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Meet the Editors 
 
This new and improved SASE Newsletter has been entrusted to a dynamic group of 
doctoral students and post-docs from both sides of the Atlantic. Each group of editors 
will oversee 2 biannual issues of the Newsletter before handing it over to a new cohort. 
 
We are pleased to introduce the first generation of doc and post-doc editors: 
 

 
 

 
David Pinzur 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Ruggero 
Gambacurta-
Scopello 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Sebastian Billows 
Editor-in-Chief 
 

Sebastian Billows recently defended and earned his Ph.D. in sociology at 
Sciences Po, Paris. His dissertation questions whether law constitutes an 
effective resource to settle economic imbalances. His work addresses the case 
of French mass retail and their relationship with suppliers. Faced with the 
increasing market power of French mass retail, supplier successfully lobbied 
the state into protecting them. Combining economic sociology with sociolegal 
perspectives, his dissertation describes the transformation of French Business 
regulation and the way large firms responded to this new regulatory 
framework. Data was collected using interviews, participant observation and 
state archives. 

David Pinzur recently earned his Ph.D. in Sociology from the University of 
California, San Diego. His dissertation research compares the information 
infrastructures constructed on two major, post-bellum, American derivative 
markets: the agricultural futures markets on the Chicago Board of Trade and 
New Orleans Cotton Exchange. The research highlights differences in how the 
markets created information through commodity grading schemes, moved 
information via telegraphic and statistical systems, and understood 
information using dominant economic interpretive frames. The dissertation 
traces these differences in two directions: backwards, to reveal the distinct 
cultural, political, organizational, and material factors that led the exchanges to 
such markedly dissimilar infrastructures; and forwards, to illustrate these 
infrastructures’	  divergent	  market-level consequences. The research combines 
several of his interests, including markets, finance, organizations, and science 
and technology.  

 
 
Ruggero  Gambacurta-Scopello is a PhD candidate in Political Science at 
Sciences Po Paris, under the supervision of professor Patrick Le Galès. His PhD 
dissertation, whose title is The State and the Politics of Economic Emergence in 
Brazil. The case of BNDES (1985-2016), deals with the transformations of 
Brazilian capitalism in the last 30 years. His research focuses on the activities 
of the Brazilian Development Bank, and uses mixed methods. Ruggero had 
professional experiences at the Directorate for Education and Skills at OECD, 
and also at UNESCO and "Le Monde". He graduated from a master in Political 
science at Sciences Po Paris in 2014. 
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Emma Greeson 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Anne  
van der Graaf

Emma Greeson is a doctoral candidate in the Department of Sociology at the 
University of California, San Diego. Her dissertation employs a multi-sited 
ethnographic research design along the value chain for used clothing between 
the United Kingdom and Poland to understand how value is produced for a 
highly heterogeneous product. The research examines where value is produced 
(in which spaces and social configurations), what exactly is being valued in 
various socio-material relations (the material and symbolic transformations 
accompanying valuation), and how the value chain is made and maintained 
(through which material, moral, and relational practices). This dissertation 
contextualizes existing accounts of valuation, offers a material and pragmatic 
account of valuation that can account for valuation of highly heterogeneous 
goods, and proposes a relational ontology of economic processes. Emma holds 
an MA in Central and Eastern European Studies from the Jagiellonian 
University (Krakow, Poland); her earlier research dealt with language policy 
and nationalism in Europe. 

Anne EA van der Graaf is a Doctoral Fellow at the MaxPo who specializes in 
financial risk management of insurance companies and banks. Her PhD is 
called Framing Financial Risk: What does risk management manage? The 
research is based on ethnographic fieldwork in finance. She has carried out two 
participant observations, one in market risk management of a European bank 
in long term liquidation, another in the life and financial risk department of a 
large European insurance company. Besides research on finance, she is 
interested in gender studies, the relationship between state and economic 
actors, accounting and organization studies. Before joining the MaxPo in 2013 
she finished her MSc in Research Sociology at the University of Edinburgh. She 
has two Bachelors' degrees from Erasmus University Rotterdam, one in 
sociology and another in econometrics and operational research. 
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Interview with Professor Dave Elder-Vass 
Author of Featured Author-Meets-Critics Book 

Profit and Gift in the Digital Economy 
 

Dave Elder-Vass is a sociologist at Loughborough University in England. His recently published 
book, Profit and Gift in the Digital Economy (2016, Cambridge University Press), is a discussion of 
value creation in diverse economic structures that insists on thinking beyond a singularly capitalist 
or market system. Elder-Vass	   introduces	  the	  concept	  of	  “complexes	  of	  appropriative	  practices”	  to	  
explain how value is created in such diverse contexts as Apple, Wikipedia, Google, and Facebook. 
The book brings together his interests in social theory and in economic sociology, as well as 
empirical interests from an earlier career as an IT specialist and executive. Look out for a 
discussion of his book at an Author-Meets-Critics session in Lyon (Friday, 30 June from 4:15-5:45pm 
in Rockefeller Salle 105, as part of the Markets and Beyond in the Digital Age Mini-Conference). 
Below are the highlights of a conversation between Elder-Vass and Emma Greeson in April 2017, 
touching on the ontological, conceptual, and political implications of Elder-Vass’s	  book. 

 
 
Profit and Gift in the Digital Economy 
is a very interesting and provocative 
book.	   I’d	   like	   to	  hear	   a	   bit	   about	   the	  
context of the book, how you arrived 
at the place where you felt that you 
needed to write it, and why you feel 
this sort of approach is necessary. 
 
Well,	   for	  a	   long	  time	  I’d	  been interested 
in	  two	  things.	  I’d	  been	  interested	  forever	  
in the possibility that there could be 
different ways of running our economy, 
and the question of how we could make 
sense of that possibility. But then for 
quite	  a	  while	   I’d	  also	  been	   interested	   in	  
giving as a kind of social practice, and 
the fact that it seems to be generally 
quite neglected in the social sciences. 
Not completely – there are people 
working on everything in the social 
sciences – but	  it	  doesn’t	  have	  much	  of	  a	  
profile. I had a bit of a light bulb moment 
a number of years ago when I realized 
that these two things might be 
connected. Then I started to see that 
there were other existing areas of work 
that linked up quite nicely with that. The 
concept of provisioning is one of those. 
Once you start to think about the 
economy as provisioning practices, then 
giving becomes part of the economy! 
And once giving becomes part of the 
economy, then you see that existing 
ways of thinking about the economy 
(primarily mainstream economics and 
Marxist political economy as the 

dominant	   alternative	   to	   it)	   don’t	   really	  
have a place for giving or other forms of 
provisioning	   that	   aren’t	   based	   on	   the	  
market. The other thing I read that 
really helped me think about this was 
J.K. Gibson-Graham’s	  work	   on	   the	  ways	  
in which the economy has been 
discursively constructed to effectively 
exclude everything but the market.  

 
Before	  this	  I’d	  been	  doing	  work	  on	  social	  
ontology. I recognized that if there was 
going to be a more useful way of 
thinking about the economy, it really 
ought to fit in with these ideas of social 
ontology that I, and lots of critical 
realists, had been working on. Like 
many people in the critical realist 
tradition,	  I’ve	  spent	  lots	  of	  time	  thinking	  
about how it can be that the social world 
works at all, what kinds of causal forces 
you would have to have for the social 
world to work the way that it does. 
When I was thinking about the economy, 
I really wanted to do something that fit 
in with that.  

 
In the end, the way that I phrased these 
ideas in the book is a little bit different 
from	   the	   way	   that	   I’d	   phrased	   them	   in	  
my	   earlier	  work.	   I	   think	   there’s	   a	   close	  
relation,	   in	   that	   I’ve	   focused	   very	  much	  
on the concept of practices in the book. 
In my earlier	  work	  I’d	  been	  very	  focused	  
on concepts of social structure: how do 
we explain how social structures can 
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have a causal influence on what happens 
in the world? But the two things are 
connected, in that I see practices as 
being produced by social structures, and 
in particular by normative structures. 
I’ve	   talked	   about	   norm	   circles	   in	   my	  
work as the social structure that 
produces normatively standardized 
practices.	  So	  there’s	  a	  kind	  of	  connection	  
there. On the one hand, you have this 
ontological work about norm circles, 
and then we have the idea that norm 
circles produce practices, and practices 
are the significant things that differ 
between different forms of economy. 
And although I talk mostly about 
practices	   in	   the	   book,	   the	   way	   that	   I’m	  
thinking about it is that groups of people 
interact through a particular practice, 
and as a result generate further social 
structures. A market system, for 
example, is the kind of structure that 
people generate by interacting with each 
other through market-oriented 
practices.	   I	  don’t	  go	   far	   into	  that	  side	  of	  
things in the book; I stick with practices, 
because I think we can do quite a lot of 
explanation of economic forms by 
looking at the practices that are 
involved.  

 
So that was the way that ontology links 
to the objective of re-theorizing the 
economy as a whole range of different 
kinds of practices that fit together in 
different kinds of ways. In some cases 
those are market practices, and that 
generates some of the kinds of 
phenomena that people have talked 
about under the	   heading	   of	   “markets”	  
for a long time. But in other cases 
they’re	  not	  market	  practices.	  They	  might	  
be giving practices, or practices of state 
distribution,	   or	   others.	   There’s	   no	  
particular limit to what kind of practices 
there might be. And then those practices 
generate different kinds of economic 
outcomes and structures. That, I think, is 

how the earlier work links together with 
the newer concerns.  
 
Did you arrive at the idea of writing 
about the digital economy because 
you felt that it was a good illustration 
of what you wanted to be able to talk 
about, or did you feel that something 
about that case needed to be 
explained? Or maybe it was a 
combination of the two. 
 
It’s	   a	   combination	   of	   several	   things.	   On	  
the	   one	   hand,	   I’ve	   always	   been	  
interested in that sort of thing. I have a 
background in IT before I came back 
into	   academia	   some	   time	   ago,	   so	   I’ve	  
followed	  what’s	  happening	  in	  the	  digital	  
world. So I had the knowledge 
background, if you like. And of course 
the	  other	  thing	  is	  that	  it’s	  very	  trendy,	  so	  
people are interested in it at the 
moment. But probably the most 
important thing is that, as you say, it 
illustrates some of those issues. In 
particular the way it illustrates them is 
that a lot of the major sites on the 
internet	  don’t	  work	   in	  a	  way	  that	  really 
fits very well with the traditional models 
of the economy. I picked a variety of 
those and discussed them in the book.  
 
Perhaps the most obvious one is 
Wikipedia, a very nice example of the 
gift economy in action. Of course the 
economists	   would	   say	   it’s not very 
important	  because	  it’s	  not	  making	  lots	  of	  
money. But actually, hundreds of 
millions—maybe even billions—of 
people consult Wikipedia on a regular 
basis,	   and	   it’s	   making	   quite	   a	   major	  
contribution to the knowledge economy. 
Just because economists wouldn’t	  attach	  
a	  sales	  figure	  to	  it,	  that	  doesn’t	  mean	  it’s	  
not an important part of the 
provisioning economy. So Wikipedia is 
an important phenomenon in its own 
right,	   but	   it’s	   also	   very	   interesting	  
because	   it’s	   constructed	  almost	  entirely	  
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on a gift economy basis. The people who 
build it provide the material to us for 
free. The editors are all volunteers and 
they are choosing their own tasks. The 
way	   that	   that’s	   coordinated	   is	   certainly	  
not	   through	   a	   market,	   but	   it’s	   not	  
through a traditional hierarchy either, in 
that	   there’s	   a	   normatively	   structured	  
process of cooperation between 
different editors that keeps Wikipedia in 
reasonable shape. Of course, the other 
gift element of the structure is that the 
costs that they do have are funded by 
asking people for donations.	   So	   you’ve	  
got three quite strong gift-oriented 
practices	   there:	   they’re	   giving	   away	  
their product, the editors are giving 
their time to create the product, and 
some of the users are giving donations 
to fund the continuation of the service. 
So here’s	  an	   important	   service	  which	   is	  
provided almost entirely on a gift-based 
model.	  It’s	  a	  nice	  illustration	  of	  the	  need	  
for different ways of thinking about the 
economy, and the reality of non-market 
forms being out there and being 
important already.  
 
And then I talk about some other cases, 
which are more hybrid forms, and are 
just as interesting. Google and Facebook 
are making money by selling advertising 
in something like a traditional 
commodity	  market,	  but	  they	  couldn’t	  do	  
that at all—they	   couldn’t	   exist as a 
viable commercial organization—if it 
wasn’t	   for	   the	   fact	   that	   they’re	   also	  
giving away a whole load of stuff to their 
users. Google are giving out search 
results, maps, email services, and so on 
and so on, and Facebook are giving us 
their social media	  services.	  This	  doesn’t	  
really fit with conventional ways of 
thinking about the market. The whole 
commercial side of these businesses 
depends very much on the gift economy 
practices that make up the other side of 
the complex. I talk about these 
organizations or these different areas of 

activities being complexes of 
appropriative practices. Here we have 
complexes which include a market 
element, but also a gift element, where 
neither could operate without the other. 
That’s	   the	   kind	   of	   structure	   that	   you	  
can’t	   really	   analyze	   in	   terms	   of	  
neoclassical economics, or if you did, 
you would inevitably leave out an 
essential part of the story. So those are 
the sorts of reasons why I thought the 
digital economy was worth going into in 
particular depth. 
 
Your description of that example 
brought up two conceptual questions 
I had about your approach. First, 
could you talk about how you 
propose to distinguish economic 
from non-economic practices? And 
second, how do you isolate a 
practice? What makes something a 
coherent set of actions, or whatever 
you want to call them, so you can call 
that a practice, and then this other 
bundle a different practice? I would 
think it would get quite fuzzy at 
certain point. 
 
With regard to your first question, how 
do you distinguish the economic and the 
non-economic:	   it’s	   just	   a	   definitional	  
thing,	   really.	   As	   far	   as	   I’m	   concerned,	  
economic practices are social practices, 
and	   in	   one	   sense,	   they’re	   no	   different	  
from other social practices. Now, 
historically, the economy has been 
differentiated out, and that starts with 
calling some things economic and other 
things non-economic. This then leads to 
the idea that the economy is somehow 
actually independent of much of the rest 
of society, which is extremely harmful. 
But	  still,	   I	  guess	   it’s	  useful	   for us to say 
that there are some activities which we 
will count as economic, and some that 
aren’t,	  as	  long	  as	  we	  don’t	  think	  that	  that	  
necessarily means that economic 
activity is somehow independent of the 
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rest. I call economic practices those that 
are involved with the appropriation of 
benefits: the allocation of benefits to 
people. So that includes production, 
creating new things that are of some 
value to people, but also it includes 
distribution. Sharing things with people, 
exchanging them, transferring them 
somehow	  or	  other.	  So	  at	  one	  level	  that’s	  
a fairly conventional way of thinking 
about	  what’s	  economic—production and 
distribution.	   But	   at	   another	   level,	   it’s	   a	  
way of separating production and 
distribution from the assumption that 
only market-based production and 
distribution count. This is an 
assumptionwhich is fairly heavily 
embedded, as Gibson-Graham writes, in 
conventional ways of thinking about the 
economy. 
 
As far as the second question, how to 
isolate	   a	   practice,	   that’s	   a	   very	   difficult	  
question, and as you say, it gets fuzzy. I 
think	   that	   in	   practice	   it’s	   a	   matter	   of	  
making a judgment about what sets of 
activities are relevantly similar, for the 
purpose	   that	  you’re	  pursuing,	  and	  what	  
you’re	  doing.	  The	  thing	  that	  I	  think	  that	  
practices need to have to be a practice is, 
first of all, that they are behaviors that 
people do; secondly, that they are 
behaviors that are somewhat 
standardized across a group of people; 
and thirdly, and this is building in a bit 
of theory, that they are standardized as 
a result of some kind of normative 
pressure – and I think of normative 
pressure quite loosely, quite broadly. So 
a practice would be something that 
meets those criteria, but then the 
difficult question is where you draw the 
boundaries and say that this is one 
practice and this is another practice. And 
as	   I	   say,	   I	   think	   that’s	   relative	   to	   the	  
focus	  of	  what	  you’re	  pursuing.	  And	  there	  
are variable degrees of generality as 
well. You might say that writing a text 
was a practice, but you might also say 

that writing a text with a pen is a 
practice and writing a text on a 
keyboard is a practice. Those are both 
less general than the more general 
practice of writing a text. Does that 
make sense? 
 
 
I suppose you could call it an 
empirical question. It could even be a 
fundamental part of the work to show 
what is a practice and how it became 
a practice, and how it hangs together 
as a practice. 
 
Yep. 
 
I wanted to also ask for your thoughts 
on the whole political-ethical side of 
your	  work.	  We’re	  living	  in	  interesting	  
times – lots of upheaval. Could you 
talk a little bit about how you find 
your work to be relevant, or how it 
helps us ask different questions 
about the world, or which questions 
you think your work helps us ask 
about the world? 
 
The question that I hope it helps us to 
ask is: how could the economy be 
different? And I think in contemporary 
politics, there are other issues, but the 
central issue is how we should run the 
economy.	   And	   there	   don’t	   seem	   to	   be	  
too many alternative answers out there 
at the moment. We have the neoliberal 
version, which is fairly hegemonic. For a 
long time the rival to that was some 
variety of the Marxist version, which is 
pretty much in decline at the moment. I 
think we need better ways of thinking 
about economic alternatives. I think 
there are lots of people out there with 
better ways of thinking about economic 
alternatives – such the green movement 
and advocates of a sharing economy, for 
example – I mean, what used to be called 
the sharing economy before the term 
was co-opted!	  Hart	  and	  Laville’s	  book	  on	  
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the human economy provides some 
great examples. So there are elements of 
alternatives out there. But we need a 
political economy which gives us a 
larger perspective on alternatives. So a 
political economy that is neither the 
neoliberal nor the Marxist alternative. 
That’s	   really,	   I	   suppose,	   ultimately	   the	  
thing	   that	   I’m	   trying	   to	   contribute	   to	  
with this book.  
 
By offering a view of the economy as 
much	   more	   diverse,	   I’m	   offering	   the	  
view that given that the economy is 
much more diverse than the other 
approaches paint it, the way to change 
the economy is to do so progressively. 
Rather	   than	   saying,	   “the	   economy	  must	  
be	  the	  way	  it	  is,	  because	  it’s	  efficient	  and	  
markets	   are	   wonderful”	   or	   rather	   than	  
saying	   “markets must be completely 
overthrown,	  because	  markets	  are	  evil”,	  I	  
think we can say that actually, the 
economy is already pretty complex and 
there are a bunch of alternatives out 
there to the markets, and we know they 
are viable because they are already 
functioning. And the way to change our 
economy is to shift the mix: to reduce 
the role of those varieties of capitalism 
which are more harmful, and to increase 
the role of these other alternatives 
where	  we	  can	  see	  that	   they’re	  viable	  or	  
potentially viable, and can give us 
ethically more desirable results. So I 
take it as read, I suppose, that this is a 
left	  perspective,	  though	  maybe	  it	  doesn’t	  
fit particularly well with contemporary 
left	   and	   right.	   I	   think	   that’s	   the	   kind	   of	  
perspective that politicians need to be 

advocating! Rather than a futile 
revolutionism or rolling over and 
accepting that the market is in charge 
and	  that’s	  the	  only	  alternative. 
 
Could you say a few words about your 
future work, where this work has 
taken you and what your next steps 
are? 
 
I was just recently awarded an ISRF 
(Independent Social Research 
Foundation) Political Economy Research 
Fellowship. So that means that next 
academic year I will be able to focus on 
my next project, which is looking at how 
value is constructed in the financial 
sector, and taking a realist, social-
constructionist	   approach	   to	   it.	   I	   don’t	  
want to pre-judge the story too much, 
but it seems pretty clear that the value 
of some financial assets is pretty 
precarious, and that when it goes wrong 
it creates massive risk for the rest of the 
economic system. And a market 
explanation of how these things come to 
have value is completely inadequate. I 
mean, there are market structures in 
operation	   here,	   but	   actually,	   it’s	   only	  
because	   there’s	   been	   a	   process	   of	  
constructing these things as having 
value in the first place that the market 
can operate. There are a number of 
social institutions here, a number of 
narratives being constructed, whose 
purpose or effect is to legitimate 
marking certain kinds of things with 
value.	   So	   I’m	   looking into how those 
constructions work. 
 

 
Interview conducted by  

Emma Greeson 
egreeson@ucsd.edu 
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Upcoming Events 
 

Lyon 2017 Annual Conference 
Preparing for our meeting What's Next? Disruptive/Collaborative Economy or Business as 
Usual? Be sure to check out all the tabs on the SASE/Lyon event page for information on 
everything from the online program to maps to WiFi information. 
 

Cartagena 2017 Regional Conference 
SASE is proud to hold	  it’s	  3rd Regional Ibero-American Meeting in Cartagena de Indias, 
Colombia, at the Universidad Tecnológica de Bolívar, from 16-18 November 2017. 
Submissions are accepted until 15 August 2017.  
For more information, visit unitecnologica.edu.co/en/rise-sase2017.  
 

Kyoto 2018 Annual Conference 
For	   it’s	  30th annual conference, “Global Reordering: Prospects for Equality, Democracy 
and Justice”, SASE is heading to Kyoto, Japan! As part of our advance preparation for 
SASE’s	  first	  Asian	  conference,	  we	  will	  be	  holding	  an	  Asian	  scholars	  brainstorming	  coffee	  
from 8-9am on Friday, June 30th in the Salle de Conseil of the Bâtiment principal on the 
Lyon 2 Rockefeller campus. All are welcome! 
For more information on the Kyoto meeting, visit sase.org/event/2018-kyoto.  
 
 
 

SASE News 
 

SASE/Lyon Author-Meets-Critics Books 
Whether	  you’re	  preparing	  for	  the	  conference	  or	  looking	  for	  summer	  reading,	  be	  sure	  to	  
check out the Lyon Author-Meets-Critics books here. 
 

2nd Early Career Workshop 
The winners of SASE’s	  2nd Early Career Workshop Award have been announced. For the 
list of winners and all other pertinent ECW information, visit sase.org/workshop/lyon.  
 

Presidential and Executive Council Elections 
SASE is delighted to announce that Gary Herrigel will serve as President in 2017-2018. 
We would also like to congratulate Lucio Baccaro, Emily Barman, Nitsan Chorev, Virginia 
Doellgast, Olivier Godechot, Heather Haveman, Monika Krause, and Marc Schneiberg for 
their election to a three-year term (2017-2020) on the Executive Council. Warm thanks 
to Christine Musselin, Roberto Pedersini, Christine Trampusch, and Cornelia Woll, who 
will be leaving the Executive Council this year, and many thanks to all those who 
participated in the election as well as to the Elections Committee – Neil Fligstein (chair), 
Emily Erikson, Jette Steen Knudsen, and Linsey McGoey – for their hard work.  

https://sase.org/event/2017-lyon
http://www.unitecnologica.edu.co/en/rise-sase2017
https://sase.org/event/2018-kyoto
https://sase.org/workshop/lyon
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Academic Opportunities in the United States 
 
This article is the second of a two-part series designed to introduce graduate students and early-
stage scholars to academic opportunities abroad – wherever	  ‘abroad’	  may	  be	  for	  them.	  In	  part	  two,	  
presented here, we offer resources and advice for early-career European scholars seeking to work 
in the United States. The American academic landscape is vast, but applicants need to start 
preparing early in order to find their way in. 
 

One	   of	   SASE’s	   unique	   features	   is	   its	  
near-even split between American and 
European members (and a rapidly 
growing number of Asian and Latin 
American scholars, to boot!). Many of us 
know this arrangement to lead to novel 
and stimulating conversation at annual 
meetings. But what opportunities exist 
for more sustained trans-Atlantic work, 
particularly for graduate students and 
early-stage scholars?   

This article is the second of a two-
part series designed to investigate this 
question. In the first article in this series 
(see issue 1 of this newsletter), we 
discussed the post-docs and jobs 
available to Americans hoping to study 
in Europe. Here, in part two, the focus is 
reversed, with resources and advice for 
European scholars seeking to work in 
the United States. The article draws on 
interviews with early-career scholars 
who have made, or are soon to make, the 
transition from European graduate 
school to American academic 
opportunities. Their responses 
demonstrate that the US academic and 
post-doc markets can be tough to break 
into, but also offer some worthwhile 
strategies that can increase your 
chances of success.  
 
Resources 

A few good resources mentioned in 
the prior article remain relevant for 
scholars looking to head the other way 
across the Atlantic. The overviews of 
American and European academia on 
the European University Institute 
website are quite useful primers on the 
structure of the academy in each 
country, and also provide links to 
country-specific websites and basic 

explanations of cultural differences.  
(http://www.eui.eu/ProgrammesAndFe
llowships/AcademicCareersObservatory
/Index.aspx). 

Also worthy of a repeat mention is 
the excellent humanities and social 
sciences postdoc wiki (at  
http://academicjobs.wikia.com/wiki/H
umanities_and_Social_Sciences_Postdocs
_2016-17).  

Other US-centered resources feature 
the newsletters of American academic 
organizations in your discipline, which 
will provide job and fellowship 
information, as well as your professional 
association’s	   job	   bank	   and	   section	  
listservs. Additional job and post-doc 
listings for the US can be found at the 
Chronicle	   of	   Higher	   Education’s	   job	  
board (chroniclevitae.com) and a useful 
humanities-focused site is h-net.org.   

There are, of course, also many places 
on the web to find general tips on 
applying for jobs, giving interviews and 
job talks, and negotiating contracts. 
Search through a broad number of these 
and look for similarities—there is no 
reason to treat any single one as the 
guide. Particularly, be attuned to 
perspectives from very disciplines that 
may have quite different norms, such as 
the hard sciences.  

You can also reference the previous 
article in this series for discussions of a 
number of general differences in 
academia between the US and Europe, 
including titles, teaching loads, 
administration, pay, tenure, and more.  
 
Tips 

Interviewees had a number of tips for 
European scholars seeking to study in 
the U.S.  

https://sase.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/SASE-Newsletter-Vol-I-Issue-1.pdf
http://www.eui.eu/ProgrammesAndFellowships/AcademicCareersObservatory/Index.aspx
http://www.eui.eu/ProgrammesAndFellowships/AcademicCareersObservatory/Index.aspx
http://www.eui.eu/ProgrammesAndFellowships/AcademicCareersObservatory/Index.aspx
https://mail.ucsd.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=dQn3tvqoo-oxhYwXT-7E0w9JghNeutwlqun0abAiOQV18FetQiXUCA..&URL=http%3a%2f%2facademicjobs.wikia.com%2fwiki%2fHumanities_and_Social_Sciences_Postdocs_2016-17
https://mail.ucsd.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=dQn3tvqoo-oxhYwXT-7E0w9JghNeutwlqun0abAiOQV18FetQiXUCA..&URL=http%3a%2f%2facademicjobs.wikia.com%2fwiki%2fHumanities_and_Social_Sciences_Postdocs_2016-17
https://mail.ucsd.edu/owa/redir.aspx?C=dQn3tvqoo-oxhYwXT-7E0w9JghNeutwlqun0abAiOQV18FetQiXUCA..&URL=http%3a%2f%2facademicjobs.wikia.com%2fwiki%2fHumanities_and_Social_Sciences_Postdocs_2016-17
http://www.chroniclevitae.com/
file:///C:/Users/dpinz/Desktop/h-net.org
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Post-docs before jobs 
Prospects for Europeans to land full-

time, tenure-track jobs in the US are 
fairly slim (as they are for Americans 
moving to Europe). Alice Pannier—the 
one interviewee for this article who did 
secure a job in the US—claimed that she 
almost did not apply for the position 
because	  she	  was	  convinced	  she	  had	  “no	  
chance”	   at	   a	   job	   at	   an	   American	  
institution.	   She	   recalled	   having	   “been	  
told so many times that unless	   you’ve	  
done a U.S. Ph.D. or post-doc,	   you	   can’t	  
get	  a	  position	  in	  the	  U.S.”	  This	  sentiment	  
was echoed by another interviewee who 
spoke	   of	   the	   perception	   of	   a	   “North	  
American	   bubble”	   and	   a	   “European	  
bubble”	  in	  the	  professoriate.	   

Both noted that the gap in training 
between European and American Ph.D. 
programs can be daunting. There is the 
understanding that because European 
doctoral programs are not as lengthy 
and do not include the same level of 
compulsory courses and methodological 
training, that they	   are	   “not	   worth	   as	  
much.”	   

The lesson they draw from this is not 
that it is hopeless to apply for tenure-
track jobs, but rather that one may not 
be able to apply as broadly with the 
same degree of confidence for American 
positions as for European ones. Chances 
are that a position will have to be very 
closely aligned with your areas of 
expertise in order to make it through the 
first rounds of screening.  
 
European Studies departments 

No matter your field, if your research 
involves European cases, you may want 
to start thinking of yourself as a 
(potential) European Studies scholar. At 
many American universities, simply 
having studied European cases and 
having a European background yourself 
can make you an attractive candidate for 
such positions, assuming your research 
is a good fit. This applies even if you 
have only studied particular European 
countries, not the EU as a whole. For 
instance, Pannier, who received her 

Ph.D. in International Relations from 
Sciences Po in Paris, and continues to 
think of herself and her work as being in 
the field of IR, is beginning a position as 
an assistant professor of European and 
Eurasian Studies in the fall at the School 
of Advanced International Studies at 
Johns Hopkins. She came across the job 
listing through the European Studies 
Association listserv—the qualifications 
and expertise needed aligned with her 
own, and so she took a shot. This is a 
useful way to expand the scope of your 
search. 
 
Overseas research starts at home 

One resource mentioned in the first 
article of this series as a tool for 
Americans looking for opportunities in 
Europe can also be used for Europeans 
looking to go abroad: national and EU-
wide fellowships. To apply for this type 
of grant, you contact a scholar or 
research group in the United States with 
whom you share an interest and 
propose the research you would like to 
undertake at their institution. You then 
co-author a grant application with the 
person who will serve as your mentor at 
the host institution, outlining the scope 
of your project. These types of grants 
require a bit more initiative, but can be a 
way to spin a good personal relationship 
with an American scholar into a 
productive program.  

Be sure, though, to check on your 
eligibility with any national funding 
agency before applying. The funds have 
different rules regarding eligibility 
which may take into consideration 
citizenship or where you are currently 
doing your academic work: if you are a 
citizen of one country, but do your 
research in another, your application 
might be more difficult.   
 
English 

All respondents stressed the 
importance of a demonstrated mastery 
of English. One interviewee recounted 
that the person who introduced her for a 
talk remarked publicly at her mastery of 
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English. Strong English skills will not 
only be seen as a plus for any given 
position, but will make you more flexible 
in the types of positions you can be 
competitive for. For instance, positions 
that have a heavy teaching component 
will find facility with English quite 
attractive. This certainly should not be 
taken to mean that for any applicant to 
be competitive they must be 100% 
fluent: however, it is important and a 
skill to play up if you have it.    

Of course, one only gets the 
opportunity to demonstrate how well 
they speak English if they get an 
interview for a position. Possibly more 
important to the process is 
demonstrating	   excellence	   in	   one’s	  
written English. Writing your 
dissertation in English, or publishing 
articles in English, will make a strong 
impression on hiring committees. This 
has the dual effect of demonstrating 
proficiency in the language and of 
publishing in journals that American 
researchers can place and evaluate. This 
being said, there may be institutional or 
practical considerations that weigh 
against writing in English. But if you are 
fairly certain that you want to make the 
move the US, writing in English is one of 
the best choices you can make.   

 
Shared projects and institutes 

A final interesting strategy for making 
inroads at American institutions is 
through making connections at any 
European institutions with which they 
have formal relations, such as shared 
research projects or exchange programs. 
Anne le Goff, who is currently a lecturer 
with the Institute for Society and 
Genetics at University of California, Los 
Angeles was alerted to her position 
through her PhD adviser who knew of a 
joint project between UCLA and the 
French National Center for Scientific 
Research (CNRS). Le Goff was able to 
more easily make connections while in 
France that enabled her transition to the 
US. This type of post-doc is particularly 
valuable in that it allows one to expand 

their network in the US while 
simultaneously maintaining ties with 
European academics. Once the position 
in the US wraps up, these European 
contacts could smooth a return to 
Europe.  
 
Conclusion  

For all the effort required to land 
their positions, all interviewees would 
encourage others to make the leap to the 
US as well, if they have the interest. Le 
Goff stated that working in the US has 
exposed her to other academic systems, 
allowed her to build networks at an 
international level, and to improve her 
command of English. Inasmuch as these 
are all factors that would help her to get 
future jobs in the US, should she choose, 
it is clear that there are increasing 
returns	   to	   one’s	   efforts	   in	   the	   US.	   Inez 
Weitershausen, beginning a one-year 
post-doc at MIT, argues that, while there 
certainly are challenges to making the 
move, you should not let anyone talk 
you out of applying for a position if you 
are interested. There is a difference 
between being realistic and being 
pessimistic—if you take the right steps 
early on, make connections where you 
can, and stay on top of opportunities, 
you will be in good shape to find an 
opportunity in the US. 

 
David Pinzur 

dpinzur@ucsd.edu
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The Political Economy of European Defense:  
An Interview with Samuel B.H. Faure 

 
When speaking about the issues faced by the European Union, it is usually economic problems that 
come to mind. What is the future of the Common Market after Brexit? What is the desirable level of 
economic integration for members of the Eurozone? How can institutions such as the European 
Central Bank (ECB) be made more accountable? Samuel B.H. Faure, who recently defended his 
Ph.D. dissertation at Sciences Po, produced research that helps us envision the state of European 
integration in the unfamiliar area of defense and security. 
 
Where	   does	   your	   interest	   for	  
European	  policy	  come	  from? 
 
Initially	   my	   interest	   in	   Europe	   was	  
political	   rather	   than	   academic.	   As	   an	  
undergraduate	   student,	   I	   joined	   the	  
French	   branch	   of	   the	   European	  
Movement.	   The	   EM	   was	   founded	   after	  
World	  War	   II.	   It’s	   a	   large	   transnational	  
organizational	   fighting	   for	   a	   European	  
federation.	   Eventually,	   I	   realized	   the	  
shortcomings	   of	   this	   organization	   and	   I	  
created	   my	   own	   group	   called	   the	  
“Mountain	  Goats	  for	  Europe”	  (Les	  Cabris	  
de	  l’Europe).	  The	  name	  of	  the	  group	  was	  
a	   reference	   to	   de	   Gaulle’s	   1965	   speech	  
where	  he	  blamed	  pro-European	   leaders	  
for	   “leaping	   like	   mountain	   goats”	  
(“sautent	   comme	   des	   cabris”)	   everytime	  
they	   heard	   about	   Europe.	   What	   was	  
specific	   about	   our	   organization	  
compared	  to	  the	  EM	  was	  our	  framing	  of	  
European	   issues	  as	  a	   real	  political	   issue	  
and	  our	  work	  to	  bring	  citizens	  closer	  to	  
the	   EU.	   My	   early	   academic	   work	   on	  
Europe	   was	   driven	   by	   that	   political	  
agenda.	   During	   my	   second	   year	   at	  
university,	   I	   remember	  writing	  an	  essay	  
on	   why	   French	   voters	   rejected	   the	  
European	  Constitutional	  Treaty	  in	  2005.	   
 
When	  did	  Europe	  become	  an	  area	  of	  
research	  for	  you? 
 

I	   started	   doing	   proper	   research	  
on	   Europe	   in	   Montreal,	   7000	   km	   away	  
from	   Brussels,	   the	   city	   that	   hosts	   most	  
EU	  institutions.	  I	  probably	  needed	  to	  be	  
far	  from	  Europe	  to	  be	  able	  to	  approach	  it	  

in	   a	   coolheaded,	   academic	   way.	   I	   was	  
enrolled	  in	  a	  master’s	  degree	  program	  at	  
the	   University	   of	   Montreal.	   One	   of	   the	  
main	   intellectual	   figures	   there	   was	  
Frédéric	  Mérand,	  a	  professor	  of	  political	  
science	   who	   earned	   his	   Ph.D.	   at	   UC	  
Berkeley	  and	  who	  worked	  on	  European	  
defense	  policy.	  He	  did	  his	  Ph.D.	  with	  Neil	  
Fligstein	   and	   used	   a	   field-based	  
approach	   to	   describe	   the	   rise	   of	   the	  
European	   Security	   and	   Defence	   Policy	  
(ESDP),	   a	   policy	   introduced	   in	   1998	  
(and	   institutionalized	   in	   2001).	   He	  
explained	   how	   France	   and	   the	   UK,	   the	  
biggest	   military	   players	   in	   Europe,	  
eventually	   agreed	   on	   more	   European	  
integration	  despite	  50	   years	   of	   hostility	  
towards	   this	   idea.	   In	   this	   academic	  
environment,	   I	   came	   to	   realize	   the	  
political	   importance	   of	   defense	   policy,	  
especially	   as	   a	   factor	   explaining	   the	  
transformation	   of	   European	   nation	  
states.	   The	   thesis	   I	   wrote	   during	   my	  
masters	   in	   Montreal	   sought	   to	   analyze	  
how	   bureaucrats	   working	   for	   EU	  
institutions	  in	  Brussels	  viewed	  the	  ESDP.	  
Relying	   both	   on	   a	   survey	   and	   on	  
interviews	   with	   those	   players,	   I	   found	  
that	   ESDP	   actors	   have	   sharply	   state-
centric	  social	  representations	  of	  defense	  
and	  security	  issues.	  However,	  the	  field	  of	  
European	   security	   is	   also	   structured	   by	  
transnational	   political	   cleavages.	   As	  
regards	   military	   cooperation,	   ESDP	  
actors	   share	   a	   set	   of	   social	  
representations	   in	   favor	   of	   European	  
cooperation	   through	   the	   ESDP	   rather	  
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than	   transatlantic	   cooperation	   through	  
NATO.1 
 
What	  happened	  next? 
 
After	   completing	   my	   masters,	   I	   didn’t	  
apply	   for	   a	   Ph.D.	   straightaway.	   I	   felt	   an	  
urge	   to	   step	   out	   of	   the	   ivory	   tower	   of	  
academia	   and	   get	   to	   know	   EU	  
institutions	  from	  within.	  My	  plan	  was	  to	  
work	   in	   Brussels	   and	   to	   contribute	   to	  
the	   process	   of	   European	   integration	  
myself.	   I	   was	   aware	   of	   the	   limits	   of	   EU	  
institutions,	  but	  I	  didn’t	  think	  they	  were	  
evil	   either.	   This	   plan,	   however,	   failed	  
miserably.	   At	   that	   time,	   I	   lacked	   a	   clear	  
understanding	   of	   the	   rules	   of	   the	   game	  
and	  I	  had	  no	  contacts	  who	  could	  help	  me	  
find	   a	   position.	   I	   applied	   to	   the	   Blue	  
Book	  three	  times,2	  and	  I	  failed	  each	  time,	  
due	  to	  my	  lack	  of	  concrete	  knowledge	  of	  
how	   things	   worked.	   For	   instance,	   it	   is	  
expected	   that	   you	   informally	   contact	  
individual	  offices	  of	   the	  EU	  Commission	  
so	   that	   they	   can	   support	   your	  
application.	   Despite	   those	   setbacks,	   I	  
managed	   to	   find	   a	   few	   internships	   but	  
these	   took	   place	   in	   French	   institutions	  
that	  dealt	  with	  EU	  policy.	  One	  internship	  
was	  at	   the	  French	  Parliament.	   I	  worked	  
with	   the	   administrators	   in	   charge	   of	  
European	   policy.	   The	   focus	   of	  my	  work	  
was	  justice	  and	  internal	  affairs.	  Through	  
another	   internship,	   I	  got	  caught	  back	   in	  
the	   academic	   world.	   I’m	   talking	   about	  
the	  time	  I	  spent	  working	  for	  the	  Institute	  
for	  Strategic	  Research	  of	  the	  Ministry	  of	  
Defense	   (Institut	   de	   recherche	  
stratégique	  de	  l’Ecole	  militaire,	  IRSEM).	   I	  

                                                        
1 The thesis was recently published as a book 
and as an article. See: Samuel B.H. Faure, 2016. 
La défense européenne. L’émergence	  d’une	  culture	  
stratégique commune. Montréal: Athéna éditions 
and	  Samuel	  B.H.	  Faure,	  2017.	  “The	  Nation,	  
Bureaucratic Functionality, and EU Institutions: 
Three	  Socialization	  Worlds	  of	  CSDP	  Actors”.	  St 
Antony’s	  International Review, 12 (2): 190-206.  
2 “Blue Book” positions are paid traineeships 
offered by the EU Commission. These positions 
are very popular and competitive. 

worked	  with	   Frédéric	   Charillon,	  who	   at	  
that	   time	   was	   the	   director	   of	   the	  
Institute,	   and	   Frédéric	   Ramel,	   a	  
professor	   of	   international	   relations	   at	  
Sciences	   Po.	   The	   outcome	  was	   the	   first	  
issue	   of	   Cahiers	   de	   l’IRSEM,	   the	   new	  
journal	   launched	   by	   the	   institute. 3	  
Eventually,	   I	   successfully	   applied	   for	   a	  
Ph.D.	   at	   Sciences	   Po	   and	   I	   obtained	  
funding	   from	   the	  French	  administration	  
in	   charge	   of	   weapon	   procurement,	   the	  
Direction	  Générale	  de	  l’Armement	  (DGA). 
  
What	   was	   your	   dissertation	   project	  
initially	  about? 
 
At	  first,	  the	  EU	  was	  central	  to	  my	  project.	  
I	   was	   interested	   in	   the	  Europeanization	  
of	   national	   policies	   of	   military	  
equipment	   acquisition.4	  As	   far	   as	   I	   can	  
remember,	   the	   title	   of	   my	   research	  
proposal	   was	   “Resistances	   to	   the	  
Europeanization	   of	   Weapon	   Policy:	   A	  
Comparative	   Analysis	   between	   the	   EU	  
and	   the	   USA”.	   The	   reason	   I	   chose	   this	  
area	   of	   policy	   was	   its	   historical	  
connection	   to	   state	   sovereignty.	  
Europeanizing	   weapon	   procurement	   is	  
not	   an	   easy	   task.	   Even	  with	   the	   Lisbon	  
Treaty, 5 	  matters	   related	   to	   defense	  
remain	   a	   competence	   of	   the	   member	  
states	  rather	  than	  of	  the	  European	  Union	  
at	  large. 
 
How	   did	   your	   project	   evolve	   after	  
that? 
 
                                                        
3 « Action extérieure et défense, l’influence	  
française à Bruxelles », Cahier	  de	  l’IRSEM n°1, 
2010. 
http://www.defense.gouv.fr/irsem/publications
/archives/cahiers/cahiers-de-l-irsem 
4 For	  a	  definition	  of	  “Europeanization”	  in	  this	  
context, see Bastien IRONDELLE. "Europeanization 
without the European Union? French military 
reforms 1991-1996." Journal of European Public 
Policy 2003, vol. 10, no 2.  
5 The Treaty of Lisbon was signed in 2007 and 
entered into force in 2009. Its aim was to make 
the EU institutions more efficient and to increase 
their democratic legitimacy.  

http://www.defense.gouv.fr/irsem/publications/archives/cahiers/cahiers-de-l-irsem
http://www.defense.gouv.fr/irsem/publications/archives/cahiers/cahiers-de-l-irsem
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A	   few	   months	   into	   my	   Ph.D.,	   it	   turned	  
out	   that	   Europeanization	   wasn’t	   the	  
right	   angle	   to	   address	   weapon	  
procurement.	   As	   you	   might	   expect,	   the	  
role	   played	   by	   EU	   institutions	   was	  
negligible.	   Rather	   than	   an	   aspect	   of	  
European	  integration,	  I	  reinterpreted	  my	  
dissertation	   research	   as	   a	   case	   of	  
economic	   sociology	   and	   political	  
economy.	   For	   instance,	   ties	   between	  
states	  and	  weapon	  manufacturers	  play	  a	  
tremendous	  role.	  In	  France,	  the	  political	  
role	   played	   by	   large	   corporations	   such	  
as	   Airbus	   Group,	   Thales,	   MBDA,	   or	  
Dassault	   Aviation	   is	   significant.	   In	   the	  
past	   few	   decades,	   some	   of	   them	   have	  
become	   large	   multinational	  
corporations.	   In	   the	   final	   version	   of	  my	  
dissertation,	   I	   distinguish	   between	  
various	   channels	   that	   European	   states	  
use	   to	  buy	  weapons.	   If	   the	  French	   state	  
buys	  weapons,	   it	  may	   use	   the	   domestic	  
network	   of	   manufacturers	   to	   design	   a	  
new	   piece	   of	   military	   equipment	   from	  
scratch.	  This	  was	  the	  case	  for	  the	  Rafale,	  
a	   jetfighter	   developed	   in	   the	   1990s.	  
Conversely,	   European	   states	   sometimes	  
buy	   equipment	   “off	   the	   shelf”	   from	  
exporting	  countries	  such	  as	  Israel	  or	  the	  
United	   States.	   Between	   those	   two	  
extremes	   lies	   an	   intermediate,	  
“European”	  option.	  Sometimes	  European	  
states	   engage	   in	  multilateral	   projects	   to	  
design	   and	   manufacture	   new	  
equipment.	   This	   was	   the	   case	   of	   the	  
Airbus	   A400M,	   a	   military	   transport	  
airplane	   over	   which	   several	   EU	  
members	  cooperated.	  This	   is	  what	  I	  call	  
the	  “Three	  Varieties	  of	  Decision-Making”. 
 
So	  you	  did	  find	  examples	  of	  European	  
cooperation… 
 
Yes,	   but	   cooperation	   doesn’t	  
mechanically	   mean	   European	  
integration. 6 	  For	   instance,	   European	  
institutions	   were	   not	   involved	   in	   the	  
                                                        
6 Ernst B. HAAS. The Uniting of Europe. Stanford : 
Stanford University Press, 1958. 

A400M	   project.	   As	   Bastien	   Irondelle	  
puts	   it,	   weapon	   policy	   is	   a	   case	   of	  
“Europeanization	   without	   EU	  
institutions” 7 .	   The	   current	   treaties	  
prohibit	   the	   EU	   Commission	   from	  
buying	   military	   equipment.	   All	   the	   EU	  
has	   done	   so	   far	   is	   buy	   so-called	   hybrid	  
equipment	   to	   secure	   the	   EU’s	   external	  
borders.	   Frontex,	   the	   agency	   set	   up	   for	  
this	   task,	   now	   operates	   drones,	  
surveillance	   ships,	   and	   radars	   in	   the	  
Mediterranean.	   But	   it	   isn’t	   allowed	   to	  
buy	   jetfighters	   and	   tanks.	   Emmanuel	  
Macron	   [elected	  after	  this	  interview	  took	  
place]	  would	   like	   to	  change	   this	   rule.	   In	  
his	  manifesto,	   he	   suggests	   allowing	   the	  
EU	  Commission	  to	  spend	  money	  on	  R&D	  
for	  military	  equipment	  projects.	  Overall,	  
the	  military	  and	  diplomatic	  power	  of	  the	  
EU	   remains	   very	   small.	  We’ve	   seen	   this	  
in	   2014	   when	   Putin’s	   Russia	   annexed	  
Crimea,	  or	  more	  recently	  in	  Syria,	  where	  
nobody	  seems	  to	  take	  the	  EU	  seriously. 
 
Do	  you	  think	  Brexit	  could	  lead	  to	  
closer	  European	  integration	  in	  the	  
field	  of	  European	  defense?	   
 
Three	   scenarios	   can	   be	   drawn	   for	   the	  
future	   of	   the	   EU,	   and	  more	   precisely	   of	  
the	  European	  defense:	  a	  closer	  European	  
integration,	   a	   disintegration,	   or	   a	   status	  
quo.	   Experts	   mainly	   predict	   either	   a	  
political	   shift	   –	   a	   closer	   integration	   (an	  
effect	   of	   a	   “political	   jolt”),	   or	   a	  
disintegration	   of	   the	   EU	   (a	   lack	   of	  
political	   momentum).	   This	   argument,	  
which	   seems	   to	   make	   sense,	   has	   been	  
falsified	   by	   the	   main	   political	   crises	   of	  
the	  last	  few	  years:	  the	  economic	  crisis	  of	  
the	  Eurozone	  since	  2008,	  the	  diplomatic	  
crisis	   of	   the	   Crimea	   War	   in	   2014	   and	  
then	   of	   the	   Schengen	   Area,	   and	   the	  
institutional	   and	   political	   crisis	   of	  
“Brexit”.	  We	  observe	  that	  the	  EU	  did	  not	  
respond	  to	  these	  main	  crises	  by	  building	  
a	   more	   integrated	   Europe.	   At	   the	   same	  
                                                        
7 Bastien IRONDELLE. Europeanization without 
the	  European	  Union?...” 
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time,	  the	  EU	  seems,	  maybe	  paradoxically,	  
strongly	  resilient.	  As	  a	  result,	  I	  am	  more	  
convinced	   about	   the	   status	   quo	   theory.	  
Except	   if	   Marine	   Le	   Pen	   becomes	   the	  
next	  French	  President,	  I	  do	  not	  see	  from	  
whom,	   how,	   or	   why,	   a	   political	   change	  
can	   emerge	   for	   Europe.	   Counter-
intuitively,	   a	   situation	  of	  multiple	   crises	  
can	   push	   toward	   a	   status	   quo	   because	  
decision-makers	   are	   too	  weak	   to	   shape	  
and	   to	   implement	   a	   strong	   political	  
strategy.8 	  Can	   Brexit	   be	   an	   agent	   of	  
change?	   In	   the	   field	   of	   European	  
defense,	   the	  UK	  has	  never	  been	  a	  major	  
political	  and	  military	  player	  in	  the	  ESDP-
CSDP,	   but	   rather	   a	   “veto	   player”	   in	  
blocking	   European	   decision-making.	  
Even	   with	   a	   Brexit,	   European	  
cooperation	   in	   security	   and	   defense	  
would	   continue	   with	   the	   UK	   through	   a	  
set	   of	   bilateral	   (i.e.,	   Lancaster	   House	  
Treaties	   between	   France	   and	   the	   UK)	  
and	   multilateral	   (i.e.,	   NATO)	  
frameworks.   

 
Interview conducted by  

Sebastian  Billows 
sebastian.billows@sciencespo.fr 

 

                                                        
8 Michel DOBRY. Sociologie des crises politiques. La 
dynamique des mobilisations multisectorielles. 
Paris : Presses de Sciences Po, 2009 

mailto:sebastian.billows@sciencespo.fr
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Social Sciences, Sociology, and Socio-Economics in Japan 
 
The following pages are a profile of Japanese research in the social sciences, in preparation of the 
2018 SASE meeting, which will be held at Doshisha University in Kyoto. It is not easy for Western 
scholars to make their way through the Japanese academic world, as information can be difficult to 
obtain. 
 
Japan counts more than 700 
universities, and one of the oldest is 
Keio University, founded in 1858. The 
Japanese academic system9 is divided 
between public and private universities. 
Both have tuition fees – 1,500,000 ¥ for 
private universities (~$13,000) and 
800,000 ¥ a year (~$7,000) for the 
public ones. Tuition for public 
universities depends on the income of 
students’	   parents,	   while	   private	  
universities are among the most 
expensive in OECD countries, according 
to OECD data, and which presses 
families to invest heavily in their 
children’s	  education. 
 
Among the public universities, there is a 
special group called the imperial 
universities; created between 1886 and 
1939, they were directly administrated 
by the imperial government. The 
universities of Tokyo, Kyoto, Sendai, 
Tohoku, Hokkaido, Osaka, and Nagoya 
are part of this group. Usually 
considered the most prestigious of the 
public universities, they provide their 
students with access to the Japanese 
elite network 10 . Chalmers Johnson 
explains how the government used 
imperial	   universities	   to	   “train an 
administrative service that would 

                                                        
9See   the   “OECD  GPS”   for   a   detailed   chart   on   the  
education system, http://gpseducation.oecd.org/. 
See also Howard NEWBY, Thomas WEKO, David 
BRENEMAN, Thomas JOHANNESON and Peter 
MAASSEN, Japan. Organization for Economic Co-
operation and Development, The OECD Reviews of 
Tertiary Education, Paris, 2009. 
10 http://www.gakushikai.or.jp/gakushikai/about/intr
o2.html 

replace the samurai of Choshu and 
Satsuma	  within	  the	  government.”11 
 
Approximately half of working age 
Japanese citizens (25-64) have a tertiary 
education, which is higher than the 
OECD average. According to the OECD, 
this percentage has increased by 10% 
since 2005, and it is expected that about 
71% of young people will graduate with 
a tertiary education degree, which is, 
once more, higher than the OECD 
average. The majority of these students, 
however, will end their education after 
obtaining their bachelor’s	   degree,	   only	  
8%	   of	   them	   will	   go	   on	   to	   a	   master’s	  
program, and 1.2% to complete a PhD 
program. This is lower than the OECD 
average. Moreover, there is a striking 
gender gap: “Although	   the	   share	   of	  
female graduates is higher at the short-
cycle tertiary level (62%) than the 
average across OECD countries (56%), 
only 45% of Japanese graduates are 
female	   at	   the	   bachelor’s	   or	   equivalent	  
level (compared to 58% across the 
OECD	   countries).” 12  This gender gap 
changes according to the field of studies: 
for instance, it is much more prominent 
among graduates in science and 
engineering. The gender gap persists 
when students arrive on the job market. 
In this case too, the gender gap is 
inferior to the OECD average, with a 
strong unemployment rate of women 
with tertiary education. Not to mention 
that in Japan, according to PIACC (the 
OECD Program for the International 

                                                        
11 Chalmers JOHNSON, Miti and the Japanese 
Miracle – The Growth of Industrial Policy, 1925-
1975, Stanford University Press, Stanford, 1982. 
12Country Note Japan in Education at a Glance, 
OECD GPS, 2016 
http://gpseducation.oecd.org/Content/EAGCountry
Notes/EAG2016_CN_JPN.pdf 

http://gpseducation.oecd.org/Content/EAGCountryNotes/EAG2016_CN_JPN.pdf
http://gpseducation.oecd.org/Content/EAGCountryNotes/EAG2016_CN_JPN.pdf
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Assessment of Adult Competencies), 
men with tertiary education earn more 
than their female counterparts, 
generating the highest gap of this type 
among the OECD economies. 
 
Scholars in political economy and 
economic sociology can be found in 
multiple universities, faculties, and 
departments throughout the country. 
Sociology is generally quartered in the 
Faculty of Letters/Graduate School of 
Humanities, while Political Science and 
Political Economy are housed within the 
Faculty of Law/Graduate Schools for 
Law and Politics. Political economists 
and economic sociologists are not only 
found in research universities, but are 
also present in other faculties and 
research centers. 
 
Japanese interest in sociology began 
during Meiji Restoration (1868), when 
the ideas of Auguste Comte arrived in 
Japan. Ten years later, in 1878, the 
American economist, sociologist, and 
philosopher Ernest F. Fenollosa taught 
political economy and philosophy at the 
Imperial University of Tokyo. In 1883 
Aruga Nagao published the first 
Japanese book in the field, entitled 
Sociology. In 1893, the Tokyo Imperial 
University (now the University of 
Tokyo) established the first department 
of sociology in Japan,13 and the first 
chair of sociology was occupied the 
same year by Toyama Shoichi. 
 
According sociologist Kunio Odaka, 
Japanese sociology has become more 
and more empirical since 1955, leaving 
aside theoretical and philosophical 
developments; it has also increased its 
cooperation with other disciplines, and 
has opened up to international 
                                                        
13For a history of sociology in Japan, see Koichi 
HASEGAWA (Tohoku University), “Sociology   in  
Japan: History, Challenges, and the Yokohama 
World  Congress,”   in  XVIII ISA World Congress of 
Sociology – Facing an Unequal World: Challenges 
for Global Sociology, Yokohama, 13-19 July, 2014 
(on line). 

collaboration. 14  An increased 
importance has been given to statistical 
methods. 
 
The Japan Sociological Society (JSS) has 
around 3,700 members,15 making it one 
of the largest sociological associations in 
the world just after the American 
Sociological Association (ASA). Japanese 
sociology has gradually been 
institutionalized. More than 90 
symposia have been organized since the 
creation of the JSS in 1924. The JSS 
publishes journals in English (Japanese 
Sociological Review, since 1950, and 
International Journal of Japanese 
Sociology, since 1952). Ever since, 
sociological research has increased, with 
the exception of the WWII and 
immediate post-war periods. 
 
The JSS has a solid relationship with 
other groups of scholars: “The JSS 
maintains close relationships with many 
regional and sub-disciplinary 
associations such as the Tohoku 
Sociological Association and the Japan 
Society of Family Sociology. We have 
similar sub-disciplinary associations that 
focus on regions, cities, villages, 
environment, mathematical sociology, 
social pathology, labor, women’s	   studies,	  
gender studies, welfare, medical 
treatment, mass communication, sports, 
and information science and technology, 
to name a few. These 29 associations 
established the Japan Consortium for 
Sociological Society in 2007.” 16  The 
Japanese Consortium for Sociological 
Society, founded in 2007, 17  has 
published some texts in Messages to the 
World, describing ongoing research 
projects in Japan and the institutional 
organization of the field. 

                                                        
14Interview with Jean-Louis ROCCA, professor at 
SciencesPo Paris. 
15 http://www.asanet.org/sites/default/files/savvy/fo
otnotes/apr14/intlpersp_0414.html 
16 http://www.asanet.org/sites/default/files/savvy/fo
otnotes/apr14/intlpersp_0414.html 
17 http://www.socconso.com/, English website : 
http://www.socconso.com/English/index.html 

http://www.asanet.org/sites/default/files/savvy/footnotes/apr14/intlpersp_0414.html
http://www.asanet.org/sites/default/files/savvy/footnotes/apr14/intlpersp_0414.html
http://www.asanet.org/sites/default/files/savvy/footnotes/apr14/intlpersp_0414.html
http://www.asanet.org/sites/default/files/savvy/footnotes/apr14/intlpersp_0414.html
http://www.socconso.com/
http://www.socconso.com/English/index.html
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The Institute of the Social Sciences 
(ISS), 18  located in the University of 
Tokyo, has to be mentioned as well. It 
publishes a Newsletter 19  in English 
giving a great deal of information on 
current research in Japan. The ISS was 
created in 1946, and focuses on different 
disciplines (law, political science, 
economics, and sociology), with various 
regional interests. Nobuhiro Hiwatari 
conducts research on political parties 
and economic cooperation there. Some 
ISS academics study class stratification 
(Hiroshi Ishida, University of Tokyo and 
Harvard)), quantitative sociology, and 
labor/social policy (Mari Osawa, 
University of Tokyo). Other sociologists 
work on labor markets and education in 
Education faculties or in graduate 
schools of Art and Sciences. Sociology in 
Japan is thus scattered across different 
types of institutions and is sometimes 
tied to other disciplines. 
 
Academics related to socio-economics 
are also present in other research-
oriented universities: former imperial 
universities, other national/public 
universities, and private universities 
(such as Keio and Waseda in Tokyo). 
The ISS tries to foster cooperation 
between Western and Japanese research 
focusing on Japanese society, and 
regularly invites visiting students and 
teachers. More broadly, the cooperation 
with the West and with other Asian 
countries is constantly being 
strengthened.20 Additionally, the ISS has 
a role in the construction and 
management of databases: the ISS 
Library owns over 280,000 titles, adding 
some 7,000 new titles each year. The ISS 
organizes several symposia as well as 
seminars, and publishes the Social 
Science Japan Journal together with 
Oxford University Press,21 featuring high 

                                                        
18http://www.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/ 
19http://newslet.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/ 
20http://web.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/cjg/ 
21http://ssjj.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/ For the call for paper 
page : 

quality texts on contemporary Japan. A 
review of the activities carried out 
between 2005 and 2013 is available on 
internet.22 
 
Papers written by Japanese scholars 
focusing on Japan and dealing with 
political economy, economic sociology, 
and political science can be found in 
many journals, both in Japan and 
abroad. The Journal of Japanese Studies 
was created 40 years ago and offers 
articles with a broad approach as well as 
book reviews. Quite journalistic in style, 
the Journal of International Relations of 
the Asia Pacific focuses on foreign 
relations and diplomacy in the region, 
and on regional development. It 
proposes articles both by scholars and 
policymakers on the main economic and 
political issues of contemporary Japan. 
The South-Korean publication Global 
Asia is also journalistic in style, focusing 
on present-day subjects. The Journal of 
East Asian Studies contains a large 
number of studies on elections 
(quantitative analysis) and social 
welfare policy, sometimes with an 
economic sociology approach. In 
contrast, the Pacific Review concentrates 
on diplomacy and international political 
economy issues. Asian Survey, published 
monthly in the USA, offers around 8 
articles a year on Japan. The Japanese 
Journal of Political Science has, among 
other topics, articles written by 
Japanese and foreign scholars on labor 
markets, political economy, 
bureaucracy, and the sociology of firms 
– most of the research themes of socio-
economics are represented to some 
extent. Among the journals in Japanese, 
Leviathan is the most scientific, while 
Chuo Koron contains articles on politics 
and economics, social issues, and 
literature, but is quite journalistic. 

                                                                                 
https://academic.oup.com/ssjj/pages/general_instru
ctions 
22 http://www.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/review/review2005-
2013.pdf 

http://newslet.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/
http://ssjj.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/
http://www.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/review/review2005-2013.pdf
http://www.iss.u-tokyo.ac.jp/review/review2005-2013.pdf
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There are few publications focusing 
specifically on socio-economics, and the 
number of academics in that field is 
somewhat limited. Those who have 
obtained a PhD in the USA have 
introduced quantitative methods in 
Japan. The University of Tokyo has 
nowadays a department of modern 
quantitative economics; previously, it 
counted as well academics having a 
more qualitative approach or a Marxist 
line. The Kyoto department of 
economics used to be Marxist, but the 
“modern	   economists”	   split	   and	   created	  
the Kyoto Institute of Economic 
Research, in 1962. 

Scholars critical towards economic 
policies and using qualitative methods 
are rare, and are scattered throughout 
different departments.  T.J. Pempel uses 
the fate of Marxism as an example to 
answer the question of whether or not 
socio-economics exists in Japan. In the 
early post-war period, many scholars 
were trained with a Marxist framework 
of analysis (class analysis; owners of the 
means of production vs. labor). This 
approach to economics, politics, and 
society remained powerful until the 
1970s, partly due to being rooted in the 
critique of	   the	   “imperial	   system.”	   But 
Marxist analysis	   did	   not	   survive	  
Japan’s	   economic development, and 
slowly disappeared in the 1970s-1980s 
(as did the Japanese Socialist Party), 
when it became harder to convince 
people with a Marxist analytical 
framework. Even students of 
Marxism became rare. According to 
former SASE President Mari Sako, 
Marxism has now become a subject of 
study more than an academic tool. 

According to Professor Jean-Louis 
Rocca, Japanese and Chinese sociology 
– and the social sciences more generally 
– have been heavily influenced 
by American scholars. In China, but 
also in Japan, the knowledge of 
international scientific production 
generally depends 

on English translations. Many scholars 
have obtained a PhD in the USA, and 
more recently in Australia or the United 
Kingdom. The impact of German 
sociology (Max Weber, Georg Simmel, 
Leopold von Wiese, and Alfred 
Vierkandt) has been significant; 
nevertheless, after World War II, the 
influence of American sociology has 
been strongest. 

In China and Taiwan too, the social 
sciences structured themselves in the 
shadow of American thought. The Ford 
Foundation used to bring Chinese 
students to the USA and send American 
professors to China; these exchanges 
have had a major impact. Chinese 
research has been heavily influenced by 
American research streams 
(modernization of China, capitalism, and 
democracy, study of political 
transitions). Jean-Louis Rocca notes, 
however, that the lack of 
internationalization of Chinese research 
has had a negative influence on its 
production. 

In order to find a solution to overcome 
their lack of internationalization, 
Japanese and Korean scholars organized 
the University of Tokyo-Seoul National 
University (SNU) Sociological Forum, 
with 3 official languages: Japanese, 
Korean, and English. This cooperation 
has permitted to increase the number of 
joint projects and exchanges of students 
and scholars. In Japan, several research 
projects on inequalities (Hiroshi Ishida) 
in healthcare, migration, and gender are 
carried out within an international 
framework, although this is not the 
standard. Thomas J. Pempel explains 
that Japanese scholars are often reticent 
to engage themselves in comparative 
studies. For example, there has been no 
research comparing the Japanese party 
system with others. 

The topics studied by Japanese 
sociologists vary greatly; seminal works 
have been written in urban, rural, 
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industrial, and political sociology as well 
as on sociology of the family. 
Mathematical sociologists have their 
own institutional organization: the 
Japanese Association for Mathematical 
Sociology (JAMS), 23  created in 1986. 
They have semiannual meetings, and 
their own journals, such as Sociological 
Theory and Methods (twice yearly). 
However, a large part of their 
production is written in Japanese, 24 
which makes it hard for an international 
audience to gain access to it. The 
sociology of the family continues to 
develop, and media sociology – born 
after WWII, under the influence of mass 
communication American studies – has 
been treated in the Japanese Sociological 
Review from the very beginning (for 
example, by Shimizu Ikutaro). Other 
significant fields are the sociology of 
culture	   (Yoshinori	   Kamo’s	   quantitative	  
study published in the Japanese 
Sociological Review) and gender studies. 
Sociologists of education study its 
impact on social mobility, and others 
examine the status of women in the 
work force. Generally, the research 
agenda reflects social problems faced by 
Japan.25 
 
Japanese scholars are working in several 
fields of the social sciences, with high 
quality path-breaking research. Even 
though a large amount of Japanese 
scholarly production is written in 
English, one should wish a greater 
internationalization of their educational 
and academic system. Socio-economics, 
however, is not yet a well-developed 

                                                        
23http://www.jams-sociology.org/?page_id=848 
24Yoshimichi SATO, “Mathematical   Sociology   in  
Japan: Its  Powerful  Development  and  a  Problem,”  
International Journal of Japanese Sociology 22/1 
(2013), p. 16-31. 
25 There is a similar situation in China, where 
researchers are concerned with the interests of 
national authorities. Chinese anthropologists are 
interested in national minorities and population 
issues.  Their  works  have  a  high   level  of  “Chinese-
ness,”  in  international  relations  as  well. 
 

field in Japan, China, or Taiwan (Tak-
wing Ngo is one of the exceptions), and 
sometimes this scientific production is 
closer to expertise than actual academic 
analysis. 

 
Ruggero Gambacurta-Scopello 

r.gambacurtascopello@gmail.com

http://www.jams-sociology.org/?page_id=848
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Into the Lyon’s Den 
Shedding a Socio-Economic light on Lyon  

 
Academic life can seem abstract, an ivory 
tower far from the life of the street. Data 
collection, calculations, transcriptions, 
analysis, and writing are themselves a 
remove from the social world that is 
studied. Even those who carry out lengthy 
ethnographies need to step away from the 
field to write them up and make them 
understandable for their academic peers. In 
socio-economics, the object of study can 
even be further away than in fields such as 
urban or gender studies. From the welfare 
state, digital markets or the impact of 
accounting techniques, the subjects 
sometimes lack local visibility. However, 
if we look carefully, we can see our 
academic interests happening in front of 
our eyes.  
 
The city of Lyon will be the backdrop of 
our next gathering to discuss the latest 
developments in socio-economics. Lyon 
lies in the middle of the Autoroute du 
Soleil, a famous highway that connects 
Paris to the Mediterranean coast. For many 
Northern Europeans, Lyon is therefore 
mainly known for its highway that crosses 
the city along the Rhone river, a concrete 
place before the summer holidays take 
place. Beyond the highways, the city has 
enormous historical and cultural wealth as 
well as sociological interest.   
 
Two millennia ago, Lyon was the capital 
of the Gaule region in the Roman Empire. 
One can still find Roman heritage, most 
notably in the Roman theater on the west 
bank   of   the   Saône   (pronounced   “son”).  
From there, it lost to Paris, but over the 
ages it has remained an economic center, 
not only for the region but also for France. 
Its past as a major silk producer but also its 
current economic activities and the set-up 
of the city can help us link our socio-
economic ideas to the practicalities of daily 
life. 
 
With a country as centralized as France, 
Lyon seems to continuously remain in the 

shadow of Paris. It has had relatively little 
significance in the administrative hierarchy 
and in central economic planning. 
However, for multiple centuries, its 
economic weight was stronger than that of 
Paris. The main reason for this was silk, 
whose production techniques had been 
kept a secret in China until the 6th century. 
French king Louis XI granted Lyon the 
sole right of production in 1466. Even 
though the 20th century saw the decline in 
the industry, it has left its mark on the city. 
The Canuts – the silk producers – still 
speak to the imagination. In their relatively 
small apartments with high ceilings, they 
produced the cloth. Their houses are still 
visible, most notably on the hill of the 
Croix-Rousse, located on Lyon's peninsula 
between the river Saône and the Rhone. 
 
At SASE, Luc Boltanski and Arnaud 
Esquerre will speak about their new book, 
Enrichissement. The book discusses this 
form of capitalism in which industries of 
luxury goods, the art market, and 
patrimonial transactions take center stage. 
All are based on a reliving of the past, 
using objects and ideas of the past and 
remodeling them, 'enriching' them. The 
silk industry of Lyon and its current 
remnants of silk production sales are apt 
examples of the ideas portrayed in the 
work.  
 
But silk production is not the only industry 
on which Lyon built its wealth. The city 
and its surroundings still have large 
chemical and pharmaceutical production, 
for example. Even though the industrial 
sector has seen a decline in employment in 
past years, the sector is still the third 
largest employer after the public and 
private service sectors, representing 11% 
of employment in 2016. In the Rhone 
region that surrounds Lyon, industrial jobs 
are more present, making up 17.3% of 
employment. The large plants can be found 
in the south of Lyon. It is also in the 
southern parts of the city, the 7th and 8th 
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arrondissements, that the blue-collar 
workers are concentrated.  
 
While the poorer areas can be found in the 
south of the city, the wealthy live on 
Lyon's peninsula and the western hills 
surrounding the city. The wealth disparities 
in this city are visible throughout its 
territory. At SASE, Brooke Harrington will 
discuss her new book on wealth managers. 
These people guide the world's wealthiest 
through the maze of legal obligations and 
social relationships. The work shows that 
we still know little about elite cultures and 
the creation of wealth (and its related 
wealth discrepancies). Even though they 
are not necessarily known for their extreme 
wealth,   Lyon’s   wealthy   have   their   own  
way of showing their richness. In contrast 
to the concentration of nobility found in 
Paris, the wealth of Lyon has been 
bourgeoisie-based. On the peninsula 
between the Rhone and Saône, the 
historical wealth can be seen in the larger 
multi-storage houses where merchants 
would use one or more floors, letting or 
using the others for business. Lyon's upper 
classes have been classified as closed 
social groups, who entertain in their own 
homes with relatively little contact with the 
larger neighborhoods.  
 
The working classes of Lyon have their 
own heritage, not just in their working life 
but also in political activity. In the 19th 
century, it was these same Canuts that 
revolted multiple times against their 
working conditions. They rose up against 
the working conditions and the low pay 
they received for the cloth they produced.   
 
The revolts and upsets in economic life 
have not been limited to the 19th century. 
Over the last two decades, we have talked 
about the digital revolution, as the internet 
has been changing the world as we know 
it. Had we come to Lyon for a SASE 
conference ten years ago, most of us would 
have bought a guidebook. Now, in order to 
learn about the local histories, we have our 
mobile phones to guide us. What we 
sometimes forget when talking about the 

accessibility of these devices is that their 
usage is bounded by certain borders. The 
non-French participants will be limited by 
WiFi access in their search for local 
histories. Thus, with the conference WiFi, 
we might learn on Tripadvisor that the 
most typical option for dinner in Lyon is 
the Bouchon. In these small restaurants, a 
matriarch would traditionally serve Lyon's 
finest cuisine, with all the types of 
sausages one can think of, from quenelles 
(a fish and flour mix in sausage form), to 
boeuf aux oignons (beef with onions), or a 
gratin Lyonnais. For the vegetarians or 
vegans among us, our phone applications 
and WiFi might help to find a more 
suitable location. 
 
The Sharing Economy however also has a 
less convivial connotation. Whilst apps and 
websites bring us to producers, it can also 
bring us to service. Take for example 
mobile apps like Uber and Heetch, which 
might help us find the Croix-Rousse 
market or a good bouchon for dinner. The 
gig, disruptive, or sharing economy has 
also   broken   through   to   France’s   second  
city. The driver is an independent, not a 
standard employee with a boss. The 
platform sets prices and provides 
customers. The drivers supposedly have 
their freedom to drive whenever they want, 
for whomever they want.  
 
The independence of driving was not as 
advantageous as it seemed. In 2016, Uber 
decided to lower prices and maintain the 
tariff they skim. This made it very difficult 
for the drivers to make ends meet, even 
whilst working 12-hour workdays. In order 
to show their discontent, the drivers used 
the same means as the taxi drivers whose 
market they supposedly disrupt. Their most 
powerful tool is opération escargot or 
‘snail   protest’,   where   they   drive   together  
so slowly that everybody behind them is 
blocked. The French capital of Paris has 
been the scene of multiple protests of this 
kind. In December 2016, Lyon's Uber 
drivers gathered in front of the Uber 
offices, blocking the roads.  
 



 

 24 

The  Uber   drivers’   protests   are   not   only   a  
reminder of traditional mechanisms of 
oppression, they are also about the 
question as to whether or not the internet 
provides freedom. Is the internet a free 
place for open communication, beyond the 
state’s   influence,  or  has   it  become  a  place  
of oppression due to monopolistic actors, 
marketing tools, and surveillance 
mechanisms?   Lyon’s   Uber   drivers   have  
received job opportunities through the 
market creation of the company on the one 
hand, while on the other hand, their actions 
and income are heavily controlled by this 
single actor. 
 
Two of the conference's featured speakers 
will shed light on these aspects of the 
internet. Yochai Benkler has worked on 
the public space that is the internet. With a 
focus on peer production, the network side 
of the internet, and open sharing, the 
digital world can be a world of freedom. 
The openness of information and the 
infinite possibilities of sharing give the 
freedom to overturn the need for secrecy of 
established powers. In his latest works, 
however, Benkler takes into account the 
traditional powerful actors of states and 
companies that might actually use the 
openness of the internet to their benefit.  
 
Helen Nissbaum focuses specifically on 
the question of the design of the internet 
and anonymity. The continuous use of data 
does not only open the door to freedom, it 
also diminishes privacy in the online 
world. What does this new world thus 
leave us with? Has the connected world 
become a space without privacy? 
Nissbaum has been at the heart of the 
development of tools that might protect us 
from online data control, such as 
AdNauseum and TrackMeNot, which 
disturb online data collection. 
 
Of course, questions of privacy, public 
space, and freedom are not only related to 
online space. Video surveillance was put in 
place in Lyon's city center at the beginning 
of the 2000s – partially to respond to 
wealthier   inhabitants’   feelings   of  

insecurity. However, the technology itself 
only singled out a specific type of 
deviance, focusing on the figure of the 
‘bad’   youngster   who   hangs   around   in   the  
streets. Through the placement of cameras, 
young people were dissuaded from 
hanging out in these very specific places. 
At the same time, Lyon is known for a 
very specific type of spatial freedom: the 
traboules. These small passages 
underneath old buildings can lead from one 
street to the next. They are public/private 
spaces, ideal for hiding or choosing an 
unexpected path.   
 
The conference theme, discussions, and 
presentation will be a great way to learn 
more about the state of socio-economic 
science. The discussion, however, does not 
end at the doors of the conference. Lyon's 
history and current environment can give 
us the elements we need to understand 
economic and social life even further.  
 

Anne van der Graaf 
anne.vandergraaf@sciencespo.fr 
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SASE Networks Spotlight 
 
In this second edition of the newly-expanded SASE newsletter, we continue our focus on the 
networks, where the intellectual life of SASE is sustained. While mini-conferences are one-off yearly 
events, networks bring people together year after year to pursue a particular intellectual program. 
It is SASE's strength that it is so interdisciplinary and wide-ranging, but for these same reasons we 
believe that many people never learn about the discussions or innovations happening in networks 
of which they are not members.	   In	   this	   issue	  we	  will	   take	   a	   closer	   look	   at	   three	  more	   of	   SASE’s	  
fifteen networks.  
 
In this issue, we hear from: 
 

 Christina Ahmadjian and Gerhard Schnyder, organizers of Network H: Markets, Firms 
and Institutions 

 Gary Gereffi, Mari Sako, Tim Sturgeon, and Eric Thun, organizers of Network O: Global 
Value Chains 

 Boy Lüthje, Cornelia Storz, and Tobias ten Brink, organizers of Network Q: Asian 
Capitalisms 

 
These Network organizers describe research networks with varying lifespans and histories. 
Through their descriptions, we get a picture of SASE as a changing organization, which has grown 
organically by building on emerging research areas and institutionalizing mini-conferences. It is 
our hope that SASE members will be able to take advantage of the information provided here, 
including not only more detailed information about specific Networks but also references to recent 
books and articles published by organizers, to engage even more deeply with the organization—
and perhaps even to take up the invitation to present in a new Network! 

 
When was your Network founded?   
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): We  aren’t  quite  sure!   
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): The 
global value chain (GVC) network began 
as a mini-conference in 2009, and then as a 
full-fledged network in 2010.  
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): We started 
with a mini-conference in 2011, and 
founded our network in 2012. 
 
 
Were you one of the founders? Briefly, 
what was the genesis of the Network?  
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): The "Markets, Firms and 
Institutions" network was founded by 
Gregory Jackson as a merger of the 
"Markets and Institutions" and 
"Organizations and Professions" networks. 
"Organizations and Professions" had been 

run by Richard Whitley, but was left 
without a successor after Richard stepped 
down as organizer, while Gregory had 
taken over the "Markets and Institutions" 
network together with Wolfgang Streeck 
and then ran it alone for some time. The 
"Markets and Institutions" network was 
purposefully designed as a broad network 
that focused on theory development. 
However, Gregory's name being associated 
with the field of corporate governance, this 
theme became a key focus of this network 
under his leadership.   
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): The 
GVC perspective focuses on the 
intersection of global industries with 
national and local economies, and 
highlights the linkages between economic 
actors  across  geographic  space.    The  “lens”  
of GVC analysis can offer a range of 
insights related to the dynamics and drivers 
of economic development, as well as 
industrial and social upgrading (or 
downgrading), with implications for firm 

http://www.cm.hit-u.ac.jp/hjbs/members/Ahmadjian.html
http://www.gerhardschnyder.com/
http://www.cggc.duke.edu/whoweare/cggcteam.php
https://www.sbs.ox.ac.uk/community/people/mari-sako
https://ipc.mit.edu/people/ipc-affiliates/timothy-j-sturgeon
https://www.sbs.ox.ac.uk/community/people/eric-thun
http://www.ifs.uni-frankfurt.de/mitarbeiter_in/boy-luthje/
https://www.wiwi.uni-frankfurt.de/en/departments/mm/professuren/professur-storz/team/prof-dr-cornelia-storz.html
http://www.fb03.uni-frankfurt.de/43378465/Brink
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strategy, public policy, and the production 
of economic statistics.  The SASE 
Executive Council approached the 
organizers because GVC research had been 
yielding fresh insights into the processes of 
global integration and economic 
development and because its 
interdisciplinary character made it a good 
candidate for a SASE Network.  Initial 
motivating topics included how advances 
in information and communication 
technologies were creating new 
possibilities for outsourcing and offshoring 
and how these impacts varied significantly 
across industries. While other SASE 
networks focus on issues relating to 
economic development, none take global 
integration and the industry lens as their 
starting point. 
 
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): The 
network promotes theory and research on 
the diversity of socio-economic systems 
and capitalist development in Asia. New 
approaches to the study of Asia are needed 
to better understand how different systems 
and their socio-economic institutions (e.g., 
labor markets, capital markets, product 
markets, etc.) and outcomes (e.g., 
comparative advantages, innovation, 
cooperation) are related to each other. The 
network promotes studies that examine 
these relationships as well as how 
processes of institutional change affect 
them. Thus the network contributes to an 
interdisciplinary perspective on trajectories 
of development within Asia, and their 
consequences for socio-economic 
development. 
 
 
What academic disciplines are most 
represented in your Network?  
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): One of the strengths of our 
network – and thus reflecting SASE's 
strength as a whole – is its very 
interdisciplinary nature. We get 

submissions from a very broad range of 
disciplines, which makes it difficult to 
single out any one in particular. Most 
papers are written by scholars in economic 
sociology, management studies, 
comparative and international political 
economy, and political science. 
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): A 
defining feature of the GVC network is its 
explicitly inter-disciplinary approach and 
its focus on firm-level analysis.  The 
network regularly has contributions from 
economic sociology, political science, 
geography, and international business.   
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): Political 
science, sociology, and economics. A few 
papers have a background in area studies 
with a focus on social sciences. 
 
 
How has the focus of the Network 
changed over time?  
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): Network H is by its very 
nature a broad network that appeals to 
many different fields of studies. The 
submissions to the network have changed 
somewhat in the past four years since we 
took over the network from Gregory 
Jackson. Thanks to SASE's very successful 
development and the increasing 
differentiation of the organization into 
more specific networks, our network has 
also become more focused. While the 
number of submissions continues to rise 
every year, the breadth of contributions to 
our network has somewhat decreased, 
presumably because authors have now a 
larger choice of thematic networks to 
submit to. Contrary to more specialised 
networks, which focus on one specific 
aspect of national economies, Network H 
often provides a home for papers that 
compare national business systems across 
several   dimensions   or   ‘institutional  
spheres’.   As   a   result,   papers   in   the   broad  
area of comparative capitalism have 
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become a particular specialty of Network 
H, including papers on post-socialist 
countries and developing countries such as 
Brazil. In recent years, the corporate 
governance aspect has become less 
dominant, also because new networks have 
emerged that also attract corporate 
governance scholarship (in particular L 
and P). We have thus seen a relative shift 
in focus towards other topics and areas, 
such as economic sociology, the sociology 
of markets, CSR, and ethical consumption, 
which have become relatively stronger. 
More broadly, Network H has extended its 
strength in the area of institutional theory 
and institutionalist approaches to economic 
issues. A particular feature of the network 
is that every year it attracts a number of 
studies on the role of ideas and ideologies 
– such as neoliberalism – in economic 
change. 
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): The 
focus of the Network reflects the evolution 
of the GVC research agenda. In earlier 
years there was a very strong focus on the 
economic impact of GVCs, especially on 
the power of large, global firms to set the 
terms of industrial upgrading.  Research 
largely consisted of a series of 
industry/country case studies in agro-food, 
forestry, and high- and low-tech 
manufacturing, and a bit later, services.  
More recently we have seen a growing 
focus on the social implications of GVCs.  
Scholars have sought to understand if and 
how the benefits (and potential costs) of 
GVC participation spread beyond the walls 
of the firm to broader society.  There has 
also been a concerted effort to improve the 
methodology underpinning GVC analysis 
and the forms of data that are available for 
research. 
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): We 
enlarged our geographic focus. Originally, 
we mostly had papers on East Asia, but 
now we have also moved to South and 
South East Asia, and some presenters 

compare Asian economies to other 
economies in the Global South. 
 
 
What are some of the most important 
issues or themes that have guided your 
Network in recent years? What do you 
think will be central in the next few 
years?    
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): Network H has always been 
strong in the area of studies on 
liberalization of national business systems. 
While liberalization was initially often 
studied   under   the   lens   of   ‘convergence,’  
increasingly   ‘financialization’   has   become  
the key concept instead. This trend is likely 
to continue in coming years. Another 
theme, which has become increasingly 
prominent in our network is ethical 
consumption and the creation of markets 
related to CSR issues. These topics will 
certainly remain important in the next 
years. Furthermore, in recent years we 
have witnessed an increasing number of 
contributions focusing on the role of the 
state in the economy and on the political 
side of business. This trend is certainly the 
result of current changes in certain 
developing countries, but also a more 
general new debate  about  the  ‘proper’  role  
of the state in the economy. We expect that 
the increased interest in the state as an 
actor in the economy will continue over 
the next years. 
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): With a 
broader focus and sharper tools, GVC 
research is well positioned to provide a 
clear view of the forces driving uneven 
development and inequality both within 
and between countries, and involving 
different sets of actors at global, national 
and local levels of analysis.  As developing 
countries emerge as important end-markets 
and home locations for a new set of 
multinational firms, the approach could 
provide unique insights into a post-
Washington Consensus world with 
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growing tendencies toward Trumpian 
populist nationalism, which appears to be 
gaining ground in different regions of the 
world. 
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): We 
welcome a wide range of theoretical 
perspectives (e.g., political economy, 
economic sociology, management studies, 
industrial relations, innovation studies and 
innovation management, neo-
institutionalism, and comparative 
institutional analysis). Topics of particular 
interest are the state and capitalism; 
national, regional, local and industrial 
systems of innovation; production 
networks and value chains, science, 
innovation, and technology policies; 
welfare states; emergence of inequalities; 
innovation and specialization; knowledge-
based economies; processes and politics of 
institutional change; national business 
systems, varieties of capitalism, 
internationalization and regional 
integration; and creation, persistence, and 
plasticity of technological trajectories. 
Given that we founded the network only a 
few years ago, we aim to hold this focus 
constant for the next years. 
 
 
What do you get from SASE and this 
Network in particular that you do not get 
at other conferences that you attend?    
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): As an organisation that is built 
around the meta-discipline   of   ‘socio-
economics’,   SASE’s   key   appeal   is   its  
genuinely inter-disciplinary nature. Few – 
if any – other conferences manage to bring 
together for fruitful exchange and 
discussions scholars from all areas of the 
social sciences. The focus is on themes, 
topics, research interests rather than 
disciplines, which makes discussions and 
debates particularly enjoyable. SASE is 
also the place where one can meet the 
leading scholars in the area of socio-
economics and where once can learn about 

the latest books, papers, and ideas by such 
leading scholars. 
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): A real 
strength of SASE, and the GVC network in 
particular, is the opportunity for different 
disciplines to engage in intimate dialogue 
with one another. All too often in 
academia, subjects close themselves off 
from each other, but at SASE there is a real 
search for cross-fertilization.  The 
recurring nature of the Networks creates a 
unique space for longer-term evolution of 
discussion, debate, and sharing of insights. 
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): Definitely 
the interdisciplinary and broad perspective, 
and in particular the talks at the 
“interfaces”  – be it between economics and 
sociology, between political science and 
innovation studies, or between sociology 
and management studies. 
 
 
Is there anything about this Network and 
its dynamics, frameworks, orientations, or 
central issues that make it different from 
other Networks?  
   
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): Network H is different from 
other networks in its breadth. As the 
Network   name   ‘Markets,   Firms   and  
Institutions’   suggests,   the   Network   does  
not focus on any specific area of socio-
economics, but rather it focuses on 
fundamental key elements of any market 
economy. It is thereby a good home for a 
great variety of approaches, disciplines, 
and themes. To be sure, that sometimes 
makes it difficult for us to guarantee the 
coherence of our sessions. However, as the 
number of submissions tends to increase 
each year, we are increasingly able to 
choose from a large pool of papers and 
organize them – hopefully – in a 
meaningful and interesting way for 
Network H participants. 
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Network O (Global Value Chains): The 
network is based on an explicitly global 
view of the political economy that 
nevertheless takes the specificity of 
domestic and local institutions and 
historical context into account.  As such, 
GVC research has a proven track record of 
addressing the economic and social policy 
concerns of governments and non-
governmental organizations alike.   
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): Yes. Our 
network consists of a cross-sectional 
structure,  covering  other  networks’   topics,  
but reflecting them within the broader 
perspective of Asian capitalisms. 
 
 
What would you want people to know 
about your Network?  
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): One of the more recent 
changes we have introduced to the network 
is the discussant system during the annual 
meeting. Like other conferences, we now 
ask participants to send their papers to the 
session participants before the meeting and 
we ask some attendees to act as session 
chair and discussant for the papers that are 
being presented. While this makes 
participation in Network H somewhat 
more onerous for discussants, we do get 
very positive feedback about this system, 
because presenters get valuable comments 
from respected scholars in their field and 
more in-depth discussions take place 
during the sessions. 
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): The 
Network has gone from strength to 
strength in attracting a mix of senior and 
junior scholars, and doctoral candidates are 
always welcome.  As the selection process 
has become more competitive, the quality 
of discussion has increased markedly. 
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): We are one 
of the youngest networks, but also one of 
the largest. Then, we have a strong 

community spirit that makes the network 
highly enjoyable. Further, thanks to 
support of the Fondation Franco-Japon, we 
are able to offer a prize and travel grants 
for the best paper. 
 
 
What is your most recent book?   
 
Network H (Markets, Firms, and 
Institutions): Thomas David, André Mach, 
Martin Lüpold, and Gerhard Schnyder, 
From   the   ‘Fortress   in   the   Alps’   to  
Shareholder Value: The history of Swiss 
corporate governance (1880-2010) [in 
French], Zurich: Seismo. 
http://www.lcdpu.fr/livre/?GCOI=2700010
0555640 
 
Network O (Global Value Chains): 
Stephanie Barrientos, Gary Gereffi and 
John   Pickles,   “New   Dynamics   of  
Upgrading in Global Value Chains: 
Shifting Terrain for Suppliers and Workers 
in   the   Global   South,”   Environment & 
Planning A 48, 7 (July, 2016): 1214-1219. 
 
Loren Brandt and Eric Thun, 
“Constructing   a   Ladder   for  
Growth:  Policy, Markets, and Industrial 
Upgrading  in  China,”  World Development, 
80, April 2016. 
 
Gary Gereffi and Joonkoo Lee, “Economic  
and Social Upgrading in Global Value 
Chains and Industrial Clusters: Why 
Governance  Matters,” Journal of Business 
Ethics 133, 1 (2016): 25-38. 
 
Joonkoo Lee, Gary Gereffi and Sang-Hoon 
Lee,   “Social   Upgrading   in   Mobile   Phone  
GVCs: Firm-level Comparisons of 
Working   Conditions   and   Labor   Rights.”  
Pp. 315-352 in Dev Nathan, Meenu Tewari 
and Sandip Sarkar (eds.), Labour in Global 
Value Chains in Asia. Cambridge, UK: 
Cambridge University Press, 2016. 
 
Stefano Ponte and Timothy Sturgeon, 
“Explaining   Governance   in   Global   Value  

http://www.lcdpu.fr/livre/?GCOI=27000100555640
http://www.lcdpu.fr/livre/?GCOI=27000100555640
file:///H:/Articles_GG/2016_JBE%20special%20issue%20on%20clusters/2016-01-24_Gereffi%20&%20Lee_JBE_Economic%20&%20social%20upgrading%20in%20GVCs%20&%20clusters%20-%20governance%20matters.pdf
file:///H:/Articles_GG/2016_JBE%20special%20issue%20on%20clusters/2016-01-24_Gereffi%20&%20Lee_JBE_Economic%20&%20social%20upgrading%20in%20GVCs%20&%20clusters%20-%20governance%20matters.pdf
file:///H:/Articles_GG/2016_JBE%20special%20issue%20on%20clusters/2016-01-24_Gereffi%20&%20Lee_JBE_Economic%20&%20social%20upgrading%20in%20GVCs%20&%20clusters%20-%20governance%20matters.pdf
file:///H:/Articles_GG/2016_JBE%20special%20issue%20on%20clusters/2016-01-24_Gereffi%20&%20Lee_JBE_Economic%20&%20social%20upgrading%20in%20GVCs%20&%20clusters%20-%20governance%20matters.pdf
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Chains: Towards a Broader Analytical 
Framework”   Review of International 
Political Economy, 21, 1 (August 2013): 
195-223. 
 
Network Q (Asian Capitalisms): We publish 
mostly in internationally, peer-reviewed 
journals, including Research Policy, 
Industry and Innovation, Journal of 
Contemporary China, Global Networks, 
Harvard Asia Quarterly, and others.  
 
Our most important and recent books are:  
Storz, C. & Schafer, S. (2013 Paperback, 
2011 Hardback): Institutional Diversity 
and Innovation. Continuing and Emerging 
Patterns in Japan and China  (with  a  guest  
contribution  by  Marcus  Conlé  and  preface  
by Richard Whitley). London: Routledge.  
 
Tobias ten Brink (2015 Paperback, 2014 
Hardback): Global Political Economy and 
the Modern State System. Leiden/Boston: 
Brill.  
 
Luthje, Boy, Luo, S. and Zhang, H. (2013): 
Beyond the Iron Rice Bowl: Regimes of 
Production and Industrial Relations in 
China. Frankfurt/New York: Campus.  
 
Luthje Boy, Hurtgen, S., Pawlicki, P., 
Sproll, M, (2013): From Silicon Valley to 
Shenzhen: Global Production and Work in 
the IT Industry. Langham, MD: Rowman 
and Littlefield. 
 

Interviews conducted by  
Emma Greeson 

egreeson@ucsd.edu 
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Call for PhD Project Abstracts  
to Be Featured in the SASE Newsletter 

 
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 
 
 
 
 

Odds and Ends 
 
 The International Corporate Governance Society, which is holding its annual 

conference this September in Rome, has also launched a sister review to the well-
established Corporate Governance: An International Review. The new journal, 
Annals of Corporate Governance, takes longer review type articles. Meanwhile, 
Corporate Governance has issued a call for papers for a special issue. 

 
 SASE’s	  founder,	  Amitai	  Etzioni, recently gave a presentation at The Conference on 

Ethics and Economics in Singapore. Watch it here. Amitai also has an article in the 
Journal of Business Ethics, "Apple: Good Business, Poor Citizen?"  

 
 
 

 

Recent Publications 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Reconfiguring European 
States 
 
 

by Desmond King and Patrick 
Le Galès (eds) 
 
(Oxford University Press, 2017) 

 
The Oxford Handbook of 
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