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Dear Human Rights Section members,

I am pleased and honored to be your section 
representative this year! I joined the American 
Sociological Association as a graduate student 
in 1998, more than a decade before the 
Human Rights Section was formed. I still recall 
how exciting it was when the Association 
explicitly acknowledged the mutual promise of human rights scholarship 
and the sociological imagination with the establishment of our section. 
This year, I am enthusiastic about building upon the fertile ground pre-
pared by our energetic and dedicated former chairs and section officers in 
order to advance the sociology of human rights. 

One of the things that has piqued my curiosity, given the rich diversity 
of the human rights field in general, is “Who are we?” Having observed 
a range of stimulating presentations at the annual ASA meetings and 
conversed within a very eclectic circle of sociologists of human rights, I 
wanted to know more about our membership. Thus was born the member 
survey, which was conducted last September. Here I will share some of 
what the survey revealed, in the spirit of familiarizing ourselves with each 
other.

The survey was open to members and non-members of the section, but 
the data presented here came only from current members. The total num-
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ber of member respondents was 60, which 
amounts to about 23% of the roughly 256 
members enrolled at the time of the survey. 
Obviously, this is a relatively low percentage, 
and probably not fully representative. How-
ever, it does provide a snapshot of those 
members who had the time and/or inclina-
tion to reply, which can give a preliminary 
glimpse into the nature of our section.1

Of the 60 survey respondents, one-third 
were students, which shows the great inter-
est among young scholars in the section! 
The Council is excited to incorporate these 
students into our activities in Chicago, and 
we urge all of you to submit to the men-
tored roundtables! 

The gender breakdown of respondents was 
two-thirds female-identifying and one-
fourth male (with 15% not responding 
to the question and one gender-neutral 
respondent).  Without further analysis, it 
is possible to say only that males are likely 
underrepresented in the survey, vis-a-vis 
their section membership numbers. 

Sociologists of all ages were represented in 
the sample: 
• 18-30: 10 respondents (17%)
• 31-40: 18 respondents (31%)
• 41-50: 15 respondents (25%)
• 51-60: 8 respondents (14%)
• 61-70: 2 respondents (2%)
• 71-80: 2 respondents (2%)

The next questions provided insight into the 
geographic and institutional origins of our 
members. Locationally, 
32% of respondents were from the Midwest 
27% were from the Northeast
15% were from the Southeast
14% were from Western States 

1 A question measuring racial/ethnic identity was inadver-
tently left out during the construction of the online survey, so 
those data are not available here. This will be remedied it in 
its next iteration of the survey.

8% were from the Southwest 
Only 3% of respondents participated from outside the U.S., a 
small number considering the wealth of scholarship on human 
rights globally, though perhaps not surprising given that the 
ASA is a domestic institution. Reaching out to these scholars will 
enrich our section greatly, and I hope we will all do this through 
our networks.

Institutionally, our membership overwhelmingly consists of 
scholars from research universities and liberal-arts colleges, as 
the following graphic shows:
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Finally, and probably most interestingly, the survey asked re-
spondents to indicate which area(s) of human rights they en-
gage explicitly in their teaching and research. Respondents were 
given the option to check any applicable category from a list, 
as well as add their own. Categories were selected, in part, to 
gauge how much sociologists considered their work to overlap 
with dominant categories in the broader field of human rights.
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As expected, there was overlap. Yet these categories 
did not capture the full extent of human rights praxis 
as engaged by our members. In particular, gender 
and women’s rights, migrant rights, sexuality rights, 
children’s rights, and racial rights/racial justice were 
not clearly reflected in these dominant categories. 
Sociological analyses of the cultural, structural, 
and relational roots of social marginalization and 
injustice clearly have much to offer the field of 
human rights.

Finally, the survey asked members to indicate 
other sections to which they belong, to reveal 
possible synergies among diverse sociological 
communities. The greatest overlap was with 
Global/Transnational Sociology, though Political 
Sociology ran a close second. Development 
and Law followed, with several sections not 
far behind. Let us continue to explore the 
contributions of human rights to our shared 
concerns and commitments across sections. 

I hope this rudimentary survey has stimulated 
curiosity among section members. This newsletter 
highlights the scholarly and practical work of a 
few of your fellow travelers. In future editions, 
we hope to further explore the diversity of 
ontological and epistemological orientations of 
this rich and vibrant section. 
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The Age of Authoritarian Capitalism?: 
Michael Ignatieff and the Future of Human Rights
by
Kiyoteru Tsutsui 
Associate Professor of Sociology and Director of Human Rights Initiative, University of Michigan

Featured Article

As I took my plunge into a warm rice pudding, it finally 
hit me. For nearly two hours, I had the fortune of hav-
ing the undivided attention of a man who has seen 
it all. Michael Ignatieff has been an influential thinker 
ever since I began studying ethnic conflicts and human 
rights in the 1990s. He rose to prominence with his 
book/documentary, Blood and Belonging (1993), which 
chronicled the centrifugal forces of ethnic national-
ism that were plaguing the post-Cold War world. As a 
journalist, he was on the ground, avoiding gun fires in 
former Yugoslavia, sharing drinks with Crimean Tatar 
nationalists in Ukraine, and breaking baguettes with 
separatists in Quebec. His journey through regions rav-
aged by ethnic conflicts revealed the depth of yearning 
for belonging and the need for nuanced understanding 
of the complicated historical and geopolitical contexts 
of each situation.

In the early 2000s, he left indelible marks on human 
rights scholarship with his lucid and eloquent articu-
lation of human rights principles in Human Rights as 
Politics and Idolatry (2001). He sought to rescue the 
concept of human rights from the heavy baggage that 
it carried in international politics – the heftiest item in 
the bag being the label of Western imposition – and ar-
ticulated how human rights should be seen as individ-
ual-based, historically-justified principles of minimum 
protection of human agency whose foundations need 
not be found in one political culture.

After 9/11, when the world was convulsed by the threat 
of terrorism, and policy-makers were struggling to 
cope with it without surrendering the cherished rights 
and freedoms, Ignatieff laid out principled strategies 
to avoid the twin-pitfall of “moral perfectionism” and 
“false necessity” (The Lesser Evil, 2004). The former val-
ues rights principles over anything else, including our 
survival, and the latter overestimates terrorist threats 
and moves our liberal democracies closer to totalitarian 
police states. He advocates for the lesser evil approach, 

which allows for a use of interrogation methods that 
“push suspects to the limits of their psychological en-
durance”. Such methods are permitted only on the con-
dition that they involve no physical damage and that 
they be conducted with tight scrutiny and adversarial 
justification that meet the accountability standards of 
not just the domestic jurisprudence but also the inter-
national human rights system. 

By that point, it was plenty clear that Ignatieff is never 
afraid of going against the grain. He weighs different 
moral claims logically, using history as a guide. Even 
if his deliberation leads to an unpopular conclusion – 
such as the use of psychological exhaustion to extract 
information that saves many lives – he is not one to shy 
away from ruffling feathers in his own circle of liberal 
scholars and practitioners committed to human rights.

In 2005, he accepted an invitation to apply his impres-
sive skillset to real world politics. He thrived in the 
brutal world of politics, winning multiple elections and 
leading the main opposition party in Canada until the 
bitter end in 2011 (see Fire and Ashes 2012). He is back 
in academia now, teaching future leaders of the human 
rights field at the Kennedy School and traveling across 
the globe in his capacity as the head of the Carnegie 
Council on Ethics and International Affairs. After see-
ing the worst kinds of carnage that ethnic conflicts can 
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produce, the most frustrating inefficacies in the policy-
making world, and both the sincere intellectual pur-
suits and the snooty condescension of human rights 
scholars, he was sitting next to me at a nice Tappas res-
taurant in Ann Arbor, listening to me babble on about 
my research, the state of human rights scholarship, and 
recommendations for places to visit during his upcom-
ing trip to Japan. 

The next day, he gave a sterling lecture entitled Human 
Rights and the Challenges of Authoritarian Capitalism. 
The standing room only audience was treated to his 
engaging and masterful presentation of a new frame-
work to understand the reemergence of China and 
Russia. As outlined in his recent piece in the New York 
Review of Books, “The New World Disorder”, he sees in 
the reemergence of China and Russia the rise of a new 
form of government. Authoritarian capitalism mixes 
repression in public spheres with private freedom. It 
takes full advantage of global capitalism, embracing 
international trade and avoiding economic autarky. 
To the extent this leads to economic growth, enough 
citizens reap the economic benefits, even if the distri-
bution is not entirely equal. It also uses nationalism 
cleverly to create “us against the liberal West” mentality. 
At the same time, the government tightly controls in-
formation flows and shows little hesitation in crushing 
public protest. Citizens can gripe about their situation 
at a family dinner table but if they gather in a public 
place for collective voicing of dissent, virtual or physi-
cal, they risk their freedoms and even their lives. This 
combination of authoritarian governance and capitalist 
economy has produced surprisingly stable and resilient 
regimes in China, Russia, Turkey, Venezuela, and Hun-
gary among others.
 
We, in the West, cast a critical eye toward these re-
gimes. Political freedom is nonnegotiable even though 
we accept that civil/political rights and economic/
social rights are indivisible. Those regimes cannot last 
much longer because the growth of middle class will 
inevitably lead to claims for democracy and collapse of 
the regime. Ignatieff cautions against these optimistic 
and biased views. We need to understand that there 
are other models of governance than the one we hold 
as sacred. And those regimes can more than stay afloat 
as long as they deliver what the citizens need. Citizens 
need many things and no government can provide all 

of them. Liberal democracies are good at providing 
civil and political rights but they can be a mess politi-
cally and they have normalized staggering levels of 
economic inequality. Authoritarian capitalism seems 
unbearably repressive to our Western eyes, but it can 
be effective in providing what citizens need the most, 
a decent life and a sense of satisfaction about their na-
tion’s place in the world. Thus, these regimes might be 
much more durable than we think.
 
Other non-Western countries are taking notice. Here, 
Ignatieff debunks the myth that authoritarian capital-
ism lacks soft power. It is an attractive model not only 
for dictators and tyrants, but also for citizens ravaged 
by war and poverty. They might opt for a social con-
tract of authoritarian capitalism over liberal democracy, 
knowing full well that they are giving the government 
a free hand in running their public life. But how can 
we blame them when we have failed so many times 
in building a stable political system in the developing 
world? China and Russia know our credibility deficit in 
this regard and are actively exporting their model, of-
fering no-strings-attached aid packages.
 
Ignatieff fully recognizes that these authoritarian capi-
talist regimes could crumble down if economic growth 
stops, and that it is an especially harsh system for per-
secuted minorities. Liberal democracies still hold many 
advantages over authoritarian capitalism, but before 
sounding a premature death knell for the latter, Igna-
tieff argues, we should look in the mirror and fix some 
unacceptable wrongs in our supposed liberal democ-
racies. Most notably, the toxic influence of money in 
politics and extreme inequalities. And let us not forget, 
the US is seen as a police state that intercepts private 
conversations among its citizens as well as world lead-
ers.

Having said all this, we cannot just ignore all the hu-
man rights violations under authoritarian capitalism. 
And if it spreads to more countries, we cannot sit idly 
by to let all those regimes repress their citizens. On this, 
Ignatieff is realistic. It is hard to change the behavior of 
major powers like China and Russia, just as it is hard to 
get the US to abide by the international human rights 
standards (see Ignatieff’s edited volume, American Ex-
ceptionalism and Human Rights, 2005). Their veto pow-
er in the UN Security Council precludes any chance for 
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coercive changes. But they are part of the international 
human rights regime. China and Russia are party to 
many UN human rights treaties with monitoring bod-
ies (more than the US), which means that their human 
rights records in terms of torture, racial discrimination, 
children’s rights, and economic and social rights can 
all be scrutinized by the respective committees (China 
has also ratified the CEDAW and Russia has ratified the 
ICCPR). In addition, they have to go through the Uni-
versal Periodic Review in the UN Human Rights Council 
every four years. Granted, these bodies rely on naming 
and shaming methods that might not have much quick 
impact. But that is how the international human rights 
regime has operated throughout its existence. For now, 
our only hope is to find a way to make it work.

What a treat it was. Not the rice pudding, as good as 
it was, but having a chance to discuss human rights 
politics with Michael Ignatieff. I wondered why it is so 
rare to have a scholar with a wide vision and counter-
intuitive insight like him in our field. In our ever more 
balkanized academic environment, we have a tendency 
to get mired in details of our research and miss the big 
picture. In our principles-oriented community of hu-
man rights scholars, our normative commitment might 
be shielding us from different views on reality. Whether 
we agree with Ignatieff’s views or not, we should all 
strive to see the forest not just the trees and constantly 
ask ourselves whether the lens through which we look 
at them may be tainted.
 
Please visit the Human Rights Initiative website for a 
recording of Michael Ignatieff’s lecture.

http://ii.umich.edu/ii/aboutus/humanrightsinitiative 

Kiyoteru Tsutsui’s research focuses on global diffusion of human 
rights and its impact on local politics. He has conducted (1) cross-
national quantitative analyses on how human rights ideas and 
institutions expanded and impacted local politics, and (2) qualita-
tive case studies on the impact of global human rights on minority 
rights activism and discourse around WWII in Japan. In addition 
to government practices and activism by civil society actors, 
his recent research examines corporate behavior around social 
respectability initiatives. His research has appeared in American 
Sociological Review, American Journal of Sociology, Social Forces, 
Social Problems, and other social science journals, and he recently 
co-edited Corporate Social Responsibility in a Globalizing World 
(Cambridge University Press, 2015).

Research Notes

Editor’s Note: Research Notes are our new ongoing series 
focusing on the empirical research of our section mem-
bers. This newsletter features short interviews with the 
2014 ASA section award winners.

Winner of the Gordon Hirabayashi 
Human Rights Section Book Award

Yűksel Sezgin
 
Human Rights Under State-En-
forced Religious Family Laws in 
Israel, Egypt, and India 
(Cambridge University Press, 2013)

1. You make new contributions to our understandings 
of the tensions individuals experience between ethno-
religious and national norms in relation to their national 
government’s intervention in family law and practices. I 
wonder if you might begin by discussing the impact na-

Human Rights Newsletter      The Age of Authortarian Capitalism?

http://ii.umich.edu/ii/aboutus/humanrightsinitiative  


Winter 2014       Page Number 7

tions have when enforcing religious family laws?

Sezgin: About one third of the world population cur-
rently lives pluri-legal personal status persona law 
systems. In such systems individuals are held subject 
to state-enforced religious family laws of their own 
natal and cultural communities rather than uniform 
national norms in regard to such matters as marriage, 
divorce, maintenance and inheritance. To exemplify, 
under a personal status system, a Jew will be subject to 
(state-enforced) halakhah, a Muslim to (state-enforced) 
shari`a, a Christian to (state-enforced) Canon Law, and 
so forth.

Based on empirical evidence gathered through my field 
research in Israel, Egypt and India, I claim that state-
enforced personal status laws have often a negative 
impact on fundamental rights and freedoms, especially 
when people are not presented with alternative civil or 
non-denominational institutions of marriage, divorce, 
maintenance or inheritance, and are forcibly subjected 
to the jurisdiction of religious norms and authorities. In 
this regard, state-enforced religious laws tend to have 
detrimental impact particularly on the following four 
groups of rights and freedoms in particular: the freedom 
of religion, equality before the law, marital and familial 
rights, and procedural rights.

Although state-enforced personal status laws nega-
tively affect the rights and freedoms of nearly all indi-
viduals who are forcibly subjected to their jurisdiction, 
their impact on some groups tends to be harsher. 
These include children, religious dissidents, secular 
individuals, people without a religion, persons who 
do not belong to a “recognized” religious community, 
and most notably, women. We should also add to this 
list the religiously observant individuals. The rights of 
religious and secular people are equally threatened 
by the state’s hermeneutic monopoly and control over 
religious institutions and precepts. I have across during 
my research two groups of observant people: some of 
them find the application and manipulation of religious 
texts and principles by temporal authority completely 
abominable, while others, principally not opposing the 
idea of state-enforcement of religious laws, detest the 
particular way and fashion authorities choose to apply 
and interpret religion-based family laws.

2. You suggest that individuals employ several strategies 
to overcome the limitations imposed upon their rights by 
nationally enforced ethno-religious family laws. Could 
you briefly tell us what those strategies are?

State-enforced personal status laws often violate 
fundamental rights and liberties, especially when 
people are forcibly subjected to jurisdiction of state-
sanctioned religious laws and institutions without their 
consent. Nevertheless, this does not mean that people 
just sit on the sidelines, and silently accept disabilities 
and limitations imposed upon their fundamental rights 
by state-sanctioned religious laws and institutions. On 
the contrary, as case studies that I present  in the book 
evidence, the failure of the state has led people—es-
pecially the ones who are impacted most (i.e., wom-
en)—to take matters into their own hands and try to 
advance their rights to marriage, divorce, maintenance, 
inheritance, etc. by resorting to various tactics and 
strategies of resistance. 
Among those I would like to mention three strategies 
that I have frequently observed during my field re-
search in Israel, Egypt and India: 1) forum shopping, 2) 
hermeneutic communities, 3) rule-making communi-
ties.

Forum shopping usually occurs when there are mul-
tiple normative orderings with parallel jurisdictions. 
In personal status systems, some people migrate back 
and forth between different ethno-religious communi-
ties in order to escape disabilities imposed upon their 
rights by their own communal laws. 

Some groups, especially those of women, frequently 
respond to violations of their rights by forming herme-
neutic communities that challenge the state’s interpre-
tive monopoly over religious norms and offer emanci-
patory, egalitarian (i.e., women-friendly) reading of the 
scripture, religious narratives and traditions in hopes of 
advancing their rights and reforming the system from 
within.

Hermeneutic communities usually adopt moderate 
means and strive for incremental change by working 
within existing personal status systems. However, some 
others which I call “rule-making communities” adopt a 
more activist or assertive agenda and refuse to engage 
with state-controlled personal status institutions by 
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setting up their own personal status institutions that 
apply their own version of law to members of their self-
proclaimed communities.

Of course, besides these three strategies that I discuss 
in detail in the book, there are also many people who 
resort to legal mobilization as a strategy to challenge 
religiously inspired family laws both at religious and 
secular courts.

3. You end by suggesting some key lessons and best 
practices for the integration of universal human rights in 
national religious family law frameworks. What are these 
best practices?

Yes, that’s right. The last chapter of the book specifi-
cally focuses on the question of whether there are best 
practices for integration and defense of human and 
women’s rights norms and principles under religious 
laws. This is also the very question that I was preoc-
cupied with as an adviser on two separate projects 
dealing with protection of human and women’s rights 
under pluri-legal systems--conducted by the Geneva-
based International Council on Human Rights Policy 
(ICHRP), and the UWN Women. With my consultancy 
experience in mind, the final chapter was intended as 
a brief guideline for policy makers and human rights 
defenders design and implement programs to protect 
and uphold human and women’s rights under personal 
status or similar religio-legal systems elsewhere.  
 dealing with protection of human and women’s rights 
under pluri-legal systems--conducted by the Geneva-
based International Council on Human Rights Policy 
(ICHRP), and the UWN Women. With my consultancy 
experience in mind, the final chapter was intended as 
a brief guideline for policy makers and human rights 
defenders design and implement programs to protect 
and uphold human and women’s rights under personal 
status or similar religio-legal systems elsewhere.

4. We are fascinated by the exciting methodology you 
employ here. Could you please tell us a little bit about how 
you selected your cases, and what the value added of a 
comparative approach was?

In the book I employ a comparative qualitative meth-
odology through in-depth analyses of three countries, 

namely Israel, Egypt, and India. The reason why these 
three countries were chosen is threefold: first, they 
offer an opportunity to closely observe various phases 
of judicial and legal consolidation and differing re-
form strategies adopted by postcolonial/post-imperial 
nations in the process of state-building. Second, they 
offer a considerable degree of variation on the depen-
dent (form of personal status system) and independent 
variables that I employ in the book. Moreover, the se-
lection of these countries also allows me to observe the 
three largest religio-legal systems in the world (Muslim, 
Hindu and Jewish) and study their impact on human 
and women’s rights from a comparative perspective.  
Third, Israel, Egypt and India are similar countries in 
many regards. They share a similar colonial/impe-
rial history. At one point, they were all ruled by grand 
Islamic empires (the Ottomans in Israel and Egypt, and 
the Mughals in India) and later by the British Empire. 
Also, they are all multi-ethnic and multi-religious soci-
eties with a long-established tradition of formal plural-
ity, particularly in the field of personal status.
 
In addition to cross-national comparisons among these 
three countries, I also employ cross-communal, cross-
temporal within-case analyses in each country in order 
to increase the number of observations and infer more 
generalizable results on state policies towards pluri-
legal personal status systems.

This book primarily relies on data that I gathered dur-
ing my fieldwork in Israel, Egypt, India, and the United 
Kingdom between 2003 and 2005, and later in 2010. In 
each country, I visited major libraries, various govern-
ment offices, and private and non-governmental agen-
cies in search of historical and archival data. I collected 
a number of documents, including various government 
publications, parliamentary debates, judgments of 
both secular and religious courts as well as newspa-
pers, pamphlets, newsletters and reports published by 
various organizations in these four countries. In addi-
tion, when possible, I observed court proceedings at 
various civil and religious courts, from informal shari`a 
courts in India to ecclesiastical courts in Israel. More 
importantly, I also interviewed 185 individuals, includ-
ing religious leaders, civil and religious court judges, 
lawyers, litigants, politicians, clergy members, and 
human and women’s rights activists from 20 different 
ethno-religious communities in Israel, Egypt, and India.
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Abstract: About one-third of the world’s population 
currently lives under pluri-legal systems where gov-
ernments hold individuals subject to the purview of 
ethno-religious rather than national norms in respect 
to family law. How does the state-enforcement of these 
religious family laws impact fundamental rights and 
liberties? What resistance strategies do people employ 
in order to overcome the disabilities and limitations 
these religious laws impose upon their rights? Based 
on archival research, court observations and interviews 
with individuals from three countries, Yüksel Sezgin 
shows that governments have often intervened in 
order to impress a particular image of subjectivity upon 
a society, while people have constantly challenged the 
interpretive monopoly of courts and state-sanctioned 
religious institutions, re-negotiated their rights and 
duties under the law, and changed the system from 
within. He also identifies key lessons and best practices 
for the integration of universal human rights principles 
into religious legal systems.

  

 

Winner of the Human Rights Sec-
tion Graduate Student Paper 
Award

Hassan El Menyawi
PhD Student, NYU Sociology

 “The Great Reversal: How Nations 
in the Muslim World Went from 
Tolerating Same-Sex Practices 
to Repressing LGB People, 1750-
2010.”

1.  What is the “Great Reversal?”

In The Great Reversal, I set out to learn the history of 
same-sex sexuality in the Muslim world. As increased 
attacks against LGB (lesbian, gay, bisexual) people 
were occurring in the Muslim world, I wanted to 
learn whether it was true that such occurred in the 
past. Muslim political officials and clerics justify these 
attacks on the grounds that Islam forbids same-sex 
practices. I wanted to know whether these beliefs were 
truly rooted in past practices, or were they more recent 
innovations passing as tradition? 

To answer this question, I used Big Data approaches 
to create an original cross-national and longitudinal 
dataset on same-sex tolerance in state laws and state 
actions from 1750 and 2010. Using quantitative causal 
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inference approaches, I show that there is remarkable 
variation through time and that the Muslim world 
underwent a surprising reversal: Muslim nation-states 
reversed from being comparatively tolerant of same-
sex practices in the eighteenth and nineteenth cen-
turies to becoming among the contemporary world’s 
most repressive regions for LGB people in the twentieth 
century. Previous to this “great reversal,” Islam had a rich 
history of tolerating same-sex practices. This reversal 
presents a puzzle: Why and how have Muslim nation-
states’ laws and actions reversed from tolerance to 
repression? 

I find that the increased repression in the late twentieth 
century and early twenty-first century is the result of 
backlash. At the end of the twentieth century , there 
was a turning point when the world began to experi-
ence a diffusion of gay identity politics through inter-
national LGB rights movements, human rights organi-
zations, and a globalized media that helped legitimate 
public recognition of sexual minorities. The Muslim 
world received the proliferation of these gay identity 
political discourses as irreconcilable with the rules of 
the shari’a. The “era of backlash” for the Muslim world 
is also an “era of LGB rights” for most of the rest of the 
world.

Compelled to publicly account for their position on 
LGB rights as an act of national self-definition, a flurry 
of backlash nationalist, ethnic, and religious discourses 
emerged throughout the Muslim world . Leaders in 
Muslim nations railed against the “colonial imperialism” 
of homosexuality and called for “religious authenticity”-
-ratifying the symbolic boundaries separating the 
“colonial” and “decadent” West from a “morally upright” 
Islamic world. In the name of differentiating themselves 
from the West, political leaders and jurists in Muslim 
nations serendipitously read the colonial exports 
against same-sex practices as Islamic, publicly calling 
for their enforcement. For example, in Egypt from 2000 
onwards, the French-inspired laws of débauche (trans. 
habitual debauchery and indecency) were used against 
LGB people. Islamic jurists read these laws as “Islamic 
laws,” even though they lacked the evidentiary re-
quirements of classical Islam. Vociferously declaring, 
“homosexuality haram (forbidden),” jurists ineluctably 
introduced gay identity into the shari’a. Suddenly, 
the shari’a absorbed these colonial laws, with jurists 

seeing this as an “Islamic” revival of glorious times 
past. Ironically, this “revival” was not based on the past’s 
tolerant interpretations of the shari’a that had enabled 
same-sex sexualities to thrive, but on “invented tradi-
tions. “ These newly invented laws and practices were 
cast as faithful to the literal text of the scriptures at the 
center of an “imagined community”--or imagined um-
mah--of believing Muslims.

2 . How does your expansion of world polity theory help to 
explain the “Great Reversal” you explain above?

From a world polity perspective, the Muslim world’s 
declining tolerance of same-sex practices is perplexing. 
According to world polity theory, all states are subject 
to the influence of a global world culture that dis-
seminates human rights in general and sexual minor-
ity rights in particular. As John Meyer--the founder of 
world polity theory-- would say, this influence even 
extends to  “ …an unknown society…discovered on a 
previously unknown island. “ If so, then why have Mus-
lim states rejected LGB rights?

One limitation of world polity theory is its focus on 
describing global diffusion at the expense of show-
ing how nation-states sometimes reject world scripts. 
To address this problem, I craft an alternative “cultural 
ecological” approach to world polity theory to study 
the Muslim world’s backlash against LGB rights.
I draw on ecological perspective --primarily the work 
of ecological theorists such as Stanley Lieberson--
that enables me to  study of how world scripts diffuse 
through a process of global emulation, but also are 
rejected through a process of “differentiation. “ Using 
this ecological world polity theory, I find that the “great 
reversal” is the result of the Muslim world seeking to 
differentiate itself from an increasingly tolerant West-
ern world. By casting LGB rights as Western, Muslim 
nations ratify the symbolic boundaries that separate 
the Muslim world’s “us” from a Western “them. “ As part 
of this differentiation process, political representatives 
and clerics cast same-sex acts as haram (strictly pro-
scribed) practices that must be vigorously expunged 
from society. 

By expanding world polity theory to include an emu-
lation component and a differentiation component, 
I begin to see the dynamic interactional relationship 
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between the Muslim world and the rest of the world. 

3 . One very exciting aspect of your analysis is that you 
build an original quantitative dataset using archival ma-
terials over centuries and across over 150 countries. Tell 
us about that process, and what the inspiration was that 
drove it? 

That questions deserves some background about my 
life which I discuss below.

Before I lived in the United States, I spent my childhood 
in Egypt. Since my early childhood in Egypt, I have 
been deeply immersed in Islamic scholarly discourses. 
After memorizing the Quran at age six and graduat-
ing from Islamic university studies at the age of 14, I 
was authorized to deliver fatwas (Islamic legal rulings) 
and to serve in the judicial capacity of a mufti. In that 
context, as a young gay man, I argued that Islam called 
for treating LGB people with dignity. As a result, I was 
imprisoned, tortured, and ultimately exiled.
 
After months in prison, the Egyptian authorities even-
tually released me and sent me into exile. Ever since, I 
have sought to understand the historical sociological 
factors that have contributed to the contemporary 
Muslim world’s repression of lesbian, gay, and bisexual 
(LGB) people. I uncovered that it is only since the late 
twentieth century that there has been a rise in govern-
ment-sponsored detentions, torture, and executions of 
LGB people in the Muslim world.

During my time in Egypt, clerics and jurists consistently 
informed me that the Muslim world had always been 
hostile to same-sex practices. After my exile, in con-
versations with people in Europe, Australia, Japan, and 
North America, people were united in the perception 
that Islam had long been intolerant of same-sex acts.

I questioned this widely held assumption and craved a 
more nuanced and scientific approach to the question 
of how same-sex acts had historically been viewed in 
Islam.  In search of answers, over a period of four years, 
I coded and analyzed over 50,000 archival sources for 
163 nations for each decade-year from 1750 to 2010. 
I used computational and Big Data approaches to 
translate, digitize, and code each of these archives. I 
found these sources by combing the Library of Con-

gress, online databases, and university libraries in 200 
nations worldwide. With this research, I uncovered 
that Islamic clerics and jurists were inaccurate in their 
perception that same-sex practices had been rare in 
the early Islamic world. Unlike the widespread percep-
tion throughout the West, the Muslim world had been 
much more tolerant of same-sex practices than the rest 
of the world. In fact --as mentioned earlier-- the sup-
pression of same-sex practices in the Muslim world is a 
recent trend.

Editor’s note: We thank Hassan for sharing the per-
sonal intellectual journeys that inspired his work!

3(b). What implications does it have for building a similar 
dataset for other religions such as Buddhism or Hinduism?

While it is possible to build a cross-national dataset of 
Hinduism or Buddhism, both religious traditions have 
a plurality population in a few nations. Nations with a 
plurality of Hindus--for example--include India, Nepal, 
and Mauritius. With only three countries, it makes it 
difficult to make quantitative comparisons with the rest 
of the world, as there is not sufficient statistical power. 
Of course, alternate methods are possible. India is a 
highly populated, diverse nation, and one can develop 
a dataset that includes India’s sub-national jurisdic-
tions. The same applies with Buddhist nations: While 
there are more nations that have a plurality popula-
tion of Buddhists, the number is still small. What was 
particularly helpful in the “great reversal” project was 
that I had 49 nation-states with a plurality population 
of Muslims out of 163 nations worldwide. This enabled 
me to use quantitative causal inference approaches to 
make comparisons between the Muslim world and the 
rest of the world.

4. Similarly, what relevance does your work have in the US 
context given the seeming wider acceptance of some LGB 
issues or other Western nations where LGB struggles have 
resulted in the realization of wider rights?

As you say, the United States has witnessed breath-
taking change. Since the Goodridge v. Massachu-
setts (2003) decision that required same-sex marriage 
in Massachusetts, the US has been on a path to same-
sex marriage. The US Supreme Court’s United States v. 
Windsor decision (2013) that struck down the Defense 
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of Marriage Act (DOMA) has now enabled numerous 
federal and state courts to find bans against same-sex 
marriage to be unconstitutional. While these develop-
ments are extraordinary and historic, they are in line 
with developments in many parts of the world. 

One specific area of relevance is that these remark-
able developments are being heard immediately in the 
Muslim world due to the force of our global links. But 
instead of expanding LGB rights throughout the Mus-
lim world, these developments are being deployed by 
politicians and clerics to advance anti-LGB agendas. As 
I say earlier, the “era of backlash” for the Muslim world 
is also an “era of LGB rights” for most of the rest of the 
world. While in the past, Western nations policed same-
sex practices in the Muslim world, describing them as 
“exotic” and “decadent” -- now, the Muslim states police 
same-sex practices in their own countries using the 
same discourses of its colonizers. Muslim politicians 
and clerics describe the implementation of same-sex 
marriage in nations worldwide as the “pinnacle of deca-
dence and disgust.” 

The “great reversal” project suggests that foreign 
policy circles seeking to advance human rights abroad 
should be cautious when demanding greater rights for 
LGB people. While it is a worthwhile project, resulting 
blowback can be great, producing unintended conse-
quences such as heightened attacks on LGB people. 
The project suggests that at the international level, 
more strategic approaches might be worthwhile. In a 
separate paper entitled “Activism from the Closet,” for 
example, I suggest governments pursue more hidden-
-less open--approaches that are less likely to fuel 
backlash. For example, international organizations and 
Western governments can help marginalized gender 
and sexual minorities by pressuring governments to 
stop their attacks by threatening to withdraw aid or by 
rewarding them with membership in prestigious orga-
nizations. These are just two possible tactics in a larger 
diplomatic arsenal of possibilities. Take the case of 
Azerbaijan. Azerbaijan repealed its sodomy laws (that it 
had inherited from the Soviet Union) because it was a 
requirement of joining the Council of Europe.

https://files.nyu.edu/ft237/public/ElMenyawi_
Great%20Reversal_Jan14.pdf

Abstract: In recent years, lesbian, gay, bisexual (LGB) 
rights have expanded globally, but the Muslim world 
has seen a sharp rise in detentions, torture, and execu-
tions of LGB people. This is inconsistent with world 
polity theory, which would predict worldwide diffusion 
of LGB rights. State officials and clerics explain their 
rejection of LGB rights by invoking allegedly long-held 
Islamic beliefs that proscribe same-sex practices. But, 
has Islamic religious tradition consistently led to intol-
erance of same-sex practices? To answer this, I develop 
an original cross-national and longitudinal dataset of 
state laws and state actions from 1750 to 2010 drawn 
from over 50,000 archival sources. Using comparative-
historical approaches and instrumental variable regres-
sion methods that enable causal inference, this mixed-
method study finds that the Muslim world underwent a 
“great reversal” from tolerance to repression. In the late 
eighteenth century, the Muslim world was compara-
tively tolerant of same-sex practices. This began to shift 
in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, when 
colonial powers brought to Muslim nations new laws 
and state forms prohibiting same-sex practices. In the 
mid-twentieth century, non-Muslim nations began to 
recognize LGB rights, ultimately igniting backlash in the 
Muslim world. As a result, persecution of LGB people 
in Muslim nations increased between 2000 and 2010. 
These Muslim nations sought to differentiate them-
selves from the West, declaring LGB people deviant 
and justifying their persecution in the name of Islamic 
“traditions” that had only recently been invented. This 
first study of the “great reversal” contributes to under-
standing processes of cultural change, particularly how 
changing conceptions of same-sex sexuality interact 
with religious beliefs, colonialism, globalization, and 
legal systems.
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Teaching Notes

Editor’s Note: Teaching Notes is our new ongoing series 
profiling our section member’s practices and experiences 
in teaching about human rights. Our first contributor, Dr. 
Lisa Hajar, discussed her experiences teaching about hu-
man rights in different national contexts through the lens 
of the United States’ War on Terror. 

Professor Lisa Hajar
University of California - Santa Barbara

Teaching about Human Rights 
through the Lens of the US ‘War on 
Terror’

I teach a course titled “Law, Politics, and the US ‘War 
on Terror” which offers students an opportunity to 
understand and dig deeply into “the history of the 
present.” The curriculum is designed, in part, to address 
this ongoing war in teleological fashion. We start with 
the study of decisions taken by Bush administration 
officials in the aftermath of the September 11, 2001, 
terrorist attacks to adopt and “legalize” interrogation 
and detention policies that would permit torture, cruel 
treatment and protracted incommunicado detention; 
the selection of Guantanamo as a site for long-term 
detention; the various legal challenges to contest the 

torture policy and quests (largely unsuccessful) to 
pursue accountability for perpetrators and justice for 
victims; the significant shift under the Obama admin-
istration from a counterterrorism policy that prioritizes 
detention to one that relies on targeted killing; and 
the unprecedented expansion of the surveillance state 
over the years since 9/11. To complement this teleo-
logical trajectory, I integrate theoretical and historical-
comparative texts, autobiographies, and documentary 
films to help students intellectualize about this war in a 
broader context of state power, militarism, asymmetric 
wars, and human rights. 

I have taught this course both at my home university, 
UCSB, and at the American University of Beirut (AUB), 
where I have spent two years as a visiting professor. 
I have found some stark contrasts between teaching 
UCSB students, most of whom are Americans—mainly 
Californians, and AUB students who hail from many 
countries—mostly but by no means all Arabs. For one 
thing, the experiences of war, torture, and targeted kill-
ing are abstractions to most UCSB students who start 
the course knowing little to nothing about these issues, 
whereas some AUB students start the course with 
relatively more personal investments in them. Let me 
give three examples: When I taught the course at AUB 
in the fall of 2012, the Syrian civil war was going strong. 
A Syrian student, who was utterly distraught about the 
death and destruction in his homeland, told me at the 
start of the semester that he knew torture was “wrong,” 
but he was convinced that sometimes its use was 
necessary for a regime to defeat its enemies. By the end 
of the semester, he told me that he had come to un-
derstand that Syria’s long history of brutal torture was 
one factor that drove the uprising against the regime in 
the first place, and as a result of what he had learned in 
class, he had abandoned his torture-tolerant position. 

The following semester I taught the course again at 
AUB. This time, one of my students was an Iraqi who 
had spent several years working inside the US-con-
trolled Green Zone in Baghdad before coming to AUB. 
It is not insignificant that this individual is Shi’a; follow-
ing the invasion of Iraq in 2003, the US exploited and, 
consequently, intensified sectarian hostilities which, for 
a time, included favoring the Shi’i community to coun-
ter the largely Sunni so-called “insurgency.” During that 
semester, I showed the class a BBC-Guardian documen-
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tary that had just come out about how, in 2006 as part 
of the “surge,” US Special Forces created Shi’i-manned 
death squads modeled on those US-supported squads 
used decades earlier in El Salvador. After watching the 
documentary, this mild-mannered student insisted that 
“sometimes we just have to kill people so they don’t 
kill us.” It sparked a passionate discussion among the 
class because sectarianized violence and extra-judicial 
executions are not distant abstractions but proximate 
realities. 

The third example (actually, a set of examples) occurred 
in the fall 2014 semester, again at AUB, when I invited 
several guest speakers. Two are lawyers who represent 
individuals formerly detained and tortured by the CIA 
and who are currently on trial in the Guantanamo mili-
tary commissions. The lawyers spoke about the chal-
lenges of defending individuals whose very memories 
of their years in CIA custody are classified “top secret,” 
and how their own motivations and abilities to do this 
work are driven by a commitment to the rule of law; 
their interventions gave students a more vivid appre-
ciation of one of the core elements of the curriculum: 
that “the law” is itself a terrain of conflict. I also invited 
a former student from Yemen, who had returned to 
Beirut for treatment for his own post-traumatic stress 
disorder, to speak to my class. He provided a first-per-
son account of the experience of “living under drones.” 
He narrated not only the fear of being at risk of death 
from the air, but also the impact of US drone warfare on 
politics and unrest in Yemen, and his own commitment 
to continue his work as an anti-war activist. 

In my experience, what makes teaching about human 
rights through the lens of the “war on terror” so peda-
gogically exciting and fulfilling is the opportunity to 
engage students with issues that are, quite literally, 
shaping our world. I try to offer them some perspec-
tives on the importance and contestedness of human 
rights that are not abstract, arcane or merely philo-
sophical, but rather that have life-and-death conse-
quences that they—the students—can affect through 
a process that starts with learning. One of my objec-
tives as a teacher is to empower students to “own” their 
knowledge of law, politics and war.

Biography: Dr. Hajjar has an MA in Arab Studies with a 
concentration in International Affairs from Georgetown 

University (1986) and a PhD in Sociology from The American 
University (1995). Her areas of expertise include  sociology 
of law, law and society, international and global studies,  and 
political sociology. Her research interests include human 
rights,  international law, torture, war and conflict. She is 
the author of  Courting Conflict: The Israeli Military Court 
System in the West Bank  and Gaza (University of California 
Press, 2005) and Torture: A  Sociology of Violence and Hu-
man Rights (Routledge, 2012). She is  currently working on a 
book about
anti-torture lawyering in the United  States in the post-9/11 
period.  She will be the Edward W. Said Chair of American 
Studies at the  American University of Beirut in 2014-2015.

Grassroots Notes

Editor’s Note: Grassroots Notes is our new ongoing series 
sharing our section member’s work in as a practicioner of 
human rights, often strategically combining their work as 
both researchers and as teachers. Our first contributor, Dr. 
Jackie Smith, shares her work with the Human Rights Cit-
ies project in Pittsburgh and issues a call for others to get 
involved in their areas.

Jackie Smith
Professor of Sociology, University of Pittsburgh

Sociology for Human Rights Cities

I write to share my account of the work I’m doing in 
Pittsburgh with our Human Rights City Alliance and to 
ask those doing similar work elsewhere to get in touch 
so that we can build on each other’s experiences and 
advance public sociology that advances human rights.
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When I moved to Pittsburgh in 2011, I was excited to 
discover that Pittsburgh’s City Council had recently 
passed a Human Rights City Proclamation making Pitts-
burgh the 5th Human Rights City in the United States. 
Unfortunately, the group of youth who advocated for 
the proclamation did not have ties to other groups and 
movements in the city, so there wasn’t much progress 
to advance the proclamation.
 
I became familiar with the Human Rights City initiative 
at the World Social Forums, and I brought the idea to 
activists I was working with in my previous home in 
South Bend, Indiana. I found the human rights frame-
work to be very helpful for bridging diverse groups 
and creating spaces for conversations about different 
perspectives and interests that don’t typically happen. 
In South Bend, we discussed the Human Rights City 
initiatives, but opted to work at building a movement 
before bringing the idea to the city council. In Pitts-
burgh, we’re using the Proclamation to build a broad 
alliance to push for its realization.
 
Last year we launched the Human Rights City Alliance 
at an International Human Rights Day rally (December 
10), and since then we’ve been attending meetings of 
human rights oriented groups around the city, listen-
ing to the issues and conflicts that are being raised 
in the community, and organizing activities that pro-
vide spaces for people to think and talk about what it 
means to be a human rights city. Pittsburgh is a racially 
divided city, and we’ve made racial inequality a prior-
ity in our work, and we’ve also sought to help people 
appreciate the intersectionalities among human rights. 
For instance, our program to celebrate International 
Mother Earth Day focused on the intersections of race 
and the environment. After a year of organizing we’re 
getting attention from a range of groups that don’t 
typically work together.
 
Alliance participants have been working to identify 
projects and proposals being developed by activist 
organizations in our community, such as those advanc-
ing racial justice and social inclusion, justice system 
reforms, economic transformation, education, gender 
justice, health, and environmental rights. These ideas 
and proposals are being incorporated into a Human 
Rights City Action Plan which we are launching at a 
press conference on Human Rights Day this year. In 

addition, following cities like Seattle and Minneapolis, 
we’re working to pass a City Council resolution to de-
clare October 12th Indigenous People’s Day.
 
What has been most exciting about this work is that it 
challenges me as a sociologist to think about what our 
discipline can say to folks thinking about how to funda-
mentally transform our social and political institutions. 
In addition, we’re discussing how to change people’s 
values and priorities as well as discourses and ways of 
thinking. As Human Rights City organizers often re-
mark, we’re working to build a human rights culture. 
Sociologists should be able to help activists carry out 
this work, but it is not always obvious how the theo-
ries and research translate. As I roll up my sleeves and 
get down to work with my neighbors, I’m discovering 
new sociological insights and applications. In shar-
ing this account with members of the Human Rights 
Section, I’m inviting anyone doing similar work or who 
have knowledge to share about yours or other Hu-
man Rights Cities to get in touch with us in Pittsburgh. 
Please contact us at pghrights@riseup.net. For more 
details see: www.pghrights.org
 
 Jackie Smith is professor of sociology at the University 
of Pittsburgh and has long been active in local, national 
and international human rights organizing. She serves 
on the United States Social Forum’s National Plan-
ning Committee and is co-founder of the International 
Network of Scholar-Activists. She has worked with Jobs 
with Justice and is currently organizing with the Hu-
man Rights City Alliance in Pittsburgh.

Biography: I study the connections between globalization 
and political mobilization. I’m particularly interested in how 
social movements are shaped by global economic structures 
and institutions as well as how they affect global norms 
and political processes. My current research focuses on the 
World Social Forum process and the larger global justice 
movement, and in particular I’m interested in how move-
ments build coalitions across a variety of differences such as 
class, race, gender and national identity. I also explore how 
groups make connections between local and global level 
politics, and this has helped me become involved in local 
groups working on a variety of social justice issues. I teach 
courses on transnational social movements, global society, 
and the United Nations.
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Publications

Articles & Chapters

Anderson, Kevin. 2012. “Ukraine: Democratic As-
pirations and Interimperialist Rivalry,” New Poli-
tics 15(1):65-70; Spanish translation in Viento Sur 
(Spain, August 11); French translation in Avanti 
(Belgium, Sept. 26)

Elliott, Michael A. Forthcoming. “The Institution-
alization of Human Rights and its Discontents: A 
World Cultural Perspective,” Cultural Sociology, 
published online (July 2014).

Abstract: A recurring theme in the sociology of hu-
man rights is the vast decoupling that exists between 
the formal codification of these rights in principle and 
their implementation in practice, fueling much debate 
about the effectiveness of international law.  Yet, de-
spite this disjuncture, a deeper question remains: given 
all the barriers that have impeded the realization of 
human rights, why have they become so widely insti-
tutionalized?  Revisiting previous work in this journal, I 
argue that one important component of the expansion 
of human rights is the rise of the universal, egalitarian 
individual as the primary entity of social organization 
in world society.  Additionally, I explore how the na-
ture of human rights law itself promotes widespread 
decoupling that, in turn, fuels ongoing efforts to close 
the gap between principle and practice.  Indeed, while 
human rights law envisions an ideal world that is prac-
tically unrealizable, it inspires a never-ending, global 
crusade to bring about that vision.

Michael Elliott is an Associate Professor at Towson 
University (Maryland).  His research interests include 
globalization, human rights, world heritage, and mo-
nastic brewing.

Forbes-Mewett, H. and McCulloch, J. Forthcoming. 
“International Students and Gender-Based Vio-
lence.” Violence Against Women. (2015, in press).

Haglund, LaDawn. 2014. “Water governance and so-
cial justice in São Paulo, Brazil.” Water Policy. Special 

Issue: Why Justice Matters in Water Governance. 16: 
78–96.

Abstract: In the greater metropolitan region of São 
Paulo, Brazil, close to 20 million people share water 
resources across multiple uses, from industry to rec-
reation to basic household use. These resources have 
come under increasing strain due to urban expansion, 
poor planning, and, more recently, climate change. 
Conflicts among uses and their underlying principles 
are increasingly adjudicated in courts, with the Minis-
tério Público (Public Prosecutor’s Office) acting as a key 
advocate for both human rights and environmental 
protection. As legal interventions become more com-
mon in policy questions, how are justice principles 
shaping emerging approaches to water governance? 
And how are these types of cases provoking a reconsid-
eration of the role of law in public administration? This 
paper analyzes the justice ramifications of an increas-
ing use of legal discourses and practices to adjudicate 
water-related conflicts in São Paulo. It also, and con-
versely, shows how legal battles over water and sanita-
tion force a shift in the behavior and perspectives of 
legal actors, and subsequently broaden the meaning of 
‘justice.’

Gellert, Paul K. (fc). Optimism and Education: The 
New Ideology of Development in Indonesia. Journal 
of Contemporary Asia
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00472336.2014.978352

Abstract: Based on ethnographic field research con-
ducted in Jakarta, this article argues that there is a new 
ideology of development in Indonesia that is cosmo-
politan, nostalgic and individualist. To understand the 
new ideology, a historical sociological perspective is 
taken to examine the nationalist period of anti-colonial 
struggle, the state developmentalist period of Soe-
harto’s New Order, and the neoliberal period since 
1998. Two interrelated arguments are made. First, the 
ideology of development in Indonesia has changed 
from earlier nationalist understandings of Pancasila to a 
cosmopolitan neoliberal ideology based in a nostalgic 
nationalism. Second, a modernist Islamic perspective 
on secularism and Islam both supports and is support-
ed by this ideological shift. These arguments are illumi-
nated through two examples of the advance of cosmo-
politan neoliberal ideology: optimism and education. 

Human Rights Newsletter      Publications

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00472336.2014.978352 


Winter 2014       Page Number 17

Optimism is focused on individual integrity to redress 
Indonesia’s problems with corruption. Education is 
offered by optimists as the escalator to development. 
Empirically, the Indonesia Mengajar programme of 
sending young university gradu- ates to teach elemen-
tary school in remote parts of the country is examined 
for its neo-modernisationist assumptions. The article 
concludes that this dominant ideology abandons 
earlier solidaristic forms of nationalism and holds little 
hope for addressing the vast structural inequalities in 
Indonesia.

Larson, Erik, Wibo van Rossum, and Patrick Schmidt. 
2014. “The Dutch Confession:Compliance, Leader-
ship, and National Identity in the Human Rights 
Order.” Utrecht Law Review 10(1): 96-112.
http://www.utrechtlawreview.org/index.php/ulr/ar-
ticle/view/URN:NBN:NL:UI:10-1-112949

Abstract: As international human rights governance 
has evolved, it has regulated state action toward in-
dividuals in areas that were once at the discretion of 
states. This change has raised liminal questions con-
cerning authority and leadership. To address these 
questions, we examine the interaction of the Neth-
erlands and the European Court of Human Rights in 
cases concerning immigration and asylum. As the 
Netherlands has a history of self-proclaimed leadership 
in rights protection, an analysis of the Court’s series of 
rebukes of the Netherlands yields particularly insightful 
findings. We find that the shift in rights decision-mak-
ing has enhanced lawyers’ standing in the Netherlands’ 
domestic context in ways that enable these actors 
and the Court to increase international regulation of 
the Dutch state and that creates greater autonomy of 
the law from the Dutch state. At the same time, these 
dynamics challenge the domestic political culture by 
undermining national myths of the Dutch as uniquely 
enlightened human rights leaders. These changes dem-
onstrate a shift in the qualities of human rights leader-
ship, from a moralistic posture to a confessional one. 
Leadership, as made tangible in the reputation and 
positions taken before an international judicial body, 
now requires a capacity to express humility and to join 
in in a shared human rights project.
 http://www.utrechtlawreview.org/index.php/ulr/ar-
ticle/view/URN:NBN:NL:UI:10-1-112949

Dr. George Radics is a lecturer in the Department of 
Sociology at the National University of Singapore.  He 
teaches Law and Society, Special Topics on Law and 
Justice, Sociology of Emotions, and Classical Sociologi-
cal Theory.  His areas of interest are Sociology of the 
Law, Post-Colonial Studies, and Southeast Asia.  After 
receiving his PhD in Sociology, he earned his Juris Doc-
tor with a concentration in Asian law, and worked for 
the Supreme Court of Guam for a few years.  His work 
involves the judicial system, notions of justice, human 
rights, minorities, and comparative legal studies.  He 
can be reached at radics@nus.edu.sg.

Radics, George. 2014. “Decolonizing Singapore’s 
Sex Laws: Tracing Section 377A of Singapore’s Penal 
Code.” Columbia Human Rights Law Review 45(1)
:57-99.

Abstract: On February 14, 2013 and March 6, 2013, the 
High Court of Singapore heard two cases challenging 
the constitutionality of Section 377A, the provision of 
Singapore’s Penal Code that criminalizes “grossly inde-
cent” acts between men. While Singapore’s executive 
and legislative branches have overtly stated their inten-
tion to keep the provision on the books, the last branch 
of government, the judiciary, is left with the task of 
determining whether Section 377A is consistent with 
Singapore’s constitution, and whether this remnant of 
Singapore’s colonial past should remain in force. This 
article will trace the law’s origin, its emergence in Sin-
gapore, and the process of deciding its fate.

Radics, George. 2014. “Singapore: A ‘Fine’ City:  Brit-
ish Colonial Criminal Sentencing Policies and its 
Lasting Effects on the Singaporean Corporal State.” 
Santa Clara Journal of International Law 12(2):57-90.

Abstract:This article interrogates the rise of the cor-
poral punishment policies in Singapore.  It argues that 
such policies, although justified as a product of “Asian 
Values,” Singapore’s drive to modernize, or the ruling 
party’s attempt to aggrandize and entrench its posi-
tion, can be traced to the British’s police state rule over 
Singapore.  In order to understand the British police 
state, the jurisprudence of magistrate judge from 
1939-1941, Conrad Oldham, will be examined in detail 
to demonstrate that many of the laws that Singapore 
is criticized for today can be traced back to the laws 
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handed down by its former colonial rulers.  Hopefully, 
this article will shed light on the complicated process of 
uprooting or internalizing a legal system foreign to the 
nation.  It also aims to provide an alternative explana-
tion that may enhance our understanding of the exist-
ing justifications behind, and criticisms of, Singapore’s 
corporal laws.

Joachim J. Savelsberg recently began a term as 
Archam and Charlotte Ohanessian Chair, dedicated 
to issues of Human Rights, awarded by the College of 
Liberal Arts at the University of Minnesota. He just com-
pleted a book manuscript entitled “Representing Mass 
Viiolence: Human Rights and Struggles over Darfur in 
a Globalizing World.” Recent publications include the 
following:

Savelsberg, Joachim J. 2014. “Human Rights Violations 
in Criminal Courts.” Encyclopedia for Criminology and 
Criminal Justice, edited by Gerben Bruinsma and David 
Weisburd. Springer, pp. 2371-2382.
 
Savelsberg, Joachim J. 2014. “Institutional and Histori-
cal Explanations of Criminal Punishment.”  Encyclopedia 
for Criminology and Criminal Justice, edited by Gerben 
Bruinsma and David Weisburd. Springer, pp. 2542-2552.

Savelsberg, Joachim J. 2013. “Trials, Collective Memory, 
and Prospects of Human Rights.” In: Tribunals, edited by 
Werner Gephart et al. Frankfurt: Vittorio Klostermann, 
pp. 117-136.

Savelsberg, Joachim J. 2013. “Highlights in the Sociol-
ogy of Law: Globalizing Law and Penalizing Human 
Rights Violations.” Contemporary Sociology, Vol. 42, No. 
2, pp. 167-176.

Savelsberg, Joachim J. 2013. “Review Essay on Aryeh 
Neier’s The International Human Rights Movement: A 
History.”  Law and Social Inquiry Vol. 38, No. 2, pp. 512-
37.

Savelsberg, Joachim J., D. King and Yu-Ju Chien. 2014. 
“The Narrative Potential of Criminal Trials: War Crimes 
before the International Criminal Tribunal for the for-
mer Yugoslavia“ (German). Zeitschrift für Rechtssoziolo-
gie Vol. 34, No. 2.
 

Savelsberg, Joachim J. and Suzy McElrath. 2014. “Crime, 
Law and Regime Change.” Annual Review of Law and 
Social Science, Vol. 10.

Zacher, Meghan, Hollie Nyseth Brehm, Joachim J. Sav-
elsberg. 2014. “NGOs, IOs, and the ICC: Diagnosing and 
Framing Darfur.” Sociological Forum, Vol. 29, No 2.

Publications

Books

Armaline, William T., Davita Silfen Glasberg and 
Bandana Purkayastha, The Human Rights Enterprise: 
Political Sociology, State Power, and Social Move-
ments (Polity Press).

Abstract: The book explores questions concerning 
why powerful states like the US, the UK, China, and 
Russia repeatedly fail to meet their international legal 
obligations as defined by human rights instruments. 
How does global capitalism affect states’ ability to 
implement human rights, particularly in the context 
of global recession, state austerity, perpetual war, and 
environmental crisis? How are political and civil rights 
undermined as part of moves to impose security and 
surveillance regimes?  The book presents a framework 
for understanding human rights as a terrain of struggle 
over power between states, private interests, and 
organized, “bottom-up” social movements. We develop 
a critical sociology of human rights, focusing on the 
concept of the human rights enterprise: the process 
through which rights are defined and realized. While 
states are designated arbiters of human rights accord-
ing to human rights instruments, they do not exist in a 
vacuum. Political sociology helps us to understand how 
global neoliberalism and powerful non-governmental 
actors (particularly economic actors such as corpora-
tions and financial institutions) deeply affect states’ 
ability and likelihood to enforce human rights stan-
dards.
http://www.politybooks.com/book.
asp?ref=0745663702

Ballantine, Jeanne H., Roberts, Keith A. Korgen, 
Kathleen Odell. 2015. Our Social World: Introduction 
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to Sociology. Sage Publications.
 Abstract: In the new Fifth Edition of Our Social World: 
Introduction to Sociology, three award winning authors 
and teachers of sociology set out to inspire students 
to develop their sociological imaginations. Readers are 
encouraged to see the impact of larger social structures 
and global trends on their personal lives and to actively 
engage with sociological issues. In each chapter, au-
thors Jeanne H. Ballantine, Keith A. Roberts, and new 
co-author Kathleen Odell Korgen, relate everything 
back to the social world model to promote “deep learn-
ing” of a fundamental sociological concept: the micro-
to-macro organization of society. Above all else, adopt-
ers of this unique, easy to read, and innovative text use 
it because, it helps students to learn about sociology 
and to use sociological tools throughout the course 
and beyond. At the end of the term, students are able 
to articulate a coherent thesis about what sociology is 
and how sociology helps them to make sense of the 
multi-layered social world in which they live. Can you 
identify any other introductory text which has a coher-
ent thesis that runs throughout the text?

Jeanne H. Ballantine is University Professor of Sociolo-
gy (emeriti) at Wright State University, a state university 
of about 17,000 students in Ohio. She has been active 
in the teaching movement, shaping curriculum, writ-
ing and presenting research on teaching, and offering 
workshops and consulting in regional, national, and 
international forums. 

Keith A. Roberts is Emeritus Professor of Sociology at 
Hanover College, a private liberal arts college of about 
1,100 students in Indiana. He has been teaching intro-
ductory sociology for more than 30 years with a pas-
sion for active learning strategies and a focus on “deep 
learning” by students that transforms the way they see 
the world. 

Kathleen Odell Korgen is a professor of sociology at 
William Paterson University, a comprehensive univer-
sity in Wayne, New Jersey. Kathleen has co-authored 
or co-edited numerous books that teach students to 
use the sociological tools they gain in their classes and 
to find inspiration from public sociologists and fellow 
sociology students. 

Fincher, Leta Hong. 2014. Leftover Women: The 
Resurgence of Gender Inequality in China. London: 
Zed Books. 
http://zedbooks.co.uk/hardback/leftover-women

Abstract: A century ago, Chinese feminists fighting for 
the emancipation of women helped spark the Repub-
lican Revolution, which overthrew the Qing empire. 
After China’s Communist revolution of 1949, Chairman 
Mao famously proclaimed that “women hold up half 
the sky.” In the early years of the People’s Republic, the 
Communist Party sought to transform gender rela-
tions with expansive initiatives such as assigning urban 
women jobs. Yet gains made by women in the past 
are now being eroded in China’s postsocialist era of 
breakneck economic growth. A combination of factors 
– skyrocketing house prices, legal setbacks to married 
women’s property rights, a widening gender income 
gap, and a media campaign against “leftover” women 
(shengnü) – has contributed to a fall in the status and 
material well-being of Chinese women relative to men. 
In Leftover Women: The Resurgence of Gender Inequal-
ity in China, Leta Hong Fincher debunks the claim that 
women overall have fared well as a result of China’s 
economic reforms and breakneck growth.  Leftover 
Women lays out the structural discrimination against 
women and speaks to broader problems with China’s 
economy, politics and development.
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Dr. Leta Hong Fincher is the first American to receive a 
Ph.D. in Sociology from Tsinghua University and is cur-
rently teaching at Hong Kong University of Science and 
Technology. 

Forbes-Mewett, H. (2014) Identity, in Bruce A. Ar-
rigo (ed.), Encyclopedia of Criminal Justice Ethics. 
Thousand Oaks: Sage.

Forbes-Mewett, H. and McCulloch, J. (2015, in 
press) International Students and Crime.Palgrave 
Macmillan, Houndmills.

Dr Helen Forbes-Mewett is a Lecturer in Sociology, 
School of Social Sciences at Monash University. Her 
work focuses on international student security, cultural 
diversity and social inclusion in a global context. 
Email: helen.forbesmewett@monash.edu
Website: http://profiles.arts.monash.edu.au/helen-
forbes-mewett/

Friesen, Bruce K. 2015. Moral Systems and the Evolu-
tion of Human Rights. Springer.

Abstract: This volume offers a comprehensible account 
of the development and evolution of moral systems.  It 
seeks to answer the following questions: If morals are 
eternal and unchanging, why have the world’s domi-
nant religious moral systems been around for no more 
than a mere six thousand of the two hundred thousand 
years of modern human existence?  What explains the 
many and varied moral systems across the globe to-
day?  How can we account for the significant change in 
moral values in one place in less than 100 years’ time? 
Using examples from classical civilizations, the book 
demonstrates how increasing diversity compromises 
a moral system’s ability to account for and integrate 
larger populations into a single social unit. This envi-
ronmental stress is not relieved until a broader, more 
abstract moral system is adopted by a social system.  
This new system provides a sense of belonging and 
purpose for more people, motivating them to engage 
in prosocial (or moral) acts and refrain from socially 
disruptive selfish acts.  The current human rights para-
digm is the world’s first universal, indigenous moral 
system.  Because moral systems can be expected to 
continue to evolve, this book points to current bound-
aries of the human rights paradigm and where the next 
major moral revolution might emerge.
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Bruce K. Friesen is Associate Professor of Sociology at 
the University of Tampa, specializing in the Sociology of 
Human Rights and Global Sociology. He serves as Presi-
dent of Sociologists Without Borders - USA, represents 
the American Sociological Association on the AAAS 
Human Rights and Science Coalition, and is past Chair 
of the ASA’s Section on Human Rights (2011-2012). Dr. 
Friesen is the author of several articles and two books; 
including Designing and Conducting My First Inter-
view Project (Jossey-Bass 2010). He has directed sev-
eral study abroad trips and is the recipient of over two 
dozen teaching awards and commendations.

Haglund, LaDawn and Robin Stryker. Forthcoming 
February 2015. Closing the Rights Gap: From Human 
Rights to Social Transformation. UC Press.

Abstract: Do “human rights”—as embodied in consti-
tutions, national laws, and international agreements—
foster improvements in the lives of the poor or oth-
erwise marginalized populations? When, where, how, 
and under what conditions? Closing the Rights Gap: 
From Human Rights to Social Transformation systemati-
cally compares a range of case studies from around the 
world in order to clarify the conditions under which—
and institutions through which—economic, social, and 
cultural rights are progressively realized in practice. It 
concludes with testable hypotheses regarding how sig-
nificant transformative change might occur, as well as 
an agenda for future research to facilitate rights realiza-
tion worldwide.
 http://www.ucpress.edu/book.php?isbn=9780520283091

Dr. LaDawn Haglund is Associate Professor of Justice 
and Social Inquiry at Arizona State University and au-

thor of Limiting Resources: Market-Led Reform and the 
Transformation of Public Goods.

Dr. Robin Stryker is Professor of Sociology, Affiliated 
Professor of Law, Affiliated Professor of Government 
and Public Policy, and Research Director, National Insti-
tute for Civil Discourse, at the University of Arizona. She 
publishes regularly in journals including the American 
Journal of Sociology, American Sociological Review, 
Law & Social Inquiry, Sociological Methods and Re-
search, Socio-Economic Review, Research in the Sociol-
ogy of Organizations and Social Politics.

Korgen, Kathleen Odell and Jonathan White. 2015. 
Connect the Classroom to the Community with The 
Engaged Sociologist!. Sage Publications. 

Abstract: A low-cost ($37.00) primary or supplemen-
tary text for courses in Introductory Sociology such 
as Principles of Sociology, Social Problems, Applied 
Sociology, and many more.
Request a review copy at
 http://www.sagepub.com/books/Book243408

Mayorga-Gallo, Sarah. 2014. Behind the White Picket 
Fence: Power and Privilege in a Multiethnic Neighbor-
hood. UNC Press.

Abstract: An in depth study of the social life and rela-
tionships of the black, Latino/a, and white residents of 
a statistically integrated Durham, North Carolina neigh-
borhood. http://uncpress.unc.edu/books/12574.html

Njiru, Roseanne and Bandana Purkayastha.  2015.  
Voices of Internally Displaced Persons in Kenya: A Hu-
man Rights Perspective.  London & Kolkata: Front-
page Publications.
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Abstract: Politically instigated ethnic, religious, inter-
communal and other violent conflicts, natural and 
human made disasters are increasing around the world. 
This book analyzes the experiences of internally dis-
placed persons in camps in Kenya to analyze continu-
ing human rights violations in the camps including 
gendered violence. 
 http://frontpagepublications.com/human_rights.html

Yousaf, Farhan and Bandana Purkayastha. 2015.  
Human Trafficking Amidst Interlocking Systems of Ex-
ploitation: A Focus on Pakistan.  London & Kolkata: 
Frontpage Publications

Abstract: This book examines the continuum of traf-
ficking from sex and labor trafficking to trafficking in 
organs. Using ethnographic data from Pakistan we 
show that victims are often vulnerable to multiple 
forms of trafficking at different stages of their lives. We 
argue that international, national and local policies and 
practices intended to help victims often do not reflect 
the realities of trafficked victims’ lives.
 http://frontpagepublications.com/human_rights.html

Announcements 

Calls for Papers

Call for papers 
“Human Rights and the post-2015 Millennium De-
velopment Goals agenda”
(Deadline extended to 1/8/15)

Sponsored by the ASA Section on Human Rights and 
the ASA Development Section

The eight Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)-
-which range from halving extreme poverty to pro-
viding universal primary education to stopping the 
spread of HIV/AIDS worldwide--represent one of the 
most visible and concrete projects to date to coordi-
nate international efforts toward development objec-
tives. Though not explicitly invoking human rights, the 
wide-ranging commitments made by world leaders in 
the 2000 Millennium Declaration had strong human 
rights underpinnings, and have provided a discursive 
language and a global platform for citizen groups and 
social movements to pressure governments to provide 
access to basic services. Yet concerns remain regarding 
how accountable to local communities the MDGs have 
been, as well as how effective the social transforma-
tions they have promoted are in addressing the root 
causes of poverty and marginalization. 

In preparation for the renewal of the MDGs, a group 
of over one thousand civil society organizations met 
in August 2014 to discuss the post-2015 “sustainable 
development agenda.” They concluded that, in addition 
to economic, social, cultural and environmental rights, 
“any successor framework must include commitments 
to protect freedom of association, expression, assembly 
and political participation if it is to ensure an enabling 
environment for an empowered civil society.” Included 
in this broad vision was a revisiting of how fiscal policy 
affects the distribution of resources for development, 
greater commitments from states to hold private enter-
prise accountable to human rights, and better mecha-
nisms for civil society engagement in negotiations over 
the post-2015 agenda. 
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This panel explores the relationship between human 
rights and development on the eve of the renewal of 
the Millennium Development Goals. We welcome any 
papers on the theoretical and/or empirical relationship 
between human rights and development, as well as 
quantitative and/or qualitative approaches to explor-
ing these relationships. 

Submissions will be accepted between Dec. 5, 2014 
and January 8, 2015 (3:00 p.m. EST) for presentation at 
the ASA Annual Meetings in Chicago (August 22-25, 
2015). 

Submission information and links can be found here: 
http://www.asanet.org/meetings/callforpapers.cfm 

Call for papers
Section on the Sociology of Human Rights – Men-
tored Roundtables (Deadline extended to 1/8/15)

The Human Rights section will be sponsoring men-
tored roundtables at the ASA meetings in Chicago 
in 2015! If your research is focused on human rights, 
please consider submitting an abstract (including 
works in progress), and your specific areas of interest to 
the session organizers, so that we may pair you with a 
more advanced scholar with shared interests for feed-
back and discussion. We encourage a wide variety of 
human rights frameworks, types, forms, and concepts, 
and we invite both students and junior scholars to 
submit. The Human Rights Sections roundtables are 
designed to ensure a productive engagement with 
your work!

As a special incentive to encourage scholars at all levels 
to take part in mentoring, we also offer the valuable 
opportunity of matching beginning scholars with early 
career scholars willing to serve as personal mentors. 
Personal mentors volunteer to provide critical feedback 
on academic writing drafts, share insight about navi-
gating academia, discuss job market strategies, consult 
about developing and pitching book proposals, and/
or suggest effective networking styles. Collaborative 
scholarship is also encouraged, though is not required. 
Due to time constraints, early career scholars may ei-
ther submit an abstract as a mentee OR act as a mentor 
- submitting an abstract indicates you would like to be 
paired with a personal mentor.

Submissions should be made online, and will be ac-
cepted between Dec. 5, 2014 and January 8, 2015 (3:00 
p.m. EST) for presentation at the ASA Annual Meetings 
in Chicago (August 22-25, 2015).

Submission information and links can be found here:
http://www.asanet.org/meetings/callforpapers.cfm

Any junior, advanced, or senior scholar desiring to 
participate as a Roundtable Mentor and/or Personal 
Mentor should contact the session organizers:

·      Manisha Desai (manisha.desai@uconn.edu)
·      David G. Embrick (dembric@luc.edu)
·      Rusty Shekha (shekhar@denison.edu)
·      Rebecca S. Powers (POWERSR@ecu.edu)

Call for Papers
Qualitative Sociology 
Special Issue on Gender and Globalization

In the past decade, pressing social changes have 
brought issues of gender, sexuality, and globalization 
to the fore, many of which are just beginning to be 
studied sociologically. New social movements address-
ing issues of gender and sexuality are being organized 
at a global level – including LGBTQ activism, anti-traf-
ficking activism, and domestic worker advocacy – and 
inciting contentious debates. The Arab Spring and 
turmoil in the Middle East and North Africa have raised 
new questions about women’s agency and rights in 
Muslim societies and struggles over democratization. In 
some parts of the world, masculinity is going through 
significant shifts. Revitalized religious movements have 
gained influence across the globe, sparking renewed 
debate over gender and sexuality within these tradi-
tions. 

Yet too often there is disconnection between studies 
that examine transnational institutions and movements 
and those that focus on the transnational dimensions 
of social phenomena in particular places. Additionally, 
sociologists who focus on different world regions or 
disciplinary subfields are not always in conversation. 
Finally, gender and sexuality in the United States are 
rarely studied with a transnational lens. 

This special issue of Qualitative Sociology aims to ad-
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dress these gaps and highlight cutting-edge research 
on gender and sexuality in diverse global contexts. The 
goal is to deepen global/transnational sociology with 
a gendered lens, and help to advance a theoretical 
agenda for understanding how gender and sexuality 
are both constitutive of and constituted by contempo-
rary global and transnational social relations.   

This special issue seeks papers based on qualitative re-
search on the transnational dimensions of gender and 
sexuality and/or that contribute to theorizing gender 
and globalization. Articles on the Global South are es-
pecially welcome. Empirical and theoretical issues may 
include (but are not limited to): 
• New forms of gendered labor and the global econ-

omy
• Gender and class in global contexts
• Transnational social movements addressing gender 

and sexuality
• Agency in an age of globalization
• Sexuality
• Civil society
• Migration
• Health and Disease
• Nationalism
• Religion
• Intimacy and Relationships
• Globalization and Masculinities
• Methodological Issues (especially in understanding 

links between the transnational and local)

The deadline for submissions is: April 1, 2015. 
All papers should be submitted through: http://www.
editorialmanager.com/quas/ and should comply with 
the journal’s standard editorial guidelines. When sub-
mitting an article, please send a note to Rachel Rinaldo 
and Manisha Desai (addresses below), and cc Rebecca 
Hanson (beccara606@gmail.com). 

Address questions to:
Rachel Rinaldo
University of Virginia
rar8y@virginia.edu

Manisha Desai
University of Connecticut
Manisha.desai@uconn.edu

Call for Collaborative Project
U.S Consitiutional Convention Project
In the 2015 spring term Sociologists without Borders 
is working with college instructors (and perhaps high 
school instructors as well) to propose revisions to the 
18th century Bill of Rights and US Constitution. This 
work clearly requires sociological skills and knowledge 
because, for the most part, what the US Constitution 
and Bill of Rights lack (and what other constitutions 
have) are human rights, which are imperative if humans 
are to harmoniously live together in society. In this 
ASA section sociologists recognize these human rights, 
which include food, housing, education, decent jobs 
and a living wage, and the rights of race and ethnic 
minorities, LGBT, indigenous people, disabled persons, 
migrants, and so forth. 

Instructors and their students are doing  this in a vari-
ety of ways. Some instructors are making this the entire 
semester project for their classes whereas others are 
making it one project out of many. Certainly there will 
be publication opportunities for any that are inter-
ested.

Judith Blau is the resource person. She did this once 
before, and it was a huge success. One of her under-
graduate students, Beth Latshaw, wrote an article 
about it and it was published in Footnotes\
http://www.asanet.org/footnotes/mar08_R/fn4.html

Already 14 faculty have signed up to do this. Please 
contact Judith if you are interested:
judith_blau@unc.edu
Judith Blau

Grants & Awards
ASA Human Rights Section Graduate Student Paper 
Award
The Graduate Student Paper Award Committee of 
the ASA Section on Human Rights is now accepting 
submissions for the 2015 Graduate Student Paper 
Award.  This award goes to the author of the best paper 
on human rights written by a graduate student or 
students, as deemed by the Committee.
The Committee will accept sole-authored and multiple-
authored papers as long as the nominee is the lead or 
senior author.  No student-faculty collaborations will 
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be accepted.  Eligible student authors include masters’ 
or doctoral students who are currently enrolled or 
who graduated no earlier than December 1, 2014.  
The competition is open to both published and 
unpublished article-length papers (roughly 25 double-
spaced pages, without tables or references) written 
in the last two years (2013 or 2014).  The nominated 
paper should be formatted according to American 
Sociological Review style.  Only one award will be 
given.

The Committee will select the paper that demonstrates 
the most thoughtful, competent, or innovative analysis 
of a theoretical or empirical issue that is germane to 
the Section on Human Rights’ main interests (for a 
description of the section, see http://www.asanet.
org/sections/humanrights.cfm).  Papers should be 
grounded in the social scientific analysis of human 
rights.  Papers that either intervene in ongoing debates 
or fill gaps in the literature are especially encouraged.  
In light of the pluralism of the section, the committee 
welcomes papers from a range of theoretical and 
methodological approaches.  An award of $300 will be 
granted to reimburse part of the cost of attending the 
2015 ASA Annual Meeting, and will be presented to 
the winner at the Section on Human Rights Business 
Meeting.

To be nominated, please send an electronic version 
of the paper to all members of the Graduate Student 
Paper Award Committee by March 1, 2015.  Self-
nominations are encouraged.

The 2015 Graduate Student Paper Award Committee: 
Rob Clark (robclark@ou.edu), Mark Frezzo (mvfrezzo@
olemiss.edu), Zakiya Luna (zluna@soc.ucsb.edu), 
George Radics (radics@nus.edu.sg), and Elena Shih 
(elena_shih@brown.edu).

ASA Human Rights Section Gordon Hirabayashi 
Human Rights Book Award
The Gordon Hirabayashi Human Rights Book Award 
Committee of the ASA Section on Human Rights 
is now accepting submissions for the 2015 Human 
Rights Book Award.  This award goes to the author(s) 
of the best book on human rights, as deemed by the 
Committee.  The Committee will accept books with 
copyright dates of 2013 and 2014.  Only one award will 

be given.

The Committee will select the book that demonstrates 
the most thoughtful, competent, or innovative analysis 
of a theoretical or empirical issue that is germane to 
the Section on Human Rights’ main interests (for a 
description of the section, see http://www.asanet.org/
sections/humanrights.cfm).  Books should be grounded 
in the social scientific analysis of human rights.  Books 
that either intervene in ongoing debates or fill gaps 
in the literature are especially encouraged.  In light of 
the pluralism of the section, the committee welcomes 
books from a range of theoretical and methodological 
approaches.  The award will be presented to the winner 
at the Section on Human Rights Business Meeting.

To be nominated, please send a copy of the book to all 
members of the Award Committee by March 1, 2015.  
Self-nominations are encouraged.
The 2015 Gordon Hirabayashi Human Rights Book 
Award Committee: David Embrick (Dembric@luc.edu), 
Bruce Friesen (bfriesen@ut.edu), and Dolores Trevizo 
(dtrevizo@oxy.edu).

SAGE Profesional Development Awards in 
Teaching

Awards up to $600 to cover expenses for ASA’s 
Section on Teaching and Learning Workshop 

SAGE Publications and more than twenty SAGE authors 
(see below) are sponsoring the SAGE Teaching 
Innovations & Professional Development Award to 
prepare a new generation of leaders in the sociology 
“teaching movement.” An estimated 20-25 awards to 
cover expenses not to exceed $600 will be given to 
applicants to attend the ASA Section on Teaching and 
Learning’s pre-conference workshop, Active Learning 
Strategies for Classes Large and Small. This program is 
intended to support people who have never attended 
the Section’s preconference workshop. The workshop 
will be held on August 21st, the day before ASA 
meetings begin at the Palmer House in Chicago. 

Applications are especially encouraged from those in 
their early career stages (graduate students, assistant 
professors, newer Ph.D.s) in sociology. Networking with 
other people in the teaching movement is an essential 

mailto:robclark%40ou.edu?subject=
mailto:mvfrezzo%40olemiss.edu?subject=
mailto:mvfrezzo%40olemiss.edu?subject=
mailto:zluna%40soc.ucsb.edu?subject=
mailto:radics%40nus.edu.sg?subject=
mailto:elena_shih%40brown.edu?subject=
http://www.asanet.org/sections/humanrights.cfm
http://www.asanet.org/sections/humanrights.cfm
mailto:Dembric%40luc.edu?subject=
mailto:bfriesen%40ut.edu?subject=
mailto:dtrevizo%40oxy.edu?subject=
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Call for Contributions
ASA Human Rights Section

Newsletter
Please consider contributing to our excit-
ing new and ongoing sections “Research 
Notes”, “Teaching Notes”, and “Grass-
roots Notes”. These are opportunities to 
celebrate and share your work with us as 
empirical researchers, as teachers and 
learners, and as practitioners and activ-
ists. Essay are 600-800 words.

Research Notes are essays discuss-
ing your recent or in-progress empirical 
research. Teaching Notes allow you to 
share your experiences and strategies in 
teaching about human rights. Grassroots 
Notes provide opportunities to expand 
on your work as a practitioner of human 
rights in all the different ways that might 
mean to you.

Contact LaDawn Haglund (ladawn.ha-
glund@asu.edu) or Rusty Shekha (shek-
har@denison.edu) if you are interested in 
submitting an essay. We look forward to 
hearing about what you want to submit! 

We hope you enjoyed the first contribu-
tions to these ongoing series!

Thanks,
Rusty Shekha & LaDawn Haglund

part of this program, so recipients will also be asked 
to join ASA’s Section on Teaching and Learning in 
Sociology.

Awardees will be expected to 1) stay for the entire 
workshop (8:30am to 5:00pm) on August 21st 
and 2) submit a short essay (500-800 words) after 
the meetings, describing specific benefits of their 
participation in the program. The selection criteria 
focus on (1) demonstrated commitment to teaching, 
(2) potential contribution to the workshop and benefit 
of attending, (3) depth of reflection on the dynamics 
of the classroom, (4) financial need, and (5) proximity 
to first full-time college teaching position (recently 
entered or about to enter).

To access an application form, visit the SAGE 
Publications website or contact Keith Roberts at 
robertsk@hanover.edu. (Note that Keith will be on a 
human rights delegation to Honduras from January 
7-19, 2015, so response may be slow at that time.)

Applications should be sent as an electronic WORD 
document to Keith Roberts at robertsk@hanover.edu.

Application deadline is: March 1, 2015
**In the past eight years, over $90,000 have been 
granted to 177 early career sociologists who have 
benefitted from this award.**

mailto:ladawn.haglund%40asu.edu?subject=
mailto:ladawn.haglund%40asu.edu?subject=
mailto:shekhar%40denison.edu?subject=
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	  	  	  	  	  	  	  Education	  Delegation	  to	  Cuba	  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  June	  10	  -‐	  20,	  2015	  

	  

Witness	  For	  Peace	  is	  organizing	  a	  
People-‐to-‐People	  licensed	  trip	  
that	  permits	  U.S.	  citizens	  to	  travel	  
to	  Cuba.	  This	  delegation	  is	  for	  
educators	  and	  others	  who	  want	  to	  
study	  Cuba's	  urban	  and	  rural	  
educational	  programs—from	  
primary	  to	  university	  levels	  and	  
including	  professional	  training	  
such	  as	  the	  Latin	  American	  School	  
of	  Medicine	  and	  the	  National	  
School	  of	  Music.	  The	  itinerary	  will	  include	  meetings	  with	  professionals,	  families,	  
elected	  officials,	  and	  visits	  to	  many	  education	  sites	  and	  community	  projects.	  	  In	  
addition,	  delegates	  will	  also	  have	  opportunities	  to	  learn	  about	  Cuban	  health	  care,	  
government	  systems,	  religious	  communities,	  and	  artistic	  movements.	  	  	  	  
 

Participants	  in	  this	  delegation	  will:	  
• Examine	  Cuban	  national	  priorities,	  such	  as	  universal	  education	  and	  health	  care.	  
• Investigate	  the	  effects	  of	  the	  U.S.	  embargo	  on	  the	  Cuban	  educational	  system	  and	  

educational	  exchange.	  
• Speak	  with	  officials	  from	  the	  Ministry	  of	  Education.	  
• Meet	  with	  Cuban	  educators.	  
• Learn	  about	  Cuba’s	  efforts	  to	  eradicate	  illiteracy	  in	  the	  country.	  
	  

Deadline:	  Applications	  and	  a	  $150	  non-‐refundable	  deposit	  are	  due	  by	  April	  10th	  
and	  the	  remaining	  balance	  is	  due	  by	  May	  8th,	  2015.	  	  Contact	  the	  coordinators	  
below	  or	  go	  to	  www.witnessforpeace.org/midwest	  to	  apply.	  
	  

Cost:	  The	  cost	  of	  the	  trip	  is	  $1,800	  plus	  $75	  visa	  fee	  and	  airfare	  to	  Havana.	  This	  
cost	  includes	  all	  meals,	  accommodations,	  facilitation,	  interpretation,	  and	  
transportation	  while	  in	  Cuba.	  Your	  fee	  also	  covers	  an	  orientation/training	  
session,	  and	  extensive	  reading	  materials	  and	  action	  tools	  distributed	  both	  before	  
and	  after	  the	  delegation.	  	  Space	  is	  limited,	  and	  can	  fill	  quickly,	  so	  apply	  soon!	  
	  

For	  an	  application	  and	  more	  information,	  contact:	  
Keith	  Roberts,	  robertsk@hanover.edu,	  612.367.4616	  	  
Judy	  Roberts,	  robertsj@hanover.edu,	  612.367.4616	  
	  
Witness	  for	  Peace	  (WFP)	  is	  a	  politically	  independent,	  grassroots	  organization.	  We	  are	  people	  committed	  to	  nonviolence	  and	  led	  

by	  faith	  and	  conscience.	  Our	  mission	  is	  to	  support	  peace,	  justice,	  and	  sustainable	  economies	  in	  the	  Americas	  by	  changing	  U.S.	  
policies	  and	  corporate	  practices	  that	  contribute	  to	  poverty	  and	  oppression	  in	  Latin	  America	  and	  the	  Caribbean.	  

©2014	  Naomi	  Figueroa,	  used	  with	  permission	  
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