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Meet the Editors 
 
The SASE Newsletter is created by a dynamic group of graduate students and early career 
scholars from both sides of the Atlantic, guided by SASE Executive Council member Jeanne 
Lazarus, and aided and abetted by the SASE staff.  
The Newsletter’s 2019-2020 editors are:  
 

 

 
Laura Adler 
Editor-in-Chief
 

 

 

 
Valerie Arnhold 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Assaf S. Bondy 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Valerie Arnhold is a doctoral candidate at the Center for the Sociology of Organizations 
and a contract researcher in the “Nuclear Knowledges” Project, Center for International 
Studies, Sciences Po Paris. Her research interests combine organizational, political, and 
risk sociology in order to understand the changing role of nuclear accidents for the 
evolution of the nuclear industry and nuclear politics in France and, to a lesser extent, in 
Germany and the E.U. more broadly. Her dissertation is tentatively entitled “Beyond 
Apocalypse? Sociology of Nuclear Accidents and their Governance, 1986-2016.” Based on 
a multi-site ethnography accompanying the work of experts and regulators on the 
accident of Fukushima Dai-ichi in 2011, her dissertation shows how these public actors 
worked with sector-specific procedures and rules to progressively challenge the 
apocalyptic images of nuclear hazards, showing that they could be rendered 
“manageable” through the tools of nuclear safety. Her research therefore helps scholars 
to understand the ways modern states manage major hazards and crises: by 
transforming them into ordinary events. In addition, it uncovers several mechanisms 
regarding the role of the industry and sector-specific agencies in strategically shaping 
policy areas such as nuclear energy. Valerie holds an M.A. in European Studies from the 
University of Bath, Universidad Carlos III de Madrid, and Sciences Po as well as a B.A. in 
German-French studies. 

Assaf S. Bondy is a sociologist studying industrial relations and political-economy, 
combining New Institutional and neo-corporatist theories with theories of 
intersectionality and social movements. Currently he is a Postdoctoral Fellow at UCLA. 
His work so far has been dedicated to the study of changing conditions for collective 
action in labor markets and the transformations of class representation. His latest 
publication, on patterns of coordination between company-level collective bargaining in 
new organizing sites, was published in 2019 (Hurt Publications). His current projects 
analyze collective-action strategies across different countries and sectors to reveal 
similarities and differentiation in forms of representation. Additionally, Assaf’s work 
investigates the relations between traditional and “new” actors in industrial relations, to 
understand sources of organizational and political change and their trajectories. He 
recently received a research grant, to analyze the implications of COVID-19 crisis on 
industrial relations (in Israel/Palestine). 
 

Laura Adler is a PhD candidate in sociology at Harvard University. Her dissertation 
examines how organizations set pay for new employees, identifying organizational 
practices and cultural ideas that reproduce and legitimize gender pay inequality. Past 
research has looked at the preference for precarious work among aspiring artists, efforts 
to regulate the gig economy, and the cultural factors that shape whether people use 
their social networks to get a job. She has a Masters in City Planning from UC Berkeley 
and a Bachelors from Yale University. 
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Florencia Labiano 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
Erik Peinert 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

* 
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Erik Peinert is a sixth-year PhD candidate in political science at Brown University. His 
research interests broadly investigate the political economy of advanced industrial 
states and the politics of economic policymaking, specifically in the domain of 
competition and market power. His research draws from different disciplines, such as 
sociology, psychology, and economics, and his broader interests include business-state 
relations, institutional change, antitrust, intellectual property rights, and the politics of 
economic ideas. His dissertation seeks to understand why many industrialized countries 
have alternated in the long run between national policy regimes in favor of enforcing 
price competition on one hand, and supporting market power and domestic monopolies 
on the other. He has completed extensive archival field research in the United States 
and France, to track the changes in economic beliefs among political and policy leaders 
over time in both countries. Originally from Massachusetts in the U.S., he holds a B.A. 
from the University of California at Berkeley and an M.A. from Brown University. 
 

Florencia Labiano is a doctoral student at the Instituto de Altos Estudios Sociales in the 
Universidad Nacional de San Martín, Argentina. Her research interests intersect 
economic sociology and urban studies in order to address the social production of the 
"formal" rental housing market in Buenos Aires City. She makes extensive use of 
interviews and participant observations to study the moral-economic tension among the 
requirements and practices developed by landlords and real estate agents to select 
tenants. She also works with different sources on the transformations of symbolic value 
of homeownership status to make intelligible the supply, offer, and intermediaries’ 
dynamics within the rental housing market. She discusses the segmentation approach 
between the "formal" and "informal" and proposes to address this distinction as a 
product of the adequacy between landlords, tenants, housing, and the dwelling location 
in the city. More broadly, she seeks to think the coproduction of the city and the market. 
Florencia hold a B.A. in Sociology from the Universidad Nacional de La Plata, where she 
studied employers’ decisions in the construction industry labor market. 

Jeanne Lazarus is a tenured CNRS research fellow at the CSO in Sciences-po (Paris). Her 
research has focused on relationships between bankers and customers in French retail 
banks. She published L’Epreuve de l’argent in 2012, and edited several special issues on 
banking, credit and money management. The latest was co-edited with Mariana Luzzi 
«L’argent domestique: des pratiques aux institutions». Jeanne has also conducted 
research on the sociology of money and the consumption and monetary practices of the 
impoverished. She is currently studying the ways in which public policy structures 
household finances and conceives the protection of populations deemed to be at risk of 
financial insecurity, due to precarious employment and the withdrawal of social welfare 
provisions.  

 

 
Jeanne Lazarus 
Faculty Editor 
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SASE’s first ever virtual conference is taking place from 18-21 July 2020. To learn more, 
download the PDF program or browse the online program.  
 
If you are not presenting at the conference but would like to sit in on sessions, you can access 
the 4-day virtual conference by becoming a member of SASE! 
 
We are very pleased to host the second edition of Social Sciences for the Real World during 
the annual meeting. It is open to all who wish to sign up, regardless of whether you have 
registered for the conference or paid membership dues. 
 
We are excited to announce our next annual conference theme, “After Covid? Critical 
Conjunctures and Contingent Pathways of Contemporary Capitalism.” To learn more, 
consult the 2021 conference theme description.  
 
In the meantime, the SASE office is moving to the Max Planck Institute for the Study of 
Societies in Cologne, Germany! We are grateful to the MPIfG for its hospitality, and to 
Sciences Po, Paris and the CSO (Center for the Study of Organizations) for their many years 
of generous support. The SASE office will continue to be available 
at saseexecutive@sase.org. 
 
SASE Publication Prizes 

• We are delighted to announce the 2020 Alice Amsden Book Award goes to Sarah Quinn for 
her book American Bonds: How Credit Markets Shaped a Nation (Princeton University 
Press). The prize committee also recognizes Zsofia Barta with an honorable mention for her 
book In the Red: The Politics of Public Debt Accumulation in Developed Countries 
(University of Michigan Press). 

• This year’s SER Best Article Prize is shared between “Spatial Mismatch and Youth 
Unemployment in US Cities: Public Transportation as a Labor Market Institution” by Christof 
Brandtner, Anna Lunn, and Cristobal Young, and “Permanent Budget Surpluses as a Fiscal 
Regime” by Lukas Haffert.  

Read the award committees’ decision texts and watch the authors talk about their publications 
here. 

https://sase.org/news/2020-program/
https://sase.org/join-sase/
https://sase.org/news/2020-ss4rw/
http://sase.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/33rd-Annual-SASE-Conference-Theme.pdf
mailto:saseexecutive@sase.org
https://press.princeton.edu/books/hardcover/9780691156750/american-bonds
https://www.press.umich.edu/9726915/in_the_red
https://academic.oup.com/ser/article-abstract/17/2/357/3059363?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/ser/article-abstract/17/2/357/3059363?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/ser/article-abstract/17/4/1043/4590152?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/ser/article-abstract/17/4/1043/4590152?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://sase.org/news/sase-2020-prize-winners/
https://sase.org/event/2020-amsterdam/
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Women and Gender in Socio-Economics 
 

 
 
The issue of gender runs through the field of socio-economics—across disciplinary 
boundaries, subfields, methods, and specialties. Whether you study the low-wage workforce, 
the welfare state, the finance industry, international development, types of economic 
exchange, or the role of algorithms in contemporary society, you can consider the issue of 
gender and, in doing so, unearth new dimensions of social structure and axes of stratification.  
  
Yet the question of gender is often overlooked. In assessing the effect of the 2008 recession, 
few labor scholars noticed that austerity policies had a disproportionate effect on women. In 
understanding the global supply chain, scholars are attuned to tensions between labor and 
management, but fail to acknowledge how those tensions are also gender tensions: between 
male management and female labor. In looking toward the impact of the COVID-19 
pandemic, it is becoming clear that the economic costs will likely fall disproportionately on 
women—women concentrated in the low-wage “essential” work that leaves them vulnerable 
to infection; women excluded from the high-status jobs that can afford to keep them employed 
through a crisis; and women whose obligations at home will require them to step back from 
their professional commitments.  
  
Gender is also a important within the professional world of academia. Men are still 
overrepresented in the top positions at universities, more highly cited, and more likely to 
present at international conferences. The SASE Women and Gender Forum has emerged to 
advance the careers of women, trans, and gender non-conforming scholars, and others 
interested in gender in the field of socio-economics. As an organization within SASE, the 
Forum advocates for greater representation and inclusion at the conference and among the 
leadership, supports SASE members’ career development, and foregrounds gender as an issue 
for scholarly investigation. In doing so, they shed light on the fact that no organizational, 
economic, or labor issue can be fully understood without accounting for women and gender. 
As Stephanie Barrientos, the 2020 Women and Gender Forum keynote speaker, put it, the 
goal is to “mainstream gender equality and gender perspectives across all dimensions of 

https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/18/us/coronavirus-women-essential-workers.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/18/us/coronavirus-women-essential-workers.html
https://hbr.org/2020/04/research-u-s-unemployment-rising-faster-for-women-and-people-of-color
https://hbr.org/2020/04/research-u-s-unemployment-rising-faster-for-women-and-people-of-color
https://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/2020/05/06/coronavirus-pandemic-working-moms-quarantine-life/?arc404=true
https://www.washingtonpost.com/lifestyle/2020/05/06/coronavirus-pandemic-working-moms-quarantine-life/?arc404=true
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/0149206315599216
https://doi.org/10.1080/03075079.2015.1007945
https://sase.org/news/2020-wag/
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SASE… to get [the gender perspective] into the DNA of academic research and the way 
academia functions.”  
 
 

* 
*    * 

 
The idea for the Women and Gender Forum began to take shape in 2017. At the SASE 
conference in Lyon, Chiara Benassi noticed something unsettling. At the panels she went to, 
the featured speakers were men; the books being commented on were written by men, and the 
network organizers who created the sessions were mostly men. Meanwhile, the audience was 
filled with women. Although women constituted a majority of the SASE Executive Council, 
which had already started to discuss these inequities, women’s representation had not yet 
filtered down throughout the organization. As a junior professor, Benassi was keenly aware of 
the value of conference presentation opportunities. Scholars are evaluated not only on their 
teaching and research but also on their engagement with broader discipline. If women had 
fewer opportunities—even in the context of a progressive organization like SASE—how 
could they expect to succeed in an increasingly competitive academic field?  
  
At the same time, Dorottya Sallai was noticing something different. A naturally social person, 
she found that “forming social networks [at SASE was] not straightforward,” especially “for 
those women who [did] not come from large, research-intensive institutions,” for whom 
gender heightened the lack of institutional connections. Sallai had participated in other 
international conferences where there were opportunities for women to connect, expanding 
their networks in ways that would enrich their research and potentially advance their careers. 
This inspired her “to create a safe place for female scholars to engage in a debate about issues 
that matter for them in relation to their research and academic life, and at the same time 
provide an informal space for building social and research-related networks.” 
  
Sallai proposed an initiative to the Executive Board, at the same time that they were receiving 
a letter from Benassi, who—upon returning home from Lyon—had tallied the representation 
of women on panels, as featured speakers, and in leadership roles such as network organizer. 
Sallai and Benassi joined forces, along with colleagues Caroline Ruiner, Virginia Doellgast, 
Jacqueline O’Reilly, and Sarah Ashwin, to form the Women and Gender Forum. Immediately, 
there was evidence of demand. A survey of SASE members received over one hundred 
responses within hours. The Forum first met in Kyoto, in 2018, with over 80 attendees. From 
these participants, the Forum leadership took its directions. Women, trans, and gender non-
conforming scholars were looking for professional development guidance and opportunities to 
build new relationships with one another. The meetings would provide these opportunities, 
with sessions dedicated to publishing in journals, balancing work and personal commitments, 
and career progression.  
  
At the same time, the Forum pursued a policy agenda, promoting more gender balance across 
the organization and the annual meeting program. As Sallai put it, “networking and dialogue 
alone is not enough to drive change,” you also need “influence in decision-making and 
representation across the institutional structure… to provide diversity of views and equal 
opportunities for all members.” The progressive orientation of SASE meant that concern 
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about gender inequality was already salient and SASE leadership, including network 
organizers, actively responded to the new efforts of the Forum. Upon encouraging networks to 
incorporate women into their leadership, nearly all immediately ensured that there was at least 
one woman as a network organizer. By 2019, there was significantly more representation of 
women at plenary sessions and across the New York conference program. These successful 
efforts were folded into a broader effort to promote racial, ethnic, gender, and geographic 
diversity within SASE—an effort led by Doellgast along with current president Nitsan Chorev 
and president-elect Sigrid Quack.  
 

* 
*    * 

 
While the Women and Gender Forum has made quick progress in promoting women within 
the SASE organization, there remains substantial work to be done to integrate a gender 
perspective into the study of socio-economics. Without addressing gender, we not only 
overlook the subjective experiences of half the global population, but also miss out on insights 
into the shape of stratification in the economy. Two leading scholars of socio-economics, 
Stephanie Barrientos and Jill Rubery, shared with me their perspectives on the importance of 
women and gender in economic sociology. The following are edited excerpts of conversations 
in which I spoke with Barrientos and Rubery about their research. 

 

 
Stephanie Barrientos 

- 2020 Women and Gender Forum Keynote Speaker - 

I’ve been a member of SASE for a long time. My involvement in SASE has been in the global 
value chain stream [Network O] and I’ve been doing research in this area for the last 15 
years… I don’t expect everyone to become a gender scholar, but even people who do not study 
gender should consider it. For instance, apparel is an enormous value chain that can only be 
fully understood by considering gender. Many books written on the subject don’t take account 
of the fact that 50 or 60 percent, and sometimes 90 percent, of apparel workers are women. 
Women are concentrated in the low-skilled jobs and men are in management. So researchers 
talk about labor/management conflict without taking account of the fact that this is also a 
gender conflict.  

I do a lot of work on Corporate Social Responsibility and in a lot of codes of conduct there’s a 
statement against mistreatment of women. Thousands of audits have been done, but less than 
1 percent of those audits report noncompliance on gender discrimination. That’s in countries 
where 60 or 70 percent of women are saying they’re concerned about discrimination or 
harassment. So the issue of gender discrimination doesn’t come up in the audits, but that’s 
because it’s not being reported. If you overlook this gender dimension, you can’t understand 
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what is happening in the factories. For instance, many researchers find that workers are not 
motivated, or that they keep changing jobs. You have to ask yourself: why? It’s not just 
conflict between managers and workers, it’s male managers and female workers. So if 
workers are being harassed, they will want to change jobs. If managers are harassing them, 
the workers don’t want to become managers.  

At SASE, I hope for a greater gender awareness in all aspects of research. That would be 
important progress. Obviously, I’d like more people to study gender, but that’s a subset. SASE 
brings together some of the most progressive thinking across disciplines, so if SASE 
academics are still struggling to integrate a gender perspective into their work, then you can 
imagine it’s a bigger issue elsewhere. Eventually, we need to have more women in senior 
positions, more women and men doing research on gender issues, and more awareness—then 
you can put better systems in place. It’s a process: we need to be scaling up on all these 
fronts.   

 
 

 
Jill Rubery 

I went to Cambridge to study low-wage employment and that clearly brought me into the issue 
of women’s employment. In 1979, I co-founded the International Working Party of Labor 
Segmentation and began to focus on how institutions, including gender relations, shape the 
organization of labor markets. My first foray into comparative gender research was an edited 
book on women and recession, which I published in 1988, looking at the experiences across 
the UK, the United States, France, and Italy. Shortly after that, I started to coordinate the 
gender and employment network of experts for the European Commission. Through this 
network, I worked with colleagues on a huge amount of comparative research on gender and 
employment—topics that were relatively understudied in those days. I learned very quickly 
about differences across countries that are linked to gender and other institutional forms. 
More is known now, but it is still mainly women who study gender in comparative 
international work.  

Indeed, many scholars continue to be gender blind. The best example is the research on the 
2008 financial crisis and the austerity policies that were subsequently promoted across 
Europe and elsewhere. These events had a particularly strong effect on those employed in the 
public sector and people who used public services—but there was very little attention to the 
fact that both of these issues mainly concerned women. So there was limited analysis, 
certainly in the midst of the crisis, on how austerity policies would affect men and women 
differently.  
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There is also a tendency for gender to be brought in as an afterthought. You can see this in 
the varieties of capitalism literature, where they look at sex—for instance, noting that the 
coordinated economies invest less in skills for women because they assume women will leave 
the labor market. This has been the case traditionally in countries such as Germany. But this 
explanation won’t work for countries such as Sweden, where women do not usually stop 
working. To understand how welfare state systems shape economic choices, we have to 
account for the ways that gender norms vary across national contexts and not fall back on 
universal stereotypes about women’s roles and behaviors.  

It is also the case that gender scholars would benefit from further integrating socio-economic 
factors into their research and analysis. I’ve been looking into the problem of equal pay and 
how changing conditions in the labor market and social systems generate new obstacles to 
equality, constantly moving the goalposts. For example, women may have removed the gender 
gap in education, but this has coincided with a massive expansion in the pay distribution for 
people with higher education. So, as Blau and Kahn argued, women often have to swim 
against the tide to achieve more equality and, when they do make progress, something else 
may come along to knock them back. People are not sufficiently aware of how welfare systems 
and labor markets shape gender inequality—to address gender inequality we may have to 
think about addressing overall inequality.  

I see progress towards gender equality not as a linear process—there can be steps forward 
but also steps back and gains that have been made may be undone by new developments in 
labor markets and welfare systems. For progress to be sustained, it needs to be embedded in 
new norms about how labor markets are organized, otherwise improvements may be unstable 
and unequally distributed among women. 

 
* 

*    * 
 

As we begin to enter a new world marked by COVID-19, there are important ways in which 
gender will shape social and economic life. As Rubery explains, gender segregation is the 
main cause of men’s and women’s different employment outcomes, and will define the 
gendered impacts of the current crisis, as some of the predominantly-female sectors will see 
mass layoffs while others see an increase in demand for labor.  

On the former, women may be concentrated in jobs or industries where employers do not 
choose to take advantage of state-funded retention schemes. For low-wage workers—among 
whom women are overrepresented, not to mention racial and ethnic minorities—employers 
may find it more efficient to lay everyone off, or may take advantage of rising unemployment 
to extract concessions from their workers. On the flip side, there may be more attention—
consciously or unconsciously—to protecting the jobs occupied primarily by male 
breadwinners. Predominantly-female jobs may therefore be left out of recovery plans, made 
redundant, or rehired on adverse terms.   

At the same time, women constitute the bulk of many “key” or “essential” jobs that are 
continuing to work throughout the pandemic, from nursing to grocery and retail to home 
health aides. This largely female workforce has seen continued employment, but at the risk of 
their health and the health of their family members and communities.  
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Gender is also shaping the response to the pandemic in ways other than direct employment or 
unemployment, by means of behaviors informed by gender ideologies. For instance, Caroline 
Ruiner has found that the truck drivers she studies, who are primarily male, adopt a 
stereotypically masculine attitude that leads them to accept more risk and be less careful about 
social distancing and other precautionary measures (a pattern also seen in U.S. government 
leadership). And at home, women are responsible for most of the burden of childcare, 
education, and housework, at the expense to their productivity—the falling share of journal 
submissions authored by women are an early signal of what may prove to be large-scale and 
long-term impacts on women’s career progression, in academia as well as other fields. 
Embedding a gender perspective in the DNA of academic research can help scholars measure 
these and other impacts of the pandemic that might otherwise go unnoticed.  

 
* 

*    * 

 
The Women and Gender Forum has emerged through “a very organic process,” as Sallai 
explained, and has evolved as a truly “team effort.” It has been successful in part because 
SASE is so supportive of grassroots initiatives. But its success is also due to the appetite for 
this kind of initiative among members, for whom gender always colors the world around 
them.  

Article by Laura Adler 
 

 
 
 
 
 

SASE Network Spotlight: Network J - Digital Economy 
  

 
 
 
In the context of the ongoing pandemic, digital technologies have become an integral part of 
our daily lives--even more than they already were. Across our interactions in the workplace, 
our cultural consumption and leisure time activities, and our social ties to friends and family, 
the digital economy has become increasingly central. In addition to heightening the salience 

https://blogs.scientificamerican.com/observations/masks-and-emasculation-why-some-men-refuse-to-take-safety-precautions
https://blogs.scientificamerican.com/observations/masks-and-emasculation-why-some-men-refuse-to-take-safety-precautions
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/22/us/politics/women-coronavirus-2020.html
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2020/04/21/early-journal-submission-data-suggest-covid-19-tanking-womens-research-productivity
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2020/04/21/early-journal-submission-data-suggest-covid-19-tanking-womens-research-productivity
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of the digital world, the current crisis also offers new avenues for research on the relationship 
between digital technologies and economic life. In this context, we are highlighting one of the 
more recent SASE networks, which has been investigating these topics for several years—first 
in the form of mini-conferences on “Marketization,” “Digital Markets,” and the “Digital 
Economy,” and since last year’s SASE conference in New York as a new SASE network, J: 
Digital Economy. 
 
Network organizers: Thomas Beauvisage, Jean-Samuel Beuscart, Dave Elder-Vass, Timur 
Ergen, Anne Jourdain, Kevin Mellet, Sidonie Naulin, Elke Schüßler 
 
One of the organizers of Network J, Kevin Mellet, researcher at the SENSE Lab (Orange 
Labs) and associate researcher at LISIS Lab (Université Paris-Est Marne-la-Vallée), shared 
the story of the network, discussed the diversity of the network’s research, and described 
possible future areas of development.  
 
 

When was the network founded? Briefly, 
what was the genesis of the network? 
 
Kevin Mellet: The network is very recent. 
It was launched in 2019 and brought 
researchers together for the first time at the 
New York conference. This will be the 
second year. But the network's success is 
undeniable: in 2019, we received 90 
proposals and we organized 19 sessions; 
this year, we received 95 abstracts and 17 
sessions are planned.  
 
The network was an opportunity to bring 
together several research areas that have 
existed within SASE for the past five years 
in the form of mini-conferences focusing 
on different aspects of the digital economy. 
Before that, most of the organizers had 
participated in SASE for a long time and 
shared a certain frustration at seeing their 
research questions, subjects, 
methodological orientations scattered 
across numerous networks. 
 
The proliferation of mini-conferences 
devoted to the digitization of markets, 
organizations, labor, or everyday life in 
recent years was a signal that it was 
probably the right time to structure this in a 
more sustainable way. The large number of 
Network J organizers—there are eight of 
us—reflects this dynamic of convergence 
of collectives. 
 
What are the key research questions of 
interest within the network? 
 

Mellet: The research questions that 
concern us clearly reflect our diversity. 
They relate to the genesis and organization 
of digital markets; they tackle the 
boundaries of the digital economy, where 
market exchanges meet participative and 
horizontal forms of coordination, where 
the domestic sphere and everyday life are 
digitized and marketized into gig work and 
the sharing economy; they aim to 
understand the consequences of the use of 
algorithms for the autonomy of individuals 
and the new forms of coordination 
produced by these sophisticated calculation 
technologies. There are also more 
prospective concerns about the evolution 
of digitized organizations and markets, and 
the ways to regulate them.  
 
Beyond the various objects, methods, and 
issues, we share a common interest in 
understanding the great transformation of 
the economy and society brought about by 
the arrival and development of the Internet 
and related technologies. But we should 
recognize that there is a paradox here: 
digitization is a unifying principle and a 
link between these different questions, and 
justifies the existence of this network, but 
as digital technologies spread and become 
omnipresent, it is difficult to distinguish 
them from the major questions and 
structuring objects of socio-economics. 
How should we think of the link between a 
network devoted to the digital economy 
and networks in which the digital question 
is taking up more and more space? This is 



 11 

an issue that will certainly have to be 
explored in the coming years. 
  
 

What academic disciplines are most well-
represented in your network?   
 
Mellet: The initial tropism of the network 
is clearly economic sociology, which is the 
discipline of most network organizers. This 
initial representation is reflected in the 
dominant place of sociology within the 
network. But the other disciplines involved 
in SASE are present in the network: 
economics and political economy, 
management and organization studies, 
industrial relations, and science and 
technology studies (STS).  
 
The network intends to be very inclusive 
and welcoming. Moreover, the disciplinary 
divisions do not structure the network. It is 
really the empirical subjects that determine 
the organization of most of the sessions. 
Indeed, the Internet and digital technologies 
are inclining us toward a multi-level 
analysis that integrates various 
methodologies: ethnography and qualitative 
surveys, statistical analysis, network 
analysis, innovative analysis using digital 
traces. These different methods are 
represented, and mixed, in the network. 
 
 

Which questions do you think will be 
central to the network in the next few 
years? 
 
Mellet: Foresight is difficult, even more 
when it comes to digital innovation, and 
more than ever in the dramatic period that 
we are going through. When we look at the 
main themes of the sessions organized in 
2019 and 2020, we observe a great 
continuity: a first important set of projects 
on the gig economy and platform 
capitalism; a second substantial body of 
work on the impact of algorithms and big 
data, both in organizations and in markets; 
a fairly large set of mostly empirical 
subjects that unfold over a session or two 
(crowdfunding, online communities, 

gender and the digital economy, 
blockchain and cryptocurrencies, the 
geography of the digital economy, etc.). 
 
It is difficult to discern trends with so little 
perspective. What we can observe is the 
rise of research that questions the 
governance of economic systems by 
algorithms and the role of state regulation 
in the digital economy—such as through 
data protection, privacy, or antitrust 
policies. 
 
 

What types of scholarship—by discipline, 
method, theoretical approach, or 
question—would you like to see more of 
in the future? 
 
Mellet: A strong trend that we observe as 
scholars involved in Internet and digital 
studies is the overall increase in the quality 
of research work: there is a strong 
cumulative effect, and we see more and 
more empirically based surveys with solid 
conceptual apparatus. Our objective is 
obviously to accompany and support this 
development. We also want to foster 
dialogue between a plurality of 
approaches, both methodological and 
conceptual, in different fields of research 
that make up the digital socio-economy. 
Here we look forward to more theory-
driven work, despite the obvious desire to 
understand novel empirical phenomena.  
 
Personally, I am quite surprised by the lack 
of research on the connections between 
digital technologies and the ecological 
transition. This area of research, very 
lively in the field of STS, will certainly 
gain momentum in the coming years. 
 
 

What else would you want people to know 
about your network? 
 
Mellet: Digital technologies are more 
important than ever and allow us to 
maintain ties in this period of imposed 
social distancing. But we can't wait to see 
each other again in real life! 

 
Interview conducted by Valerie Arnhold 
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Network J sessions at the 2020 SASE virtual conference 
 
 
Saturday, July 18th 
• Indirect Control and the Construction of 

Consent in the On-Demand Economy 
9 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• Privacy and the Data Economy 
9 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• Seeing through Data 
12 PM – 1:30 PM EST 

• Work and Employment in the Digital 
Economy 

12 PM – 1:30 PM EST 
  
Sunday, July 19th 
• Author Meets Critics: “The Social 

Meaning of Extra Money” by S. Naulin 
& A. Jourdain (eds.) (Palgrave, 2019) 

9 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• Blockchain and Cryptocurrencies 
9 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• “Framing Work" on Platform: Precarity 
and Autonomy 

12 PM – 1:30 PM EST 

• Algorithms and Markets 
12 PM – 1:30 PM EST 

 

Monday, July 20th 
• Social Embeddedness and the Platform 

Economy 
4 AM – 5:30 AM EST 

• Financing the Digital Economy 
9 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• Platform Economy Regulation 
9 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• Crowdfunding 
12:00 PM – 1:30 PM EST 

• Organizing Platform Capitalism 
12:00 PM – 1:30 PM EST 

  
Tuesday, July 21st 
• Author Meets Critics: “The Digital 

Economy” by Tim Jordan (Polity Press, 
2020) 

9:00 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• Approaches to Platform Economization 
9:00 AM – 10:30 AM EST 

• Conceptualizing Digitization 
12:00 PM – 1:30 PM EST 

• Geography of the Digital Economy 
12:00 PM – 1:30 PM EST 

 
 

 
 

  
 

Gender and Wealth Accumulation Mini-Conference  
at SASE’s Virtual Conference 

 

 
 
SASE mini-conferences are collections of panels featured separately from the main SASE 
program, organized around a topic distinct from existing Networks. Because of SASE’s 
diversity of perspectives, methodological approaches, and networks, mini-conferences often 
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focus on novel ideas, charting out new areas for scholarship or combining streams of research 
previously viewed in isolation. This SASE newsletter highlights one of the mini-conferences 
planned for July’s virtual conference—“Gender and Wealth Accumulation”—sharing the 
mini-conference’s background, some details about the big questions and research, and 
prospects for future work. 
 
As known to all scholars and conference participants, COVID-19 has taken a toll on our 
ability to meet and share research this year. In the shift to SASE’s virtual format, the Gender 
and Wealth Accumulation mini-conference will focus on two main panels, with more 
expanded meetings planned for the future. 
 
 
Gender and Wealth Accumulation 
 
The Gender and Wealth Accumulation mini-conference examines the relationship between 
wealth accumulation and gender inequality. Most literature on wealth, inequality, and 
accumulation tends to assume that wealth exists at the level of the household—a limitation 
exacerbated by the fact that most data on wealth is based on household-level surveys. This 
erases intra-household differences in gender and masks many of the processes—social, 
professional, and generational—through which wealth is accumulated (or not). As a result, 
both the wealth dimensions of gender inequality and the gendered dimensions of wealth 
inequality are understudied. This SASE mini-conference brings together scholars from a 
variety of disciplines, methods, and countries to address these important issues. 
  
The mini-conference came about after co-organizers Céline Bessière (University-Paris 
Dauphine) and Maude Pugliese (Institut national de la recherche scientifique - Université du 
Québec) were on a panel in Network C (Gender, Work and Family) at last summer’s SASE 
conference in New York. The panel formally was about income inequality, but they noticed 
that three of the papers presented were actually about gender wealth inequalities. At another 
conference in Paris in June, “Accumulating Capital. Strategies of Profit and Dispossessive 
Policies,” Bessière noticed gender was a common theme, often arising in the details of the 
papers. But few conferences had dedicated space to directly examining the relationship 
between the two. Given SASE’s interdisciplinary nature, and the mix of statistical methods, 
ethnography, and interview research needed to understand this understudied issue, SASE was 
the ideal place to organize a mini-conference on wealth and gender.  
  
Several dimensions of wealth accumulation and gender norms interact to produce long-term 
inequalities. Persistent gender inequalities in income tend to exacerbate the gender wealth gap. 
Yet a large proportion of wealth is inherited rather than saved, and inequality also arises in 
inheritance, despite formal norms of equality. For example, in France, Bessière and Gollac 
show that, when bequeathing business or real estate assets to one’s children, income-earning 
assets are usually given to the sons, while daughters often receive cash to compensate—male 
heirs receive an inheritance that will produce more wealth over time. Moreover, because of 
the incentive to undervalue assets to avoid taxes, this distinction also means that the cash 
given to daughters tends to be worth far less than the assets inherited by sons. These patterns 
result from a combination of informal gender norms and income differences: the higher 
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average incomes of men mean that they have the cash to compensate their sisters for assets in 
inheritance. There are also less well-understood patterns, such as that women on average tend 
to make more conservative investment choices, which in the long run further exacerbates 
these inequalities.  
 
Home ownership and divorce likewise contribute to wealth gaps. Even where a woman is the 
partner to retain ownership of a home after a divorce, she is likely to have a lower income and 
therefore less likely to be able to maintain ownership. This is less true with public housing, 
but the erosion of the welfare state in recent decades has both diminished the prevalence of 
public housing and greatly increased the reliance on wealth and savings for retirement income. 
This is just one of many ways in which various social and economic inequalities can snowball 
into large wealth differences.   
 
With many of these dynamics playing out within families or tight-knit professional networks 
of lawyers, notaries, and actuaries, a diverse set of methods and approaches is needed, 
including ethnography, interviews with key stakeholders, and statistical analyses where 
survey, tax, or other quantitative data are available. It is an area ripe for collaboration between 
sociologists, economists, and demographers, among others.  
 
The mini-conference originally planned for 6 panels to examine different aspects of this issue, 
including the intersection of gender and wealth, measuring the gender wealth gap, and how 
this process relates to retirement, marriage, or inheritance. With the switch to a virtual format, 
the program has been reduced to two main panels, which can be viewed at the following 
times: 
  

•  “Gender, Inheritances, and the Reproduction of Elites” 
9:00 -10:30 AM EST, Saturday July 18, 2020 

• “Intersectional and Intrahousehold Perspectives on Gender and Wealth” 
9:00 -10:30 AM EST, Sunday July 19, 2020 

  
Future work in this area must overcome data limitations—primarily, save for a few countries, 
wealth surveys are almost always gathered at the level of the household, which masks or 
erases gender differences. Likewise, future work must examine how gender wealth 
inequalities interact with differences of race, class, or immigration status. For example, how 
lower incomes by class reduce the incentive for tax deferral through retirement accounts in 
jurisdictions with defined-contribution retirement accounts. Or, how household responsibility 
for savings and financial management changes between genders by class: the wealthier the 
family, the more likely that it is a man who is responsible for the finances.  
 
Interest appears to be growing in these issues, and future work will build on this interest and 
these insights. Bessière and Pugliese are following the developments in travel restrictions 
from COVID, with hopes to organize a new conference on gender and wealth accumulation in 
the near future, possibly at next year’s SASE conference. 
 

Article by Erik Peinert 
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SASE Network Spotlight:  

Network R - Islamic Moral Economy and Finance 

 

 
 

The tensions between “economy” and “society” stand at the heart of SASE’s agenda. One of 
the most fascinating of these tensions can be found in the relations between capitalist 
institutions or ideologies and religious beliefs, which is manifesting in the research on 
religious economics in Islam.  
 
Surprised by the size of Muslim finance, and curious about the distance it keeps from 
capitalist beliefs, I reached out to Prof. Mehmet Asutay (Durham University)—co-founder of 
the relatively new network R, “Islamic Moral Economics and Finance” (IME&F)—to discuss 
new developments in the field. In the context of the dominance of neoliberal economics, and 
especially in the face of the COVID-19 crisis, I wanted to understand how alternatives to the 
endless conflict between the economic and the social good are developed in religious 
economics and finance. Corresponding with Prof. Asutay, I bring you this discussion—
through Q&A and interpretative reading—to reveal the depth of the discussion on this 
fundamental tension, taking place in (Muslim, similarly to other) religious thought and 
principals. 
 
 

What kind of answers can research in this 
area offer to the questions that interest 
scholars of socio-economics—for 
instance, on inequality, the formation and 
spread of markets, and the potential for 
“re-socializing” finance? 
 
Mehmet Asutay: Islamic economics 
emerged as part of post-colonial discourse, 
with the appearance of Muslim nation 
states. It aimed to create a systemic 
response to development needs of Muslim 
countries using authenticated knowledge 
derived from Islamic ontological sources, 
namely the Qur’an and the tradition of its 
Prophet. In a Polanyian sense, the founding 
fathers of Islamic economics aimed to 

rescue people, land, and environment from 
capitalist hegemony. However, due to the 
hegemonic global political economy, only 
the financial component could be 
institutionalized. 
 
Islamic economics and finance started in 
the 1960s, as an experiment in social 
banking, gradually spreading during the 
1970s and 1980s. In the decades since, the 
industry has achieved unprecedented 
success. In addition to Islamic banks, we 
have seen the emergence of Islamic 
financial institutions and instruments, 
Islamic capital markets, and Islamic 
financial markets, money markets, and 
stock markets. Today, more than 500 
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Islamic banks and financial institutions, 
often supervised and labeled by a specific 
religious council, are operating worldwide 
including in non-Muslim majority 
countries such as the UK and Luxembourg, 
which are managing assets worth no less 
than US$ 4 trillion. In Malaysia, for 
example, Islamic banking and finance 
institutions have already captured 27% of 
the market share and are expected to 
become the mainstream finance in some of 
the Muslim countries within this decade. 
 
 
The principle of Islamic banks and 
financial institutions is the Islamic legal 
codes (Fiqh) to achieve Shari’ah 
compliance, based on profit-and-loss 
sharing, risk sharing, and the prevention 
of debt financing in the society.   
 

Asutay: Research in the field of IME&F 
demonstrates that Islamic banks and 
financial institutions have moved into 
financialization, mimicking conventional 
instruments and practices while focusing 
on the prohibition of interest. The Islamic 
term Iqtisad, which is used as equivalent to 
economics, is defined as balance, 
equilibrium, and justice to ensure human 
well-being as well as the well-being of 
other stakeholders. Islamic norms can 
authentically and substantively define and 
shape economy and finance to generate a 
moral economy based on Islamic 
principles emphasizing the salvation of the 
individual in this world (and hereafter). 
Our research network aims to bring such 
qualities back to Islamic banking and 
finance, along with developing the theory 
of IME as an alternative to neo-classical 
economics.  

 
In my correspondence with Prof. Asutay, I found some optimism regarding the ability of 
religion to tame capitalism. Although religious institutions are sometimes linked to 
authoritarian control and limitations on liberal freedoms, Prof. Asutay articulated an 
alternative of potential liberation.  
 

Islam aims to shape individual behaviors through its normative principles. Where 
economy is a product of the value system of Islam, it is embedded into the value 
system in its root. IME does not aim to moderate consequences, let’s say of 
capitalism. On the contrary, Islamic modes of production fundamentally involve 
extended stakeholders… Let’s take the institution of Zakat (almsgiving, religious 
tax for those above a certain threshold of accumulated wealth). It aims to return the 
right of the social to society and undermine the accumulation of wealth, as another 
form of tax to be given to the poor, students, and others in need. In the same 
manner, in its normative meaning, the prohibition of interest aims to decenter 
capital and end the hegemony of one factor of production over others, as the Islamic 
central ontological source (Tawhid) is expressed as complementarity within unity. 

 
Through our correspondence, I discovered some basic foundations of Islamic economy and its 
institutions—Zakat, Waqf and Hisbah—and the ways Islam works to bend foundational 
principles of capitalism to religious fundaments. For example, as in Judaism, Islam forbids 
interest-based loans; but while the battle between Jewish and capitalist principles seems to 
take place only at the margins of the religion, in the Muslim world this debate is very much 
alive.   
 

The Islamicity of Islamic banking and finance is commonly debated. In their 
essence, all the world religions share the common goal of human goodness. 
However, each has a particular way of achieving this. Some might suggest that 
economics is a reality, and as long as money, goods, and services move, that should 
be enough. However, Islam suggests that first we need definitions: what is money? 
What is a good? What is a service? We need to answer these questions before we 
can “move them” using Islamic metaphors.  
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As a labor and industrial relations scholar, I asked Prof. Asutay about the place of class and 
labor-capital relations in IME. The IME approach to class conflict has similarities to other 
“unitarist” perspectives, which aim to establish equilibrium among the factors of production 
and marginalize questions of power and domination.  
 

While most Muslim countries follow neoliberal policies, IME does not address 
class as a structure, with the exception of the concept of Tawhid—the 
complementarity within unity. This concept suggests that there cannot be conflict 
between different factors of production, as they complement each other under the 
unity of God. This unity is based on trust (Amanah), which stands at the heart of 
Islamic socioeconomic relations. Therefore, IME&F theoretically suggests a 
socialization process in which one considers the development of others as part of 
one’s own “salvation function.”  
 
While many Muslim countries do not allow trade unions free operation, historically, 
various institutions have emerged to prioritize Islamic morality in the market 
(Bazaar), including Hisbah (a morally oriented corrective mechanism), and the 
Ahilik (a guild system). These have been important regulative institutions, 
instituting Islamic substantive morality. 

 
Regarding the research being conducted by members of network R, Prof. Asutay explains that 
work on IME is mainly empirical, using Islamic banking and finance data to examine 
conventional issues such as profitability and efficiency. 
 

There is a tendency among some of us to develop theory by rethinking existing 
socio-economic concepts and terms, while others focus on socio-economic 
institutions, such as Zakat (almsgiving or religious tax), Waqf (pious foundations for 
social well-being), charities, and other institutions. The network also deals with 
ontological heterodoxy and how knowledge about economy and finance are 
constituted through religious norms. We expand the debate over socio-economic 
issues by introducing a normative value system from an “other” religion. Finally, 
our network brings non-Eurocentric ideas into socio-economic scholarship, through 
both knowledge creation and area studies focused on Muslim regions and 
communities across various subject areas.  
 
For example, I use a political economy approach and therefore focus on concepts 
such as Islamic modes of production, value, distribution, and development, and 
examine the divergence of Islamic finance from IME objectives. Professor Necati 
Aydin, a network co-organizer, works on individual behavioral issues and how 
Islamic value systems shape well-being. Professor Zurina Shafi, the third network 
co-organizer, focuses on the nature of Shari’ah auditing for Islamic financial and 
social institutions. She has also developed a Shari’ah audit that internalizes moral 
conditions of Islam so that Islamic banks and financial institutions, along with zakat 
and waqf institutions, can comply with the substantive morality of Islam. 
 
Journals focusing on Islamic economics, finance, management, governance, and 
Halal markets are available in the periphery of the academic world. They are 
terribly limited, and only a tiny number of mainstream finance journals have 
published empirical studies material related to Islamic finance. But edited volumes 
from mainstream publishers have become more common. 

 
In the face of the current pandemic, Prof. Asutay emphasizes the importance of IME’s 
approach, which highlights the moral deficiencies of capitalism, including the subordination 
of human well-being and the excesses of neoliberal policies.  
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IME suggests that individual salvation is only possible by contributing to 
equilibrium in society and contributing to the well-being of others. Islamic 
distributive schemes and institutions such as Zakat and Waqf have demonstrated 
their vital role in responding to the current crisis, emphasizing the importance of 
civil society to social resilience. As Muslim civil society has expanded its “good 
lending” (Qard al-Hassan), without expecting any return, we also hope to see 
Islamic banks and financial institutions develop similar practices, as expected of 
them by the Shari’ah. 

 
Article by Assaf Bondy 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Social Sciences and the Real World 

 

 
 

Social Scientists and the Real World 
 
Since the origins of the social sciences, scholars have been picking up the loose threads left 
behind by others and collecting clues in order to discover not only the answers but also the 
questions. We rely on our colleagues’ criticism to improve our research and we depend on 
collaborations with non-academic informants to gather the data we need. Collectively, we 
produce knowledge about society, with the aim of addressing some of its problems. But what 
role do our ideas actually play in the real world? And how do we engage in the public 
discussions in which our findings interact with other social actors and their agendas?  
 
To address these questions, Imran Chowdhury, Isabelle Ferreras, Gerhard Schnyder and Anna 
K. Skarpelis organized a special event at the 2019 SASE conference. In a packed room in 
New York City, two sessions kicked off this ambitious initiative: “The Digitalization and 
Automatization of Work and Its Implications for Working People” and “The Rise of Populism 
and Authoritarianism and Its Impact on Freedom.” For the organizers, the size of the audience 
revealed “a real concern among colleagues about the status of our disciplines in the public 
eye.” 
 
The organizers describe two criteria for their selection of topics: “firstly, whether it is a topic 
that has societal relevance beyond its academic interest and thus may attract interest from a 
non-academic local audience. Secondly, whether members of SASE have expertise in these 
areas and can contribute to a stimulating debate about how social sciences can help us address 
some of the issues the world is facing.”  
 
The Plan for Amsterdam 2020  
 
The two panels planned for the “live” SASE annual meeting surely met these criteria. 
“Repurposing the Corporation to Save Capitalism from Itself?” and “Global Cities in the 21st 
Century: Population Loss and Shrinking Centres”. Organizer Gerhard Schnyder articulated 
the core interest of the panels.  
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The question of the reform of the corporate form is one that has gotten a lot of 
attention recently and has been one area in which—it seemed to us—social 
scientists have been particularly proactive and successful in having their voices 
heard beyond the academic community. The British Academy, for instance, 
sponsored a large project on the “future of the corporation” and, a few years ago, 
the law firm Frank Bold launched the Purpose of the Corporation project, which 
seeks to stimulate debate around the notion of shareholder value and alternative 
purposes corporations may pursue for more socially desirable and sustainable 
outcomes. So, there is a lot of interest—and indeed some urgency—in discussing the 
role of corporations in the modern economy. At SASE we are lucky enough to have 
colleagues who are involved in the “The Purpose of the Corporation” project, as 
well as academic experts on corporate governance reforms, which made us think it 
would be the perfect topic for the SS4RW sessions this year. It is a topic that both 
policy makers and “ordinary citizens” care enough about to generate interest and 
hopefully stimulating debates.  
  
The second topic was to be “Global Cities in the 21st Century: Population Loss and 
Shrinking Centers.” This topic is both of academic interest and important to local 
audiences and communities. Given that the meeting was meant to be held in 
Amsterdam—a city, like many others, facing these issues—it felt like an appropriate 
theme. Moreover, the local organizing committee for the SASE meeting offered to 
introduce us to interesting people working for the municipality of Amsterdam with 
vast practitioner expertise on these questions. This seemed like too good of an 
opportunity to miss. 

 
The COVID-19 Crisis 
 
The COVID-19 crisis has transformed many more aspects of life than we could have 
imagined. As plans fell to pieces before our eyes, we just had a few days to figure out how to 
keep teaching, learning, reading, writing, and even doing “fieldwork” from home. Moreover, 
the crisis has created an opportunity to rethink fundamentals characteristics of the objects we 
study: goods, services, monies, markets, corporations, work, finances, economies—all of 
which went into crisis too. COVID-19 has revived the relevance of facts, giving scientific 
knowledge an unexpected opportunity for rematch against the governments and non-
governmental organizations that have tried to delegitimize it in recent years. 
 
We asked the organizers how the selected topics dialogue with this scenario. According to 
them: 
 

In terms of the topics, they clearly remain as relevant as before the crisis. Indeed, 
many people argue that COVID-19 demonstrates the need for urgent change in the 
way in which we organize our societies and economies. Both topics for our panels 
clearly are at the heart of the rethinking that needs to take place after the crisis is 
over. For example, how does the definition of “essential” workers and tasks alter 
corporations’ ethical and shareholder mandates? To what extent does the virus 
alter existing business cycles and the temporalities of corporations? Cities in turn 
have become hotspots for virus transmission. How should we think about 
populations and cities from an epidemiological standpoint? How are city 
governments thinking positively about how to manage population loss and 
shrinking city centers as social distancing becomes important? We are sure that 
such Covid-related questions will be an important topic of discussion.  
 

https://www.thebritishacademy.ac.uk/programmes/future-of-the-corporation
http://www.purposeofcorporation.org/en
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More fundamentally, the need for policymakers to listen to social and natural 
scientists has been underscored by the crisis and its handling by governments. This 
may provide some reason for hope, regarding the standing of academic 
investigation in the world, but of course a crisis of this extent will impact 
universities and hence our work for years to come. 

 
World Wide Web 2020 
 
Under the current circumstances, only one of the panels remains on the final program. 
“Repurposing the Corporation to Save Capitalism from Itself?” will feature a debate among 
corporate governance specialists Isabelle Ferrares (UCL) and Blanche Segrestin (Paris 
Mines), along with Rosl Veltmeijer-Smits and Erik Breen, consultants from Triodos Bank NV 
and the International Integrating Reporting Council (IIRC) respectively, and Jeroen Veldman 
(Nyenrode), who leads the “The Modern Corporation Project.” Discussion will be moderated 
by Imran Chowdhury (Wheaton College) and Anna Skarpelis (Harvard University).  
 
One of the biggest challenges ahead identified by the organizers is to increase non-academic 
participation, not only among speakers but also in the audience. In their words, it “will be a 
long-term process that we have only just started working on. SASE members have a great 
network, and many are very engaged not only as academics but also as citizens (…) There’s 
still a lot of exciting work to be done in that area, but the NYC meeting was an excellent start 
on that path.” The COVID-19 crisis and its imperatives for social distancing might represent 
an opportunity in this regard: “The silver lining may be that an online event does not limit us 
to a local audience, but actually allows us to attract participants from around the world. That 
may allow more practitioners to attend, who might otherwise have been cooped up at their 
physical offices.” 
 
The local inspiration for the selection of the topics and the speakers is also an attractive 
feature of “Social Sciences for the Real World,” which allows the participants to learn more 
about the place where the meeting is taking place while enriching the dialogue with possible 
alternatives from their own experience. As all of us had already learned this semester, the 
virtual modality faces limitations for interactions and informal exchange,1 but it certainly 
helps to overcome the economic and physical restrictions of travel. Beyond the expansion of 
diffusion brought by this unfortunate parenthesis, the question remains as to how the “local” 
aspect of the SASE meeting sites (historically located in Europe or the USA) appeals to an 
audience living under very different conditions. For instance, “Repurposing the Corporation” 
probably has another resonance in Latin America, Africa, or Asia than it does in Europe, 
given the relationships between the state, civil society, and national and multinational firms in 
these regions. Anyway, and as the Coronavirus crisis has shown, the relationships between 
“universal” knowledge and local developments are always complex and learning concrete 
cases not only exercises our scientific imagination but also, hopefully, incites us to discuss 
our own ways of scientific local engagement. 

 

The panel “Repurposing the Corporation to Save Capitalism from Itself?” will take 
place on Monday 20 July 2020 from 11am-12pm EST (5pm-6pm CET). 
If you are not  registered for the conference, you can still access this panel if you sign up 
beforehand.  

Article by Florencia Labiano2 
 
 

                                                 
1 As Akos Rona-Tas said here about the SASE/RISE IV. 
2 With great thanks to Gerhard Schnyder for his generosity in answering my many questions. 

https://sase.org/news/2020-ss4rw/
https://sase.org/news/2020-ss4rw/
https://sase.org/newsletter-winter-19-20/report-from-the-4th-sase-ibero-american-socio-economics-meeting/
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Life, Economy, and Economic Emergencies 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Federico Neiburg is Professor of. Social Anthropology at Museu 
Nacional, Rio de Janeiro, and is currently a member of the School of 
Social Sciences, Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton. He has recently edited the volumes 
The Real Economy (with Jane Guyer), A Cultural History of Money in the Age of Empire 
(with Nigel Dodd), and Conversas Etnográficas Haitianas. 
 
In recent years in the social sciences, an ethnographic critique of the concept of life has grown 
in strength, questioning its self-evident nature and the binarisms that oppose biological and 
biographical lives, life in the singular and lives in the plural, natural and social lives, the 
universes of life and death, and human and non-human lives, such as those of other species—
so important to shedding light on the sociobiological dynamic of the pandemic sweeping 
across the planet. Equally relevant to understanding our present are the relations between life 
and economy that until the current crisis seemed to have been off the radar of our disciplines. 
In this brief essay, I propose an overview of these relations (between life and economy) on 
which I have been working for some time, without ever imagining that they would possess the 
dramatic topicality that they have now acquired, transforming into questions strategic to 
delineating the present and future of our collective existence. 

We know that one of the characteristics of crises is the radical alteration in temporal 
experience. More than a simple acceleration, this amounts to a comprehension of temporality 
that collapses present, past, and future, threatening to render trivial or obsolete any snapshot 
of the events in course. There is a redoubled demand of responsibility for intellectuals and for 
social scientists, more than ever needing to show humility and ensure empirical foundations to 
their work. Far from the rushed diagnoses that have inundated the emergency, it is necessary 
to describe and place the crisis in perspective.  

Since the outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic we have seen, as never before, public figures 
keen to pronounce on the cost-benefit relations (or trade-offs) between life and economy. 
From Boris Johnson to Donald Trump, Recep Tayyip Erdogan to Jair Bolsonaro, the governor 
of Texas to the Mexican president, these politicians have called for any cure for the new 
coronavirus not to be more painful than the disease, and condemned what they call fake 
humanism of those who value the life of the relatively few (the sick or the rich) in detriment 
to the life of the many (the unemployed or the poor). Others have responded by denouncing 
these officials for prioritizing the life of companies and banks rather than the lives of people. 
As an alternative, they have demanded a universal basic income social policy and public 
health systems, announcing the inevitability of a post-neoliberal or neo-Keynesian era to 
navigate the emergency. Senior figures from the International Monetary Fund and the World 
Health Organization have issued joint declarations appealing for reason and balance.3 

                                                 
3 Georgieva and Ghebreyesus, 2020. 

/ 

https://haubooks.org/the-real-economy-essays-in-ethnographic-theory/
https://www.bloomsbury.com/uk/a-cultural-history-of-money-9781474237390/
http://www.papeisselvagens.com/kalela---quipu.html
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Traditional voices of finance (The Financial Times, The Economist)4 have made the same 
kind of statements. Some trade-off, they say, is inevitable, even at the molecular level of 
disease management where health workers find themselves forced to ration scarce resources 
like hospital ventilators, deciding who lives and who dies. The production of new economic 
regulatory measures has outpaced the comprehension of the specialists themselves: rescue 
packages from the European Central Bank and national monetary authorities from the Bank of 
China to the US Federal Reserve. In a few days, legal instruments (provisional measures and 
constitutional amendments) were issued and revoked, planned projects merged with existing 
rules or those due to come into force. As we know, one of the invariable characteristics of 
emergencies is the mass transfer of resources. Battles have exploded over the distribution of 
previously unthinkable numbers: billions and trillions of yuans, dollars, euros, pesos, reais... 
Nothing compares to the scale of the monetary flow released, demonstrating the relative 
smallness of what were taken as major problems until the pandemic: from the budget deficit 
and public debt of some states to the funds estimated to combat climate change. The end of 
various eras was announced: US hegemony, the European Union, democracy, neoliberalism. 
And the beginning of many others: from the planetary state of digital exception to the utopias 
of universal communion at a “slower” and “greener” pace, a more egalitarian “new-New-
Deal,” which would supposedly nourish the public health sector rather than the arms and 
carbon-fuel industries. Battles on the nature of the pandemic and post-pandemic economy 
have broken out. 

The diffuse proximity of death in the form of a virus with an unknown behavior has 
accentuated the uncertainty shaping our individual and collective behaviors. A new pattern of 
best practices emerged: physical distancing, isolation, the discipline of bodies and emotions 
kept in quarantine, distributed in a dramatically unequal form. For the majority, for the 
multitude of people with no salary, a population that grew exponentially in pace with the 
pandemic (Gourrinchas 2020), or for the migrants living in the circuits of the diasporas, 
immobility would always be an inaccessible luxury, synonymous not with life but death. For 
many others, like the millions living in refugee camps or prisons, immobility was already a 
sentence that the virus compounded. In recent years we had learned new meanings for walls: 
barriers were built and condemned; with the pandemic, the fear that walls seek to exorcize, 
reshaping frontiers, acquired new meanings with the tenacious search for the positive value of 
“social distance.” Technical diagnoses have proliferated based on numbers that merge with 
ethical-moral arguments, thickening the atmosphere of emergency, or perhaps more 
appropriately, the “plague state” (Landu 2020). The schismogenetic dynamic of the dystopia 
quickens. 

We can always go back still further in time. We can return, as always, to the Ancient Greeks 
and recall, for example, Thucydides’s account of the relation between the Peloponnesian War, 
the Plague of Athens, and economic turbulence. In his book Ancient Economy, the historian 
Moses Finley (1999) dedicates some lines to the use of the term oikonomia in this context of 
war and pandemic, and its ambiguity in light of our forms of conceptualizing the economy 
today. As we know, oikonomia refers to the administration of the house. Amid the war and 
plague, what was in play were not just alterations in public space or politics, but the home 
understood as the space of the common, beyond the house inhabited by the family: the 
multiscalar places of life that include cities and nations as part of our present. Historian 
Nicole Loraux (2006) has elaborated on these non-private meanings of the oikos in stasis, 
extremely important to thinking about the contemporary intrusions of public authorities in the 
lives of those under reclusion, at home, in quarantine. 

However, the first treaties on monetary imbalances and the management of food supply 
chains were written in the mid-fourteenth century during the Black Death—the most famous 
                                                 
4 Financial Times April 2, 2020, Financial Times, April 3 2020. 
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of these works being Da Moneta by Nicolás de Oresme. Especially in the expanding urban 
centers of Europe during the pre-modern era, as deaths multiplied in the millions, so the 
number of properties without owners and heirs equally proliferated, producing price 
instabilities never before seen: there was a surplus of some goods due to the lack of 
consumers, while others became scarce as producers and distributers vanished. The relations 
mediated by money between persons and between persons and things were thrown into 
question. Likewise, the relations between currencies and the existence of the political entities 
that issued them: city states, kingdoms, principalities. As Oresme evokes, a turbulent world 
that “never remains the same,” in which measures and values change dizzyingly, demanding a 
“new discipline of calculations” and measurements (Kaye 1988). 

This new discipline would only acquire density (and legitimacy in the universities) much 
later, at the end of the nineteenth century, leading to the emergence of a new science of 
behavior: economics. As Georg Simmel suggests in The Philosophy of Money, one of its 
founding principles was precisely the monetary measurement of human lives: how much 
should a murderer or his family pay in compensation to the victim’s relatives? What is the 
monetary value of human work? How can slave labor be quantified? What are the meanings 
surrounding bribes? The monetary value of love or honor? More precisely still, how do we 
calculate the cost of living? The German sociologist describes much more than a continuous 
process of monetization: a progressive differential valorization of human lives that emerges in 
dramatic and disembodied form in our current emergency. On one hand, human life in the 
singular, a value common to all; on the other hand, and simultaneously, lives in the plural, 
unequal according to social and moral metrics that distribute life expectancies in a 
differentiated way: regions of the planet, skin color, gender, landscapes and neighborhoods 
within metropolises, from favelas to the parking lots of Las Vegas hotels, phantasmagorically 
empty during the pandemic and dedicated to distributing the bodies of hundreds of homeless 
people, duly isolated from each other.5 Lives organized at ordinal scales, like monetary 
scales, that trace hierarchies and injustices.6 

Historians of statistics have reconstructed the genesis of the cost-benefit models that form the 
basis of the calculations used to propose ways of dealing with economic emergencies. These 
calculations, for their part, also underlie some of the proposals that circulate in the emergency 
triggered by the outbreak of COVID-19. Authors like Kip Viscusi (one of the formulators of 
the concept of the Value of Statistical Life, VSL) declared that his team was trying to model 
what societies are willing to pay to reduce the risk of mortality during the pandemic 
(Wallsten, Lenard and Viscusi 2020). The VSL supposedly does not aim to calculate the 
general value of life (in its singular form) but to show how much needs to be concretely spent 
to save lives in one form or other (through lockdown or by re-opening the economy, for 
example) and thus offer instruments for policy makers to make better decisions, maximizing 
the available resources, which are always, by definition, limited. It is worth noting that the 
VSL concept was in fact conceived a little over a decade ago (Viscusi and Aldy 2002) largely 
to deal with public health issues (for a critique, see Fourcade 2009). Many similar studies 
flourished. One of them carried out by a team of economists from New Zealand, titled 
Quantifying the Wellbeing Costs of Covid-19, has tried to model which percentages of GDP 
and saved lives were projected for different courses of action—although the main variable, 
the virus’s behavior, was clearly unknown to them, as to everyone else. Allocation of scarce 
resources in relation to lives, “economic behavior” at its very limit, in emergencies, reveals its 

                                                 
5 Las Vegas homeless placed in outdoor parking lot as “temporary shelter” https://abcnews.go.com/Health/las-
vegas-homeless-outdoor-parking-lot-temporary-
shelter/story?id=69900151&fbclid=IwAR2_hhP3IMRb_H_CyXbuKRNnnF7bdviJrdThYzejtvrunX0izOmU__Y
a1bU 
6 On the monetary valuation of life Zelizer 2011, Part 1. On inequalities of life and life expectancies, Fassin 
2018. 

https://abcnews.go.com/Health/las-vegas-homeless-outdoor-parking-lot-temporary-shelter/story?id=69900151&fbclid=IwAR2_hhP3IMRb_H_CyXbuKRNnnF7bdviJrdThYzejtvrunX0izOmU__Ya1bU
https://abcnews.go.com/Health/las-vegas-homeless-outdoor-parking-lot-temporary-shelter/story?id=69900151&fbclid=IwAR2_hhP3IMRb_H_CyXbuKRNnnF7bdviJrdThYzejtvrunX0izOmU__Ya1bU
https://abcnews.go.com/Health/las-vegas-homeless-outdoor-parking-lot-temporary-shelter/story?id=69900151&fbclid=IwAR2_hhP3IMRb_H_CyXbuKRNnnF7bdviJrdThYzejtvrunX0izOmU__Ya1bU
https://abcnews.go.com/Health/las-vegas-homeless-outdoor-parking-lot-temporary-shelter/story?id=69900151&fbclid=IwAR2_hhP3IMRb_H_CyXbuKRNnnF7bdviJrdThYzejtvrunX0izOmU__Ya1bU
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most basic and permanent moral predicaments and dilemmas (on the troll dilemma and the 
pandemic, see Keane 2020).  

Little has been written specifically about economic emergencies (for example, Scheuerman 
2000).  They comprise specific spatial and temporal regions that acquired a singular status 
soon after the First World War and have the property of revealing the modulations in the 
relationships between life and economy in a disembodied form. The rebuilding of food supply 
chains and infrastructures, followed soon after by the management of the debts and 
hyperinflations that assailed Europe in the interwar period, led to the multiplication of 
emergency regimes: radical interventions in the operation of the markets so as to restore their 
“autonomy,” the emission of money (in the case of Germany, the so-called “emergency 
moneys,” Notgeld) in order, paradoxically, to maintain the purchasing power of persons and 
families. aiming to ensure the distribution of the essentials of life (see for example Tooze 
2014): food, water, fuel; in times of war, arms; in other times, like our own, now, public 
wealth supplies too. 

In parallel, heated debates took place before and after the Second World War between the 
most preeminent figures of economic science, from John Maynard Keynes to Friedrich Hayek 
and many others. In fact—and this would require a longer article than the present to fully 
unravel—the emergency became a routine form of governing the economy, turning the 
extraordinary endemic, a phenomenon that was observable at various temporal and 
geographical scales: from the state of Rio de Janeiro, in Brazil, which declared an economic 
emergency in 2015 as a form of legalizing the suspension of its payment of salaries and other 
contracts, to the “statistical emergency” decreed the following year by the Argentinean 
president (Mauricio Macri) as a way of intervening in the official agencies responsible for 
measuring the cost of living in order, supposedly, to improve the government’s fight against 
inflation. This is without mentioning the Emergency Banking Act signed by Franklin D. 
Roosevelt in 1933 or the Economic Stabilization Act signed by George W. Bush in 2008, and 
countless other examples. 

Since 9/11 2001 and the unleashing of the global war on terror, the term “emergency” has 
become associated with the state of exception (especially after Agamben 2005). The 
important fact here, however, is that the institution of an economic emergency does not 
necessarily involve a state of exception. It entangles devices that may merge, but are 
conceptually and practically different. These legal instruments actually form part of a blurred 
field. The question of the Rule of Law in times of economic emergency is always 
controversial since it involves legal devices that are simultaneously political, moral, and 
cognitive. We can identify three focal points to these entanglements.  

Firstly, there is the temporal dimension, in a double sense: urgent actions in the present that 
will extend in time, providing blueprints for the future. Two or three months of remedies, 
such as exceptional wages or unemployment insurance? One bailout and another later? When 
is the “sin” (of public indebtedness, for instance) repaid? When liquidity no longer needs to 
be injected, or when liquidity is regained? At what time should a price control regime for 
essential goods come to an end? How long should the suspension of the right to strike in 
“essential services” last? Should emergency universal income or other social policies be made 
permanent? When is “normality” resumed and which kind of continuities and disjunctions 
exist between the previous and the new normality? What are the interconnections between the 
technical, political, and moral arguments in this decision making? Who makes the decisions? 
Which divisions of the three powers are involved, which institutions should think and work to 
mitigate the emergency, and how should they do so? How is the authority of experts 
legitimized and contested in times of economic emergencies, when the present and future of 
life it at stake? 
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The second point refers to the multifaceted conceptual dynamic of economic emergency 
landscapes, traversed by time and temporality, and where juridical and economic concepts 
become entangled with moral justifications. How do we conceptualize “unexpected” or 
“extraordinary” facts that allow or demand extraordinary measures with likely consequences 
in the future, including, for example, the redefinition of contracts and obligations (as personal 
or collective debts)? Is the current juridical framework useful or effective in mitigating the 
crisis, or do new laws need to be created? As remarked earlier, juridical productivity is a 
characteristic of emergencies. So, will these new laws be permanent or temporary? How can 
the systemic “inertia” that makes transitory acts or rules permanent be avoided juridically? 
More precisely, for example, how are “juridical security” or “economic rights” to be defined 
in time of emergency? Both these concepts are, of course, intrinsically linked. In the liberal 
tradition, legal security is a condition for planification, for a future foresight which should be 
shared and stable. On the other hand, economic rights involve all that derives from property, 
linked to notions of profit, to the agency of the individual person and of the juridical or 
corporate persons, but also—and reinforced by the emergency—the right to goods that 
guarantee life, the “essentials.” It was also in the context of the Second World War that 
economic rights began to be reframed in terms of a “freedom to want,” as in the famous 
formula used by President Roosevelt to describe one of the “Four Freedoms” he promised to 
protect American people from the miseries of poverty. As we know, these rights would 
transmute after the Second World War into the doctrine of development and would serve as a 
theoretical and practical framework to govern the economy at international level with a 
projection into an endless future, according to a certain idea of personal and collective lives. 

The last point refers to the dynamics that are supposedly “intrinsically” economic and other 
dynamics considered “external” to the economy—a matter of boundaries, as in the concept of 
juridical security, which also highlights the thematic of borders between legal space and its 
significative others, such as the “economic” space or the “social” space. According to the 
economic experts, a tension can be observed: at one pole, exogenous causes of economic 
emergencies are identifiable, like wars or so-called natural catastrophes, or like those invoked 
with the new coronavirus pandemic at a previously unseen scale: the economic crisis is 
attributed to the behavior of a microorganism and to the political decisions taken to confront 
it, not to “internal” economic processes. At the opposite pole, emergencies are attributed to 
economic logics, to a kind of autopoiesis, as in certain interpretations of public indebtedness, 
or, especially, monetary imbalances and hyperinflationary processes. But if the external can 
be controversial, as happened with COVID-19, when some warn that the economic 
consequences of the pandemic derive from the economic dynamics that preceded it (such as 
the weakening of the public health system after decades of neoliberal policies), the same 
applies to those who argue that emergencies are provoked by dynamics internal to the 
economy itself, which could also be attributed to externalities: the lack of skill or bad faith of 
experts (the “sins” denounced by the European Troika after the financial crisis of 2008), 
political disputes, distributive battles that lead to monetary expansion, and even cultural traits 
like those that invoke the “physical affection of Latin people” as an impediment to social 
distancing. The fact is that economic emergencies emerge as a privileged terrain for 
understanding old and new controversies over what is seen as internal and external to the 
domain of the economy. 

Emergencies, as has become dramatically visible with the COVID-19 pandemic, involve 
veritable cognitive crises, radical changes in the forms of conceptualizing reality in general 
and the so-called “real economy” in particular. It suffices to observe the virtual disappearance 
in the media’s day-to-day metrology of the country risk or inflation indices (as various 
countries have announced, the personnel of statistical institutes can no longer perform their 
work of measuring the cost of living) and the substitution by figures and graphic curves of the 
sick and the dead, or charts that display rates of intensive care units or ventilators per 
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inhabitant. Sometimes too, as in the United States, terrifying figures on unemployment 
emerge—we were told that in eight weeks, between March and May 2020, the number of 
people who applied for unemployment insurance in the world’s biggest economy rose from 
250,000 to more than 60 million (in a clearly exponential curve, like the curve of those 
infected), fueling an immeasurable social crisis. The lives in imminent risk and a temporality 
rendered indefinite by the dynamics of the virus and the recession affirm the perverse 
metonymy between economy, medicine, and war. 

The emergency also has the property of making us face the contradictory imperatives of truth 
and urgency. The (re)valorization of science in the era of the virus (another echo of the 
European fourteenth century), the hope of a new rebirth in the post-pandemic world of the 
near future. Cognitive questions that are simultaneously moral and political, and that 
implicate us intrinsically as social scientists, although we are not, and nor can we be, 
specialists in “conjuncture analysis.” One of the lessons we can learn by placing the crisis that 
begun in 2020 in perspective is precisely the lengthy temporal horizon that the dizzying 
present obscures. A hope and a commitment to discover new objects and new concepts and 
our own role in a world that we still do not know, while we continue to reflect theoretically 
and empirically on questions that have long accompanied us and that the emergency leaves 
rawly exposed, like the dynamics of inequality, interdependence, instability, and radical 
uncertainty. 
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Recent PhDs in Socio-Economics: New Research Paths 
 

Emerging scholars—including graduate students, post-doctoral researchers, and junior 
faculty—are critical members of the SASE community, building on existing theories and 
identifying the subjects that will shape the field in years to come. We asked some recent 
graduates to share summaries of the dissertation work with SASE readers.  
 

* 
*    * 

 
How Humanitarian Relief “Works”: International Aid Organizations and Local Labor 
in Crisis Contexts 
Patricia Ward, PhD in Sociology, Boston University 

This dissertation explores the changing organization of work in the transnational humanitarian 
aid sector. I specifically examine aid localization: a sector-wide strategy to increase the role 
of local labor in humanitarian aid projects. Scholarship on aid and development has sought to 
explain the factors and processes that create and reproduce political, social, and economic 
inequalities between and within societies, but has yet to fully grapple with the role of the aid 
sector itself in this same regard. I therefore ask in this project: What does the aid sector’s 
localization look like in practice? What are the effects of localization on local labor? To 
answer these questions, I conducted a qualitative study of aid operations in Jordan, a major 
global aid hub. I find that localization creates a particular structure of work in which tasks, 
resources, and expectations are formally and informally organized and premised upon 
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particular meanings associated with “the local” as a category. This structure subsequently 
creates new forms of precarious labor and challenging work conditions for national 
employees under the framing of humanitarian aid, and also shapes how workers make sense 
of their own positions within the aid labor hierarchy. These effects are indicative of the 
tensions and contradictions embedded in conceptualizations of “the local” in the aid sector. It 
is these tensions and ambiguities that subsequently become sources of productivity for aid 
employers: a space to generate new forms and relations of work that ensure successful project 
outcomes. I subsequently contend that localization ruptures and reinscribes Global North-
Global South inequalities through ambivalent constructions of who local workers are, and 
how they should and can provide value to their organizations.  

* 
*    * 

 
Sovereign Debt Restructuring: The Negotiations between Argentine Governments and 
Private Creditors (2003-2016) 
Emilia Val, PhD in Sociology, Universidad Nacional de San Martin, IDAES 

The recent restructuring of Argentina's debt is one of the most complex, lengthy, and 
confrontational episodes of sovereign negotiation in history, and has generated important and 
heated debates among academic, economic, legal, and political actors at the local and global 
level. This dissertation studies the resolution of Argentina's 2001 sovereign default. More 
specifically, it analyzes the negotiations over the defaulted public liabilities across several 
stages between 2003 and 2016, identifying its dynamics and results based on the 
consideration of the strategies of the actors involved: the different groups of private creditors 
and the Argentine governments.  

This investigation falls within the fields of economic sociology and international political 
economy and uses a conceptual perspective based on the strategic approach of international 
economic negotiations theory. From this viewpoint, the dynamics of the negotiation, the 
possibility of delimiting stages in the period, and the results in each of these depend on the 
strategies deployed by the negotiators, as well as the negotiating position and styles of 
negotiation of the parties, acting simultaneously in the domestic and international levels. The 
partial results of each stage, in turn, condition subsequent negotiations, by influencing the 
strategies and dynamics of following ones.  

The research investigates the negotiations in relation to three central problematic nuclei, 
which had different dynamics. The first is the 2005 debt exchange under the Kichner 
administration, in which the strategies of both parties resulted in a dynamic of confrontation 
that was resolved in a distribution of costs in favor of the government. Second, the 2010 swap 
during the first government of Cristina Fernández, when collaboration between the parties 
took place, guided by objectives of mutual benefit. Third, the conflict with the vulture funds, 
which began in the second presidency of Ms. Fernández and was ended by Mauricio Macri in 
2016. Although the dispute began with an open confrontation between the parties as a result 
of distributive strategies based on controversial judicial decisions, it culminated in a dynamic 
of domination where hedge funds prevailed over the Macri administration. The resolution of 
the conflict allowed the former to achieve extraordinary profits, and reopened the access to 
international debt markets for Argentina, which was the key to sustaining Macri´s 
macroeconomic model.  

The analysis draws on multiple data sources, using a methodological design that combined 
data collection and analysis techniques from both quantitative and qualitative methods, such 
as documentary, content, and descriptive statistical analysis. 
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Conduire numériquement les conduites: économie comportementale, objets connectés et 
prévention dans l'assurance privée française. 

Governing Conduct Digitally: Behavioral Economics, IoT and Prevention in French 
Private Insurance 

Hugo Jeanningros, PhD in Sociology, Sorbonne Université 

Insurance is a mathematical relationship created between individuals and groups, between risk 
and uncertainty. Insurance’s ability to shape and distribute risks and responsibilities relies on 
the exploitation of multiple sources of data, such as mortality tables, disease incidence, or 
traffic accident records. As Big Data, the Internet of Things, and insurance collide, new 
sources of data can be used to reshape the relationship between the insured and the insurer. 
Among these new practices, behavior-based insurance, which builds on the tracking and 
valuation of the insured’s daily behavioral data, provides an interesting case for investigating 
the governing of conduct by digital means.  

Drawing on interviews conducted with insurance professionals and regulators, document 
analysis, and professional meeting observations, this thesis mobilizes socio-economic and 
STS theoretical frameworks to understand how and why insurance practices—traditionally 
based on the law of large numbers and normal distributions—are incorporating digital devices 
that aim to analyze, value, and modify individuals’ everyday behavior. By analyzing the 
insurance industry’s practices allows the research to go beyond the hypes and fears 
surrounding these products and their possible effects on solidarity mechanisms and privacy. 

The study of the development and implementation of health and car behavior-based insurance 
products shows an important use of behavioral economics as a framework for analyzing 
clients’ daily behaviors, understood as a succession of individual choices. On this basis, the 
valuation of behavioral data and their incorporation into reward systems are designed to make 
behaviors manageable. However, a series of issues makes the governing of conduct difficult 
to enforce in practice, including the poaching practices of the sensors by the insured, the lack 
of change in long-term daily habits, and the moral rejection of products considered intrusive. 
Furthermore, this thesis shows that changing individuals’ behavior is not the only aim of these 
devices. They also offer original answers to classical insurance-related issues, such as risk 
selection and fraud control. More importantly, the products studied function as market 
devices, used to ensure client capture and market attachment in a French insurance market 
characterized by a low product differentiation. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Have you finished your PhD project? Is the end in sight? Do you want the 
world to know about your research? The SASE newsletter is looking for 
presentations of finished, or nearly finished, PhD projects on socio-economic 
topics. Let us know about the theoretical insights and empirical results that 
have resulted from those years of hard work. Wherever you come from or 
whatever your topic, as long as it is related to socio-economics, we would love to 
hear from you. Send us an abstract of approximately 400 words sketching the 
research and results, and we will feature it in the newsletter (space permitting).  
 
Send submissions to saseexecutive@sase.org 
 



 29 

 

On the Bookshelf 
 

SASE is an international organization with members around the globe, reading thousands of 
books related to socio-economics every year across topics and languages. To get a sense of 
what is on SASE member’s minds, the newsletter editors asked leading scholars to share their 
thoughts on books they read recently. 
 
 

Juliet Schor, Boston College 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Cassi Pittman Claytor, Black Privilege: Middle Class Blacks with 
Privilege and Cash to Spend (Stanford University Press, 2020) 

This forthcoming book is a welcome addition to a woefully under-
researched area—Black Americans’ consumption practices and 
experiences. Cassi Pittman Claytor’s insightful interview and 
ethnographic research among middle class Blacks in the New York City 
area leads her to original interpretations of the complexities of class and 
race in a society that remains riven by racial inequality and conflict. 
Claytor’s subjects consume with both privilege and strong Black identity, 
and use their spending and acquisition practices to navigate the shoals of 
American racism. 

Yochai Benkler, The Wealth of Networks: How Social Production 
Transforms Markets and Freedom (Yale University Press, 2006) 

Now fourteen years old, Benkler’s pioneering take on how digital networks 
are remaking economic relations is worth re-reading in the current 
moment. He argues that a shift away from markets toward peer and 
collaborative production is not only occurring, but has become 
economically efficient. His analysis was a bit optimistic, but as we face the 
prospect of another serious recession, it is essential to recognize the 
feasibility of new ways to order economic life. Benkler offers an alternative 
to corporate platforms taking over increasing swaths of production, 
consumption, and daily life. 

Amitav Ghosh, The Great Derangement: Climate Change and the 
Unthinkable (University of Chicago Press, 2016) 

So little work on climate change originates from the perspective of Asia, 
yet this region of the world is the arguably the most important going 
forward. Ghosh, an anthropologist and novelist, approaches the subject 
with erudition and humanity. His middle section, on history, is a 
strikingly original interpretation of debates about the Anthropocene and 
capitalism, and reminds us that before capitalism there was Empire. 
Don’t miss the section on the oil industry in Burma. Ghosh re-oriented 
my thinking about these issues in important ways. 

https://www.sup.org/books/title/?id=25892
https://yalebooks.yale.edu/book/9780300125771/wealth-networks
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/G/bo22265507.html


 30 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Kevin Mellet, Orange Labs (Sense) and LISIS (University Paris-Est Marnes la 
Vallée) 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

Barbara Kingsolver, Unsheltered (HarperCollins, 2018) 

This is a novel about our times: the attack on science, the collapse of the 
middle class, Trump (or the Bullhorn, as Kingsolver calls him), the 
adjunctification of academic life, climate change, and the wisdom of the 
younger generation. Set in both the present and the 1870s (a plot device 
reminiscent of A.S. Byatt's Possession), one is gradually drawn in to the 
challenges of two downwardly mobile middle-class families. It'll be a 
delight for naturalists, and was a perfect read during a pandemic lockdown. 
Attuned to the problems of our time, but not morbid or frightening. 

Virginia Eubanks, Automating Inequality: How High-Tech Profile, 
Police, and Punish the Poor (St. Martin’s Press, 2018) 

This book presents an enthralling investigation into the use of scoring and 
sorting algorithms in social services that support the homeless or seek to 
prevent violence against children in the United States. Virginia Eubanks 
was invited to SASE in 2019, as part of an AMC session organized by 
Network J and to give a Featured Talk. 

Tarleton Gillespie, Custodians of the Internet (Yale University 
Press, 2018) 

Tarleton Gillespie’s Custodians of the Internet is an interesting 
counterpoint, since he is interested in platform capitalism, which he 
studies through the prism of the armies of moderators who occupy a 
central place in these new digital business models. 

Tim Jordan, The Digital Economy (Wiley, 2020) 

Finally, Tim Jordan's Digital Economy offers a recent summary of the 
field. Tim Jordan is scheduled to be present at the SASE Meeting in 2020, 
as part of an author-meets-critics session organized by our network. 

My Network J co-organizers also have significant editorial activity. In 2016, Dave Elder Vass 
published Profit and Gift in the Digital Economy (Cambridge University Press). Anne 
Jourdain and Sidonie Naulin recently edited The Social Meaning of Extra Money: Capitalism 
and the Commodification of Domestic and Leisure Activities (2019, Springer Verlag). Jean-
Samuel Beuscart is co-author of a textbook on internet sociology, Sociologie d’internet, 
recently published in French. Finally, Elke Schüßler is co-editing a forthcoming special issue 
of the Socio-Economic Review on “Understanding the Platform Economy: Socio-Economic 
Dynamics in new Digital Markets”. 
 

https://www.harpercollins.com/9780062684561/unsheltered/
https://us.macmillan.com/books/9781250074317
https://yalebooks.yale.edu/book/9780300173130/custodians-internet
https://politybooks.com/bookdetail/?isbn=9781509517558&subject_id=1&tag_id=26
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Ronald Dore, British Factory-Japanese Factory. The Origins of 
National Diversity in Industrial Relations (University of California 
Press, 1973)  
Horst Horst and Michael Schumann, Das Ende der 
Arbeitsteilung. Rationalisierung in der industriellen Produktion 
[The End of the Division of Labor: Rationalization in the Industrial 
Production] (Beck, 1984)  
I took advantage of the lockdown to carefully read two “old” books, 
which contributed to early institutionalist research in the fields of 
sociology and political economy. The books challenge the claim of 
convergence of production systems toward universal practices, showing 
instead how institutional context can influence the development of 
different, functionally equivalent, production models.  
 
Through a matched comparison of four factories in Japan and England, 
Dore identified the main characteristics of, respectively, the British 
market-oriented employment systems and the Japanese organization-
oriented employment system. He claimed that the two employment systems 
fit with other spheres of social life including politics, family, and 
education. He even suggested that “what happens in the employment 
sphere directly affects what happens in other spheres” (p. 280)—a claim 
that certainly reminds us of “institutional complementarity,” so widely 
used in contemporary political economy. 
 
Kern and Schumann’s book focused exclusively on German 
manufacturing in the 1970s and 1980s and was crucial to later research 
on the German model of Diversified Quality Production (see e.g. the 
recent article by Sorge and Streeck in Socio-Economic Review). Through 
their in-depth case studies of companies in the automotive, machine tool 
building, and chemical sectors, Kern and Schumann illustrated how the 
combination of strong institutions of collective voice and collective skill 
formation, on the one hand, and the introduction of new technologies, on 
the other hand, led to the emergence of the German production model. 
This model relied on new skill profiles, work processes that integrated 
direct and indirect activities, and on genuine employee involvement. The 
“human” characteristics of this production system were clearly in 
contrast with Taylorism, as well as with the lean production methods that 
were becoming popular at the time.  
 
Both books are great examples of empirically rich, in-depth qualitative 
comparative studies, which provide invaluable insights in the 
organization of work within companies. It is a real shame that such 
studies are increasingly rare—whether because companies have become 
more secretive and do not provide access to researchers, because time-
consuming fieldwork does not serve the imperative to publish quickly, or 
because most top journals in sociology and organization studies tend to 
privilege quantitative methods. 
 

https://www.routledge.com/British-Factory-Japanese-Factory-The-Origins-of-National-Diversity-in-Industrial/Dore/p/book/9780415852760
https://www.booklooker.de/B%C3%BCcher/Angebote/autor=Horst;Schumann+Kern&titel=Das+Ende+der+Arbeitsteilung.+Rationalisierung+in+der+industriellen+Produktion
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Sarah L. Quinn, American Bonds: How Credit Markets Shaped a 
Nation (Princeton University Press, 2019)  

Stephanie Mudge, Leftism Reinvented: Western Parties from Socialism 
to Neoliberalism (Harvard University Press, 2018)  

Caitlin Zaloom, Indebted: How Families Make College Work at Any 
Cost (Princeton University Press, 2019) 

Tressie McMillan Cottom, Lower Ed: The Troubling Rise of For-Profit 
Colleges in the New Economy (The New Press, 2018)  

Jennifer M. Silva, We’re Still Here: Pain and Politics in the Heart of 
America (Oxford University Press, 2019)  

Victoria Reyes, Global Borderlands: Fantasy, Violence, and Empire in 
Subic Bay, Philippines (Standord University Press, 2019)  

Mehrsa Baradaran, The Color of Money: Black Banks and the Racial 
Wealth Gap (Harvard University Press, 2019)  

Viviana A. Zelizer, The Social Meaning of Money: Pin Money, 
Paychecks, Poor Relief, and Other Currencies (Princeton University 
Press, 2017) 

I have stacked up for “shelter-in-place” and, if there is any good news in dire 
times, it is about the wealth of stimulating scholarship on economy/society that 
we can bunker with. I am especially pleased that there are many women 
scholars who have written such books recently and I would like to focus my 
recommendations on some of those. 

Two great new books that will provide a longer-term perspective on why we 
find ourselves in a particular economic and political predicament of our times 
include American Bonds: How Credit Markets Shaped a Nation by Sarah 
Quinn, and Leftism Reinvented: Western Parties from Socialism to 
Neoliberalism, by Stephanie Mudge. You can start by checking out a podcast on 
American Bonds by Civic Sociologist Podcast and one on Leftism Reinvented by 
the Rhodes Center at Brown, in a conversation with Mark Blythe. 
 
As I have been thinking about how economic sociologists should focus more 
centrally on issues of economic inequality, I have been reading about people’s 
economic lives. Here, I recommend two excellent books on student debt, 
Indebted: How Families Make College Work at Any Cost, by Caitlin Zaloom 
and Lower Ed: The Troubling Rise of the For-Profit Colleges in the New 
Economy, by Tressie Millan McCottom. You can also read an NYT Op-Ed by 

https://press.princeton.edu/books/hardcover/9780691156750/american-bonds
https://www.hup.harvard.edu/catalog.php?isbn=9780674971813
https://press.princeton.edu/books/hardcover/9780691164311/indebted
https://thenewpress.com/books/lower-ed
https://global.oup.com/academic/product/were-still-here-9780190888046?cc=us&lang=en&
https://www.sup.org/books/title/?id=28732
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Zaloom and an NPR feature on Lower Ed. And if you prepare yourself for a 
devastating poignant account, you should check out Jennifer Silva’s new book, 
We’re Still Here: Pain and Politics in the Heart of America, which will make 
you feel, not only think, about the predicament of the working class in rural 
Pennsylvania in the years leading up to the 2016 U.S. Presidential election. 
Situated on the other side of the world, Global Borderlands: Fantasy, Violence 
and Empire in Subic Bay, Phillipines, by Victoria Reyes, beautifully reveals 
economic lives in global borderlands, the multiple, and complex, meanings of 
borderline existence, in the shade of omnipresent colonialism.  

 
I also recommend The Color of Money: Black Banks and the Racial Wealth 
Gap by Mehrsa Baradaran, a history of “black capitalism” through a lens of 
black banks, and ultimately a treatise on the staggering racial wealth gap in 
America. The book speaks to well-placed concerns raised recently about the 
lack of attention to race in economic sociology by Dan Hirschman and Laura 
Garbes in Socio-Economic Review.  
 
Ultimately, The Color of Money is about the social meaning of money, so I 
would be amiss if I didn’t invite you to pick up again Viviana Zelizer’s classic, 
The Social Meaning of Money, especially since it has been newly released in a 
second edition by Princeton University Press, with a new foreword by Nigel 
Dodd. 

mailto:admin@sase.org
https://www.hup.harvard.edu/catalog.php?isbn=9780674237476
https://press.princeton.edu/books/paperback/9780691176031/the-social-meaning-of-money
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