Annual Report of the Section on the Sociology of Law
October 11, 2004

I. Introduction:

The Sociology of Law remains a vital section characterized by committed members, generous volunteers and lively intellectual exchanges. The impressive level of support among our members is demonstrated in many ways: not one person declined to serve on a committee when asked; each candidate who was approached by the nominations committee agreed to be a candidate; our sessions at the ASA were well attended, even those scheduled early Saturday morning; forty-three people attended our business meeting; members donated cash and goods worth more than $250 to the section.  This report summarizes our section activities for the 2003-2004 year. It is based on reports prepared by chairs of committees and on the careful minutes taken at the Council and Business meeting by Laura Beth Nielsen, who was serving as secretary for Carroll Seron who could not attend the ASA this year. Our plans for the following year include: continuing to work on increasing the numbers and diversity of our members; maintain the high standards of scholarly work presented at our ASA panels and roundtables; continue to provide a intellectually engaging and informative newsletter; maintain good communication with members via our listserv, website and newsletter; cutting our section costs while maintaining the standard of services we provide. Appended to the report are copies of this year's newsletter, the proposed 2004-5 budget that was approved by the Council and members, and an appendix which describes the scholarly work that was honored by the section.
II. Nominations and Election:

This year's Nominations Committee included Kathy Hull, chair, Kevin Delaney, Ethan Michelson, and Mike Sauder.  Their charge was to assemble a slate of candidates for 3 council seats, secretary-treasurer, and chair-elect for the ASA elections in spring 2004.  In fall 2003, the committee solicited nominations from the section membership for these positions through notices posted on the section listserv and in the section newsletter. The committee reviewed the current section membership roster and the list of section council members and officers dating back to 1994.  The committee then developed a list of 26 possible candidates from the current membership, giving priority to people who had not already served in elective office.  Committee members ranked the potential candidates and nominees were selected based on the committee's combined rankings.  Kathy contacted the nominated candidates to confirm their willingness to run, and all accepted the nomination.  Kathy collected from the nominees the information required by ASA. The result was an outstanding slate of candidates. The section chair notified all of the candidates of the results before they were announced to the section membership via e-mail. Mark Suchman was elected Chair-Elect, Robert Granfield was elected Secretary-Treasurer and newly elected council members are Fiona Kay, Rebecca Sandefur and Kim Lane Scheppele. We are grateful to all the candidates who agreed to run and for their many contributions to our section.
III. Publications Committee: 
This year the Publications Committee included Matt Silberman, Chair and Webmaster, Nancy Fischer, Mathieu Deflem. 

 Deflem, who served as editor of Amici, our newsletter, and David Shulman, who succeeded Mathieu as editor of Amici this August. Matt continues his terrific job of coordinating communication through our section’s listserve and webpage. We greatly appreciate his long and dedicated service to the section. The Publication Committee, and most especially Mathieu, deserve our thanks for their stellar job in producing informative and intellectually rich newsletter for the section. We thank Mathieu for his enthusiastic service to our section; we are also grateful for David’s willingness to take on this important job and we look forward to his stewardship as editor. 
IV. Membership Committee: 
This year our energetic membership committee was comprised of Brian Gran, chair, Melissa Holtzman, Judith Harris, and Alfonso Morales. Brian reported that membership for August was 325, an increase of eight members from last year. During the year, membership dropped 33% before rising to its current enrollment. To increase membership, the committee surveyed last year's ASA program and identified all people who presented papers related to law. Those who were not already members of the section were sent letters urging them to join. These efforts were supplemented by more personal appeals to friends and colleagues. The Membership Committee suggested emailing people whose memberships in the section had lapsed and providing clear information about how to join the Law Section on our website.
V. Graduate and Undergraduate Distinguished Student Paper Prize Committee: 

The Student Prize Committee included Sarah Gatson, chair, Ronit Dinovitzer, and Jen Earl.
Sarah Gatson reports that an excellent group of papers were nominated for the graduate student paper prize competition.  After much discussion, the committee chose Michael Sauder and Ryon Lancaster’s “Law School Rankings and Admissions: The Effects of the Redefinition of a Status Hierarchy” as the first place winner.  Mr. Sauder is a graduate student in Northwestern University’s Dept. of Sociology; Mr. Lancaster is a graduate student in Northwestern University’s Dept. of Sociology and in Management and Organizations at NU’s Kellogg School of Management.  The Committee also recognized Scott Leon Washington’s “The Killing Fields Revisited: Lynching and Anti-Miscegenation Legislation in the Jim Crow South, 1882-1930” with an Honorable Mention.  Mr. Washington is a graduate student at Princeton University in the Department of Sociology and Office of Population Research. 

The Committee awarded the prize for the best undergraduate paper to Mr. David Kovacs for his paper, “Tough Choices: A Sociological Analysis of Prosecutorial Decisions in Antitrust Cases.”  Mr.  Kovacs was a student at Boston University and his paper was nominated by Peter Clearly Yeager, who taught the Law and Society class for which it was written. 
VI. Distinguished Book Prize Committee:
The Sociology of Law Section alternates between honoring distinguished books and articles. This year we awarded the Distinguished Book Prize for books on law published from 2001-2003 calendar years. The Book Prize Committee, comprised of Ruth Horowitz, chair, Robert Dingwall, Elaine Draper, Orville Lee, and Becky Sandefur, selected two winners: Susan Shapiro’s Tangled Loyalties: Conflict of Interest in Legal Practice (University of Michigan Press 2002) and David T. Johnson's The Japanese Way of Justice: Prosecuting Crime in Japan (Oxford Press 2002) 

Descriptions of all the work honored by our section appear in an appendix to this report. 
VII. American Sociological Association Activities:

1. Reception: 
The Law Section co-sponsored a reception with the Section on Crime, Law and Deviance, Saturday, August 13 from 6:30-8:30 at the Hilton. Thanks to Rosemary Gartner, Chair of CLD, for her help in planning the reception. Although the ASA program failed to list our section as a co-sponsor, the reception was well attended by members of both sections. I would estimate that 150 people attended over the course of two hours, including our undergraduate and graduate prize winners, and one of the winners of the book prize. 
2. Section Sessions: 
The Law Section panels were planned this year by chair-elect, Joachim Savelsberg who invited three colleagues to organize specific panels.  Our roundtables were organized by

Elizabeth Hoffmann. The Law Section sponsored three panels. The first panel, organized and presided over by Joachim Savelsberg, was entitled “Law Between Globalization and National Institutions.” It featured presentations by Elizabeth Heger Boyle, Terrance Halliday and Bruce Carruthers, Ron Levi and John Hagen, and Abigail Cope Saguy.  Mario Fourcade-Gourinchas was discussant.  Editors from Law and Social Inquiry, the interdisciplinary law journal sponsored by the American Bar Foundation, are considering the panel papers for a special issue.  The second panel entitled "The Social Structure of Law", was organized by Mark Cooney and presided over by Sharyn Roach Anleu. Participants included Theresa Goedeke, Mathew Dimick, Valerie Nenness and Ryken Grattet, John Shutt and Mathieu Deflem, with Calvin Morrill serving as discussant. The third panel, “Social Movements and the Law,” was co-sponsored with the Section on Collective Behavior and Social Movements. It was organized by Mary Bernstein and featured papers by Jennifer Earl and Sarah Soule, Anna-Maria Marshall, Ellen Berry, Nicholas A. Pedriana. Ryken Grattet served as presider and discussant. Six roundtables featured a broad range of topics and participants, including Annette Nierobisz, Terrence Halliday, Bruce Carruthers, William Staples, Brian Janssen, David Jacops, Michael H. Fox, Ethan Michelson, Jodi Short, Michael Toffel, Tracey Lynn Kyckelhahn, Pat L. Lauderdale, Gulseren Kozak-Isik, Bonnie Jean Bondavalli and Ken E. Salo.
The panels and roundtables were well attended and offered a wonderful diversity of engaging papers. Thanks to Joachim, Elizabeth, Mark and Mary for their help in organizing them, and to all participants for their contributions.
3. Council Meeting:
The Sociology of Law Section held its Council Meeting at the American Sociological Association Annual Meeting in San Francisco, on Sunday, August 14 at 7:15 a.m. at The Café at the Hilton Hotel. Members present included Wendy Espeland, Brian Gran, Becky Sandefur, Kathy Hull, Matthew Silberman, Joachim Savelsberg, Abagail Saguy, Terry Halliday, David Shulman, Beth Hoffmann, Laura Beth Nielsen, Carol Heimer, and Mark Suchman. Carroll Seron and Jo Dixon were not present.
Committee Reports:

Following introductions, Wendy Espeland thanked Joachim Savelsberg and Elizabeth Hoffman for their work on organizing the program for the Law Section.  She also thanked the Chairs of the section committee who were present. 
Kathy Hull reported on work of the Nominations Committee. Wendy suggested that, given the strength of the slate this year, we remember candidates not elected this year in future nominations.  

Brian Gran described the work of the Membership Committee. He recommended that we focus on getting graduate students to join our section and that we continue to follow up on people who gave law-related papers at the ASA. Mark Suchman suggested that email people whose membership in the section had lapsed, providing them with detailed instructions about how to join on our section on the ASA website. Wendy suggested that we sponsor our grad students.  Each of the council and committee members present pledged to get two or three new members to join our section.
Wendy announced the winners of the graduate student and undergraduate student prize and the book prize. 

Wendy thanked Mathieu Deflem for his fabulous service editing the newsletter.  She introduced David Shulman, the new editor of the newsletter. David reported some of his plans for the newsletter and invited us to email him with ideas and content. Joachim Savelsberg reminded us to preserve the distinctive mission of the Law Section in relation to the Law and Society Association and the Section on Crime, Law, and Deviance. Mark Suchman suggested that, as a service to our members, we collect classroom exercises related to the sociology of law. It was also suggested that we collect syllabi from our members and post these on our website. Laura Beth Nielsen suggested that we consider charging for these, as a means of raising revenue.
Wendy thanked Matt Silberman for his stellar service. Matt reported that he wants to add instructions about how to join the section if one is already a member of the ASA.  He suggested that since we currently have 2 directory lists, we eliminate the listserv that is out of date.  
Budget:
Wendy reported on the budged that Carroll Seron prepared.  The section currently has a reserve of about $3000 in our budget; nevertheless, we are currently spending more than we take in. Our biggest expenses are the reception, the prizes and the newsletter. The Council discussed measures to cut costs, including hosting off-site receptions, moving to an exclusively electronic newsletter, and reducing the monetary award attached to the undergraduate paper prize. After some discussion and at the urging of members of the Publication Committee, the Council recommended that we not resort to an exclusively electronic newsletter. The Council decided to make the following revenue-boosting measures at the business meeting: 

1. Prizes:  Instead of awarding the undergraduate prize winner $500 and a plaque, as is our current practice, Terry Halliday suggested that we instead offer a nice plaque and a year’s membership to the ASA and to the Sociology of Law Section.  In addition to the plaque and the $300 travel reimbursal we offer to the graduate prize winner, he suggested that we give her/him a year’s membership to the ASA and the Law Section, too. The council voted unanimously to endorse this suggestion.
2. Reception:  It is extremely expensive to host a reception at the convention hotel. In lieu of this, Wendy suggested that we regularly appoint a committee to help organize an off-site reception at a local restaurant and bar, where our money will go much further. The council voted unanimously to have the chair appoint a local arrangements committee and several names were suggested for next year’s meetings in Philadelphia.

3. Fund raising: The Council agreed that we should continue our tradition of passing the hat at the section business meeting.
The Council voted unanimously to approve the proposed budget drafted by Carroll Seron.  

New Business:
 

Mathieu Deflem requested that our council draft a letter to Michael Burawoy, ASA President, asking why our section was not consulted before the ASA voted on the resolution concerning the same-sex marriage amendment, as were other sections with relevant substantive expertise. After discussing this request, the Council voted on whether to recommend that the section pursue this action. All opposed, with one abstention.
We discussed whether we should review the section By-Laws and concluded there was no pressing need.

The Council Meeting adjourned at 8:30 a.m.

4. Business Meeting:
The Sociology of Law Section held its annual business meeting on Saturday, August 14, from 3:40 to 4:10. Wendy Espeland chaired the meeting and Laura Beth Nielsen took minutes for Secretary/Treasurer Carroll Seron. (Thanks to Laura Beth for her careful notes.)  Copies of the meeting agenda, the proposed budget and a sign-in sheet were circulated. Forty-three members of the section attended, including:

Tracy Kyckelhahn

Bonnie Bondavalli

Pat Lauderdale

Scott Bowman

Bob Granfield

Brian Gran

Elaine Draper

Ruth Horowitz

Robert Dingwall

Elizabeth Hoffmann

Joachim Savelsberg

Ryon Lancaster

John Skrentny

Robert Nelson

David Shulman

Sandra Levitsky

Dan Steward

Susan Shapiro

Mathew Dimick

Carol Heimer

Mary Rose

Nicholas Pedriana

David Kovacs

Alya Guseva

Eric Dahlin

Kathleen Hull

Liz Boyle

Annette Nierobisz

Ethan Michelson

Terry Halliday

Mary Nell Trauther

Lynn Jones

Jennifer Earl

Marvin Prosono

Michael Fox

Mark Suchman

Abigail Saguy

Alfonso Morales

Michael Sauder

Sarah Gatson

Laura Beth Nielsen 
Wendy Espeland

Wendy opened the meeting by welcoming and thanking the members for attending, and thanking Carol Heimer, Past Chair, for her help this year.
Sarah Gatson, Chair of the Undergraduate and Graduate Prize Committee, thanked her committee members, announced the winners, and presented Ryon Lancaster and David Kovacs with plaques. We were especially pleased that our undergraduate winner, David Kovacs, was able to attend our meeting and receive his prize in person. Thanks to by Peter Clearly Yeager, Alya Guseva, and Boston University for their help in making it possible for David to attend.  Sarah Gatson's descriptions of the prize-winning work are included in an appendix to this report.

Ruth Horowitz, Chair of the Distinguished Book Prize, thanked her committee, announced the two winners and presented Susan Shapiro with a plaque. David Johnson was unable to attend.
Kathy Hull, Chair of the Nominations Committee, thanked her committee and the candidates who ran, and announced the election results. Hull also thanked Council members whose service is ending: Jo Dixon, Wendy Espeland, Terry Halliday, and Abigail Saguy. 
Wendy thanked Mathieu Deflem, outgoing editor of Amici, for his service to the section. She also introduced David Shulman, the new editor. David encouraged members to submit ideas and contributions, discussed his interest in publishing short abstracts of law related dissertations-in-progress, and in showcasing scholarship that addresses the intersection of law and substantive work in related fields such as economic sociology, criminology, and organizations. Wendy thanked Matthew Silberman for his eight years as webmaster and coordinator of the listserve. Matt reported that he would eliminate the out-of-date member directory.
Brian Gran, Chair of the Membership Committee, thanked his committee and reported on their efforts for the past year. He urged members to encourage their graduate students to join our section and offer them “scholarships.”

Wendy thanked Joachim Savelsberg and Elizabeth Hoffmann for organizing a wonderful program for the section. Mark Suchman will be organizing next year’s program and his idea to co-sponsor panels with Economic Sociology was received enthusiastically. He also encouraged members to consider how to improve the roundtable format to make it more user-friendly. 
Wendy presented the proposed budget and the budget recommendations made by the Council. Bob Nelson moved that we replace the cash award to undergrad prize winners with a membership to ASA and the section along with a nice plaque, and that we add an ASA and section membership to the travel reimbursement and plaque that we present to the graduate student winners. The motion was seconded by multiple people and approved unanimously. Terry Halliday moved that we appoint a committee to plan for an off-site reception next year. The motion was seconded and approved unanimously.  Wendy reported on the Council’s recommendation against a strictly electronic newsletter and members voiced agreement with this policy.  Alfonso Morales moved to approve the draft budget with the proposed changes. There were multiple seconds and the budget was approved unanimously.

Wendy encouraged members to volunteer to serve on section committees. Wendy also introduced Mathieu Deflem’s request that the section write a letter to ASA President Michael Buroway asking for an explanation as to why our section was not consulted regarding the ASA resolution on the same sex constitutional amendment that was voted on by ASA members. She then solicited opinions on Mathieu’s request. Kathy Hull contended that Burawoy followed the appropriate ASA procedures. Robert Dingwall commented that ASA resolutions on American social policy are less salient for international members and may discourage their participation. After more discussion, the request was voted on, with the following results: Those favoring acting on Mathieu’s request to write such a letter, none; those opposing writing the letter, most present (approximately 33); those abstaining, five. Based on these results, the section will not act on Mathieu’s request.

Mark Suchman announced that we need to find someone to take on the job of coordinating our mentoring program. He said that past participants had found this a worthy program and worth continuing.
Joachim Savelsberg, the new chair, next made a few remarks. He thanked the members for electing him. He also thanked Wendy Espeland for her service to the section.  

The business meeting was adjourned at 4:15.

Respectfully submitted,

Wendy Espeland
Proposed Budget, 2004-5
Approved by Council and by Members at the 2004 Meetings
Prepared by: Carroll Seron, Secretary/Treasurer, Sociology of Law Section
	
	FY2004

Projected

	
	

	Beginning Balance
	$3,031

	
	

	Revenues
	

	Allocation for Section
	1,632

	Dues Income
	156

	Royalty Income
	0

	Other Income
	0

	
	

	Total Revenue
	1,788

	
	

	Expenses
	

	Annual Meeting
	

	Reception
	1,000

	Other Expenses
	

	Newsletter Expenses
	1,000

	Travel Reimbursement
	300

	Miscellaneous (awards & plaques)
	100

	
	

	Total expenses
	2,400

	
	

	Increase/Decrease
	-612

	
	

	Ending Balance
	2,319


Appendix:
Announcements of the Scholarly Awards
Undergraduate Paper Prize: David Kovacs, “Tough Choices: A Sociological Analysis of Prosecutorial Decisions in Antitrust Cases.”  
Mr. Kovacs was a student at Boston University when he wrote this paper, which was nominated by his professor, Peter Clearly Yeager.  Mr. Kovacs's paper addressed the issue of a particular white-collar crime, using the theories of Durkheim, Foucault, and Weber to explicate the decision-making process.  Focusing on the concepts of solidarity (Durkheim), social control, knowledge-power and domination (Foucault), and bureaucracy and rationalized action (Weber), Mr. Kovacs successfully negotiated competing - and often difficult to reconcile - theoretical approaches to prosecutorial decisions in anti-trust cases. Congratulations, David.
Graduate Student Paper Prize: Michael Sauder and Ryon Lancaster’s “Law School Rankings and Admissions: The Effects of the Redefinition of a Status Hierarchy.” 
This paper investigated the effect of law school status hierarchy upon both prospective law school students and their educational choices, and the admissions process of law schools themselves.  The rankings of interest were those compiled by U.S. News and World Report, and the authors compared the status order of law schools before this periodical began to quantitatively rank schools to the current order as driven by the U.S. News and World Report’s rankings.  The authors argue that prior to the USN-defined field of excellence, the relative rank of schools was more ambiguous, and at least accredited schools could “craft their reputations [and] strengths” and offer themselves in the educational market as unique and non-commensurable objects (6).  Status is now precisely (quantitatively) defined, and creates more levels of distinction, and hardens those distinctions.  While there has been much debate over the effects this new state of status has had on legal education, the authors present some of the only empirical research attempting to get at those effects, using USN rankings (1993-2003), and quantitative characteristics accredited law schools compiled by The Official Guide to U.S. Law Schools (1996-2003) and measuring those rankings’ impacts on such dependent variables as the number of students applying to schools, proportion of top students (LSATs above 160), and percent matriculated.  As well, they investigate whether schools alter their behavior in response to changes in their ranks.  The authors argue that the small changes in a law school’s standing appear significant and are creating both a feedback loop and a negative spiral wherein the rankings “play a role in creating rather than simply reflecting the quality of a school”… (31).  In light of recent discussions on status hierarchies and social capital in other professional/academic fields, this paper has the potential to be an important contribution to both sociology of law, and the field of sociology more generally.  Congratulations Michael and Ryon.
Scott Leon Washington’s “The Killing Fields Revisited: Lynching and Anti-Miscegenation Legislation in the Jim Crow South, 1882-1930,”Honorable Mention. This paper analyzed the relationship between anti-miscegenation statutes and extralegal white-on-black lynchings.  In an approach that questioned earlier works’ stronger (or sole) reliance on economic factors in the southern cotton market to explain the presence of lynching, the author offers a far more situated examination of the impact of symbolic factors on the presence of lynching, particularly in the most cotton-dependent regions of the South during the Jim Crow period.  Presenting both anti-miscegenation law and lynching as functioning as boundary-work between the races, the author concluded that social demarcation is as important as social control, understanding the legal and extralegal as parts of a cultural continuum of violence – both symbolic and physical.  Congratulations, Scott.

Submitted by Sarah Gatson.
Distinguished Book Winners:

Susan Shapiro: Tangled Loyalties: Conflict of Interest in Legal Practice, University of Michigan Press, 2002. 

In an era of perceived increase in professional self-interest and stories of diminution of a service ethic, failures of self regulation, and the lack of teeth of third party oversight, is a very important study for understanding how lawyers think about ethical obligations.  Shapiro follows her interest in exploring issues of trust and fiduciary duty and her enumeration of the areas where conflict of interest is possible is prodigious.  She deftly lays out many of the places where conflicts occur from role conflicts, multiple roles, organizational growth, multiple clients, and priorities. This a carefully reasoned sociological analysis of what lawyers say about conflicts of interest and their role in the everyday practice of law, particularly in relation to ongoing ties, repeat players, client size, and client sophistication. She gets to the heart of how they deal with them in the practice of law. It is refreshing in this area to find an empirical analysis of what a very diverse group of 128 interviewees– from large urban firms to small town practitioners–say about their practice of identifying and resolving conflicts of interest. She uses this sample to show how the incidents of conflict of interest increase significantly with firm size and how large firms handle them differently than small ones. This book greatly adds to our understanding of trust, what is happening to professional autonomy today, how the practice of law is conducted, and the growing importance and difficulties of firms in the practice of law. Susan Shapiro is Senior Research Fellow at the American Bar Foundation. We congratulate Susan for having written a wonderful book.
David T. Johnson's The Japanese Way of Justice: Prosecuting Crime in Japan (Oxford Press 2002).

Johnson's book is an impressive analysis of the Japanese criminal justice system that illuminates the pivotal role of the prosecutor. Johnson's innovative account shows how Japanese criminal justice relies on prosecutors who achieve a strikingly high rate of convictions, based largely on confessions extracted through prolonged and relatively unfettered interrogation. In contrast with U.S. prosecutors' preoccupation with punishment and plea bargaining, Japanese prosecutors focus much more on rehabilitation, invoking remorse, and repairing injuries to crime victims and communities. Johnson's cultural, political, and organizational analysis reveals the vast resources 
and authority that boost prosecutors' influence. He bases his provocative and well reasoned analysis on court documents and survey data, as well as on in-depth interviews and observation of Japanese prosecutors that required overcoming formidable access barriers. His comparative 
perspective suggests fascinating implications for the U.S. criminal justice system. The book serves as a model of insightful and extraordinarily well supported argument in the sociology of law that exemplifies the vitality of the field today. David Johnson is Assistant Professor, University of Hawaii, Manoa. Congratulations, David, on this fine piece of scholarship.
Submitted by Ruth Horowitz
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