others and I 
equally wielded my own wasta, which blurs the lines be-
tween doing Sociology up and horizontally. Lastly, I 
encountered the term wasta in the UAE and I 

acknowledge that I consciously used it in both coun-
tries, but there did not seem to be an analogue term or 
cultural construct as commonplace in Russia; to me, this 
suggests further methodological analysis. In this note, I 
contextualize wasta in non-US settings, yet we can apply 
it more broadly to how we do Sociology in restricted 
spaces.   
  
Karin A. C. Johnson is a PhD candidate at the University 
of California Riverside. She researches skilled migration, the in-
ternationalization of higher education, and development policy in 
non-Western countries.  

 

 
 

Periyar:  
A river that is left to die a slow death 

 
My dissertation research is set up to study the conflicts 
between labor and environmental movements in Kerala, 
a south Indian state with a unique history of social de-
velopment (known popularly as the Kerala model of devel-
opment) and working-class mobilizations. The initial ob-
jectives were confined to understanding the factors lead-
ing to the conflicts between trade unions and green 
movements, with a focus on the opposing frames con-
structed by the two movements surrounding develop-
ment and industrial pollution. An industrial belt that 
houses more than 200 chemical industries and located 
near residential areas was picked as the setting for doing 
this project. Relying on ethnographic methods, I started 
peeling off the many analytic layers surrounding the 
stand-off between trade unions and green movements 
and it wasn’t long before I realized that my analytic map 
was missing an important component, the River Periyar. 
Almost all participants in this research, members of the 
local environmental movement in particular, made ref-
erences to the river and reconstructed memories sur-
rounding their lives on the banks of a river that was 
once clean and free from pollution. Ibrahim, a local en-
vironmentalist, reminisced: 
 

I was born and raised on the banks of this riv-
er…all my life happened here in Periyar….from 
a very young age I had strong connections with 
the river…I used to… swim, play, take bath, 
throw stones, or go fishing, everything…not 
just me, all the people then used to swim and 
take bath in this river. I have heard my father 
and grandfather saying that they relied on the 
river for drinking water...I mean the water was 

as clean as tears. It was so pure then. We drank 
the water, so you can imagine, we all can imag-
ine how clean the river was. 

 
The rich descriptions of activists uncover the ways in 
which the drive for environmental activism rests on 
their emotional connection with the river and nostalgic 
memories surrounding a river that was not polluted 
from toxic industrial waste. However, the present state 
of the river holds little resemblance to the imagery of 
the river conveyed in these narratives.  The river laden 
with pollutants runs in different colors depending on 
the nature and composition of the chemical waste re-
leased from the industries located on its banks. Even 
after wrapping my field research, Roopesh, an enthusias-
tic local environmental activist, shares with me pictures 
of the river as it changes color-- ranging from white, 
brick red, dark green to black, making a palette of many 
shades. The discolored river often carries dead fishes 
that could not survive long enough in the polluted wa-
ter. Thus, a river once part of the larger culture and 
sense of community remains a relic today that survives 
only in the memories of the people in the region. 
 
Despite many scientific studies confirming pollution, the 
river still freely flows in and out of the drinking water 
supply system catering to the entire district. The unions 
however, counter this claim by arguing that the river 
flows only from the east to the west and so, can never 
flow back to contaminate the drinking water supply. 
Denying the possibility of contamination, a union leader 
remarked: 
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The [drinking water] pumping station set up by 
the Kerala Water Authority is 12 kilometers (7.4 
miles) away from the bund, that too above the 
level of the bund. So, the truth is this, the river 
water with alleged pollutants can make it into 
the drinking water stream if and only if the river 
water decides to flow to the West and to jump 
over two bunds on its way, which is impossible.  
 

The narratives by union leaders assert that it is impossi-
ble for the polluted stretch of the river to meet the un-
polluted or cleaner stretch, whereas the green activists 
challenge this position by highlighting the fact that water 
gets pushed against its natural course during high tides 
and floods. This assumes significance in the context of 
the massive and devastating deluge that affected the 
state in August 2018, where the flood waters filled the 
chemical industries and carried industrial effluents in 
and around the region. Mohammed, a member of the 
legal counsel representing the green movements, ex-
pressed his dismay and frustration as he talked about the 
unscientific and unrealistic classification of the River 
Periyar into various zones based on “designated best 
use”. 
 

Though it seems possible to classify the river 
into separate compartments or zones, the river 
is an entity much larger than that concep-
tion…the river is a comprehensive flow of or-
ganic life that cannot be confined into com-
partments…it flows. And by the time we have 
this realization, there will be no river left to 
save…by then Periyar will just be a river that 
exist in the pages of history.” 

 
Any attempt to call out the industries causing rampant 
pollution is often countered by a strategy of denial 
adopted by the unions, local-self-government (LSG) 
bodies and the state Pollution Control Board (PCB). 
These institutions pin down the cause of river discolora-
tion and fish-kills on anything (“sewage disposal”, “low 
oxygen levels” or “algal bloom”) but industrial pollu-
tion. While conducting an inquiry about a recent inci-
dent of discoloration (of the river) the Chairperson of 
the PCB identified the causes and possible routes of 
resolution and stated that “fish kill is more probable due 
to discharge of untreated sewage into the waterbody 
upstream than due to effluents from factories being dis-
charged downstream… Eutrophication of the Periyar 
and the regulator [bunds] that restrict tidal flushing dur-
ing summer are leading to fish kill.” (Paul 2019). De-
fending the industries Mathew, a union member, alleged 
that “we have strong evidence that suggest foul 

play…this is staged…people have actually seen these 
environmental fundamentalists pouring strong chemi-
cals from plastic bottles to create the discoloration and 
fish kills.”  
 
The river also forms the backdrop for the conflicts be-
tween unions and green movements.  The varied con-
ception of the River Periyar in the narratives hint the 
divergent views of development guiding these two 
movements and their action repertoires. In the words of 
a union leader the connection between industries and 
rivers is straightforward: 
 

Life originated in water. So is the case with in-
dustrial development. Water and electricity are 
two essential requirements of all kinds [of] in-
dustries. Many industrial belts are developing 
along the river banks. 
 

When the green movements frame the river as an inte-
gral part of sustaining life in the region, the unions con-
sider the river as a sink that is strategically located to 
collect the effluents and facilitate the progress of indus-
trial development. The prospects of jobs influence un-
ions’ conception of industrial development as a process 
that expands the economic interest of workers, whereas 
the environmental movements call this model into ques-
tion for its deterministic logics that place certain catego-
ry of workers above certain other. The River Periyar 
reappears in this trade-off between jobs and the envi-
ronment and moves the category workers beyond the 
shop floor. The river is the resource base for many cate-
gories of workers such as the pokkali rice farmers or the 
inland fish workers, who eke out a living from the river. 
Fears about pollution and frequent episodes of fish kills 
often make it hard for the fish workers to continue their 
livelihood without encountering economic hardships. 
These individuals who make a living from river-based 
resources are often the first to see the river changing its 
colors and experience the immediate brunt of pollution. 
As the two movements focus on working-class griev-
ances, the claims and counter claims made by the unions 
and the environmental movements raise a pertinent 
question; Aren’t environmental grievances a class issue 
capable of unifying the working-class against industrial 
capitalism? Apparently not.  
 
Among the competing narratives, which establish and 
negate the existence of pollution, the river in its many 
shades tells a story of its own. This in a way signifies the 
importance of nature as an actor in contributing to the 
narratives surrounding development and its effects on 
people and the environment. My field experience reaf-
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firms the realist approaches to understanding environ-
mental issues by underlying the fact that there can only 
be one reality, though there can be many competing 
interpretations among different social groups as held by 
the constructionist approaches. The politics of denial 
must be examined within the larger context of structural 
and political economic factors, where the ideology of 
development and the logics of profits often put blinders 
on individuals and institutions. The story of industrial 
pollution in the Eloor-Edayar industrial belt is also the 
story of a river that awaits its slow death in the hands of 
industrial capitalism. 
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Translated Texts: Tracing Global Health Knowledge Production with 
W h e r e  T h e r e  I s  N o  D o c t o r  

 
The instructions were to take a walk outside, and to 
pick three plants we knew the name and use of. The 
clinic where the community health training I was ob-
serving took place is in what was formerly a small rural 
town, swallowed by the edges of a rapidly expanding 
metropolis. As I walked I thought about the day’s les-
sons in herbal medicines. The sociology of health and 
illness I’d read on lay and expert knowledges didn’t 
cover this kind of knowledge – not because it isn’t 
created, used, and passed on in the communities those 
primarily American and European authors study or 
live in, but because attention so often swings to doc-
tors, to new frontiers in science, and to people without 
formal training intervening in systems traditionally 
controlled by professional expertise. When we re-
turned from the walk, the plants that had been gath-
ered were laid out, and the instructors broke the class 
into teams to learn to prepare salves and oils.  

Where There Is No Doctor, the book I had followed to 
this clinic, is a primarily allopathic text that includes a 
variety of herbal remedies in a section called “medici-
nal plants.” They’re cross-referenced throughout the 
book, combined with a critical view of biomedicine to 
provide information for health and illness when there 
literally is no access to the formal health system. The 
English for India adaptation of the text expands on 
this section, re-naming it “some helpful home reme-
dies.” V. Sujatha, the professor who advised me during 
field work, has written extensively about a category of 
health knowledge she calls medical lore. Similar to 
what is sometimes referred to as ‘folk knowledge,’ she 
defines medical lore as “emerging from and validated 
by people’s lived experience… [and] understanding of 

their bodies and their bodies’ environments” (Sujatha 
2007:173). This framing of health knowledges outside 
of formal systems like allopathy and Ayurveda 
matched the Freirean pedagogy of the books I was 
studying more closely than anything I had encountered 
previously.  

Where There Is No Doctor was first published in the 
1970s in Spanish by American volunteers and Mexican 
community health workers, then translated into Eng-
lish, and from those languages into 80 more. The 
books are often used for trainings like the one I was 
observing, and their use has changed as the reach of 
formal health systems extends. When I was planning 
my dissertation, I knew that this text would provide an 
excellent case study of ways in which health knowl-
edges designated as ‘global’ are produced and travel. I 
also knew that I wanted to conduct research in a way 
that followed those travels and took seriously the 
proposition that how we produce what we know fun-
damentally shapes what it is we learn, see, and share. 
Watching a pot of herbs boil in the back yard of the 
clinic, I reflected on the rich training I’d received, and 
the ways that the concept of medical lore helped to 
expand the way I thought about the kinds of 
knowledge being drawn on and codified in the training 
that morning.  

Although Where There Is No Doctor and its companion 
texts have been used around the world, I chose to in-
vestigate their adaptation in India because of its size 
and diversity, and the rich social theory produced by 
its scholars. Using qualitative methods, I set out to 
explore translations and adaptations of Where There Is 
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No Doctor and related texts in Hindi, Tamil, Kannada, 
and English for use in India. As I traveled to interview 
translators and observe clinics and trainings that build 
on this text, I wished I could return to course work 
with a focus on learning from Indian scholars whose 
work I hadn’t been exposed to in the US. In the end, I 
was able make a small start by drawing on Sujatha’s 
concept of medical lore to better theorize the kinds of 
health knowledges taken up and carried in these 
books. As I left, riding in a lumbering van with the 
clinic supervisor, we talked about the evolution of the 
training, the changing town and the expanding city. I 
thought about what gets passed between individuals, 
and what gets codified on pages and in trainings, and I 
re-committed myself to continuing to learn from and 
build on theory with colleagues across borders and 
boundaries to expand the way we produce, value, and 
share knowledge.  
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OPPORTUNITIES 
GIFT MEMBERSHIPS 

ASA and ASA section memberships  
 

ASA members can gift an ASA membership for students or section memberships for any membership type at 
https://asa.enoah.com (Login required). 
 
To gift an ASA membership, click “Purchase a gift membership for a student” under the Contribute/Give heading 
and then select “To search for or add a new individual, please click here.” Per the ASA, “Your gift will be redeemable 
by the recipient for a 2019 ASA student membership (or a $51 discount on another membership type for 2019). Your 
gift recipient will receive their gift credit via e-mail immediately after your purchase. Gift memberships are 
not refundable if unredeemed by the end of the 2019 membership year, September 30, 2019. Gift memberships 
are not tax deductible.” 
 
To gift a section membership, click “Purchase a gift section membership” under the Contribute/Give heading and 
then select “Sociology of Development” from the dropdown option. Per the ASA “Section membership requires 
2019 ASA membership. Only 2019 ASA members who do not already have a membership in that section are 
eligible to receive a gift. Your recipient will receive an e-mail immediately after your payment notifying them of the 
section gift. (Your name will be included in this message). If the recipient declines the gift within 30 days of receipt, 
you will receive a refund by mail. Gifts are not tax deductible.” 
 

 
CALL FOR PAPERS 

8th Annual Conference of the Sociology of Development Section 
  

University of Notre Dame. Notre Dame, Indiana 
Conference Dates: Oct 17-19th, 2019 
Paper Proposal Submission Deadline: May 25, 2019 
Website: https://devcon19.weebly.com 
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The University of Notre Dame will host the 8th annual conference of the Sociology of Development section of the 
American Sociological Association. The conference will be held October 17-19th, 2019, at the University of Notre 
Dame in Notre Dame, Indiana. The theme of the conference is "Development in Dialogue: Engaging Practitioners 
and Other Disciplines." 
  
The conference will explore points of connection as well as tension between sociologists of development, scholars of 
other disciplines, and development practitioners. In the public eye, the development field has been largely dominated 
by economists, policy analysts, donors, and practitioners. Recently, however, there has been a surge in research that 
that uses the unique tools of sociology to understand the problems and dilemmas of development. This conference 
will generate  deeper dialogue between sociological research and other perspectives in the field of development. We 
will consider opportunities for (and barriers to) broader communication and exchange across disciplines, and address 
the challenges involved in connecting the insights of systematic sociological research with the experiences of practi-
tioners.  
  
We are seeking thought-provoking presentations and engaging conversations on numerous topics, spanning a wide 
range of perspectives, approaches, scales, regions, and disciplines. The University of Notre Dame is pleased to pro-
vide development scholars with an outstanding venue in which to exchange ideas and engage in dialogue that bridges 
disciplinary and practice boundaries.  We will draw on numerous units and centers of expertise at Notre Dame in the 
areas of development, democracy, peacebuilding, health, education, religion, environment, engineering and other 
fields, while engaging the insights of sociologists and other disciplinary scholars from around the world.  
  
A series of plenary sessions and invited keynote speakers will focus on selected conference themes, but other sessions 
will be organized entirely based on papers that are accepted through this open call. We encourage all scholars with 
interest in development, including scholars from fields other than sociology, to consider attending. The conference is 
open to all, whether you are presenting or not. 
  
PLENARY SPEAKERS & THEMATIC AREAS 
  
Confirmed plenary speakers include: 

- Ann Swidler, Professor of Sociology at UC Berkeley who works on culture and institutions, with recent work 
aiming to understand social determinants of human health and well being. She is the author of numerous arti-
cles and books including, A Fraught Embrace: The Romance and Reality of AIDS Altruism in Africa, which looks at 
the complex relationships between altruists, beneficiaries, and brokers in the global effort to fight AIDS in 
Africa. 

- Michael Woolcock, Lead Social Scientist of the Development Research Group at the World Bank and part-
time lecturer at Harvard's Kennedy School of Government, his research focuses on strategies for enhancing 
state capability and using mixed methods to assess the effectiveness of complex development interventions. 
He is the author of numerous articles and book chapters, and ten books, most recently Building State Capability: 
Evidence, Analysis, Action. His coauthored book Contesting Development was a co-recipient of the 2012 Sociology 
of Development book prize. 

- Sakiko Fukuda-Parr, Professor of International Affairs at the New School and former lead author of the 
UNDP Human Development Reports, her work takes an interdisciplinary approach to analyzing human 
rights and development, global health, and global goal setting and governance by indicators. She is the author 
of numerous articles and books, including the 2017 Millennium Development Goals: Ideas, Interests and Influ-
ence. She continues to be active in international policy, including a recent appointment as the Vice Chair of the 
UN Committee on Development Policy. 

- Ray Offenheiser, Director of Notre Dame Initiative for Global Development, Offenheiser is a well-known 
nonprofit leader and innovator with a broad range of international development experience, including as the 
former President of Oxfam America. He has co-founded several agriculture and nutrition-focused civil socie-
ty organizations and served as a representative for the Obama administration on food security and nutrition 
in Africa. 

  
The conference will also include curated special panels on the following topics: 
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- Governance, Institutions & the State 
- Engineering, Science, & the Environment 
- Peace & Conflict 
- Religion 
- Global Health 
- Entrepreneurship & Microcredit 

  
In addition to those plenary and special panels, the conference will include parallel paper sessions on a range of topics 
relating to the sociology of development. We welcome a wide range of development-related topics, whether consid-
ered at the global, regional, or local levels, including but not limited to: 
  

- Agriculture 
- Business, Entrepreneurship, & Microcredit 
- Comparative Historical approaches to devel-

opment 
- Corruption 
- Culture 
- Democracy & Participation 
- Demography 
- Education 
- Engineering, Infrastructure & Built Environ-

ment 
- Environment & Climate Change 
- Gender 

- Global & Transnational 
- Health & Human Wellbeing 
- Inequality, Poverty, & Precarity 
- Labor & Work 
- Law 
- Markets, Commodification, & Privatization 
- Measurement & (E)valuation 
- Migration 
- NGOs, civil society, and organizations 
- Race, Ethnicity, & Intersectionality 
- Social Movements 
- Water, Sanitation, & Hygiene 

 
If you are interested in presenting a paper, please follow the instructions below. All papers will be given full considera-
tion and, if accepted, organized into panels of approximately four speakers. We are especially interested in papers that 
present new research material. 
 
HOW TO SUBMIT A PAPER PROPOSAL 
 
DEADLINE: MAY 25th, 2019 
Go to tinyurl.com/DevCon19 to complete application form and submit 500 word abstract 
 
CONFERENCE LOGISTICS 
Information about travel, lodging, and other logistics available at the conference web-
site: https://devcon19.weebly.com 
 
Some meals will be provided for participants during the conference. Pending total attendance and ongoing fundrais-
ing, there may be a modest registration fee of no more than $35 for participants who are able to pay. If there is a reg-
istration fee, we anticipate being able to offer waivers to presenters who self-identify as coming from under-resourced 
universities or countries. 
 
Partial funding to defray costs of airfare or lodging will be available on a need-basis for some graduate student partici-
pants and scholars from under-funded institutions, but funds are limited. When you apply, Please specify if you would 
like to be considered for partial funding (this will not affect the chances of being accepted). 
 
For questions, please contact our Conference Coordinator Theresa Hanlon (Therese.Hanlon@nd.edu). 
 
WE HOPE TO SEE YOU IN OCTOBER!  
Erin Metz McDonnell, Tamara Kay, & Ann Mische     Luiz Vilaça, Tomás Gold, & Leslie MacColman 
Conference Executive Planning Committee                             Graduate Student Conference Coordinators 
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Conference generously sponsored by: 
1. Keough School of Global Affairs 
2. Kellogg Institute for International Studies 
3. Kroc Institute for International Peace Studies 
4. Notre Dame Department of Sociology 
5. Notre Dame Initiative for Global Development 
6. Eck Institute for Global Health 
7. Henkels Lecture Fund, Institute for Scholarship in the Liberal Arts 
8. Ford Program in Human Development Studies and Solidarity 

 

 
CALL FOR APPLICATIONS 

2019-2020 Job Market Ads 
  

Job opportunity: Associate Professor(s) in International Development Studies, Roskilde University (RUC)  
Department of Social Sciences and Business (ISE), Roskilde University (RUC), invites applications for one, potentially 
two, position(s) as associate professor(s) in International Development Studies. The position(s) is/are available from 
November 1 2019 or as soon as possible thereafter.  
link: https://candidate.hr-
manag-
er.net/ApplicationInit.aspx?cid=1310&ProjectId=146015&DepartmentId=18972&MediaId=5&SkipAdvertisement=
False 
 

 
CALL FOR APPLICATIONS 

UNU-WIDER Summer School in Collaboration with DPRU-UCT on Labor Markets and 
Economic Development  

Applications now open 
UNU-WIDER, in collaboration with the Development Policy Research Unit (DPRU) at University of Cape Town 
(UCT), is excited to announce the launching of a new, two-week intensive summer school on applied labour econom-
ics. 
 
The summer school will provide participants with a toolkit in applied economics with a special focus on the quantita-
tive analysis of labour markets in developing countries. During the two weeks, participants will take part in lectures 
given by leading experts from UNU-WIDER’s global network and work intensively in the data lab to strengthen 
quantitative research skills.  
 
The course, which will take place in Cape Town during 18-29 November 2019, aims to provide early-career scholars 
in the Global South with further training on the theories, methods and data issuesy for conducting high-quality analy-
sis of applied labour economics. 
 
Learn more and apply here. 
Deadline for application is 31 May 2019 23:59 UTC+3.   
 

SOCIOLOGY OF DEVELOPMENT DAY AT ASA 
2019 
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8:30-9:30am, Sheraton New York, Third Floor, Riverside Ballroom 
Sociology of Development Roundtables 
Session Organizers: Steven Andrew Mejia, University of California, Irvine; Joan Ryan, University of Pennsylvania; Ryan Thombs, Bos-
ton College; Lauren Amelia Dent, University of North Texas 
 
 
9:30-10:10am, Sheraton New York, Third Floor, Riverside Ballroom 
Sociology of Development Business Meeting 
 
10:30-12:10pm, Sheraton New York, Lower Level, Madison Square 
New Directions in the Political Economy of Development 
Session organizer: Andrew Jorgenson, Boston College 
Presider: Xiaorui Huang, Boston College 
“Analyzing the Importance of Funding on Gender Focused Empowerment Programs”  
Soma Chaudhuri, Michigan State University 
 
“Contextual or Compositional Effects? Income Inequality, Socioeconomic Status, and Self-Rated Health in 76 Coun-
tries”  
Michaela Kathleen Curran, University of California, Riverside 
 
“Globalization and Manufacturing Employment in the Global South” 
Roshan Kumar Pandian, Indiana University 
 
“Interrupting the Domestic Democratic Peace: Understanding State Repression during Neoliberal Development in 
Latin America” 
Martin Jacinto, University of California, Irvine 
 
“Moving beyond the Mean: A Quantile Analytic Approach to Cross-National Comparative Research in Develop-
ment”  
Kristen Shorette, Stony Brook University; Jamie Marie Sommer, Stony Brook University 
 
2:30-4:10pm, Sheraton New York, Lower Level, Madison Square 
New Directions in the Political Economy of Development 
Session organizer: Andrew Jorgenson, Boston College 
Presider: Orla Kelly, Boston College 
“Productive Capabilities Through South-South Technology Transfer: The Case of Local Pharmaceutical Production 
in East Africa” 
Nitsan Chorev, Brown University 
 
“The Politics of Innovation Policy in the Age of Globalization: The Case of Israel’s High-tech Sector”  
Erez Maggor, NYU 
 
“Double Embeddedness and Subnational Development: Pathways toward Capitalism in China”   
Wen Xie, University of Chicago 
 
“Remittances, Regime Type, and Social Welfare Spending in the Developing World”  
Lauren Duquette-Rury, Wayne State University 
 
“Viability of Social-Democratic Development; Analysis of World’s Input-Output Matricies 2010”  
Samuel Cohn, Texas A&M University; Lexie Ford; Bryson Thomas Bassett, Texas A&M University; Anna Kimmery, 
Texas A&M University 
 
4:30-6:10pm, Sheraton New York, Lower Level, Union Square 
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Development and Global Environmental Change: Challenges and Opportunities 
Session organizer: Andrew Jorgenson, Boston College 
Presider: Jared Fitzgerald, Boston College 
“Creating Livability Under the Burden of Biopower: Water security through participatory resource management in 
Kenya”  
Alaina Marie Bur, Michigan State University 
 
“Staying Afloat: Climate Change Decision-Making in Miami and Mumbai”  
Kalyani Monteiro Jayasankar, Princeton University 
 
“Making Democracy Work to Slow Down the Treadmill: How Varieties of Democracy Influence the Nuclear Devel-
opment?”  
Yun-Chung Ting, Academia Sinica 
 
“‘When it smells, it pays’: How a global environmental crisis influenced epistemic shifts in local science”  
Apollonya Maria Porcelli, Brown University 
 
“Global Environmentalism and the Globally Stratified Economy: A Cross-National Analysis of Ambient Air Pollu-
tion”  
Steven Andrew Mejia, University of California, Irvine 
 
6:30-8pm, Sheraton New York, Third Floor, New York Ballroom West 
Joint Reception: Sociology of Development, Global and Transnational Sociology, Political Economy of the 
World-System 

 
SPECIAL SESSION ORGANIZED BY FEMINIST DEVELOPMENT 

SUBSECTION 
 Tuesday, August 13th 
10:30am-12:10pm, Sheraton New York, Second Floor, Metropolitan Ballroom East 

 
Comparative and Emerging Paradigms of Gender Equality and Development: Can a “Hundred Flowers 
Bloom”?     
Compared to the earlier paradigms of "gender and development" that regarded women as victims rather than as key 
actors in development, the newer paradigms--which are the theme of this session--focus on women’s agency. This 
session will present the work of two established gender and development scholars, Valentine Moghadam and Rae 
Blumberg, and two emerging scholars, Jennifer Keahey and Devparna Roy. The work of all four scholars has implicit-
ly, and sometimes explicitly, revolved around social justice issues. Moghadam will survey the role of two international 
organizations in the implementation of the women’s rights agenda. She will compare and contrast the organizations' 
interpretations of “women/gender and development” and assess their efficacy in the region of the Middle East and 
North Africa. Blumberg will draw on her theories of gender stratification and gender and development, as well as re-
cent fieldwork in Southern Africa, Southeast Asia and Central America, to elaborate on how women's economic em-
powerment versus disempowerment further affect development from the individual, family and community to nation-
al, regional and, potentially, planetary levels. Keahey will review theoretical contributions deriving from postcolonial 
feminism, decolonial feminism, and intersectional feminism to challenge dominant perspectives on the meaning of 
development. She will explain how a global understanding of intersectional colonialities is essential for improving eth-
ics in development research and practice. Roy will analyze the dynamics of sustained participation and disengagement 
of women participants in social movements in India. She will analyze the ways in which both privileged, city-based 
women as well as female peasant-farmers maintain their participation in various social/environmental movements. 
There are both overlaps and discrepancies in these four panelists’ approaches, but all contribute to a “feminist devel-
opment” perspective. The paradigms explored in this panel concern the Global South but have considerable relevance 
for the United States and the rest of the Global North. 
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SECTION COMMUNICATION PLATFORMS 
  

ASA Sociology of Development Page: 
 http://www.asanet.org/sections/development.cfm 

 

Sociology of Development Website:  
http://sociologyofdevelopment.com/ 

 

Sociology of Development Facebook Page: 
https://www.facebook.com/ASA-Sociology-of-Development-Section-160936710615717/ 

 

Sociology of Development Listserv: SOCDEV 
DEVELOPMENT-ANNOUNCE@LISTSERV.ASANET.ORG  

 
Sociology of Development Newsletter: 

Please send all your ideas, feedback, and submissions to socdevsectors@gmail.com. 

 

  

Session Organizer, Presider, Devparna Roy, Nazareth College of Rochester 
 
“International Organizations and Women’s Empowerment”  
Valentine M. Moghadam, Northeastern University 
 
“Women’s Economic Empowerment vs. Disempowerment: Impacting Gender Equality, Family Well-being and Na-
tional Development”  
Rae Lesser Blumberg, University of Virginia 
 
“Intersectional Colonialities of Feminist Development” 
Jennifer Keahey, Arizona State University 
 
“Forging Activist Identities, Asserting Human Rights: Dynamics of Women’s Participation and Disengagement in 
Social Movements in India” 
Devparna Roy, Nazareth College of Rochester 
 
 

 

MISSION STATEMENT 
The Sociology of Development Section of ASA promotes work in sociology on the causes and 
effects of development.  We support work in all geographical regions including the United States, 
other advanced industrial nations and the Global South.  We are open to work of all theoretical 
orientations and all methodological orientations. Both theoretical and applied work is welcome. 


