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COOLEY-MEAD PRESENTATION FOCUSES ON ALTRUISM

Jane Allyn Piliavin’s Cooley-Mead Presentationtte Social Psychology Section at the 2008 meetihtgseg
American Sociological Association was recently mH#d in Social Psychology Quarterly (Vol. 72, ISh.
Piliavin is Professor of Sociology and Women's &sidt the University of Wisconsin-Madison and has
made a major contribution to the literature onuadim, as well as many other areas of study, ovectiurse

of her distinguished career. The title of her addris “Altruism and Helping: The Evolution of &.” In
this lecture, she addresses definitional issugssnding “altruism” and “prosocial behavior” whitdfering
a helpful history of this field of study. She notbat, “many people believe that there is no shrig as al-
truism” (p. 211). This is indeed a challenge thany of us in the Altruism & Social Solidarity Siect-In-
Formation continue to confront. Fortunately, henavork and the research that she reviews cleanmyah-
strates the utility of altruism as a concept. Henarks are organized around a series of quessanh,as:
“Why do people help?” “What are the origins of hefpand altruism?” “Can altruism be trained?” and
“How are organizations related to prosocial beh&@/ioNhether you are just getting started in thaddf of
study, or you are a seasoned veteran, Piliavirdsesd provides an essential overview of socioldgina
swers to these important questions.

—Editor
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INTERNET RESOURCES FOR THE STUDY OF
ALTRUISM AND SOCIAL SOLIDARITY

SCIENCE OF GENEROSITY ELECTRONIC LIBRARY: A WEB-BASED RESOURCE
FOR SCHOLARSHIP ON GENEROSITY

The University of Notre Dame’s Science of For abstracts of recent articles on altruism and
Generosity Initiative has established a websit¢ reciprocity, click on this linkhttp://
with literature reviews, bibliographies, book generosityresearch.nd.edu/publications-2/
summaries, working papers, and abstracts on| literature-reviews/addenduntor more detailg
altruism and related topics (Se#p:// about the $5 million Science of Generosity Ipi-
generosityresearch.nd.edu/publicatiofs-2 tiative, check out the article in the previous is-
Sample topics include: altruism and reciproc- | sue of the newsletter of the Altruism & Socidl
ity, philanthropy, gift-giving, volunteering, re- Solidarity Section-in-Formation.

ligious giving, and organizational citizenship. —Editor]
THE SOROKIN ARCHIVE AND LECTURE SERIES AT THE UNIVERSITY OF
SASKATCHEWAN

In 1968, the University of Saskatchewan obtainet gfethe personal library of Professor Pitirim
Sorokin. The materials included letters, notebopkstographs, books, original and revised manu-
scripts, his works in all other translations, andkreviews. As part of the arrangement for recejv-
ing this unique research resource, the Univerdiyaskatchewan agreed to hold an annual lecture
in Professor Sorokin's honor. Since that time tbeEn Lecture has been part of the University |of
Saskatchewan lecture series. The Department obBgyi has had the responsibility for organizing

Many of them can be purchased from the Departmie®boiology for $7.50. The availability of
this collection has made it possible for reseachewisit the campus to use the collection for re
search purposes.

The 40th Annual Sorokin Lecture was presented byPBter Jarvis in March 2009. The title of th
lecture was “The End of a Sensate Age — What NexfSminent sociologists who have delive
the Sorokin lecture include Dorothy E. Smith andi@iCalhoun. For more information, vikittp://
www.arts.usask.ca/sociology/department/sorokin.php

—Editor

this lecture series since its inception. Most Sordéctures have been published by the University.

e
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THE PITIRIM SOROKIN RESEARCH CENTER: FOUNDATION

AND GOALS

—Pavel Krotov, Director, Sorokin Research Cenntg

The Pitirim Sorokin Research Center was estak
lished in 2009 at Syktyvkar State University
(Republic of Komi, Russian Federation). The
Center is an outcome of a long-standing joint
effort involving the Komi Government, academ-
ics, and community activists to foster studies of
this prominent sociologist in the land of his
birth.

Such diverse interest in Pitirim Sorokin coming
from this part of the Russian Federation was ng
an accident. The government of Komi has rec-
ognized the possibility that his example could
provide a new "role model” for the Komi people
especially by raising the interest of the younger
generation in education. Since the fall of Com-
munism, the absence of new moral leadership
has become one of the main reasons for social

and ethical erosion affecting all of Russian socit

ety, including Komi society. In this respect, re-
introducing the name of Pitirim Sorokin to the
community, not permitted during Soviet times,
might help societal reintegration. If his Komi
origin makes Pitirim Sorokin a role model for
the local population, his thoroughgoing analyse
of societies in crisis, as well as his pioneering
studies of amitology, have attracted the govern
ment's attention as it tries to respond to current
instabilities. His religious and ethnic tolerance,
ideas of altruism, and of solidarity in today's
highly divided and fragmented society, are no

less important than those for achieving economniic

growth. Twenty years of illusory attempts to
improve the society solely by economic means
have finally forced authorities to realize the im-
portance of non-economic factors, or so-called
"externalities,” and to move this "moral” aspect
up in the list of governmental priorities.

The political context mentioned favors develop-
ment in the Komi Republic of academic curricu-

lar and research interest in Sorokin's work moreg
than elsewhere in Russia. The Center has thre¢

main objectives: (1) To address an important

(%2

14

cultural agenda for the region; (2) To conduct
specific research on Sorokin and his writings
and (3) To apply his ideas and concepts to the
analysis of social phenomena. A research pro-
ject on survival mechanisms in household ecpn
omy will serve as an example of the latter: For
nearly twenty years a team of Komi sociologists
headed by Dr.Pavel Krotov studied differencgs
among various sectors of the economy undergc
ing transition from the Communist system. The
various effects on social institutions were stud-
ied, applying the theory of economic involutign,
elements of institutional analysis, and in som
instances, a "commodity-based" approach.
Through close collaboration with professor M
chael Burawoy (University of California, Berk
ley) and professor Simon Clark (Warwick Unit
versity) the research team learned internation
patterns of conducting sociological research 3
obtained invaluable theoretical and practical
experience. Current investigations will shift the
focus to the role of altruism and solidarity in
enabling households to cope with economic
hardships. This factor was not considered pr
ously. Consequently more comprehensive rg
sults are expected once the data collected oVer
the years are re-examined from the new perspe
tive.

EV

Although the Center's sociological research ig
an early stage of development, other researc
projects related to Sorokin, and to exposure
his personality and ideas to a broad public, h
already been completed. The most significant
these is the first-time publication of selected-¢o
respondence obtained from the Sorokin family
archive in Winchester (USA) and from the So
rokin archive held within special collections o
the library at the University of Saskatchewan
(Canada). The forthcoming book (in Russian
is edited by Pavel Krotov and is structured

around three themes: (1) the 1963 Presidentia
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RESEARCH UPDATES

ALTRUISM, INTERGROUP APOLOGY, FORGIVENESS, AND REGTILIATION

The literature shows that many people and groups haen hurt psychologically, emotionally, and
physically, and carry grievance against the harer.ddhis is evident in an interpersonal level and
number of people are seeking help from psychol@gigtother healers. My interest in apology focus
on intergroup apology and forgiveness that leadedonciliation. | am aware that this is not timéyo
approach to healing hurt between groups and natist is a factor that helps the healing process
antidote to intergroup grievance that is imporiamestorative justice. Nondiscrimination, and pdavy
an atmosphere of equality and equal opportunitytinesncluded, in order to bring about a more har
nious society.

| am continuing in this area of research focusingh® nature of good and evil. My recent publmagi
are titled: Altruism, Intergroup Apology, Forgiveness and Redation (2008 St. Paul, Minnesota:
Paragon House) and “Altruism, Apology, Forgivenesg Reconciliation as Public SociologyThe

Handbook of Public Sociologdited by Vincent Jeffries (2009 Lanham, MarylaRdwman & Little-

field Publishers).

—Samuel P. Oliner, Directq
Altruistic Personality and Prosocial Behavior Irtste
Humboldt State Universi
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FLAME OF LOVE PROJECT RECEIVES INTERNATIONAL RECOGNON

The Flame of Love Project, co-directed by StepheRd&&t, Margaret M. Poloma, and Matthew T. L€
was the subject of feature articles in two Koreahljgations:

1) Jong Hyun Jung. 2009. “Godly Love Project: Gadly Love Change the SocietyChurch
Growth Journall96:136-141

2) Jong Hyun Jung and Sung-Gun Kim. 2009. “The&@&onsequences of Religious
Experience: Focusing on Pentecostal SpirExglerience.’Discourse 20112(3,4): 117-136.

The readership a@hurch Growth Journais primarily church pastors in Korea and thatcéetis the lat-

est example of how the scholarship produced bytame of Love Project is being applied in ways tmar

can foster positive social change both in the drfsl abroad.

In related news, Margaret Poloma’s work was regdndinslated into German in a recent isSUE\GN-
gelische Theologiésee Margaret M. Poloma. 2009. “Die Zunkunft deeakanischen Pfingstidentitat
Die Assemblies of God am Scheidewe§gyangelische Theologi&9:270-285). This article focuses o
Poloma’s research into the institutional dilemnmesrfg the Assemblies of God, the largest Pentelco
denomination in the world. For more details aldbetFlame of Love Project, see the previous is$ug
this Newsletter or visiivww.godlyloveproject.org

—Editor

519

Q

Altruism & Social Solidarity 5



RESEARCH UPDATES CONTINUED

CASE WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY RECEIVES $1 MILLION GRANT TO STUDY
THE BENEFITS OF AA’'S 12TH STEP (HELPING OTHERS)

The John Templeton Foundation recently awarded Qéesstern Reserve University School of Medig
a $942,307 grant to support the work of Maria EgdP@, Ph.D., assistant professor in the Departofg
Psychiatry (seéttp://blog.case.edu/support/2009/05/20/templetdragano’s research focuses on th
recovery process of youth and adults afflicted \ilid disease of addiction. Her primary researtdrin
est centers on the role of altruistic service teeod in addiction recovery, particularly with regjéo the

12" step of twelve-step programs such as AlcoholicsAmous. The 1step requires beneficiaries
the AA program to reach out to other alcoholicdwiite message of AA in order to help them achie\
sobriety. Pagano’s research has shown that ddohaics who help others with their struggles with
addiction were twice as likely to be sober in tearyfollowing treatment as compared with non-hedp
With the support of the John Templeton Foundatwww.templeton.or)y her three-year investigation
will expand her work with adults to explore howal others assists the adolescent helper in gayi
sober. “My work thus far suggests that even thesg early in recovery can benefit from being agtiv
in service,” Pagano said. Twelve-step progranmes AR provide much food for thought for sociologis
interested in practical models for institutionaligialtruism, especially because the AA process apds
benefiting both self and other.

The Templeton Foundation serves as a philanthicaialyst for research and discoveries relating to
what scientists and philosophers call the Big Qaest in areas such as human sciences, natural sc
ences and character development. Since 1998pbmeTkmpleton Foundation has supported initiati
at Case Western Reserve University, specificathgé¢hthat aim to explore concepts and realities agg
love, gratitude, forgiveness and creativity. ®20the John Templeton Foundation made a catalyti
founding grant for the Institute for Research oritdited Love (IRUL), led by then-Case Western R4
serve faculty member, Dr. Stephen Post. The utstis a leading force in helping the world to eett
understand the universal phenomenon of unselfigh (seehttp://unlimitedloveinstitute.ofg Through
continued partnership, the university and the faliloth share a commitment to on-going research-in
eas such as character development. For more iafmmabout AA and the efficacy of the&tep, see
the co-authored paper by Drs. Pagano and PostspeldlinAlcoholism Treatment QuarterlyVol. 27,
pp. 38-50, 2009). For resources related to attr@nad unlimited love, including funding opportuas|
members of the ASA’s Section on Altruism & Sociali8arity would be well-served by exploring the
websites of the Templeton Foundation and IRUL.

—Editor
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Dr. Bob Smith, AA Co-Founder Bill Wilson, AA Co-Founder
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MISSION STATEMENT OF THE ALTRUISM & SOCIAL
SOLIDARITY SECTION-IN-FORMATION

The purpose of the section is to promo
theoretical development and empirical r
search pertaining to altruism and soci
solidarity. In the broadest sense, this subj
matter consists of activities intended
benefit the welfare of others. These acti
ties span the micro-macro continuum, fro
individual, to interpersonal, to organiza
tional, to global, in all their forms and proc
esses. Attention is given to the cultural ar
structural sources of altruism and soci
solidarity, and both their anticipated and ul
anticipated consequences. In today's wo
beset with individual and intergroup dis
cord and violence, the intrinsic scientifig
policy, and public relevance of this subjet
in helping the human community to con
struct "good societies" is unquestionabl
The work of the section promotes unde
standing of the conditions necessary for
broad vision of the common good that ir
cludes all individuals and groups.

Section activities are directed towards e

forefront of theoretical development an

e empirical testing in this essential interdis

- plinary area of scientific investigatig
| These activities include the following:
ctprovide for periodic regular exchanges
information at the Annual Meeting of t
I- American Sociological Association; to ft

- empirical, and applied work in the field
- altruism and social solidarity through :
1d nual awards; to link with other scienti
Al groups working on psychological, cultut

idity; to develop and augment a commu

, I1Ism and social solidarity; to provide an
't going social context and support syster
- efforts to gain greater knowledge and
e, derstanding of the nature, sources, ant
r- fects of altruism and social solidarity; to

- plications of this knowledge; and to fac
tate the dissemination of information
publics regarding aspects of altruism

s social solidarity that will benefit individu

4 society.

m mally recognize outstanding theoreti¢

- and genetic aspects of altruism and solid

- of scholars dedicated to the study of altr

tablishing the discipline of sociology in the V€S and the social organization of mode
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WHAT DO WE THINK WE'RE DOING? A NOTE ON ALTRUISM AND COGNITIVE SOCIOLOGY
—Stephen Vaisey, University of California (Berkgle

In the first section oEconomy and SocietWe-
ber (1978:6) argues that “[flor the purposes of a
typological scientific analysis it is convenient to
treat all irrational, affectually determined ele-
ments of behavior as factors of deviation from a
conceptually pure type of rational action.” By
comparing observed action to an “ideal type” of,
say, economically rational action, Weber contin-
ues, it becomes “possible to understand the way
in which actual action is influenced by irrational
factors of all sorts ... in that they account for the
deviation of the line of conduct which would be
expected on the hypothesis that the action were
purely rational.”

Something like this logic underlies a great deal g
the research on altruism. Researchers have sho
people in many situations cooperate and share
much more than we would expect based on star
dard economic models (see e.g., Fehr and Ginti
2007; Simpson and Willer 2008). Though soci-
ologists who use such findings as a basis for
claiming disciplinary superiority are (to put it
charitably) overreaching, it is true that a more

sustained engagement with altruistic “departure$

from rationality” provides us with a welcome
opening to influence the thinking of our extra-
disciplinary neighbors.

| believe that sociology could make a substantia
contribution to the study of altruism if we moved
beyond the tendency to consider it an
“orientation,” “inclination,” or “disposition” that
some people simply possess to a greater degres
than others. Though descriptively useful, it isn’t
enough, in my view, to show that “social prefer-
ences” are heterogeneous and that different pec
ple act as though they are maximizing different
“objective functions” (Fehr and Gintis 2007:60).
We also need to know tloententof these
“functions.” That is, we must askhy some peo-
ple (rather than others) in some situations (rathg
than others) engage in altruistic action. Because
we all share the same human nature, the answe
to such questions might come from greater atter

S

f

UJ

=

wnown, but rather variations on the “first draft” prp

rs being.

tion to the cognitive schemas and cultural wor|d;
views that underlie different degrees and “styl¢s
of altruism.

Why does this matter? Weber (1978:9) argueg
that “explanation requires a grasp of the comple
of meaning in which an actual course of under
standable action ... belongs.” He was right. We
don’t simply “act”; rather, we act in the context
of valued identities (Hitlin 2003), rely on culturt
ally-acquired models of how the world works
(D'Andrade and Strauss 1992), and situate ouy-
selves relative to moral horizons and meaningfu
relationships that give our lives purpose and d
rection (Taylor 1989; Smith 2003). And because
no identities, models, or horizons are purely o

vided by nature and revised by (sub)culture, we
would do well to look at the substantive contents
of the major cultural-cognitive “styles” that exist
in our societies.

In my own work, for example, | have used sur
data to show that those who endorse more co
munity-centered and theistic worldviews are
more likely than individualists to help others in
formally and to volunteer (Vaisey 2009). But my
more recent look at the in-depth interviews with
these respondents shows that this is not due tp
generic disposition to be “other-regarding.” In-
stead, many reject the idea of acting solely in
their own interests precisely because, they sa
would fail to make them happy (Vaisey in preg
ration). Such findings—and others | don’t have
the space to outline here—suggest that what dli
ferentiates individualists from others is not an

W

=

“inclination” or “tendency” but an implicit cul-
tural model of what makes a good life. Those
who take others—parents, teachers, God, strg ni
ers, spouses— into account when they make ¢
sions seem to do so, not because they are com-
pelled to, but rather because they believe it is
vital part of their personal flourishing as a hum

Continued on page 27.|..
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ALTRUISTIC SOCIOLOGY: PERSONAL REFLECTIONS
—David Boyns, California State University (Northrig

| have learned a very important lesson this year
about altruism and sociological practice. This
lesson began with an email that | received sevel
months ago from a residential, correctional cents
in Los Angeles that works to support at-risk
youth. The center was looking for someone to
teach a “Sociology of Gangs” course on-site to
their young, male residents. Most of the young-
men residing in this facility are meeting terms of
probation for gang-related activities. The idea
behind instituting this course was to bring a
broader sense of awareness about gangs, their
tivities, culture and social organization, to the
residents in this program. While | profess no sp
cial expertise in the sociology of gangs, | do
know something about teaching sociology and
how to cultivate the sociological imagination
among the minds of young people. | suggested
that we teach the course in an “introduction to
sociology” format, addressing issues related spe
cifically to gangs and gang-life, but also tackling
concerns related to the broader social context th
circumscribes gangs. Working with the center,
we outlined a four-month curriculum built around
films and guest speakers of sociological rele-
vance. We started up weekly class meetings; |
would volunteer my time, and the young-men
would attend on a voluntary basis. | was not pre
pared for the chain-reaction of altruism that this
class would generate.

The first week that the class met, we watched
“Quiet Rage,” the film about Philip Zimbardo’s
Stanford Prison Experiment. | selected the film
because | thought it would provide a fertile intro-
duction to the sociological perspective, and high
light the power of social influence, and of the po
tency of social situations in shaping individual

behavior and the unanticipated consequences of

adopting unusual social roles. 1 also thought thg
the young men would relate to a study of power-
relations in a correctional setting. During the-di
cussion after the screening, it was clear that the
young-men could clearly relate to the film, and

were able bring a sociological consciousness to

this study based upon their personal experien

knew right away that a class like this would be
al beneficial for the residents of the center, and t
br | would also grow personally and professional
from the experience. What | didn’t anticipate,
however, is that the center itself would grow a
result of the class, as would the students | te&
the university.

< I

) V)

=

When | started talking about my experiences \
the young-men and the staff at the center, | wi
‘astonished about the amount of interest my ur
versity students had in this sociology class. S
of my students wanted to help out with the cla
others had ideas about films and speakers, sti
others wondered if there might be other ways
them to get involved with the center. | was ov
whelmed by the interest that my students had
the center and the kind of contributions they
wanted to pursue. | knew | had an opening to
pand the scope of my engagement with the ce
ter, to provide greater opportunities for an intey,
face between the center and the university. Lik
links in a chain, the center, its residents, ard th
university students all could benefit from this 3
rangement. In some cases, the links fell natur
into place — students with experience in art co
teach art classes, others with interests in gard
ing or sports could develop programs in those
eas. In other cases, developing the links wou
take some concerted effort — like organizing ty
toring in math and reading, or establishing trai
ing in computer skills. In still other cases, gap
within the center could be engaged, particular
those that could benefit from the expertise tha
the sociological practice can provide — like prg
gram evaluation, data-base management and
community outreach. Beginning in early 2010
and building off these initial sparks of interesst,
more concerted relationship will be establishe
between this center and my university, with in-
ternships established at the center for student
sociology.
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ALTRUISM AND SOCIAL ENTREPRENEURSHIP: ITS LEISURE BASE

—Robert A. Stebbins, University of Calg

If articles in the mass print media and on some ¢
the Internet websites are any indication, social
entrepreneurship has become something of a

modern-day hit among morally conscious peoplég

itching to solve a particular social problem and

possibly make money in the process. Social entfe

preneurship is an altruistic undertaking. These
entrepreneurs execute innovative solutions to
what they define as social problems, be they lo-
cal, national, or international. In social entrepre
neurship people use the principles of enterprise
foster social change, which they do by establish
ing and managing a venture. Some of them set
small, medium, or large non-profit groups de-
signed to ameliorate a difficult situation threaten
ing certain people, flora, or fauna or a certain as
pect of the environment, if not a combination of
these. Others are profit-seekers. They work to
establish a money-making enterprise that will
also improve such a situation in one of these fol
areas.

There is, however, much more to being a social
entrepreneur than wanting to do something beng
ficial for other people or for the flora, faunadan

natural environments of this world. In the case of

the for-profit enterprise, there is more to it than
finding a livelihood and wanting to do something

beneficial at the same time. To be sure, these are

real motives and as such they help explain socia
entrepreneurship. But they are also incomplete 3
explanations.

These explanations, taken alone, simplify a com
plex activity and its impact in an age when existj
ing governmental and non-governmental organi;
zations are either unable or unwilling to solve
crucial problems. Mark Durieux and | (Durieux
and Stebbins, 2010) will publish shortly a manua
on the subject in which we use the serious leisu
perspective as theoretic background to further
explain this kind of altruismn conceptualizing
social entrepreneurship this way (which includes
what | have dubbed “devotee work”), we have
added another level of explanation: how social
entrepreneurs are affected by their search for pe

pf sonal and social rewards, experience in the cc
entrepreneurial activities, and the society (celt
and history) in which they live.

h

The serious leisure perspective (Stebbins, 20(
_offers a two-pronged explanation: pursuit of n
profit entrepreneurship is a serious leisure ung
taking of the career volunteer kind, whereas p

devotee work. Career volunteering is one of th
o types of serious leisur8erious leisureés the sys:
tematic pursuit of an amateur, hobbyist, or vol
teer activity that people find so substantial, int
esting, and fulfilling that, in the typical caskey
launch themselves on a (leisure) career cente
on acquiring and expressing a combination of
special skills, knowledge, and experienitéakes

t

Hp

suit of for-profit entrepreneurship is a variety of

7
N
e
ir

Ll
its

considerable commitment to stay with an acti
like developing a social enterprise, and to sta

=

edge, and experience needed to succeed. A
of career emerges from acquiring these skills,
knowledge, and so on. The serious leisure th
social entrepreneurs pursue is that of the care
volunteer.

D

L

Working as an occupational devotee is, in mat
ways, serious leisure (Stebbins, 20@gcupa-
tional devotiorrefers toa strong, positive attach
ment to a form of self-enhancing work, where
senses of achievement and fulfillment are higk
and the core activity (set of tasks) is endowed
with such intense appeal that the line between
work and leisure is virtually erased. Ancupa-
tional devotees someone inspired by occupa-
tional devotionDevotee works the core activity
of the occupation. It is capable of inspiring oca
pational devotion, itself a major force spurring
| for-profit social entrepreneurs.

1
NS

© Social entrepreneurship presents a textbook ¢
of relative altruism. Here altruistic people, base
on significant self-interest, gain self-fulfillment
from altruistic acts by (a) feeling good (fulfillied
about being altruistic (socially valued action);

lr_

long enough to acquire the special skills, knowl-

Continued on page 28.|..
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BOOKS OF INTEREST

Handbook of Public Sociology (Vincent Jeffries [ed.]. 2009. Lanham, MD: Rowmari i#tlefield.)

This essay represents a review of selective aspétte "Handbook of Public
Handbook of Sociology" that | edited (2009 Rowman & LittlefieRlblishers). | believe the
LU CRRER BN hook will be of interest to altruism and socialigatity section members for
three general reasons: it provides a detailed aisabyf public sociology in rela-
tion to other forms of practice; a number of chept®nsider altruism and
closely related phenomena such as forgivenessamdrrights; several chap
ters focus on the sociology of Pitirim A. Sorokins integral perspective, and
his writings on altruism.

The book's chapters provide a comprehensivaeatn and varied
analysis of Michael Burawoy's holistic model of mbagy: professional, policy
critical, and public. Their central theme is theerdependence of these four
forms of sociological practice and their synergad problematics. The authofs
of different chapters explore and elaborate thistio model of public sociol-
ogy from a number of perspectives: basic theoresaes; development of th
potential of public sociology; high school and wesity teaching; case studies of organic publicaoc
ogy, in which sociologists become engaged with igshlif various types; applications of the holistic
model to fields of sociology; and current perespestand future directions. Another theme that gas|
from many chapters is that Burawoy's model is suisf the discipline of sociology that has thegot
tial to increase disciplinary unity, scientific jpiactivity, creativity, and contributions to society

A second feature of the volume is the attentievotied to various aspects of altruism, social soli
darity, and related phenomena, such as forgivearedsiuman rights. These topics are identified as im
portant components of new perspectives and fididsvestigation in sociology. The introductory cheag
considers the possibility of a positive criticatsmogy that examines the nature of the good traild/
encompass these and other topics.

In a chapter by Edward A. Tiryakian global altruigs proposed as a focus of future study. Glq b%l
altruism is defined as an orientation directed talvenproving the conditions of those most disadvan-
taged by poverty and powerlessness within the gladramunity. Examples are given of this orientation
at the micro, or individual level, the meso, oramgational level, and the macro level of countrigs
each of these levels agents active in increasingisih on a global scale are identified and describ

In another chapter Samuel P. Oliner presentyarvew of the study of interpersonal and intef
group forgiveness as a field of study. Altruisbeé is identified as one of the primary factorsmgvmm-
petus to the process of forgiveness, which alsolu@s both apology and reconciliation. Case studies
intergroup forgiveness are presented. The impboatof the study of forgivenesss for a more casing-
ety are considered.

The sociological study of human rights can be mdg@ as a field of investigation that has closg
affinity to that of altruism and social solidarity. a chapter on this topic, Rhoda E. Howard-Hassma
defines the nature and scope of human rights. @b Iprinciples of human rights as they are expies
in philosophical conceptions and international hamghts law are reviewed. The potential of human
rights standards to generate theoretical developarehempirical research are considered, as areotins
tributions that sociological analysis can makeh® tinderstanding and furthering of human rights.

Two chapters devoted to the system of sociologyitifim A. Sorokin are also of potential inter

est to section members. Lawrence T. Nichols dessr@prokin's ideas as they evolved in the course of
Continued on next page|...
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BOOKS OF INTEREST, CONTINUED

his scholarly explorations and the influence otdnisal events. The integral sociology advocate®by
rokin is summarized according to seven dimensionlogy, epistemology, philosophy of life, genera
sociology, sociological methods, historical socggloand ethics. These characteristics form theshasi
an insightful imaginary exchange between Buraway @orokin regarding their respective sociological
perspectives. In another chapter Vincent Jeffriep@ses Sorokin's system of sociology as an exempla]
of Burawoy's holistic fourfold model. The interdeplencies and positive contributions of the forms of
practice to each other in Sorokin's works are diesdr Both of these chapters include extensivadgbl
raphies of Sorokin's writings.

—Vincent Jeffries, California State University (Wwrdge)

Values, Objectivity, and the Good Society (Volume 2 ofFoundations of Futures Studies/endell
Bell. 2004. New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Publishe

i With a new preface by the author Summaryln thls bOOk’ Be“ gIVGS a SOC|O|Og|Ca| apprO&([IhEtthS, moral-

Wendell Bell ity, and human values, focusing on the nature efgthod society and the
standards of evaluation that define it. Also, hesgiobjective procedures

by which norms and values themselves can be eealuat
of judgments, because they are concerned with saztiaheand the human
FUTURES STUDIES

Applied or policy scientists face the questidmhe validity of value
goals and values that are served by such actiagrexample, research di-
rected at reducing unemployment, crime, racialrdigoation, poverty,
¥ mental illness, or inequality of educational oppaity assumes that such
| reductions are desirable. Most of us may thinkosibhow do we really
| know? This is one of the questions Bell answetsisbook.

S Human Science foraNewEra | Bell begins with a survey of the values useditopian writers from Tho
_\Volum_e 2. mas More to Karl Marx to define their images of go®d society and the

: justifications that they give for them. Among otlieings, he shows the
shift in justification of values from God to Natuiee Reason to Human Na
ture and to a lesser extent to Society and Sciexree he shows how the
location of utopia shifted from a different placegeographic space to a
different location in time, the future.

He contends that the dogma that value judgn@mteot be objectively assessed is questionabléand
gives three models for the objective assessmemimian values, the last of which, he argues, des¢ove
be a widely used tool since it is based on empiggalence.

He evaluates several strategies for judgingtkéerable, such as religion, law, and the coNecpudg-
ments of group members, which are widely used stvwing how each ultimately fails, with the excep
tion of some aspects of the law.

He proceeds to show that cultural relativisra false doctrine. Rather, he shows that many usaver
near-universal cultural values and practices egising a list of core values that are largely saene in
all societies and cultures. Moreover, he explaihy this is so by tracing the origins and developnuén
values in the similar nature of all humans as hyopslogical beings, in the preconditions of sotifal
and in the universal features of the natural world.

\_\

Continued on next page.|..
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BOOKS OF INTEREST, CONTINUED

Altruism, he says, is as ubiquitous as egoism. ideudses its motivations and causes from far-sesalf
-interest, the desire for respect and admiratiod,aconsequence of empathy to social evolutioparg-
esses and the reward of acquiring power over an@tNe good deed ever goes unpunished,” as Dor(
Parker said, may have a grain of truth in it.)

He devotes a chapter to a discussion of the muirtant of all human values, human life itselé
shows how the quantity and quality of individuahian lives may change in the future and how they
late to the effort to control population growthpaomic development, social inequality and justibe,
debate about abortion, and the value of nonhumansfof life.

Finally, he concludes with a discussion of thenmg global society of the future and how some anim

values ought to be changed in order for human sotoethrive under the new conditions it may bring.
He discusses changes in the value of human liieodeictive values, the value of sufficiency, theuea
of women'’s lives, the value of peace, the valua wforld moral community, and the value of caring
about future generations.

Bell is not proposing some absolute set of estiig standards that permit no disagreement; ndtbe
gives reasons to support contentions of desirgbiitasons that others can test. Bell's major agmich is
that, for their own well-being, people ought toecabout the freedom and welfare of all living hurban
ings on Earth and of future generations of peoplget unborn.

Review of Values, Objectivity, and the Good Society

This is an important book that should interdisn@mbers of the Altruism & Social Solidarity Siect.
It is not specifically focused on altruism or salidy per se although pages 197-200 feature a helpful
cussion of altruism, while issues related to seitggsuch as “group living,” p. 193) are addressed
throughout. Its major concepts such as valuesaliygrobjectivity, and the “good society” are dllaan
essential part of any thoughtful discussion ofugdtn or solidarity. In fact, this book could encage an
expansion of how we frame altruism and solidaatynclude features of the larger social context tha
might foster a better future for all humanity (aldliving creatures). For example, Bell (p. 25@)tes
that we are denying life throughout the world “ucessarily” because “we already have the technica
knowledge to increase life expectancies dramayi¢alless developed societies where life expecemnc
at birth are relatively low. We could add as masythirty years to the average longevity in thestroff
societies by eliminating famine (there is plentyadd on Earth to feed everyone but it is maldistri
uted...).” Can social scientific scholarship amgylar discourse on altruism/solidarity be consder
“progressive” if it continues to focus on primarihterpersonal exchanges, such as giving a fevaolb
a person in need, while ignoring the global corteBell's book is especially useful in placing disa
about altruism/solidarity in the broader contextiniversal values and global needs (see also Edwar
Tiryakian’s essay on global altruism, which is teat in theHandbook of Public Sociologgviewed in
this issue on page 11).

| am not suggesting that the existing body eeegch on altruism/solidarity is inherently consdite
or unhelpful. Instead, my point is that additioaasessment of our current state of knowledgeamsef

the “good society” and global well-being is wareht This book points the way to develop such an as

sessment. Is our research on solidarity framedaly around “in-groups” and how they foster what
Sorokin referred to as the “tragedy of tribal akm™? Would our understanding of altruism bengbim
attention to the “Epistemic Implication Model” (§7) and its process of making value judgments abj
tively? Will we have to “stand against the dominaews of our own groups” (p. xvii) if we are

Continued on next page.|..
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BOOKS OF INTEREST, CONTINUED

interested in improving the human condition anddorg higher levels of genuine other-regard? &hg
are important questions for our emerging fieldaasider. What are the ultimate values upon whiah
research agendas are based? As Bell points eug, ihno “value-free” position: “Academics, evenge
who reject the possibility of supporting ‘oughtatgments by ‘is’ statements, of course, engagadh s
behavior themselves all the time” (p. 92).

Perhaps the biggest impact of Bell's work onftlkel of altruism/solidarity relates to a shifom
merely describing and explaining “what is” to a saleration of “what ought to be.” This is whers hi
attempt to provide a “foundation” for “futures stes!’ is especially helpful. In my educational back
ground (kindergarten through Ph.D.), | cannot dexaingle instance of serious attention to theassf
how to create a better future. This was often iaitpbut never explicit. In this regard, Bell'sbk could
serve as a foundation for a paradigm shift in hlegvgociology of altruism/solidarity is practice@nce
again, theHandbook of Public Sociologyeviewed on page 11 of this newsletter) can estractively
paired with Bell's work to help us imagine a wayward. Instead of simply describing patterns afual
ism/solidarity and discussing causes, we mightidensassessing these patterns in terms of objecélse
ues and inquiring about how to change them in Wagsmight foster a more desirable future. Asdbe
scription of Bell's book on page 13 of this newseexplains, “Bell is not proposing some absokée
of everlasting standards that permit no disagre&¢mather, he gives reasons to support contenbbns
desirability, reasons that others can test.” Tme tof Bell's arguments about objectivity and unsaé
values suggest an open-minded willingness to exyaari with truth, rather than an attempt to develog
rigid dogma. Although the mention of objectivitydauniversal values can provoke much hostility
among a generation of sociologists raised on aygtéit of cultural relativism and postmodern epist
mology, there is really no good reason for thiglkii knee-jerk reaction. By “universal values” Bel
really means “near universal’ (p. 177) and he dewvain entire chapter to the question of, “what hum
values ought to be changed” (p. 280).

In the final analysis, Bell's “critical realisnfp. 5) leads to the conclusion that, in the watdslartin
Luther King, Jr., “we are caught in an inescapaigievork of mutuality, tied in a single garment ek
tiny” (p. 290). Many of the great altruists of tasy would agree. And even if some nonviolentonsir-
ies—perhaps including King himself—might not agvwath all of Bell's value positions, including the
“realistic” approval of the use of violence to amle desired ends, such as controlling “sociopdtiis”
force is required... so be it,” p. 291), most wilbpably agree that Bell has identified useful obyect
criteria and processes for debating the meritsiofi $ssues. As an aside, Bell's realism is shhayed
President Obama, who also defended violence irelsent Nobel Peace Prize acceptance speech, af
ing, “A nonviolent movement could not have halteitldd's armies. Negotiations cannot convince al-
Qaida's leaders to lay down their arms. To satyftivae is sometimes necessary is not a call tacegm,
it is a recognition of history.” (Sourchkttp://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/eu_obama_nybibt everyone will
share Bell’'s standpoint (or Obama’s for that mattehich is rooted squarely in the Enlightenmenpédo
that reason, logic, and empirical data can potwthy to the greatest happiness for the greatesbau
of people. One can find many exemplars of altrwgmo have little interest in logic or utility andea
guided instead by religious or moral absolutes.(&lgou shall not kill). But in an era of fractdreocial

required reading for anyone interested in the |bigyiof a better future.
—Matthew T. Lee, University of Akr

discourse and “culture wars,” my own critical realileads me to conclude that Bell's book should be
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BOOKS OF INTEREST, CONTINUED

A Sociological Study of the Great Commandment in Pentecostalism: The Practice of

Godly Love as Benevolent Service (Matthew T. Lee and Margaret M. Poloma. 2009. Léwvis
NY: The Edwin Mellen Press.)
T g Summary This book is an early product of the Flame of Léveject (see
~ B page 5 of this newsletter). It is based on 10&-taeface interviews with
==l pentecostal Christians across the United Stateshake been selected by

08 THE GRiar COMMANDENT their communities as exemplars of “Godly Love” {defl as the perceived

i interaction between divine and human love thatvens and expands be-
nevolence). It documents dramatic stories of thesforming power of an
ongoing relationship with a loving God that teachmelviduals to “see be-
yond their circumstances” and respond to an inceéssdl to benevolent sefr-
vice that is both self-sacrificial and self-affirmgi at the same time. In other
words, spiritually powerful experiences redefine tosts and benefits of
helping others in a way that blurs the boundarywbet egoism and altru-
ism. Self-giving love paradoxically ends up besdf-affirming in the
'l sense that doing for others over a lifetime of vefence in the service of a
higher cause—even to the extent of risking onefsqeal safety—can gent
erate a sense of meaning and purpose that otheseases difficult to attairn).
These findings challenge conventional understarsdafigltruism based on cost/benefit imagery and
demonstrate one pathway to increasing compassitmaten our society and beyond.

Review of A Sociological Study of the Great Commmamd in Pentecostalism

This short book offers an unusual and imporpenspective on the phenomenon known to sociologsF
asaltruismor pro-social behaviorlt is well-written, well organized, and well docented. The authors
clearly know their subject and are strongly — onghinsay “passionately” — engaged with the isshey 1
discuss. The use of in-depth interviews as a pgirdata source is appropriate and well executed.

The organizing principle of the book is the e&yi(and limits) of selfless behavior. The subtEt-
sists of a narrative on religious experience aedpople who have such experience among followfer
Pentecostal Christianity. A focus on religion abtlly Love” is not entirely unknown in the sociolog
cal study of altruism. As the authors indicates tiieme characterizes the work of Pitirim A. Sonpkis-
pecially during the later years when he was Dinecfdhe Harvard Center for the Study of Creative A
truism.

The book is important, in large part, becausetimely. The social scientific study of selfldsshavior,
which essentially ceased after the death of Sonoki®68, is now experiencing a revival in sociglog
and related disciplines. Major funding for reseasatithe subject has been made available by theFetz
Foundation, The John Templeton Foundation (whidiréctly supported the study by Lee and Polomga
through the Flame of Love Research Project), th&ily Foundation (which sponsored Sorokin’s pio-
neering work), and other organizations. Books atidl@s on the subject, including articles in mgpoo-
fessional journals, now abound. And in 2009, sooue fiecades after Sorokin served as Presidentof tt
American Sociological Association, the organizati@s recognized a new section-in-formation on
“Altruism and Social Solidarity.” In short, the tems right for a discussion like this of the retigs di-
mensions of the phenomenon.

JJ
—~

Continued on next page.|..
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BOOKS OF INTEREST, CONTINUED

The concept of “Godly Love” — defined as the fidynic interaction between divine and human love
that enlivens and expands benevolence” (p. 7)ndisative of the ways in which the authors merge
theological and social scientific concerns. Thecem is associated with the Great Commandment in
Pentecostal Christianity: to love God and to lowe’s neighbor. (Incidentally, this Commandmentast p
of most of the world’s major religions and ethisgstems, as the authors acknowledge, e.g., inridsfeir
erence to Spinoza.). According to this doctrine-explicated by the authors — to love God uncomialiti
ally entails an appreciation that such a commitniennconditionally reciprocated and fosters berevo
lence towards others. But the expression of thiebelence is shaped by social forces: “In this vilagi-
viduals are ‘social filters’ of God’s love who re@piluce structure through their interactions with-oth
ers” (p. 10). This role extends beyond individuélhe central theme of this book is that peoplstitn-
tions, and cultural resources are all social slter Godly Love” (p. 140).

Another point at which theology and sociologtemsect is in the authors’ use of “Exemplars antl Cq
laborators of Godly Love” as their interview suligedn more mundane terms, the first group might be
referred to as role models. “Their status as exaraplas ascertained by reviewing local and nationa
news sources for feature stories, public recognittw benevolent service, and through the [IngitQbre J
Research Group’s] extensive connections with thred@estal community” (p. 69; this can be compare
with Sorokin’s interviews with “Good Neighbors”Collaborators were identified by the Exemplars as
people who closely follow their example (althoughnym candidates for Collaborator status turned muf t
be Exemplars). Whereas at first these labels nsgéi contrived, when understood in context they
forge an important linkage between the religious te sociological understanding of altruistic beba
as a variable.

To reiterate, this is a nicely constructed btk is well worth reading. | strongly recommend it

—

—Jay Weinstein, Eastern Michigan Universi

ALTRUISM, SOLIDARITY AND ASA

—Lawrence T. Nichols, West Virginia University

Vince Jeffries has asked me to share with colleagueur section-in-formation some reflections tha
had initially circulated last August, along withrtiier thoughts. So please take what follows Wbat-
ever it's worth."

Sociology as a field has long faced accusatiorseeking utopias (a word made famous by Sir Thomas
More that means, approximately, "nowhere"). €herindeed some basis for this view, since it is g
matter of historical record that early modern fegim the field, including Comte, Saint Simon and
Marx, were linked with contemporary visionary mowants to transform government and build comru-
nal ways of living. And we are only a few decadasoved from the rediscovery of Marx and Engels
by U.S. sociologists, the outpouring of books aadical sociology" and the publication of a journal
calledThe Insurgent Sociologist

Continued on page 28.|..
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Syllabus for Matthew T. Lee’s Altruism Course: “Sociology of Love’

Sociology of Love
Instructor: Dr. Matthew T. Lee, Department of Séegy, University of Akron, Akron, OH

Required Readings

A) Bell Hooks. 2001All About Love: New Vision®New York: Harper Paperbacks.
B) Chapters and articles on Web CT (https://welb&ron.edu/).
C) Read one of the following books:

1) Eknath Easwaran. 199@andhi, the Man: The Story of His Transformatigfl ed.
Tomales, CA: Nilgiri Press. Available at Biercébtary (DS481.G3 E19 1997)

2) Eknath Easwaran. 19990nviolent Soldier of Islam: Badshah Khan, a Manatch
his MountainsTomales, CA: Nilgiri Press. Available throughi@mk.

3) Clayborne Carson (ed.). 199%e Autobiography of Martin Luther King,. Mew
York: Warner Books. Available at Bierce Libraryl#5.97.K5 A52 1998)

4) Claude Anshin Thomas. 2004t Hell's Gate: A Soldier's Journey from War to Pea
Boston: Shambhala. Available through Ohiolink.

Course Objective

The major objective of this senior-level courseisritically assess the relation of diverse types
love to the social order.

Course Requirements

1) QUIZZES There will be no mid-term or final exams in thlass. Instead, your learning will
be assessed by your performance on 5 quizzes (&% gach), two written assignments, and cl
participation. Questions for the quizzes will heéhe multiple choice format and will be based

the assigned readings and the material presentddss. The quiz schedule is listed in the Cla
Schedule below.

2) WRITTEN ASSIGNMENT #1 - For this assignment, you will write a reflectieiew of the
book that you chose from Section B of the requrestlings. Each of these books recounts theg
of an “exemplar” of altruism who was deeply engagéith one of the major world religious trad
tions (i.e., Hinduism, Islam, Judeo-Christianitydgihism). If you would like to propose an alte
native book linked to another tradition, discuss thith the instructor early in the semester.

Continued on next page.|..
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Continued from page 17

Your book review will contain two parts. In thesfi part, you will review the influences that
shaped the altruism of the subject featured irbthak. What social circumstances were import

ant?

What role did specific life events play? To whatiemt are personality traits relevant? What alout

spiritual experiences? In the second part, youokfiér your own assessment of the subject’s a
ism. In what ways (if any) did you find it inspig (or discouraging)? What lessons might you

tru-

apply to your own life? What are the limitatiorfetee subject’s thoughts and actions? This paper

is due on April 8. More details will be provided in class.

3) WRITTEN ASSIGNMENT #2 — Some writers argue that love is a state of herfgeling, or §
relationship with another person that arises inntatly and cannot be controlled. Others dis-
agree, including Bell Hooks iAll About Love(pp. 171-2). Quoting psychologists Erich Fromm
and M. Scott Peck, Hooks argues that love is nohasiuntary feeling or spontaneously arising
relationship, but rather an “act of will” which irigs that “we choose to love.” Your assignmer

is to reflect on these competing claims by conahggiinterviews with two friends, relatives, or a¢

guaintances in order to assess their perspectiv@veras voluntary and reflective, or involuntar
and unreflective (or both). You will then compared contrast the views of your interviewees \
your own understanding of love in a reflective pap@ne goal of this paper is to increase your
understanding of the structural and cultural basigour beliefs about love. You may focus on
(or all) of the types of love discussed in classtge, philia, eros, or agape. Your analysis rbes
grounded in course material — the selection from Swidler's book assigned for Feb."2 es-
pecially relevant. This paper is due on M&y 3ore details will be provided in class.

4) PARTICIPATION For this course to work it is important that Weastend class, arriving on
time, well-prepared to be active participants mssldiscussions. If you are unwilling to partitég
in class discussions, you should consider dropghiaglass. Participation points will be awardg
according to the qualitgnd_quantityof your participation. Simply attending classlwibt earn
participation points.

Grading Scale

Quizzes (5) 20 points each 100 points total 33%
Written Assignment #1 70 70 23%
Written Assignment #2 100 100 33%
Participation NA 30 10%
TOTAL: 300 100%
LETTER GRADE: A 93-100 C+  77-79 D- 60-62

A- 90-92 C 73-76 F Below 60

B+  87-89 C- 70-72

B 83-86 D+ 67-69

B- 80-82 D 63-66

Continued on next page.|..
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Continued from page 18

CLASS SCHEDULE
Introduction

T1/16
Introduction to the Course and Discussion of Sylab

TH 1/18

What is Love?
Hooks, Bell. 2001All About Love: New Vision®NY: Harper PaperbackBp. xv-xxix
(“Introduction”) and pp. 1-14 (“Clarity: Give Lovw/ords”).

T1/23
The Many Faces of Love
1) Slater, Lauren. 2006(February). “True Loviddtional GeographicPp. 34-49.
2) Barasch, Marc lan. 2005. “The Giveaway.” Ppr-149 inField Notes on the
Compassionate Life: A Search fer 8oul of KindnesEmmaus, PA: Rodale.

Love and its Discontents

TH 1/25

Pseudo Love |
Fromm, Erich. 1956. “Love and its DisintegrationGontemporary Western Society.” Pg.
77-98 inThe Art of LovingNY: Harper and Row.

T1/30
Pseudo Love lI
1) Lewis, C.S. 1988[1960]. “Affection.” Pp. 31-%6The Four LovesNY:
Harcourt.
2) Hitchens, Christopher. 1995. “Good Works anddieYirtues.” Pp. 37-50 in
The Missionary Position: Mother Teresa in Theoryg &ractice London:
Verso.

TH 2/1*Quiz 1*

Pseudo Love llI
Ehrenreich, Barbara. 1986. “Beatlemania: Girls Want to Have Fun.” Pp. 10-32 Re-
Making LoveThe Feminization of Se&arden City, NY: Anchor Press/Doubleday.

T2/6
The Dark Side of Love |
1) Wood, Julia T. 2001. “The Normalization of Viake in Heterosexual
Romantic Relationships: Women's Narrativesafe and Violence.Journal
of Social and Personal Relationshif8:239-261.
2) Morman, Mark. 1998. “I Love You, Man’: Overt [ressions of Affection in
Male-Male Interaction.Sex Roles38:871-881.

Continued on next page.|..
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Continued from page 19

TH 2/8

The Dark Side of Love Il
Goldman, Emma. 1996[1934]. “What We Did About thaughter at Homestead.” Pp. 2§
293 inRed Emma Speaks: An Emma Goldman Reddkntic Highlands, NJ: Humanitie
Press International.

T2/13
The Dark Side of Love IlI
1) Furfey, Paul Hanly. 1966. “The Respectable Mtete” Pp. 17-27 iThe
Respectable Murderers: Social Evil and Christ@@onscienceNY: Herder and
Herder.
2) Gareau, Frederick H. 2004. “The Roots of the Wrail errorism: Washington's
Policies in the Middle East.” Pp. 172-181State Terrorism and the United
States: From Counterinsurgency to the War amoFism. Atlanta: Clarity
Press.

TH 2/15

Loveless Work
Hooks, Bell. 2001. “Greed: Simply Love” Pp. 103-1i8%All About Love: New
Visions NY: Harper Paperbacks.

Romantic Love

T 2/20
President’s Day — Class Cancelled

TH 2/22
Introduction*Quiz 2*
1) Hooks, Bell. 2001. “Romance: Sweet Love.” Pp. 188-in All About Love:
New VisionsNY: Harper Paperbacks.
2) Swidler, Ann. 2001. “Settled and Unsettled Livé¥p. 89-107 inTalk of Love:
How Culture MattersChicago: University of Chicago Press.

T 2/27

The Social Meaning of Romance
Jackson, Stevi. 1993. “Even Sociologists Fall ivé:0An Exploration in the Sociology of
Emotions.”Sociology 27:201-220.

TH 3/1

Consuming the Romantic Utopia
lllouz, Eva. 1997. “The Class of Love.” Pp. 247-28Tonsuming the Romantic Utopia:
Love and the Cultural Contradictions of CapitalisBerkeley, CA: University of Californi
Press.

Continued on next page.|..
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Continued from page 20

T13/6

The Social Control of Romantic Love
1) Goode, William J. 1959. “The Theoretical Impoxta of Love.”American Sociological
Review 24:38-47.
2) Goozner, Merrill. 1996. “Private Lives.” Pp. 1297 in Garth Massey (edReadings
for Sociology(2/e). NY: W.W. Norton.

TH 3/8

Love and Marriage
Coontz, Stephanie. 2005. Marriage, a History: Howe Conquered Marriage.
NY: Penguin. Pp. 1-12 (“Introduction”) and pp. 183-@€The Radical Idea of
Marrying for Love”).

New Visions of Love

T3/13

Spirituality and LoveéQuiz 3*
Hooks, Bell. 2001. “Spirituality.” Pp. 51-83 Wil About Love: New VisiondY:
Harper Paperbacks.

T 3/20
Spring Break — Class Cancelled

TH 3/22
Spring Break — Class Cancelled

T13/27

Mutuality
Fellman, Gordon. 199&ambo and the Dalai Lama: The Compulsion to Win and
Its Threat to Human Survivallbany, NY: SUNY Press. Pp. 23-36 (“Two
Paradigms”) and pp. 131-144 (“The Other as Compiinkather than Threat”).

TH 3/29

Masculinity and Love
Thompson, Cooper. 1992[1986]. “A New Vision of Mabnity.” Pp. 77-83 in
Melita Schaum and Connie Glanagan (e@®hder Images: Readings for
Composition Boston: Houghton Mifflin.

1473

Exemplars of Altruism
Read one book from Section B in “Required Readings”
Written Assignment #1 Due

Continued on next page.|...
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Continued from page 21

Compassionate Love

T4/10

Introduction
Matthew T. Lee and Margaret M. Poloma. 20Riftuism, Compassion, and Unlimited
Love in Theory and Practice: A Social Science Apphoto the Interdisciplinary Litera-
ture. “Chapter 1.” Unpublished manuscript.

TH 4/12
Social ScienceiQuiz 4*
Lee and Poloma, first half of Chapter 2 (pp. 1-21)

T4/17
Social Science I
Lee and Poloma, second half of Chapter 2 (“CustwfeAltruism” to the end)

TH 4/19
Religion |
Lee and Poloma, first half of Chapter 3 (pp. 1-18)

T 4/24
Religion Il
Lee and Poloma, second half of Chapter 3 (“ReligiGultures and Altruism” to the end)

TH 4/26
Humanities |
Lee and Poloma, first half of Chapter 4 (pp. 1-16)

151

Humanities 1I*Quiz 5*
Lee and Poloma, second half of Chapter 4 (“The Duigo Beyond the Call of
Duty” to the end)

TH 5/3
Summary and Discussion of Student Papers
Written Assignment #2 Due

***Editor's Note: | was asked to include this sylabus in the newsletter shortly before the dis
tribution deadline. This is an old version of a shabus that | am currently revising for Spring
2010.***

Altruism & Social Solidarity 22




Russian Social Science, continued from page 1

colleagues.

In Soviet times the official Communist ideology grebed that solidarity be considered through {
prism of class conflict, mainly as workers’ solidiain their struggle against the exploiting classe
From that perspective altruism was commonly dedh as a “bourgeois concept” leading one aw
from the goals of class struggle. NeverthelessSthwget era saw serious research on altruism as
well. For instance, at the beginning of the 1970&Woimson issued a work in which he, advanc
A. Comte’s approach, regarded altruism as “the g@iemotions which prompts one to commit
deeds unprofitable and even dangerous for oneydmitil for other peoplée’”

It should be stressed that solidarism was the adgobf the National Alliance of Russian Solida-
rists (known by its Russian abbreviation "NTS"R@ssian patriotic anticommunist organization
founded in 1930 by a group of young Russian Whiteggees in the former Kingdom of Yugoslavig
The ideology of NTS was built on the Christian urstiending of people's collective social respon
bility for each other's welfare, and the voluntaopperation between the different layers (as opp
to Marxist concept of classes ) of society. It distieved strongly in the “sanctity of the indivalif
in contrast to Marxist collectivism. From a 1967gksh language NTS pamphlet: “Unlike Comm
nism, Solidarism provides a twentieth-century b&siglealing with present day issues. It rejects
purely materialistic approach to social, economig political problems. It postulates that man,
rather than matter, is the chief problem todayejicts the concept of class warfare and hatretl, {
seeks to replace this dubious principle with theaidf co-operation (solidarity), brotherhood, Chr
tian tolerance and charity. Solidarism believethainnate dignity of the individual and seeks to
safeguard as inalienable rights his freedom of&pemnscience and political organization. Solid
rists in no way claim that their ideas represeatfithal answer to all problems, but they believat th
man who is master of the atom bomb must also beenaster of himself and his destiry/The
most important theorist of Russian solidarism wesy8i Levitsky (1908-1983)The ideas of Soli-
darists have important implications for the futtlreoretical and research agenda of sociology.

After the fall of the Communist regime in 1991 Rasssociology was set free from ideological p
sure. That created necessary prerequisites faxpleration of the Western tradition of sociologid
research on solidarity and altruism, above all Ekbeim’s legacy. V. Yadov, who was head of t
Institute of Sociology of the Russian Academy oieSces in the 1990s, paid particular attention
theoretical and empirical studies of solidarity. émg other scholars who study various aspects ¢
social solidarity, altruism, empathy and the emlselhess of the given phenomena in Russian sq
ety we can name A. Gofman, A. Samarin, N. Tikhonavdrobizheva, S. Patrushev, O. Yanitsk)
A. Zdravomyslov (1928-2009) and others. In genédralyever, studies of social solidarity and alt
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ism in Russia are still quite varied in charactdrus the need to form a corresponding thematically

oriented research community is becoming more ane raident.

The authors of the present article are particigatina new project of issuing a “Sociological Yea
book” (“Sotsiologicheskiy Ezhegodnik”). Taking ind@count the aforementioned need, they intg
to contribute to the consolidation of the givenreats of sociological research by means of publi
ing respective thematic sections in the yearboabredver, we plan to organize a special sessior
social solidarity at the next All-Russia Sociolagji€ongress.

We would be grateful to our colleagues in the U&Ap make still greater efforts to institutionaliz
solidarity and altruism research within the Ameni&ociological Association, for advice and sha
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Continued from page 23

ing of experience. We would also be grateful iftluld send us literature on the topics in queq
tion.

Footnotes

1. Solovyov V. S. Zhalost i altruism (Pity and aitm) // Knizhka nedeli (Book of the week). — Mogcd 895, March
(in Russian); in English: Solovyov V.S. Pity anttaism // Solovyov V.S. The justification of theaph An essay on
moral philosophy. — Grand Rapids (MI): Eerdman€)20- P. 53-54. — {1ed. 1918).

2. Efroimson V.P. Rodoslovnaya altruisma: Altruigenealogy // Novy mir (New world). — Moscow, 197IN 10. — P.
199. — (In Russian).

3. Mode of accessittp://www.absoluteastronomy.com/topics/Nationalialice_of Russian_Solidarists

4. Levitsky S. The Ideology of NTS // Russian Rewigol. 31, No. 4 (Oct. 1972).

O

—Dmitry Efremenk

Head of Sociology Departmegnt

Institute for Scientific Information on Social Stwes
Russian Academy of Sciengces

E-mail: efdv@mail.rd

Yaroslava Evseeva

Research felloy

Institute for Scientific Information on Social Stwes
. ; - il Russian Academy of Sciengces

Institute for Scientific Information on Social Seiges E-mail: yar_evseeva@mail.fu
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Documentary in the Spotlight: “I| Am Because We Are”

For several decades, the pop-star, diva Madonnarbagled a fertile ground for sociological and
cultural investigation. From postmodern icon tmiieist nouveau, her music, image and persona
have tantalized global, popular culture. Her laéegleavor, however, is a surprising twist on her
controversial and provocative cultural legacy. Mite documentary film, “I Am Because We Are,”
Madonna takes us on a powerful and personal jourrieythe African country of Malawi where mil-
lions of young children have become orphaned asualtrof famine, HIV/AIDS, and the simple post-
colonial neglect of the industrialized and Westeorld. The film features interviews with President
Bill Clinton and Archbishop Desmond Tutu, amongesth who outline the history of Malawi, ex-
press their compassionate concern over the pligks people and culture, and outline strategies fo
intervention and Malawian self-sufficiency. Theetiof the film is a translation of the Bantu term
“Ubuntu,” which expresses the interconnectednessiofan beings, a message that is certainly cen-
tral to sociological practice and perspective. M/bne may not be a fan of Madonna’s music or its
message, the film “I Am Because We Are” has a gtroiessage of compassion that may be of inter-
est to sociologists interested in the study oti@tn. It is ideal for use in the classroom in adding
issues related to inequality, globalization, podtisociology, and community. The film can be
streamed for free on-line het&tp://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KamKXZHXMUAuttp://
www.hulu.com/watch/64450/i-am-because-we-are

—David Boyns, California State University (Northgée)
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Sorokin Research Center, continued from page 4

Election that elected Pitirim Sorokin as Presid#@nthe American Sociological Association; (2) 1
last year of Pitirim Sorokin's life (1967/68) argktbeginnings of "Sorokiniana;" (3) Correspon-

dence over many years with prominent world figuokthe mid-twentieth century. This section pf
sents unpublished letters of famous sociologisth s$ Florian Znaniecki, Robert Merton, Talcotf
Parsons, and Abraham Maslow; politicians such asi@ents Herbert Hoover, John F. Kennedy,
the Head of the Russian Provisional Governmentxaider Kerenski; scientists and public figut
such as Albert Einstein, Albert Schweitzer, anceath

As part of an effort to educate a wide public alfeititim Sorokin's contributions to social science
and the relevance of his ideas today, the Centadotated an International Sociological Confere
devoted to his intellectual legacy (February 2(®¢ktyvkar). In addition two web-sites have beg
designed (in English: www.pavelkrotov.com and Rarsswww.pitirimsorokin.org) to present full

and accurate information on Sorokin's life and wgs$. These sites are not fully completed as ye

but are accessible and already contain much mhtérmas work is being coordinated with an ong
ing digitizing project for materials at the Univiédysof Saskatchewan. The web sites are also in-
tended to provide a forum for the exchange of ideasng intellectuals the world over who may |
interested in the legacy of this prominent think€éwo themes deserving early discussion are thd

of Altruism and the philosophy of Integralism, amalv these concepts of Sorokin are relevant foy

the modern world.

The Pitirim Sorokin Research Center in Komi emerged time when Russia like other countries
the world was stricken by new fiscal and socialleinges. Unlike societies in many of the other
countries, Russian society still has a vivid menafrgatastrophic side-effects from the "shock th
apy" remedies used during the 1990s to adjustabatcy away from Communism. Today, autho
ties realize that similar approaches will not Herated by the people. Thus the time has come t
turn to other remedies that incorporate a moreotingin understanding of human nature and crea
ity and are guided by the wisdom of thinkers wherdgheir lives looking for effective solutions td
social crises.
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Images of Pitirim Sorokin
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To Be or NotTo Be, continued from page I

At the end of the 2009 ASA membership year on $epéz 30th we had 145 members. We need to
raise our numbers to a minimum of 300, more if gaesUntil we do this we are not an established
section, our privileges within ASA are limited, aodr continued existence remains in jeopardy.

Once we have 300 members we will become an edtellisection. Then, and only then, will we be
able to have such activities as: at least one@essithe annual ASA Meetings, or more if our mgm-
bership is sufficient; regularly elected Sectiorii€frs; awards for scholarly work on altruism and
social solidarity that are formally recognized hg ASA; and a stable context to develop a commu-
nity of scholars dedicated to studying these topics

Our mission involves a great and noble task: teigdeknowledge and understanding about altrujsm
and social solidarity. The phenomena we study rdioge the micro to the meso to the macro: frgm
individuals, to groups of various sizes, to cowsriand to the globe. Because of its diversity and
complexity, many terms have been used to indicateqolar aspects of our subject matter: altruism,
unlimited love, cooperation, morality, benevolemtd, universalizing solidarity, global altruism,
charity, altruistic love, caring, true friendshgmmpassionate love, generosity, social solidafaty,
milistic relationships, to name several. Clarifyigngd focusing this terminology and conceptualiza-
tion, and in so doing identifying our subject mgtie one of the tasks we must address in thedutur

For now, the important point is the central chaggstic of our subject matter: the attempt to benef
the other, to do good to them, to freely give tenthfor their welfare. In this sense our subjecttengt
is a fundamental aspect of individual life and @fiscultural processes and structures. Its vanatip
from low to high, in all its manifestations and texts, is of profound sociological and practicgts
nificance. This significance encompasses our sdyaadeavors with great responsibility, both to
the profession and to the general society.

Yet sociology has largely ignored this topic. Besmof this our task is heightened: we have to efeat
interest in a topical area and systematically iffgand explicate its subject matter. As we progre
in doing this we can more effectively work togett@firmly establish altruism and social solidarity
as one of the primary fields of scholarly endeamayur discipline. This will be a long term and-dif
ficult task. Two articles in this Newsletter, byr&henko and Evseeva, and by Krotov, show thaf so
ciologists in Russia are working on a similar pcbj&Ve have a unique opportunity to learn from an
support each other in this international endeavor.

[72)

For the present, let's begin to develop a senserafmon purpose and collective identity. Let's take
our first concerted and decisive act as a commuriischolars and obtain the needed membershjp td
establish a Section on Altruism and Social Soltglasithin the American Sociological Association.

For those who were members last year, please dagain for 2010; for 2008 signers of the original
petition that made possible our becoming a se@tidarmation, please do rejoin; for those just
learning of our section, we invite you to join us.

For all, and particularly those who are committedhis section, please try to convince othersito. |0
The most effective way to do this is by direct ipersonal contact. When this isn't possible, catu
ing the Mission Statement (see page 7) and copitee dNewsletter along with a personal invitatign

Continued on next page.|..
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To Be or NotTo Be, Continued from page 26

to join can reach others through the internet.

Timing may be important. | believe most send inrthiearly renewal to ASA in December or the
first part of January. Whatever you can do in timee period would be particularly effective.

As always, many thanks to each of you, and tofatba, for your efforts. Because of your efforts,
we will succeed.

—Vincent Jeffries, California State University (Mwoidge)

Acting Chairperson, Altruism & Social Solidarityciien-in-Formation

ALTRUISM AND COGNITIVE SOCIOLOGY, Continued from page §

More generally, this implies that we might gain BEFERENCES

much improved understanding of altruism if weD'Andrade, Roy G., and Claudia Strauss. 1$82.
uncover how specific cultural-cognitive models man Motives and Cultural Modelslew
interact with specific situations to give rise (or York: Cambridge University Press. _
not) to altruistic conduct. In reality, there is Fehr, Ernst, and Herbert Gintis. 2007. “Human Moti-

robably not one “altruism.” but manv. each ma- vation and Social Cooperation: Experimental
P y i Y: and Analytical FoundationsAnnual Review

jor type supported by a different cultural of Sociology33:43-64.
“complex of meaning” (Weber 1978:9) and poSyajgt, Jonathan, and Fredrik Bjorklund. 2008. “8bci
sessing different implications for different situa- Intuitionists Answer Six Questions about
tions. For instance, an altruism motivated by con- Moral Psychology.” Pp. 181-217 ithe Cog-
cerns about harm and fairness might manifest it- nitive Science of Morality: Intuition and Di-
self very differently than an altruism motivated versity, vol. 2,Moral PsychologyCambridge,
by concerns of ingroup solidarity or spiritual pu- MA: MIT Press.
rity’ though both m|ght depart S|gn|f|cant|y fromH|tI|n, Stever:]. 2003. “_Valu_es As the Core of Pesdon
pure economic self-interest (see Haidt and Bjork- ~ 'dentity: Drawing Links between Two Theo-
lund 2008). ries of Self.”Social Psychology Quarterly
66:118-137.

. . . . Simpson, Brent, and Robb Willer. 2008. “Altruism
None of this requires adopting unrealistic cogni- and Indirect Reciprocity: The Interaction of

tive assumptions about our reliance on conscious Person and Situation in Prosocial Behavior.”

cultural “rules.” Even more than a century ago, Social Psychology Quarterly1:37-52.
Weber knew that “[i]n the great majority of casesmith, Christian. 2003Vioral, Believing Animals:
actual action goes on in a state of inarticulaté ha Human Personhood and Cultundew York:
-consciousness or actual unconsciousness of its Oxford University Press.

subjective meaning” (1978:21; see also VaiseyTaylor, Charles. 198%ources of the Self: The Mak-

2009). But the meanings are there. Finding them ing of the Modern IdentityCambridge, MA:

and understanding their implications will take a|l  Harvard University Press. _—

of our theoretical and methodological ingenuityY 2/S€Y: Stephen. 2009. *Motivation and Justificatio

but I believe the effort will be worth it. Estatilis A Dual-Process Model of Culture in Action.

. . o _— American Journal of Sociology14:1675-

ing that altruism is “more than a feeling” would 1715.

constitute an important contribution to a more y/5isey. In preparatiotMore than a Feeling: On Cul-

complete understanding of the human experience.  ture and Moral Condudtbook manuscript).
Weber, Max. 1978conomy and SocietBerkeley,

CA: University of California Press.
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ALTRUISTIC SOCIOLOGY, Continued from page 9

My experiences in working with the young-men irsthesidential program have given me a new-
found interest in the sociology of altruism, anddnahown me how important an altruistic sociolagy
can be not only for our sociological practice, fautthe broader societal community. Academic Jo-
ciology and sociological practice can intersedmportant and invigorating ways, as the principles
of sociology are applied toward engaging and impm@vthe surrounding social world. While, for
some, this lesson may seem self-evident, for otfikesme, it has taken on new and more personal
meaning. Our social world(s) can benefit a greal k/om what we do, and what we know, as sqci-
ologists. Sometimes is just takes a simple sogiotdass and a little compassion.

ALTRUISM AND SOCIAL ENTREPRENEURSHIP, Continued from page 10

(b) enjoying the satisfaction of the person, grolReferences

or other target of benefits being helped (if the [®urieux, M.B. and R.A. Stebbins. 2018ocial
get seems satisfied by the altruistic act); and | Entrepreneurship for Dummigsloboken, NJ:
sometimes (c) enjoying the gratitude expressgiViley).

by the target of benefits or representatives of itsiapbins. R A. 200B8etween Work and Leisuré:

Nonetheless this is altruism, the attitude dispoSrye common Ground of Two Separate World
ing a person to help others, because of conceffew Brunswick, NJ: Transaction).

for their welfare or satisfaction or both. , , )
Stebbins, R.A. 200Berious Leisure: A Perspe
tive for our Time (New Brunswick, NJ: Transag
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ALTRUISM, SOLIDARITY AND ASA, Continued from page 16

If sociologists generally can be labeled as utapiéimen it would seem that the enterprise of anggt
a section on altruism and social solidarity mightdonsidered at the far end of a far-out field-tadi
more so as the section's vision owes so much tadinke of Pitirim A. Sorokin, who came to be seen
as a popular prophet and apostate scientist. IdGoere have been anything less realistic than Jo-
rokin's project of launching "amitology,” a "scienaf love," in the early years of the Cold War and
the nuclear arms race?

As Ed Tiryakian showed in tHestschriftvolume he organized, Sorokin's sociology was fedusn
values and their historical fluctuations. Insthegly, Sorokin's rival at Harvard, Talcott Parspn
likewise emphasized values and raised especialystue of "ultimate values.” In this connectipn
we might ask, What are the ultimate values of dogiyy and, more specifically the ultimate valuep
of professional associations such as ASA?

From one perspective, we might say that theredrag been a dialectical struggle between the val-
ues of scientific knowledge and political activiswithout a final victory to either faction. Many
early sociologists in the U.S. were Progressivessettiement house” social scientists (e.g., dreJ
Addams/Hull House circle), as well as "muckrakéest., Edward A. Ross and his oracles againpt
"the criminaloids" of the business class). —Continued on next page.|..
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ALTRUISM, SOLIDARITY AND ASA, Continued from page 28

They were sometimes also Christian ministers
the children of ministers, and some taught in g
partments of social ethics. Their successors
however, turned to the project of science-builg
in a more dispassionate sense, under pressur
from universities (including peer departments)
emulate the natural sciences. We recall herg
especially such figures as Robert E. Park, Wil

pressed. Indeed, one can make a good case|
¢his outlook is largely institutionalized within

ASA, as reflected not only in the Marxist secti
ibgt more revealingly in the combined section ¢
frace, gender and class.  Within the past dec

that

N,
DN
ade,

B annual ASA conference was explicitly org

Laddresses have also echoed it.

liam Ogburn and F. Stuart Chapin. With the ad-We might therefore draw the conclusion tha

vent of the turbulent 1960s there was again a
toward politics, which has been reflected in th
past decade in the movement for a "public soq
ogy."

It seems to me fair to say that, within the he
ily politicized atmosphere of ASA, justice has
become the apparent "ultimate value." Despi
occasional revolutionary rhetoric, the charactg
tic posture of ASA sociologists has been refor
ist and has, | think, reflected the strong influen
of the African-American Civil Rights movemen
of the 1950s and 1960s. And justice has beg
further defined as "distributive" justice (with a
relative neglect of its other aspects).

My point is this: the vision of our section-in-
formation goes beyond justice, though without
ever denigrating or dismissing it. The perspq
tive of compassion, solidarity and unlimited lo
offers a larger "sacred canopy" (in Pe-
ter Berger's memorable phrase) within which |
tice can be located and accorded an approprid
place of honor.

However, to quote Berger again (frém Invi-
tation to Sociology this perspective might well
be regarded as "subversive," especially by co
leagues who believe that the central issue is--
must always be--power, including domination,

tour section-in-formation is not only utopian bu

hthreat to sociology's proper purpose of creatin

knowledge that leads to a more just social order.

te My own view is this: justice cannot be regar
& an isolated absolute, but must always be u
nalerstood within the larger context of a set of id
@ls, where it must be subordinate to the value
tcompassion and unlimited love. Otherwise,

pnommitment to justice easily degenerates into
permanent state of suspicion (even a paranoig
enemies mentality), hostility, hatred and tende
cies toward violence (beginning with attitudes
harsh condemnation). The work that we and
bothers do on altruism and social solidarity cou
therefore nurture a broader vision of the comn
good and serve as an invitation to sociology td
Leim higher, perhaps even to the point of a par
tigm shift in which forgiveness, reconciliation

phrase) would be fundamental. Like Gandhi
we could still work for change, but with what
-some have called Gandhi's "Franciscan gai-
petgl.”  And sociology might rediscover a revivif
ing joy. How utopian is that?

resistance and empowerment of the op-

rized around this theme, and recent presidential

Palso politically incorrect, and we might anticipate
ilat some colleagues could regard the project|as
manifestation of "false consciousness" and even

and the production of love energy (in Sorokin'g
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